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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

Tuesday 9 December 1997

The PRESIDENT (Hon. J.C. Irwin) took the Chair at

2.15 p.m. and read prayers.
SENATOR, ELECTION

The President laid on the table the minutes of proceedings

South Australian Film Corporation
South Australian Housing Trust
South Australian Museum Board
State Opera of South Australia

By the Minister for the Status of Women—(Hon. Diana
Laidlaw)—

Office for the Status of Women—The Women'’s State-
ment, 1997.

QUESTION TIME

of the joint sitting of the two Houses held this day to choose

LION ARTS CENTRE

a person to hold the place in the Senate of the Commonwealth
rendered vacant by the resignation of Senator Dominic John
Foreman, whereat Mr John Andrew Quirke was the person The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: |seek leave to make

so chosen.
Ordered that minutes be printed.

PAPERS TABLED

The following papers were laid on the table:
By the Treasurer (Hon. R.l. Lucas)—

District Council By-Laws—Cleve
No. 2—Animals and Birds
No. 5—Motor Boats
Economic Development Authority—Report, 1996-97

By the Minister for Justice (Hon. K.T. Griffin)—

Optima Energy—Report for six months ending 30 June
1997
Regulations under the following Act—
Mining Act 1971
Determination of the Remuneration Tribunal—
No. 3 of 1997—Ministers of the Crown and Officers
and Members of Parliament
No. 6 of 1997—Conveyance Allowances and Motor
Vehicles Schedules
No. 7 of 1997—Deputy Electoral Commissioner

By the Attorney-General—(Hon. K.T. Griffin)—
Independent Order of Odd Fellows—Registered Rules

a brief explanation before asking the Minister for the Arts a
guestion about the Lion Theatre and bar.

Leave granted.

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: What is the Minister’s
long-term plan for the Lion Theatre and bar complex? Have
the Minister or her representatives undertaken negotiations
with private operators interested in subleasing the theatre and
bar from the Adelaide Fringe? If so, what is the result of these
negotiations? Will the Minister guarantee the ongoing
availability of the Lion Theatre to the many theatre com-
panies currently using this space?

The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: | can certainly make such
a guarantee. As the honourable member may be aware
(because | advised the Hon. Anne Levy of such matters when
she had such a keen interest in the arts in this place earlier
this year), there have been discussions. In terms of its new
funding and performance contract, the Fringe has been able
to gain all the proceeds from the bar and the theatre. How-
ever, it has determined that it does not want to be in that
management business, and it has had some negotiations with
the private sector. However, in the meantime a group, Praxis
Theatre, has been running the theatre with great success and
has gained an occupancy rate this year together with forward

By the Minister for Police, Correctional Services andbookings for next year that are quite remarkable in terms of

Emergency Services—(Hon. K.T. Griffin)—

Reports, 1996-97—
Country Fire Service of South Australia
Fire Equipment Services South Australia
SA Ambulance Service
South Australian Metropolitan Fire Service
State Emergency Service South Australia

By the Minister for Transport and Urban Planning (Hon.

Diana Laidlaw)—

Reports, 1996-97—
Department of Housing and Urban Development
Department of Transport
South Australian Community Housing Authority
Regulations under the following Acts—
Harbors and Navigation Act 1993—Blood Test

Motor Vehicles Act 1959—Power-assisted Pedal Cycle

Development Act 1993—The Administration of the De-
velopment Act 1996-97

Non-Metropolitan Railways (Transfer) Act 1997—Leases

of Land to the Purchasers of Australian National
By the Minister for the Arts—(Hon. Diana Laidlaw)—

Reports, 1996-97
Adelaide Festival Centre
Art Gallery of South Australia
Arts SA
Carrick Hill Trust
Community Information Strategies Australia Inc.
History Trust of South Australia
Libraries Board of South Australia
South Australian Country Arts Trust

the history of that little theatre at the Lion Arts Centre.

As  understand, following discussions with me in the last
few weeks, Arts SA has informed the management and board
of the Fringe that if they wish to proceed with subcontracting
the management of the bar and theatre to Praxis Theatre
Company, therefore providing subsidised support for theatre
in this State through that theatre complex, the Government
and Arts SA would be pleased to endorse such an arrange-
ment. But it is for the Fringe to determine such an arrange-
ment because Arts SA has allowed the Fringe to manage that
bar and theatre. If they want to subcontract we would be
pleased if they wish to continue with Praxis.

AUDITOR-GENERAL'S REPORT

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | seek leave to make a brief
explanation before asking the Attorney-General a question
about the Auditor-General’s Report.

Leave granted.

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Last week in the House of
Assembly the Premier was asked to explain discrepancies in
expenditure within the Department of Premier and Cabinet
on the use of external consultants. In his annual report, the
Auditor-General found that the Premier’s Department spent
more than $1 million employing consultants using processes
which in many cases were found by the Auditor-General to
be outside the law.
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The Auditor-General found that some of the contracts for  An honourable member interjecting:
consultants exceeded legislation and that there was no record The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: No, they've already been
of the name of the consultants employed, the estimated coséntenced, and they have pleaded guilty, so | do not think
of the contract or the purpose of the consultancy. He stateghey will be appealing. It appears that there is a problem with
that no documentation could be found to support the decisioprison authorities either not understanding Aboriginal culture
to waive the competitive tender process. He found that thergnd taking into account Aboriginal law or, as | indicated
was little in the way of formal documentation supporting why earlier, given that many people in prisons are not angels, the
a particular consultant was appointed and that contracts wefgison authorities might believe there is a risk of the two
signed by parties who did not have the legal status to enteipplicants escaping if they were allowed out under supervi-
into legally binding documents. sion. | do not know this. | have not been contacted by the two
The Auditor-General found also that there was noindividuals themselves. As | said, a member of the public
effective monitoring, management and control of theraised the matter with me. My questions are:
consultancies and, further, that consultants had been able to 1. could the Minister provide me with details of the

change the conditions of the original contract without legahpplications and the reason for refusal of the requests of the

redress. The Auditor-General said in his report that he haglyo individuals, plus the previous individual case that had
referred these matters to the Crown Solicitor. My questiongeen refused?

to the Attorney-General are: o o _ 2. Isthe Minister for Justice concerned that recommenda-
1. What action has the Crown Solicitor taken in investi-tjons made into the inquiry into Aboriginal deaths in custody
gating the processes used by officers within the Premier'gyay pe breached regularly in this State?

Department in employing consultants? Th .
. . e Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: The answer to the last
2. Will the Attorney request that the Crown Solicitor fully question is ‘No.’ Most of the recommendations with which

investigate all the Auditor-General's claims about who thesy, o G overnment agrees in relation to Aboriginal deaths in

consulta_lrlltiwere, what they weri paid and Whﬁ/_? i custody are being implemented on a regular basis and within
3. Will the Attorney bring back a report to this Council e correctional Services system, as well as within the Police
on the results of the Crown Solicitor’s investigations into theDepartment. There is great sensitivity towards the issue of
Premier's Department’s use of consultants? deaths in custody.

ma-trtr(;?vl\;i;snr.el?é-{fe%Ftetl)lirftlaN(:Zrgﬂvynuggﬁéﬁg??g;g%ﬁéga:\g;?or In relation to the escapes to which the honourable member
! referred, | will get some detailed information about them.

investigation. | am not aware of what the advice may hav uite obviously, they have pleaded guilty, and the magi-
?heeenASgﬁgﬁ[)ggr:r;?a?ﬁp\/?irltlr?]z?/:eo;géeemiIneor| ﬁﬂgscr?qt;ggt grrui?[rate—although his reported comments were sympathetic to
bring back a reply ) he offenders—was not sufficiently convinced to give them
) no penalty but imposed a fairly heavy penalty for an escape.
ABORIGINES IN CUSTODY One must remember that within the prison system there
is a constant dilemma for prison authorities in terms of a
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | seek leave to make a brief Person who has been charged with and convicted of a serious

explanation before asking the Minister for Justice a questiofffence and the need to ensure that that person is retained in
on prison policy. custody for the period for which the law has determined, and

Leave granted. on the other hand to endeavour to respect some of the

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: In the Advertiser of Customary matters which might warrant some closer
Saturday 6 December an article appeared about two escap@ssociation with one’s family or in this case for a funeral. It
who fled prison to attend a funeral. On Saturday morning IS & dilemma, and I do not think this case will change that
was approached by a member of the public who was quitdilemma.
upset that this circumstance had prevailed. The article The obligation of the Correctional Services institutions is
described a refusal by, | assume, correctional service® comply with the law. The law is that, if you are sentenced
management in charge of Mobilong Prison to permit twoto gaol, you stay there until you have served the period of
Aboriginal inmates to attend the funeral of a relative. sentence required by the law. But, of course, things such as

Aboriginal law is much stronger than our own in this day leave and work leave, and other practices, whether in
regard in that, for us, we pay our respects to the |iving’e|ati0n to Aboriginal or non-Aboriginal people, are built into
relatives and to the dead individual by attending a funeral, buthe system in what is generally a flexible process. | do not
for Aboriginal people it is an insult to the relatives if one doesacknowledge and | do not agree that there has been any
not attend. With that in mind, | think it is understandable thatoreach of the recommendations of the Royal Commission into
a number of people were upset about the refusal of permigiboriginal Deaths in Custody. | will obtain more detail in
sion to attend, and the last resort of escaping from prison teglation to this case and bring back a reply.
attend the funeral is abhorrent. The two men were assisted by The Hon. G. WEATHERILL: As a supplementary
a third person who, according to the article, had been refusegliestion to the Attorney-General, it is also a dilemma that
permission to attend a funeral the previous week or #hey can go by escort to court but not to a funeral.

fortnight before. The PRESIDENT: That is just comment.
It appears that breaches of recommendations in the report
into Aboriginal deaths in custody have occurred, and it also MURRAY-DARLING BASIN

adds insult to injury to note that the two victims have been

given an extra eight months sentence in addition to the head The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW (Minister for the Arts):
sentence for escaping from gaol for 24 hours to try to attentiseek leave to table a ministerial statement delivered today
arelative’s funeral. | know there are a lot of people in prisorby the Hon. Dorothy Kotz, Minister for Environment and
who may not be— Heritage, relating to outcomes for South Australia from the
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recent Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council Meeting the passage of Government legislation if presented twice, in

held in Victoria. accordance with ALP policy? Is not this an opportunity to test
Leave granted. Mr Rann’s offer of bipartisanship?
3. Is the Premier prepared to cooperate with Mike Rann
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, ROLE in allowing the ALP to adopt its Legislative Council policy

~over, say, the next three years?
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | seek leave to make abrief  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | thank the honourable member

explanation before asking the Treasurer, in his role as Leadesy his question from left field—

of the Government in this place, a question about the role of The Hon. T. Crothers interjecting:

the Legislative Council and the issue of bipartisanship. The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | assure members that | was not
Leave granted. aware of the Labor Party policy in relation to the Legislative
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: In October 1996 the ALP  Council. Now that | am, | am delighted to hear—

State Conference approved policy statements, some of which Members interjecting:

related to the Legislative Council. Inits policy platformtwo  The PRESIDENT: Order!

policies stand out: Members interjecting:
That the Legislative Council be reformed to operate as a House The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Ralph Clarke—
of Review only as a prelude to its eventual abolition. The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

Reform the powers of the Legislative Council as a prelude toits  The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. Mr Redford will
abolition such that any other Bill becomes law if it is passed by the ome to order

House of Assembly in two successive sessions whether of the sarit . L
Parliament or not and rejected by the Legislative Council in each of The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: _
those sessions provided that one year elapses between its secondThe Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Carolyn Pickles has

reading in the House of Assembly and its passing by that House iﬁ,lst indicated that Ralph Clarke’s motion was stupid; | can
the second session. only presume that she makes the same judgment.

The Hon. R.1. Lucas: Is that Labor policy, is it? The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting:

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Exactly. During the course The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: And the Hon. Ron Raoberts
of the election campaign the Hon. Mike Rann, Leader of theeconds that. | can only presume that they have the same view
Opposition, told the media that he was prepared to adopt @f the Mr Clarke in relation to not only his motion but his—
bipartisan approach on a number of issues. Since the election The Hon. L.H. Davis: That is their definition of a unity
he has said, ‘Ring me, John. I'm waiting by the phone.’ Well ticket.

Mike, I've got a suggestion. Last weekend the ALP State The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The unity ticket. | thank the
Convention was held. The member for Ross Smith moved Bonourable member for his information in relation to the
motion to the effect that an additional levy be placed on ALPLabor Party policy. | can think of one Minister in particular,
members of the Legislative Council to be paid into ALP the Minister for Justice or Attorney-General, who | am sure
coffers. | am informed by my source that considerable debatguring this session will be delighted to test the intentions of
took place and that a great deal of criticism was levelled aghe Leader of the Opposition both in this Chamber and in the
the Legislative Council and its ALP members. other place on a piece of legislation which he has tried to get

In the face of that criticism the Leader of the Oppositionthrough on three occasions, and certainly separated by more
in this place said nothing. She did not defend the role of theghan 12 months since originally introduced. It will be
Legislative Council and she did not defend the work of heiinteresting to see what the Leader of the Opposition in this
ALP colleagues in this place. One might have thought thaplace and in the other place do, and not just on that. | am sure
she could have explained to the ordinary rank and filehe Minister for Justice, as | said, will test the integrity of the
members just how hard members opposite work and attempeaders of the Opposition in both Houses on this issue by
to explain the important contribution they make to thetrying to find out the attitude of the Labor Party on that piece
development of legislation and other issues. of legislation.

Perhaps it was too hard. There was not one word from the Perhaps, as the Hon. Angus Redford has indicated, some
Leader of the Opposition or any member opposite to defendther legislation might be tested to see whether or not the
their position and it was left to the junior member for Peake Labor Party is prepared to abide by its own policy, evidently,
Mr Tom Koutsantonis, to make a spirited plea on behalf ofin relation to the Legislative Council. | am not surprised that
members opposite. My source tells me that many of th¢he Leader of the Opposition in this place did not defend her
delegates at the convention waited for the Leader to explaitolleagues. When one looks at the Hon. Ron Roberts and the
what role members opposite have and the important role thgon. Terry Cameron on her back bench—

Council plays. The Deputy said nothing. One might have The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:

thought that the Deputy, who is a bit more articulate than The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: No, | am not indicating any
most, would have explained the role of members of theparticular reference on this occasion to talent but, perhaps,
Legislative Council. As | said before, it was left to the junior disloyalty or attitude towards the Leader. | am not surprised
member for Peake to undertake that task. In the light of thesshe did not seek to defend some of her colleagues on the
developments my questions are: backbench.

1. Will the Minister explain to the Leader of the Opposi-  An honourable member: She could have tried.
tion the role of the Legislative Council and its importance and  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: She could have tried or pretended
provide a copy of the same so that if a similar motion isto support them, but | am not surprised that the Leader of the
raised and similar disparaging remarks are made about th@pposition was not prepared to defend some of her col-
place she will be in a position to explain her role and the roldeagues during the recent debate at the council. In relation to
of the Legislative Council? Tom Koutsantonis, the member for Peake, | am pleased to

2. Will the Minister ask the Premier to invite Mr Rann to hear that at least one member of the Labor Party, albeit in the
adopt the ALP policy on the Legislative Council by allowing other place, was prepared to defend members of the
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Legislative Council, in this case members of his own Party, Leave granted.
in terms of the work they undertake on behalf of the Party and The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Figures released by the
the community. There have been some who, unfairly, hav®ffice of Road Safety show that in November this year 13
referred to Mr Koutsantonis as a wholly-owned subsidiary opeople were killed on country roads, compared to just one
the member for Spence, Mr Atkinson and, as | say, unfairly—person for the metropolitan area. Whilst the city road toll for
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting: November is down on figures for the same time last year, the
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am saying that, in this case, the non-metropolitan toll has gone through the roof with over 90
member for Spence has not been known for his favourablper cent of fatalities occurring on our country roads. Over the
attitude towards his colleagues in the Upper House, as theast three months, 31 people were killed on our country roads
Hon. Mr Weatherill and others can well attest over the pas¢ompared to 18 for the same period last year; that is, over 75
four years. It is pleasing to see that Tom Koutsantonis, thger cent of our road deaths in the past three months occurred
member for Peake, has demonstrated, at least on th@ country roads. This carnage can only be described as
occasion, that he is not a wholly-owned subsidiary of thesickening'.
member for Spence in relation to all matters. Whether he is  There have been a number of very sad incidents in the past
a substantially-owned subsidiary we will establish over thdew weeks—several where two or more members of the same

next three or four years. family have been killed in the one accident. My questions to
the Minister are:
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 1. How many people have to die before your Government

finally gets the message and begins to take country road

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | seek leave to make a brief deaths seriously?
explanation before asking the Minister for Justice, represent- 2. What is the Government doing about this appalling
ing the Minister for Government Enterprises, a question abowjtuation?
information technology. 3. In the interests of saving lives, is the Government

Leave granted. prepared to consider introducing reasonable measures, such

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: At the launch of a Govern- as: making it mandatory for all new drivers to spend at least
ment initiative to promote software development industriene driving lesson on country roads, including a dirt or gravel
last month, the Government Enterprises Minister, Michaetoad before being able to gain their probationary licence;
Armitage, predicted that there would be a shortage ofindertaking a major campaign warning drivers of the dangers
appropriately trained technical staff in this industry in theof inattention and fatigue whilst driving in the country;
next couple of years. | understand that that will be a part o€ommitting extra funding for prioritising and upgrading rest
what will be a worldwide shortage by the year 2000 of up tostops; asking country petrol stations, motels and the local
700 000 people. After the Minister's comments were relaye¢dommunity to participate in a road safety program by
to me, my office made contact with the Playford Centredisplaying signs and leaflets warning drivers of the dangers
which is a joint initiative between Government and theof fatigue; and directing the police to provide extra resources,
private sector and which offers assistance to developingcluding permanent resources onto country roads, especially
companies in this industry. at known black spots?

The CEO of the centre, Mr Robert Norton, has confirmed The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: There was a bit of an
that there is already a lack of technical resources to suppoefaborate build-up to the question in terms of the explanation
this fast growing industry sector. He used as an example laecause the honourable member would know that this year
report from earlier this year that an IT company, Texagoad deaths are dramatically down in South Australia because
Instruments, decided at the last minute not to set up a basedf the concentrated effort from the police and road safety
Adelaide as the city lacked the supporting technical resourceauthorities, and also with $1.2 million extra funding from the
needed for growth, including, as | understand, suitabl&State Government in terms of speed and drink driving
trainees. Mr Norton says that there is a need for organisatiorenforcement measures and general advertising.
to understand what information technology is accomplishing The Government takes road deaths seriously at all times
in South Australia, and the need to support the industryand has therefore provided the extra money and focus on road
through the provision of appropriately skilled people. My safety. We also take road deaths in country areas particularly
questions to the Minister are: seriously because there has been a higleercapitadeath

1. What is the expected shortfall of trained technicians irrate in country areas for some time and road deaths on
the information industry in South Australia? country roads are particularly high among rural people. Itis

2. What programs are in place to ensure that enoughot a fact, as the honourable member’s question may have
people are being trained in this field? suggested in terms of city people gaining country road

3. Based on the Minister's acknowledgment of the€xperience during their learner or P-plate driving period, that
shortage, what initiatives is the Government pursuing tdt is City people who are dying in greater proportions on
respond to the expected shortage of trained technicians in ti§@untry roads. Itis country people who are dying at a greater
information technology industries? proportion on country roads.

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | will refer those questionsto | know there will be many arguments from country people,

my colleague in another place and bring back a reply. for example, Fhe fact that they drive Iong(_ar distances and o_lo
not necessarily have the support of public transport or taxis

ROAD DEATHS, COUNTRY as an alternative to driving, but notwithstanding such
arguments | think there has been general support for the

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | seek leave to make a brief Government’s initiative through the South Australian Road
explanation before asking the Minister for Transport quesSafety Council for a rural road strategy. | have received that
tions about the high number of road deaths on Souttrategy and it will be given consideration by the Government
Australian country roads. during this month and next month in terms of a range of
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measures. Seat belts, for instance, is one very easy measure ELECTRICITY SUPPLY
that country people could take but there is a defiance or an
ignorance, | am not sure which, amongst country people The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | seek leave to make a
about wearing seat belts. A much higher proportion of peoplérief explanation before asking the Attorney-General,
in country areas who are not wearing seat belts are dying apresenting the Minister for Government Enterprises, a
our roads than in the city area. Therefore, a campaign aboguestion about the lengthy power blackouts experienced by
the wisdom of wearing seat belts is just one initiative thatmany South Australians on the first weekend of November
should be undertaken. this year.

In terms of extra funding for rest stops, the honourable [eave granted.
member would be aware that the national road safety strategy, The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: As a consequence of

which all State, territory and Federal Governments signed ofétormy conditions in South Australia on Friday 31 October,
on earlier this year, includes extra commitment and fundingwo circuits of the electricity interconnect from Victoria went
for rest stops and that will be a priority in the future. Petroldown at approximately 8 a.m. and were not reconnected for
stations can be involved and I think they would participateanother 3% hours. ETSA responded with a deliberate policy
willingly in terms of advice to drivers about fatigue manage-of load shedding, that is, the shutting down of services to
ment, to which references are made in this rural road strategyections of the grid in an attempt to cope with the loss of

I was not able to note all the honourable member’s questiongypply from Victoria. Radio announcements informed users
but | will read through the questions and get further answergf which suburbs were to be deprived of power next. Some
for the honourable member. | say briefly in passing that, itonsumers have complained to me that the announcements
terms of making it mandatory that there be country roadyere behind the actual process of load shedding, and while
experience for all L-plate drivers, that has been raised in thghat is of concern it is indicative of a greater lapse in strategic
past but it has generally been considered by road safefanning by ETSA.

authorities across Australia that it not be progressed, butifthe | have been told that ETSA does not have a load manage-
transport safe committee is established—and the Governmegant plan drawn up and ready to run in the event of the loss
is keen to see it established by this Parliament—in additiogy the interconnect. The events of 31 October were dealt with
to compulsory inspections of vehicles at change of ownerpy, the run. An engineer has told me that when two circuits
ship, one of the first references we could have is this issue @fo down in the same easement at the same time during an
driver standards in terms of licensing. South Australia leadg|ectrical storm there is a 99.99 per cent chance that this is the
Australia in this field, but we must maintain that lead and thisegy|t of a lightning strike and that, given that this was the
is one matter that could be addressed by this parliamentaghse on 31 October, an earlier effort should have been made

committee in the future. to restore one of the circuits. My investigations have

, highlighted some interesting contrasts with the situation in
GAMBLERS’ REHABILITATION FUND Victoria where power restoration has never taken so long. In

The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: | seek leave to make a Victoria, aluminium producers Alcoa had penalty clauses

brief explanation before asking the Minister for Transport,mserted into its contract with the SEC. If power was not

representing the Minister for Human Services, a questio estored within two hours Alcoa could sue the State
about the Gamblers’ Rehabilitation Fund. overnment for breach of contract. The SEC was always

Leave granted. extremely motivated to ensure the restoration of power and

The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: On 23 August 1994 in it never failed to restore it within the required two hour
a ministerial statement the then Premier and current Ministep &cmum- That contract is indicative of the level of service

for Human Services announced that the Gamblers’ RehabiIF-UStomerS receve from the State ut|I|'ty in Victoria.
tation Fund was being established. He said: The lengthy delays in the restoration of power to many
) . ; . suburbs in South Australia after the storms of 31 October
This fund will provide programs for gamblers in need of

rehabilitation and for family counselling services. would have brought howls of protest if they had occurred in

Further, the fund received assistance from the Adelaidwcmna' ETSAs performance on 31 October raises many

Lo . uestions about its capacity to continue to supply power to
Casino in terms of funding the 1994-95 year. | further referEouth Australia. My questions are:

to the media release of the Minister for Human Services date 1 What stratedies are in place or are beina develobed to
9 December 1997 which announced the distribution of - q ? pfelectr'c' o aglable forpSo i
$500 000 to the Salvation Army and other welfare servicegnsurel.an adequate rers)erve 0 icity Is aval u
before Christmas to provide material assistance to families ustralian consumers:

2. What time frame has the Government placed on the

affected by gambling. My questions to the Minister are: ) fan| ; N b Wales?
1. What is the criteria for providing material assistancetonstruction of an interconnect from New South Wales

to families affected by gambling? 3. Does the Minister consider that a 32 hour delay in

2. Does the Minister concede allowing funds from therestoring power thr.oug_h the_ interconneqt was acceptable
gambling rehabilitation service to be used in this waydiven that the two circuits which cut out did so at the same

breaches the criteria set by the Minister and the then Premi&if€, in the same easement and during a thunderstorm?
in August 19947 4. Does ETSA have a comprehensive plan for load
3. When does the Government propose that the 24-hoghedding? If so, when was it formulated and was it used on
telephone counselling service referred to in today’s medi@1 October? Will the Minister provide a copy of that plan to
release of the Minister will commence? the Parliament?
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: | understood that that 5. If there is not a load shedding plan, is one to be
media release related to funds that the Government hateveloped?
allocated from the fund. | will refer the honourable member's 6. Inthe event of the next weather precipitated electricity
specific questions to the Minister and bring back a reply. crisis, what steps does the Minister propose to take to ensure
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that the public is more adequately advised of ETSA's loadThey have the flexibility to move aircraft anywhere in the
shedding schedule? State as the CFS requires.
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | will refer those questions to As the expertise has developed, so the proper targeting of
my colleague in another place and bring back a reply. the aerial water bombing has been refined and developed to
a very high level of competency. The concern about the fire
BUSHFIRES season is that many of the citizens of the State seem to have
. ignored the lessons of Ash Wednesday 1983, Ash Wednesday
The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | seek leave to make a brief 1980, fires in Sydney of less than two weeks ago and other
explanation before asking the Minister for Emergencyfres that occur; and there is much debris around homes in
Services a question about bushfire protection. heavily forested areas of the State, particularly the Mount
Leave granted. Lofty Ranges. The CFS is promoting an educational cam-
The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: The Minister recently paign to encourage people to take some precautions, because
announced that the Government had allocated a furthef s all very well to rely upon the emergency services but,
$250 000 to the Country Fire Service, stating that this extraynfortunately, they are limited by the number of personnel
funding would bring the total cost of providing fire bombing who can get to particular places to deal with wildfires, and
services to between $750 000 and $1 million. The MiniSte[hey are not encouraged by the dense undergrowth that will
was quoted as saying that if extra funding had not beegause an even greater problem in terms of the spread and
forthcoming the State would have been without aerial firejevastation likely to be caused by such fire activity.
bombing services for between five and elght WeekS, and he SO, | encourage every member of the Community to take
nOted that that was Slmply Unacceptable. My queStionS to trerS to protect their property_ Every member of the
Minister are: ) community has a responsibility to play their part in this task,

. 1. WI".'[he.MInISter assure the Council that the Country gngd they should not sit back and expect that the emergency
Fire Service is adequately resourced to meet foreseeabd@rvices will roll up at their doorstep if there is an extensive
dangers presented by the bushfire risk this coming summegmergency created by wildfire, and expect that their property

2. What other steps have been taken or are in contemplgill be saved if they have not taken some precaution to assist
tion in respect of providing appropriate bushfire protectionn the protection of that property by clearing undergrowth and

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | can give the Council an debris, overhanging trees, clearing out gutters and so on. So,
assurance that the CFS is adequately resourced in thelucation is an important part of this. The community has a
circumstances to which the honourable member referredesponsibility, as do the emergency services, in fighting
Obviously, we would always like to spend more on emergenwildfires. The aerial water bombing provision that we made
cy services, and it may well be that in relation to the Countryonly a few days ago will ensure that we have the best
Fire Service, as with other branches of the emergencyonfiguration of resources available to combat those sorts of
services, one could always find a way of spending mor@mergencies.
money on improved vehicles and other plant and equipment,

for training and a variety of other purposes. But that is COOBER PEDY SCHOOL
something that is not relevant to the immediate issue of aerial
fire bombing. The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: | seek leave to make a

Itis correct that the Government has put out to tender thérief explanation before asking the Minister representing the
aerial fire bombing for, particularly, the Adelaide Hills and Minister for Education, Children’s Services and Training a
the Lower South-East, which provide the areas of highest risguestion about school facilities in the town of Coober Pedy.
to the State from bushfires or wildfires, as the Country Fire Leave granted.

Service now prefers to describe them, to connote the much The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Several weeks ago | had
more serious nature of a wildfire than just what some peoplthe pleasure of visiting Coober Pedy with several of my
regard as a bushfire away from the settled areas of the Staggarliamentary colleagues, including the member for Giles,
There was a concern that the aerial bombing services shoulyn Breuer. | must admit that it was the first time | have
be available for a reasonably long period over the Christmagssited this part of South Australia, although | have often
New Year break throughout the summer season. | am toldeard Coober Pedy described as a unique town. | certainly
that over the past four years total aircraft hours flown in wateenjoyed the visit, and find it difficult to come up with another
bombing exercises vary between 40 hours and 300 hours fadjective. Coober Pedy has a great sense of community spirit
a season. And it depends very much on the season: whethand is a melting pot of many ethnic communities. The
it is hot, windy and dry or whether it is a more temperatesentiments expressed to me by many people who call Coober
summer with more rain. Pedy home is that their town, which has now been there for

Of course, it varies from year to year, and we took theover 80 years, has always been treated as a temporary town.
view that it was important throughout what was likely to be  Nothing epitomises this mindset more than the state of the
a very serious fire danger period to make more monedpuildings of the Coober Pedy Area School. In a town where
available so that there could be a longer period of watethe temperature regularly hovers around 40° for a week at a
bombing facilities on standby and available for use. Just aime, not one single classroom building is of solid brick
a matter of information for the Chamber, there are likely toconstruction. | was told that many of the buildings are
be two AT-802 air tractor aircraft for the Mount Lofty sinking, twisting, and the walls need relining.

Ranges available daily, carrying 3 200 litres of water and fire  The majority of the buildings are already second hand
retardant (and that, | should indicate, exceeds a singlehen they are trucked up there. The last building received
Canadair water bomber such as was stationed in Adelaide lgstovided great entertainment—it still had the graffiti from the
year); one AT-502 air tractor for the Mount Lofty Ranges, last occupants. | was told that a substantial amount of money
which carries 2 000 litres; and another of a similar configurahas been made available for an upgrade but that there is
tion for the Lower South-East on very high fire danger daysenormous concern that, basically, old buildings are being
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repaired. Indeed, there is concern whether it is good econoncembination of apathy and long-standing friendships leads to
ics to continue to pour money into buildings that are nota reluctance to report breaches to Fishwatch verbally and an
designed for the local climate, particularly as they are noeven greater reluctance to make a written report.
dust proof. The community plays its part by raising fundsto The Chairman of the Kangaroo Island Recreational
maintain the airconditioning system, and | understand that Risheries Committee, Tony Geyer, in a letter to Ms Swan,
sporting facility is now being shared between the Departmergndorses this view and adds another disturbing note.
for Education, the council and sporting clubs. Mr Geyer says that the people of Kangaroo Island are
A number of people made comparisons with the veryapathetic about making reports to Fishwatch because, in the
smart, new facilities provided to children attending the schoopast, there has been only a ‘low level of response’ to such
at Olympic Dam. Are there any plans to replace timber<alls. Mr Geyer has previously urged Fisheries Manager
framed classrooms with solidly constructed buildings whichBrian Hemming to appoint full-time enforcement officers to
take into account the harsh weather conditions of the Coobétangaroo Island. Mr Geyer said:
Pedy area? Mr Hemming, while sympathetic to our needs, suggested the
The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: The honourable member has very situation is one dominated by economic considerations.
adequately described the effects of 20 years of Labogty questions to the Minister are:
inactivity for many of our country schools and communities. "1 \why has the Government not appointed fisheries
to Coober Pedy. Let me assure her that, when she doestravel o  on the basis of law enforcement, how does the

wider and visits a number of other country schools in regionainister expect adequate policing and apprehension of
communities, she will see many other examples of the neglegffenders without putting officeris situto do the job?

of 20 years of Labor Administration in South Australia’s 3 |t the issue is cost, has the Government calculated the
country and regional communities and schools. | can 0n|¥1arm, both economic and environmental, that would be
urge the honourable member— caused to South Australia if the waters off Kangaroo Island

The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting: were to be overfished, or depleted of particular species such

delighted that the honourable member has visited Coober The Hon, K.T. GRIFFIN: | will refer the question to my
Pedy to look not only at the state of the school facilities bulcjieague in another place. Itis not an area where | have any
also, | am sure, at other facilities as well. | am delighted th‘"‘%é)eciﬁc ministerial responsibility. I will bring back a reply.
she has also reported that the Liberal Government was th

first one, after many years of Labor Administration, to give MEMBERS’ ACCOMMODATION

a commitment to upgrading some of the facilities at Coober

Pedy, something which is warmly welcomed by the Coober The PRESIDENT: Before calling on Orders of the Day,
Pedy community. | will refer the honourable member's|indicate that | have made a decision about accommodation
question to the Minister and bring back a reply. for honourable members, and | will try to get a letter out to

the Parties this afternoon.
KANGAROO ISLAND FISHERY

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | seek leave to make a brief
explanation before asking the Minister for Justice a question
about fisheries on Kangaroo Island.

Leave granted. PUBLIC SECTOR MANAGEMENT
The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: We realise that there must (INCOMPATIBLE PUBLIC OFFICES)
be some surveillance of fisheries regulations and legislation, AMENDMENT BILL

but I have been advised that there is serious concern by locals
on Kangaroo Island about frequent breaches of the Fisheries The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN  (Minister for Justice)
Act which are going unreported and unpunished. | hav@btained leave and introduced a Bill for an Act to amend the
received correspondence from the Kangaroo Island RecreRublic Sector Management Act 1995. Read a first time.
tional Fisheries Committee and the American River Progress The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move:
Association in which they both plead for fisheries enforce- That this Bill be now read a second time
ment officers to be stationed on Kangaroo Island. In his audit overview for the year ended 30 June 1996, the
Kangaroo Island has 500 kilometres of coastline and a vagtuditor-General dealt with the question of incompatible pub-
number of remote and secluded access points. Thereforeliit offices. One of his recommendations was that a detailed
is relatively easy for those so disposed to exceed bag limitseview should be made of existing potential incompatible
to take undersized fish or to take scale fish, abalone and ro@ppointments of public servants within ministerial depart-
lobster for subsequent illegal sale. It is easy for them to donents. He recommended that, where appropriate, remedial
that but it should not be easy for them to get away with it.arrangements should be put in place to regularise the position
Although Kangaroo Island is geographically large, the islando as not to prejudice public servants who have acted in good
community is relatively small. Many people are related andaith and who may be affected by the operation of the
know of or know each other. Many people know exactly whocommon law rule.
is flouting the fisheries law. They know who is selling In the audit overview, the Auditor-General discussed
abalone or rock lobster at the local pub, who is supposedlissues relating to incompatible public offices. Two offices
an amateur but fishing on a commercial basis, and so on. may be described as being incompatible where there is an
The Secretary of the American River Progressinconsistency or conflict between their respective functions.
Association, Michaela Swan, advises me that, because theAécommon law in such cases the doctrine of incompatible
offenders are well known in the local community, the public offices operates to either invalidate the second appoint-
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ment, or to vacate the first appointment. The law is uncertaisuperannuation guarantee levy, under which all working
as to which of those two outcomes applies. The AuditorAustralians would contribute a percentage of their income (at
General expressed particular concern that incompatibilityhat time it was 3 per cent), with that percentage contribution
could arise where a public servant board member is ato increase progressively over the years.
employee in the ministerial department that has responsibility Under the superannuation guarantee levy, the number of
for the statutory board in respect of which the public servanfustralians with superannuation coverage increased from
is a member. about 30 per cent at the beginning of the 1980s to a figure
The Government therefore proposes to amend the Publitow where most of the Australian work force has superan-
Sector Management Act to provide that, where a publiquation cover, and | believe that this is one of the most
officer is appointed to a second or subsequent public officesignificant social advances in this country. Unfortunately,
the public officer is taken not to have vacated the first officehowever, the visionary aspirations of the reform to retirement
(and is not to have been taken to have been invalidifncome was not matched with attention to detail in the
appointed to the second or subsequent office) merely becaugéiministration of some superannuation schemes. Problems
of the potential for a conflict of duty and duty between thehave occurred, particularly with low-paid and itinerant
two offices, or by reason of any implication that the duties ofworkers.
either office require the full-time attention of the officer. | recall a number of constituents coming to me who had
_ Itis also proposed to provide that the Governor may giveontributed several hundred dollars to their superannuation
directions in relation to incompatible offices that are heldscheme prior to leaving their job. There was a discretionary
concurrently, and if the office holder concerned compliesyower under which, if those benefits were below a certain
with those directions he or she will be excused from anyhreshold, they could be paid out, and | think that it was about
breach that would have occurred. $750. However, that was the cause of considerable inconveni-
The Government also proposes to instigate a targeteshce and delay, particularly as some of the fees charged by
review of existing appointments to Government boards anduperannuation funds were draconian and, as a result, the
committees to ensure that chief executives and statutoryenefit of a small amount of money was reduced.
office holders are not holding incompatible offices and t0  gjnce the introduction of the superannuation guarantee
include guidance and principles on the issue in relevantcheme, a large number of delays have been experienced in
Government handbooks and publications, and in materighe provision of information to workers who are covered by
produced by the Commissioner for Public Employment onye schemes, and one need only cite the State superannuation

ethical behaviour. | commend the Bill to the Council and seekcneme, which at least until recently was some three or four
leave to have the detailed explanation of the clauses insert@,éars behind in informing members of their entitlement.

in Hansardwithout my reading it. Inasmuch as this Bill seeks to redress and deal with some
Leave granted. of the administration problems in superannuation, the
Clause 1: Short title Opposition will support it. Under the Bill, superannuation
Clause 2: Commencement funds and approved deposit funds that are registered within

Theégﬁlsiugﬁggen{gm?g 70A this State will report and pay to the Treasurer all unclaimed

This clause inserts new section 70A into the principal Act. SectiorPenefits held by the funds as at 30 June. Unless this Bill is
70A excludes the doctrine of incompatible public offices in certainpassed, those unclaimed benefits will be payable to the
situations. Commonwealth Commissioner of Taxation. The Bill also

Subsection (1) provides that where a person holding an office i ; : ;
or has been appointed to a further office, he or she is not to be tak? quires the trustees to report member and benefit details to

to have vacated the first mentioned office or to have been invalidlii/ e Treasurer, so that a register of unclaimed superannuation
appointed to the further office simply because of a potential conflicmoneys can be kept to assist the Government in paying any
between the duties of the offices, or because the duties of either osgibsequent claims that could be made under the provisions.

rtentios of the offices impliedly require the person's full time | 5,44 jndicate that the Bill brings the State into line with
attention.

Subsection (2) provides that where a person complies witill other States of Australia which have similar legislation,
directions from the Governor in relation to an actual or potentialso its passage will facilitate cooperative working in this
conflict between offices held concurrently, he or she is excused fromspect of superannuation.

any breach that would otherwise have occurred. .
Subsection (3) defines ‘office’ for the purpose of this new Before | conclude, | would like to place on record a

section. number of questions about the scheme, for which | do not
The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES secured the adjourn- expect the Minister to haye answers straigh't away. However,
ment of the debate. he may be able to provide them here or in another place
before the final passage of the legislation. Those questions

UNCLAIMED SUPERANNUATION BENEFITS are as follows: for how long does an entitlement to unclaimed
BILL benefits exist? What are the expected financial benefits, such

as interest, and the cost to the State of administering this

Adjourned debate on second reading. scheme? Based on experience in other jurisdictions, what
(Continued from 3 December. Page 38.) proportion of unclaimed superannuation benefits does the

Government believe will ultimately be claimed and what
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: The Opposition supports the proportion will remain in Consolidated Revenue?

Bill. One of the most significant achievements of the Hawke Also, will the Treasury levy any charges to claims on the
Labor Government was its reforms to retirement incomeuse of the fund? What is the number and the amount of
With the ageing of the Australian population, it was impera-unclaimed benefits that the Government expects to receive
tive that working people became more self-reliant in theeach year? Who is able to claim an unclaimed superannuation
provision of retirement income. To achieve this objective, inbenefit under clause 7 of the Bill? For example, is it just the
the mid 1980s the Hawke Federal Government introduced thegerson who made the superannuation contribution or can it
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be the estate, the beneficiary, creditors, relatives or any otharhich are used as a boat ramp by members of the Glenelg
person? Sailing Club.

I should like the Treasurer to provide me with answersto It is my understanding that the land in question was
those questions at some stage. However, the Opposition segiginally a road reserve, and | know that down the years a
this as a simple administrative measure to speed up theumber of Acts of Parliament have been responsible for that
operation of unclaimed superannuation benefits and, as sudrga, including the Glenelg Foreshore Act 1923 which
we are happy to support it. became the Local Government Act after 1934. It is under

886ba of the Local Government Act that the Holdfast Bay

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The Democrats support the council is required to hold this strip of land as public park and
second reading of the Bill because there is no contention inot to deal with that land without the consent of the Minister
it whatsoever. | am sure that the Federal Treasury would havier Local Government.
been quite happy to claim the money, but | understand that The purpose behind this Bill is to formally vest this land
the State is keen to have some potential minor sources @f the Crown to facilitate the Holdfast Shores development
revenue that it might call its own, and that is what this Bill is. at Glenelg. The land subject to section 886ba of the Local
Itis one little niche through which the dollars can still come Government Act is part of the site for the $185 million
directly, without having to rely on the Federal Government.development, and we are told that vesting of the land is
The only potential for concern would be if the rightful owners necessary to enable that development to proceed.
of the money did not have rightful claimto it, and itis quite | want to make it quite clear from the outset that the
plain from the Bill that they do, so we have no problems withOpposition supports the Holdfast Shores development—that
the legislation. is, the marina and the housing development at the mouth of

the Patawalonga—and we are certainly happy to support the

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Treasurer): | thank members for  change in land title to facilitate the development.
their indication of support for the second reading of the \We reserve judgment on the financial aspects of this
legislation, and | give an undertaking to the projectfrom the point of view of the cost to taxpayers, as we
Hon. Paul Holloway that, prior to the passage of the Bill inhave not had the opportunity to examine in any great detail
another place, hopefully tomorrow, | will endeavour to getthe costs or risks associated with this project. We can
answers for him. Should that prove a bit difficult with respectcertainly say that the taxpayer contribution to this project has
to a couple of the questions that he asked, | undertake tgeen considerable, and I will say more about that later. I trust
correspond with the honourable member and provide hinthat the Auditor-General will at some stage in the future judge

with further answers by way of letter. the merits of the Government assistance and transfer of land,
Bill read a second time. and so on, to this project in relation to the benefits. But that
In Committee. is not really our concern here.
Clauses 1 to 6 passed. The Opposition has real concerns with the associated West

The CHAIRMAN: | point that clause 7, being a money Beach boat launching facility. The link between the Holdfast
clause, is in erased type. Standing Order 298 provides that rshores and the West Beach project is as follows. To enable
guestion shall be put in Committee upon any such clause. Thibe development at Glenelg to proceed it is necessary to
message transmitting the Bill to the House of Assembly igelocate the boat ramp on the north side of the Patawalonga
required to indicate that this clause is necessary to the Bilichannel and the Glenelg Sailing Club from its current site

Remaining clauses (8 to 11) and title passed. near the Patawalonga lock. To solve the problem of where to
Bill read a third time and passed. relocate these activities the Government has decided, at an
expense of some $10.6 million to the taxpayer, to build a
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (HOLDFAST QUAYYS) 250 metre-long groyne at West Beach. This groyne is five
AMENDMENT BILL meters high, and associated with it will be a boat ramp at
West Beach. The Government will also build new clubrooms
Adjourned debate on second reading. for the Glenelg and Holdfast Bay Sailing Clubs at the West
(Continued from 3 December. Page 39.) Beach site.

Itis this massive and expensive groyne at West Beach and

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: The Opposition supports its likely impact on the beaches and costal dunes north of
this Bill subject to the passage of an amendment to examin@/est Beach reserve which is the principal concern of the
alternatives to the proposed boat launching facility at WesDpposition and, indeed, of many residents, scientists, the
Beach. My colleagues in the House of Assembly—Patrickocal council, and so on. | will address that matter in a
Conlon, John Hill and Ralph Clarke—are well briefed on themoment. When the Patawalonga was being dredged, using the
Holdfast Shores West Beach development and, when this BiBetter Cities money provided by the former Federal Labor
goes into the House of Assembly, they will explain theGovernment, it was realised that the basin would soon
Opposition’s position on this project in greater detail than lbecome polluted again unless the outflow from the Sturt
am able to do. So | apologise in advance for any shortRiver and Brownhill Creek was diverted to the sea near the
comings in my speech. | hope | can at least outline the basiSlenelg treatment works at West Beach.
of our position on this Bill. The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:

The purpose of the Bill is to formally vest with the Crown ~ The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | will say plenty in due
a strip of land parallel to the coast at Glenelg. This landcourse, if the Hon. Legh Davis cares to listen. Opposition to
stretches from the south bank of the outlet channel of than open channel to the sea was so strong amongst the
Patawalonga river to Magic Mountain, and includes part ocommunity that the Government ultimately went back to the
the car park at the end of Anzac Highway, the amusemertdrawing board in relation to this project. The alternative
park on the western side of Colley Reserve, the Glenelg Lifeproposal for a pipeline out to sea to isolate the Patawalonga
saving Club and the banks of the southern Patawalonga shoiasin is also part of this project and, indeed, that is a matter
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on which | would appreciate some enlightenment by memberShey are playing the same old tune,” Mr Dyer said. ‘It's time the
opposite, to tell us exactly what is happening in relation to théremier . . talked honestly about this project.’ He said there were no
discharge of stormwater from the Glenelg and Brownhil|guarantees that the Government would continue to cover the cost of

Creek channels and whether this will coincide with the>>C 'Moval to ensure the beaches did not disappear. ,
construction of the groyne at West Beach. Itis recognised in the reports on this project that the massive

sand buildup on the southern side of the groyne structure will

The concern within the community over the impact of the X
massive groyne at West Beach is understandable. The groyAg€d to be shifted to the north—up to 50 000 tonnes of sand
ed 9y R ear. This will cost between $100 000 and $500 000, in

at the mouth of the Patawalonga has been responsible for’a . LT . .
massive buildup of sand on Glenelg beach south of tha@erpetuity. So it is inevitable that the councils and residents

structure, while the North Glenelg beach has been progre&! the area are greatly concerned about what will happen in

sively eroded and degraded since the groyne was built therthe future, given that it is acknowledged that there will have

and there are obviously fears that the same fate will occur i P& @ massive transfer of sand, which will vary between

the beaches north of this proposed new groyne at Wed€2rs depending on weather conditions.
Beach, if it is buil. Members interjecting:

This section of beach contains some of the few remnants The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY. | am hearing all these
of the sand dune system which once stretched south Ypterjections which illustrate the tactic that the Government

Brighton all the way to Outer Harbor. People in the'S using. The Opposition is raising genuine concerns about a

community who have seen the magnificent coastal Sys,[er.r%ructure, which everybody knows will have a massive impact

that still exist in cities such as Perth—because the GoverfiPon the coastline of this State— _
¢ The Hon. L.H. Davis: Are you in favour of it or not?

ments and communities of those cities had the presence o ; .
mind to protect them—can only look with some dismay at "€ Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No, I am notin favour of it,
what has happened along our stretch of the coastline. It woul@ot Without adequate discussions.
be a great pity if some of the very few dunes we have left The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:
along the metropolitan Adelaide coast were destroyed as a 1he PRESIDENT: Order! N _
consequence of this proposal. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: The Opposition will move

I turn now to the question of community concern about the2 @amendment which requires the Government to look at
West Beach boat launching facility, because this concern h&9me alternatives. The Opposition believes that before we
been substantial. rush headlong into supporting this massive structure we

The Hon. L.H. Davis: This is a sort of neutral opposition Should look at some alternatives.
to it. The Hon. R.1. Lucas interjecting: .

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: |would like the interjection _ The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: It has not been going for
of the Hon. Legh Davis to go on the record. He says these arkp Years. Earlier this year the Government, in its initial
the people who used Stephanie Key's posters, and so on. | oposal, was looking at a channel. The Government wanted

not sure whether Steve Condous MP. Chris Gallus or Joh{9 channel directly out to sea all the waters from the northern
Mathwin (former Liberal member for Glenelg) used end of the Patawalonga. The Government has nhow come up

Stephanie Key's posters. However, all these people dif}ith this alternative proposal, and that brings me to an
express some concern about the project, so it is probably'ﬁ‘portam point. The original environmental impact statement

good place to start. | do not have Chris Gallus's statementd@S done for the original Jubilee Point EIS back in 1990, and
but | know that she was at a public meeting last week anf1€T€ Was an amendment to that. However, the amendment

spoke out against the proposal. Steve Condous was quoted jtft Was done for Holdfast Shores does not consider in detail
the MessengdBuardianof 22 October this year as follows: the West Beach part of this project. So, no major environ-
.. . there was a growing chance that the Government may ‘havmental Impact statemenF has b.e.en done on the impact of the
another look’ at the proposal. Mr Condous said he had recent@/eSt Beach boat IaunChlng facility. The'EIS on th? HO.IdfaSt
lobbied several Ministers and gained their support to look for arshores development considers an earlier and quite different
alternative proposal. ‘I have spoken to the Premier and said thatproject which involved a channel being cut out to sea. | think
want to sit down with him and discuss the proposal that that is a very important point.
So, Steve Condous, the local member for the area, has | will continue with some of the concerns of other people.
expressed his concern about the project. John Mathwin, lhave referred to some of the Liberal members who represent
member of the Holdfast Bay Council and the Metropolitanthat area. Twelve scientists who work for SARDI jointly
Seaside Councils, was reported in Yeekly Timebessen-  signed a letter expressing their serious concerns about the
ger of 22 October as follows: effect of the proposed facility. o

‘l am concerned in relation to the possible permanent damageto 1 e Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting:
the foreshore. It's not fixable. If they put this groyne in it's there ~ The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: As my colleague the Hon.
forever,’ chairman John Mathwin said. ‘It's a problem, it's one | Ron Roberts says, they have now been muzzled. They have
shudder about. been told that they cannot comment on it. Yesterday the
The above comments are just some of the concerns dflinister for Government Enterprises derided them and said
members who are associated with the Liberal Party. Howevethat because they were marine scientists they could not
a number of other people in the community are also coneomment. He said that they needed to be engineers to speak
cerned about it. The Mayor of the Charles Sturt Council, Johmbout it. It is tragic that we are still back in the era when we
Dyer, is not somebody who can be described as a Labdrave not realised yet that there is an important interaction
stooge, and his council has set up a $25 000 fighting fund tbetween the coastal system environment and the marine
help residents campaign against the development. Thenvironment and the movement of sand. Those two cannot
Advertiserof 12 November contains a report as follows:  be divorced. For years we had engineers running the River

The council’'s mayor, Mr John Dyer’ said there were notMurray but we f|na"y realised that we needed to |00k at the
sufficient explanations to satisfy concerns about the developmenRiver Murray not as a freely provided pipeline but as an
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environmental system. When we realised that, we started M/ednesday 3 December, the Chairman of the West Beach
make some improvement in managing the River Murray, yeTrust, Mr Miles, said:

here we are trying to run the beach as if it is a whole lot of |, the case for the West Beach boat harbor project, comment was
sand that needs to be trucked and moved from point A tenade that there were no residents or houses within a kilometre of the
point B. Until we start looking at all aspects of the marineproposed construction site. For information, the triple tourism award-

i i ; ; i Winning West Beach Caravan Park and Marineland Holiday Village,
environment we will not effectively come up with a solution which last year hosted in excess of 60 000 visitors (more than one-

to this prOblem' o third of whom were from interstate and overseas), are both adjacent
Members interjecting: to the site. With a gross income of $3 million in tourism dollars, any
The PRESIDENT: Order! damage to the beach—which is a critical factor in attracting tourists

. . to West Beach—would prove disastrous and impact on the adjoining
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | mentioned earlier how the tourism industry.

EIS for the Holdfast Shores development does not considelrhat is another very sensible reason why we should be

the West Beach proposal even though it will have a massiv omewhat cautious before rushing headlong into this proposal
environmental impact. As well as that we need to ask wh

will happen in relation to the environmental consideration of °" & boat-launching facility. The West Beach tourist resort
app! ; . . is very important. | believe that the West Beach Caravan Park
the pipeline which will be used to divert the water from the

stormwater outflow from the Brownhill Creek and Sturt is one of the largest caravan parks in Australia in terms of the
h f . number of people it accommodates. | think that almost a third
channels out to sea, which will clearly be part of this whole

X . of the tourists to this State stay at that particular village. Why
g&#ii?;.nlt ;/(\)/Ovvgdrrgﬁ;/iotrm%uggptgfitn?eagtiggtli?ﬁlf would bewould those people stay at that village if the beach system
e ) along that part of the coast is destroyed? We have seen what
The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: has happened to North Glenelg beach since the establishment
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY:  The stance of the of the groyne. Do we want the same thing to happen to the
Government, clearly, is to try to misrepresent thestretch of beach at West Beach and north of the proposed
Opposition’s position on this. I reiterate: we are not oppose@royne?
to the Holdfast Shores development at Glenelg, that is, the |, relation to the tourism development at West Beach, the
related residential and marina structures, and we are hap@fﬂestion needs to be asked: what will happen when all this
to facilitate that part. sand needs to be moved? The proposal, as | understand it, is
We are concerned that major changes are proposed to ogtfat all the built-up sand to the south of the groyne will be
coast without adequate investigation into the issue, and thatucked to the beaches to the north. One can imagine what
is the Opposition’s position in a nutshell. 1 would have will happen with trucks carrying 50 000 tonnes of sand from
thought that, after nearly 100 years of destruction of ousouth of the groyne to the beaches to the north of the
coastal system and ruining so much of our coastline, wgroyne—and that will occur every year.
would finally reach the stage where we act very carefully \empers interjecting:
beforg Faking any further action that might damage our little 1o Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: There is a lot of noise from
remaining coastal dune systems. ~ the other side of the Chamber, but | am suggesting that the
Concerns have been expressed by many local residentgest Beach reserve is one of this State’s foremost caravan
For example, the spokesman for the West Beach Surf I—"‘Earks. Many people who stay there have travelled from
Saving Club, Mr Peter Bardadyn, said that the number 0Broken Hill and country areas of the State, and they do so
people and organisations opposed to the structure wagecause of the attraction of the beach. Will they be attracted
growing. He said: by seeing dozens of trucks moving back and forth up that
There are people of all ages and from all walks of life. beach carting sand—

Local residents’ groups have expressed their concerns. The | 1€ Hon. Rul. Lucas interjecting:
Henley Grange Residents’ Association spokeswoman said The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: They do not go to that part
that there was at least one alternative to creating a bo&f the beach. It is a great pity that the Treasurer has not
launching facility at West Beach. She also said: visited this area, as | have done over a number of years,
A viable alternative exists in the proposal to use West Beach Iangecause if the Treasurer visited the area he might understand
for car and trailer parking, but launching the boats in the north en etter why the peop_l_e h'f“/e great concerns about this beach.
of the Patawalonga . . . At least then we will only have one huge an#irepeat: the Opposition’s concern does not go beyond that.
expensive obstruction across the beach at Glenelg. We say that there must be a better alternative.

That, in a nutshell, is the Opposition’s approach. We believe Members interjecting:
that before we rush into building this massive groyne The PRESIDENT: Order!
structure—which is proposed to be five metres high and 250 The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: There must be a better
metres long and which will inevitably have a massive impactlternative to a 250 metre long, five metre high groyne which
upon our last remaining stretch of beach that contains axtends from the coast at West Beach and which will have a
coastal dune system—we should at least explore whethéarge impact along the coast. We also must take into consider-
there are other alternatives. | will move an amendment duringtion the cost.
Committee that contains some alternative suggestions that we Another point relates to sand carting. On 1 October the
should look at over a three-month period. The Opposition isjessengeGuardianreported that the board executive officer
seeking nothing more nor less than that we should considejf the Coast Protection Authority, Mr Rob Tucker, appeared
alternatives; that is what the local residents and councils angefore a parliamentary committee—| assume that it was the
asking for and that is what the scientists who work in the are@yplic Works Committee—and advised the hearing that
are asking for. Government figures on sand management in the area could
Incidentally, it is also what the Chairman of the Westalso blow out the $250 000 annual cost estimated earlier this
Beach Trust is asking for. In his letter to the editor datedyear. Mr Tucker told the committee:
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It is important to note that sand management is a very highimpact of this development could be. At this stage | will

}’ﬁriag'z%%%%’gy on t|2|e coast; itis VeLy wealt)hg[:r depegcljggtddd Angonclude my remarks by again summing up the Opposition’s
IS cou vary as much as between an e
$500 000, assuming that most of it can be done by trucking San@osmon. It supports the Holdfast Shores development at

along the beach. lenelg. It believes that this development can proceed in a

For the large number of people who have exoressed concelldy that does not involve taxpayers putting $10.6 million into
. arg . orpeop P Y'massive boat launching facility several kilometres up the
in relation to this project, | hope that | have been able toC

demonstrate that the Labor Party, as the Opposition, is doin past. It believes that, at the very least, we should look at

o X : o Sternatives to that proposal which will be less
its job in representing the quite Iegltlmqte concerns Ofal"J‘rg'@nvironmentally damaging, which will be cheaper for the
number of people within the community. ’

LN taxpayers of this State but which will serve the needs of the
Members interjecting:

) . public. The Opposition’s position is as simple as that and, if
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: _Members opposite are \ g can pass a sensible amendment along those lines, it will
getting a little excited about this project.

. TN support the Bill.
The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY:  We are talking about &  Thg Hon, M.J. ELLIOTT: In response to the Hon.

development_that will !rreversiply change the envirc_)nmenlMr Davis, who interjected before | had even spoken, which
along a section of this State's coast. Past experience @f nothad, yes, the Democrats are realists and can see that the
structures along the coast of this State suggests that the,elopment at Glenelg will proceed as the Government
impact of that development along that beach will be disasy qnoses: matters have got to such a point that that much is
trous. If we are talking about jobs and development, whaje\itable. However, | do not see the form of the development
aboug the jobs of those people at the West Beach Caravai west Beach as being inevitable and at this stage | certainly
Park? What about all the other people in that area whosgqiq hope that it is in a vastly different form. If we are to
security will be adversely)affecte_d if this development has thejis s these issues rationally as distinct from what members
impact that many fear? | again make the point that they he Government are trying to do through their interjections,
Opposition is not saying that we should not have a facility fofihen, it is useful to look at some history. I have known of this
trailer boats—far from it. proposal in the Glenelg area for some time because it was not
Inrelation to the sailing club, the Sea Rescue Squadron i9ng after | came into Parliament that the Jubilee Point

already located at this site. Itis quite possible to launch boaisygposal was before us under the previous Labor
off the beach; indeed, at nearly every sailing club along thesgyernment.

coast of Adelaide boats are launched off the beach. Itis done The jubilee Point proposal was one of a number of

from Brighton and other areas, and it can be done just sygjects that got into trouble largely because the then Labor
gaasﬂy here. Launching tralller sail boats directly off the be?P'Government said to developers, ‘Do not worry, this project
is no problem. We are talking about a much-needed facilityyjj| et up no matter what’ and tried to use the crash through
for power boats within the area. My amendment, which | will 3proach, but in so doing itignored concerns that were being
move in Committee, suggests that we look at a number gfjsed about sand movement in the vicinity of Glenelg and a
alternatives that would enable those boats to be launched, §mber of other problems. The more the public realised it
amuch reduced cost to the taxpayer. We suggest that it doggs peing ignored the more the public dug its heels in. |
not need a $10.6 million massive structure that can caus@ member one particular meeting at the Glenelg town hall
damage to the environment and viability of the West Beackynhere the town hall was full to capacity and some 300 people
Trust Caravan Park and a number of other areas. We suggggre outside as well. It was very soon after that meeting that
that there may be much cheaper alternatives. the Bannon Government pulled the plug because it realised

The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: _ that it was running into significant public opposition.
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Read the motion. If the  The Hon. L.H. Davis: St Peters Town Hall was full, too,

Leader of the Government cares to read the motion, he willhout the O-Bahn.
see thatitis all there, and | will be happy to explain itwhen  The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | will give my speech and you
we come to the appropriate stage of the Bill. At this stage tan give your speech later. The point is that the previous
make the point that we believe we should be looking at somgahor Government recognised that it could not afford to have
alternatives to this massive structure. Agaln, we wish to SeGevelopment proposa|s being put up and then fall over and
the Holdfast Shore development at Glenelg go ahead. Thigignificant heat was already developing in relation to another
facility at West Beach is purely an addendum that themarina development on the southern end of the metropolitan
Government has given to us. We suspect that it is trying t@oastline. As a consequence of that, the Government did
hide the pipeline out to sea to deal with the outflow from th%ometh"]g which was rare|y sensible—it set up a marina
Sturt and Brown Hill creeks about which it has not saidassessment advisory committee. The Government's idea was
much. to identify sites in the vicinity of Adelaide which would be
The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting: suitable for marina developments and, having done so,
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes, my colleague the Hon. consider most of the environmental, social and economic
Ron Roberts reminds me of the other problem that it willvariables early so when a developer came in it knew it had a

cause to SARDI, which is located in the vicinity. site which had been through a significant screening process
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting: to begin with. That had not happened to Glenelg; it certainly
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: They are certainly not had not happened to West Beach; and nothing similar had
gueuing up for the destruction of the area. happened previously.
The Hon. R.R. Roberts: They'll be able to watch the The marina assessment advisory committee comprised
degradation from the shore. representatives of the following departments: Attorney-

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: That is right; SARDI will ~ General’s, Engineering and Water Supply, Environment and
certainly get plenty of work in terms of watching what the Planning, Fisheries, Lands, Marine and Harbors, Premier and
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Cabinet, State Development and Technology and Tourism—ighave listed a number of guidelines which | want to address
very wide spread of interests covered by the Governmentluring the Committee stage to see how both aspects of this
The committee was given a list of sites to consider. The firstlevelopment measure up against those types of guidelines.
thing it did was to develop guidelines by which it would  This Marina Assessment Advisory Committee set up
assess whether or not a marina site was suitable. guidelines, not worrying what a particular developer wanted
The Hon. R.D. Lawson interjecting: but asking, ‘What would a good development look like and
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: This was April 1988. Itwas What are the sorts of rules that we should have?’ That seems

not long after the Jubilee Point proposal had failed and, asa very intelligent way of doing things: to actually set the rules
said, pressure was on in relation to some other proposals.ilt place first so that developers can come in knowing what
was seeking to identify suitable sites and then give developefgey can and cannot do. They then said, ‘Okay: now let's look
a little more certainty than they had up until that time. It iswhere in the vicinity of Adelaide we could put a develop-
worth looking at some of the guidelines it came up with andment.’ They had— -

see how Glenelg and West Beach measure up against theseThe Hon. R.D. Lawson interjecting:

guidelines. In relation to economic impact on page 7 under The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Okay, | will say ‘marina’.
‘Key Issues’ the document states: The fact that West Beach happens to have a 250 metre

marina developments in general should be economicalI;Preakwater means that it goes _|nt0_ ex.actly the same issues.

viable without financial contribution from the Government.”  The Hon. R.D. Lawson Interjecting: _

if Government expenditure is involved in a marina develop-  The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: You've become a marine

ment then these costs should be reimbursed, however the uesgineer now!

of Government funds for such developments is not a pre- Members interjecting:

fe”_ed Government option. o The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: At least | have a couple of
I'would like the Government to put on record in this placeyears engineering under my belt, which is far more than the
precisely how much the Government is contributing to thisawyer to my left. The Marina Advisory Assessment Commit-

project. The document continues: tee identified potential sites to start off with: Mutton Cove
under special circumstances the Government may considénear Port Adelaide), Glenelg, Kingston Park, Marino Rocks,
funding assistance for public facilities— Lonsdale, O'Sullivan Beach, Witton Bluff, Old Maslin

and | note “for public facilities'— Quarry, . Port WiIIunga}, Sellicks Beach, Myponga,

. ) . Carrickalinga North, Wirrina, Second Valley, Rapid Bay and
associated with the marina development. Cape Jervis. They produced a preliminary report in relation
In relation to land use and tenure— to those 16 sites and took that to the Resources and Physical

The Hon. R.D. Lawson:This is not a marina; it's a boat Development Committee on 5 April 1988.
launching facility. On the basis of that preliminary report, that list of 16 was

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: |am talking about the overall taken back to 13, and at that point Glenelg was removed,
development. Further, in relation to management antbecause, even on the basis of the preliminary report, they
maintenance the document states: could see that if you were being sensible about where you

the marina developer will be responsible for establishing avould locate a marina you would not do it. In fact, members
maintenance fund which shall be held in trust by the localwill find that they did not recommend a single site anywhere
council or Government and this fund may be supplementedlong the main Adelaide beachfront, starting at Seacliff and
from extra rate revenue relating to the development or angjoing all the way to Port Adelaide.

other source as agreed by the local council and th Thic ien’
Government. The Hon. R.D. Lawson: This isn't Glenelg; it's at West

the local council or Government shall be responsible forB€ach. ) _ )
investing and administering this fund and shall withdraw  The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | just said that they did not

from the fund such monies as are necessary for maintenangecommend a single site for a structure on the beach between
as detailed in the agreement. Seacliff and Port Adelaide. This was on the basis of recognis-
In relation to environmental and social guidelines, key issuesng the sorts of difficulties that such a development would
the first point is as follows: have created. They did recommend four sites: Marino Rocks,
amarina development should minimise any impact on naturaVirrina, Old Maslin Quarry and Mutton Cove. One of those
coastal processes. has been largely built and, contrary to what the Hon. Mr
Davis would want to say by interjection, we never at any
stage resisted the construction of a marina at Wirrina, and |

if a marina development has adverse effects on the existin ; . ;
coastline then the developer shall provide sufficient funds toghallenge him to find anywhere on the record where we did

compensate for any long-term protective or maintenancé0- . )
works deemed necessary by the Government. The Hon. L.H. Davis: That is not true. You weren’t keen

on that development.
ina. devel hould be sited | ] Members interjecting:
3or§§gmst§¥ﬁi§p$$2;i§ C%‘gnggc_’t e sited in an area o The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No, now you've set about
) g ) ] _ telling more lies, because you know very well that the
In relation to aesthetics, another key issue, the first point i§virrina development went through a significant environment-
as follows: al impact assessment process and was approved. There was
careful consideration needs to be given to impacts on coastalever a word of criticism from us. The criticism that came
vistas and whether they might be regarded as detracting frofrom us was in relation to the construction of a housing site:
the natural amenity. the construction of housing contrary to the recently amended
In relation to design parameters the document states: Mount Lofty Ranges Development Plan, which had come out

breakwaters and protective works shall be designed for £nly in the previous two years and which said that there
maximum annual exceedance probability of 0.01. should be no significant new housing development outside

It is a self-evident point. The document continues:

Finally and most importantly it states:
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the existing townships. That is precisely what it said, and wéuild another one down at West Beach as well. That solved
stand by the criticism of the housing development. At nathe sand movement problem. We now have a bill that will be
stage whatsoever did we criticise the development of that least 10 times as big as, if not bigger than, the small sand
marina. movement problem with which we started off.
The Hon. L.H. Davis: It was part of the one development.  There is no question that the issue of sand movement
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: It was not a part of the deserved addressing. There is no question that issues of water

original development. quality needed addressing, although it is worth noting that the
Members interjecting: most obvious thing to do is fix up the sewerage works up in
The PRESIDENT: Order! There is only one honourable the Hills, which is putting over half the phosphorus and

member on his feet. nitrogen into the stream. The Government still has not

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: If it is an example of committed to a timetable to do that. The biggest single
anything, it is an example of where the Government hagpolluter of the Patawalonga is the Government, through a
developers coming to it saying, ‘We know this is outside thesewerage scheme up in the Hills on which it is not prepared
rules. Will you ignore them?’ That is precisely what hasto spend money. If you look at the amount of money that it
ended up happening. So far as there was public reaction,litas spent at Marino, you wonder why it is struggling for the
was where something was going outside what any reasonalieoney.
person would have said was within the guidelines. Clearly, Members interjecting:
what happened at Wirrina—not in relation to the marina, The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | didn’t say | was for the
which had been approved with virtually no opposition project: | said that the project at Glenelg i$aét accompli
whatever—was that the public opposition arose in respondecan tell members that developers right around Australia, if
to the significant housing development that went into thathey had been offered free land on the Glenelg foreshore,
resort. It went in there because the Government does netould have formed a queue. This is what is being given.
believe in rules. The Government breaks rules. In fact, th&hese characters are actually being given more than fore-
Government encourages people to break rules. shore: they are actually being given the shore under this

It is worth noting that the Bannon Government, havingproposal, because the marina pier residential and retail area
had a couple of disasters in terms of failed developments, s#tat is to be constructed is, in fact, below the high water
about trying to establish guidelines so that developers woulthark. What the Government is doing is pushing the high
have certainty. In fact— water and the low water marks out to sea, and the developers

The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: are getting that land free, as indeed they are the present car

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: They identified four preferred park, the current fairground area, as well as the area where
sites and gave some others a potential go, but they said quitiee yacht club is; and they are also getting significant land on
clearly that building in a place like the active beaches washe north shore.
really not sensible. However, | note that by 1988 the sugges- | reckon that any developers offered that would have been
tion of Glenelg had snuck back onto the agenda in anothén quite an enormous queue. | would also argue that you
report. | presume by then that there had been a change obuld have had developers who said, ‘We won't even change
Minister and that certain public servants who had beethe current shore line and we will build you a development
pushing this from the beginning were back at work. We allwith five star hotels, shops, restaurants and all the sorts of
know who they are, and they will get a brass plague in dughings that are coming here. We will do it on the land without
time. having to shift the high water mark.

The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting: The Hon. R.1. Lucas: So you're a development expert as

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | think they deserve one, well. You have no idea.
don’t you? Despite the fact that it was recognised that there The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Are you telling me that you
could be significant difficulties with Glenelg, it was persisteddoubt that, when offered many millions of dollars worth of
with by certain people. It was not in the political arena to starfree land at Glenelg, which is an absolutely choice location,
off with: it was being driven outside the political arena. you would not have a queue of developers? What is being
Certain people in the development community and certaioffered outside the lock is berths for about 60 yachts. These
people from within the public sector kept it alive, despite60 yachts are not your average Joe Battler’s yacht: these are
what | thought was the very sensible approach that thénhe big ones. So, vast amounts of public money will be spent
Bannon Government had taken through its Marina Advisoryon a development where the biggest single beneficiaries will
Assessment Committee. be the 60 owners of the luxury yachts that will occupy the

I will not go through all the history of what has since external marina—
happened at Glenelg. As | said, as far as | am concerned itis The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Class warfare.
really afait accomplj but it is worth noting that Glenelg was The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Absolutely, and you guys are
looked at in the first place for anything because there wasunning it. | imagine that the top end of town would be the
concern about water quality and sand movement. significant occupiers of most of the residences of the marina

Sand movement at Glenelg was costing about $50 000 @ier as well but, of course, what else would we expect from
year, and people were not too happy with that, and we have Government that has no concept whatsoever of social
a water contamination problem. Some brains really got tgustice or how to spend Better Cities money? The Liberal
work here, did they not? How did they fix up the waterParty will live with the long-term consequences of Glenelg.
problem? They put it out to sea somewhere else. We can ha¥es | see it, what happens at Glenelg will be a foregone
some arguments about how much cleaner it will be, but thegonclusion. But it is not too late to revisit the West Beach
solved the water problem at Patawalonga by putting it out tdlarina.
sea somewhere else. That took sheer genius. So, what do we Those people who take the time to read the environmental
do about the sand movement problem? We build an eveimpact assessment process in relation to this development
bigger groyne at Glenelg than we have now, and we willwill find that it had as its key focus the Glenelg part of the
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development and that it paid very little attention to what wasByron Bay Hastings Point erosion, Tathra erosion study,
happening at West Beach, which was always seen to sont@offs Harbour coastal process investigation, Ballina coastal
extent as a sideshow. It was seen as a sideshow because phecess investigation, studies for proposed tourist develop-
Government realised that to get this development up and, iment at Yamba, Woolli coastal process investigation, Sawtell
particular, to get more luxury units onto the north side of theerosion study, and investigation of sand build-up against the
development, it needed to remove the boats. The boats fweed River breakwaters. That is not all the studies, but
which | refer are the tinnies and are more likely to be thethose are the most relevant of them.
battlers’ boats. They will be removed and shifted to West One of the two people who authored the document does
Beach. seem to have at least some level of knowledge of coastal
The Government was also keen to move the yacht clutprocesses and would clearly have had the same sorts of
but the most important land is probably that used by the&oncerns as the people who carried out the original marina
tinnies, fishing and amateur boats on the north side of thassessment work and who decided there should be nothing on
development. There was a need to shift those, so the propoghke sandy beaches of Adelaide. They did it because of the
was, ‘Well, we will shift those down to West Beach.” The history of construction of impediments to sand movement on
structure that was proposed under that environmental impasandy beaches. | recommend that members read the book
assessment bore no resemblance to what is currently befazelledThe Beaches are Movipghich documents work done
us. For the Government to try to suggest that everything iby the US Army Corp of Engineers in the United States and
okay at West Beach because it carried out an environmentalhich depicts an absolute litany of problems that have been
impact assessment process is an absolute laugh. produced by building structures on sandy beaches all over the
Some people have tried to claim that it was after the EISJS.
was carried out and the previous idea criticised that we The Hon. R.D. Lawson interjecting:
designed this to respond to the criticism. However, if you The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: In fact, if you look at this
produce a structure which is substantially different from thabook you will find that they analyse breakwaters that are not
proposed before, it deserves to get the full analysis that itonnected to the beach. They analyse breakwaters that run
should attract under an EIS—and it did not get that. Franklyparallel to the beaches, that run across the beach and that start
the Government can have no confidence whatsoever in termasthe beach; they look at all the configurations. Having read
of— the book, | can tell you that those sorts of things are looked
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting: at. You have to understand that the decision to interfere with
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Well, we in fact pushed for sand movement should not be taken lightly—
it before the 1993 election. The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: That is why we have done the
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: | am surprised you didn’t EIS.
change your mind. An honourable member: You haven't done the EIS.
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: You are pathetic. The whole The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: You haven'tdone an EIS on
time the debate about Hindmarsh Island was going on we sattlis structure and you should damn well know that. If you
there should be a bridge at Berri. We identified that site as théon’t you are not doing your job, because an EIS has not been

place where it should be built. done. | understand that from its proposed amendments the
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: Yes, this Government has Labor Party is saying, ‘For goodness sake, do some work on
done it. the environmental, economic and social impacts of both the

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: You can't renege on that. proposed structure and some other alternatives. It is a job
First you said, “You opposed the Berri Bridge.’ Well, we did that should have been done. | ask: how thorough were the
not, and it is on the record in this place on any number opeople who were doing this project, and why are we debating
occasions. If you people come up with bozo ideas, | willthis right now? It is because they suddenly discovered that
address them as bozo ideas. | am afraid that what is happetirey have a small problem as to who owns the land. What
ing at West Beach is precisely that. | note that in interjectiongenius is responsible for that? We would not even be debating
the Hon. Robert Lawson wanted to question the Manlthis now if it were not for the sheer genius of the people
Hydraulics Laboratory and the qualifications of its represenerganising this project! They have really messed up. In fact,
tatives. It seems to me that the relevant experience of one dfis most likely that some work that took place was absolute-
the two people who analysed the area, Douglas Lord, does nigtillegal. That is why we are debating this legislation right
read too badly, as follows: Coastal studies, maintenanceow—because they messed up. It is not the only place they
dredging and beach nourishment, Shoal Bay, New Southave messed up: they have messed up time and again.
Wales; review of adequacy of existing sea wall, Lake Some tried to suggest that the people from the Manly
Ainsworth, New South Wales; review of EIS for proposedHydraulics Laboratory did not know what they were talking
development of a boat harbour, Shell Cove, Shellharbougbout. Well, they clearly do. It is obvious that they have not
New South Wales; coastal investigations for a proposed sarwhrried out a full environmental study of their own and that
extraction industry offshore from Royal National Park, Newthey were not in a position to do so. People who have read the
South Wales, including preparation of a major report on thelocument will note that the consultants raised a high level of
coastal processes of the Sydney offshore region; coastdbubt in relation to the report because they had access to the
studies for design and development of the Anchorage, Pomformation upon which the Government is claiming that
Stephens marina, Corlette, New South Wales; investigatiorthere is no problem. It is worth having a look at their
design and EIS for a coastal management strategy at Lennawnclusions.

Head, New South Wales; investigation of coastal processes The Hon. R.D. Lawson: Commissioned conclusions!
relating to a fibre optic cable crossing of Middle Harbour, The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Are you suggesting that it
Broken Bay, New South Wales, and Brisbane Water fowas just bought advice, nothing more or less, and that they
Telecom and Optus; multi-disciplinary coastal processave given the answers that the Charles Sturt council wanted?
investigations along the New South Wales coast, including Members interjecting:
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The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Would you refute any onthe basis of inadequate research, given that this part of the
suggestion that the report that was prepared by the proponemsvelopment was always seen as relatively minor.

is of a similar nature? Nobody to whom | have spoken at any stage has ques-
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: That is the EIS system. tioned whether or not the sailing club should be relocated to
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: It has not been done under the that site. The only questions have concerned the structures

EIS system. that should be in place for the launching of the boats. People
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting: want to see a structure that will have the least long-term

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Itwas not done under the EIS impact on the viability of the Adelaide beach system and the
system. | am saying that the Government's work was noptat€’s finances, and that seems to be a reasonable position
done under the EIS system. The Government claimed that @ t2ke. o
was not necessary because one had already been done on a he Hon. R.D. Lawson _Interjectlng. . .
structure that was not even considered at the time. Among the "€ Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: I have no problems with their
conclusions contained in the report, it was suggested: 'au_rl]ﬁh'&g stalll:)bcI)_ats Whe_ret th_eytareilaunched now.

While it is apparent that a boat harbor could be constructed in the The Hon. MI J ' Ei\ﬁllsoo-p-rl.n ﬁrje% ”:g' do that with
vicinity of West Beach and that beach system maintained through e Hon. M.J. - NO, butyou can do that wi

sand management practicbinfinitum this is not in keeping with ~most of the other developments staying there. The fishing
normal coastal management practice for a net littoral drift coastlineboats, which are mostly what the ramp is being built for, are

That is precisely what we have in Adelaide. In fact, it is alaunched from the northern side, which is a relatively minor

very active coastline and a lot of that activity is caused by th@art of the development and would not impact on the other
fact that we have already made one mistake, and that was §§Mponents—marina east, the hotel tourist part, the marina
allow building on the sand dunes. Sand dunes play a key rol¥er residential, the waterfront tavern area, or the waterfront
in the stability of beaches and net littoral drift would haveMarina. There are other options, and all I am saying is that all
been far less if we had not made that mistake. However, th@Ptions deserve to be studied openly, publicly and, important-
mistake cannot be undone easily, but the speed of littoral dri#¥> in 2 little more depth than they have deigned to do so far.
is relatively high on this coastline and it is certainly faster ~ The last major structure to be built on the South Australian
than it was before we interfered with the beach processe§0ast was the Port MacDonnell breakwater. | do not know

The report states that the costs will increase significantly iffoW many members have been to Port MacDonnell in the last
we put structures on the beaches. 15 years, but | can tell the Council that they got the design

The report also states that the maintenance requiremerft@Tibly wrong. _ . .
quoted should be viewed as lower limits and the likely The Hon. R.D. Lawson:What about the Wirrina marina?

bypassing and dredging requirements could exceed those | ne Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Thatis noton a sandy beach,

requirements outlined given the natural variation in the>© 't1S dlfferhen'}.l The Port MacDonnell tilregkwaterv;as built
processes. Certainly any future sea level rise would result i prlotect the ﬁethat Port MacDonnhe ’ ﬂlljt now tr Ey can
an increase in the bypassing required to maintain the faciligfardly getinto the harbor because it has filled up with sand.

and existing beach dune system to the north. The repott 'S been an absolute, unmitigated disaster, which was
continues: esigned by some Government experts. At the time, the locals

had the temerity to suggest that they had got the design
We cannot see from the information provided that adequat y 99 y g 9

consideration has been given to the impact of variations in the coas&rong’ but they were told to go away and shut up. Unfortu-

processes and the impact of severe storm events on the system. Nately, they were right.

Further in the conclusion, this statement is made: | hope that this project will not cause problems that
’ ) resemble those at Port MacDonnell, but in many ways |

From the documentation reviewed it would appear that there igxpect there could be greater problems, because the

limited use of field data collection and analysis or correlation of th -
modelling to historical events, i.e. calibration and verification. |teoreakwater at Port MacDonnell was built at one end of a

would appear that the rationale for the development configuratio§andy beach, but this development will be built slap-bang in
proposed is aimed at minimising the capital costs associated witthe middle of a sandy beach system, and it will have a

constructi_on without due_ regard to expenditure committed to th?)rofound impact on sand movement. The 0n|y ques[ion is
future maintenance requirements. whether or not the relatively low level of work done so far
In the body of the report, the consultants significantly doubhas got the numbers right. If they have got it wrong—and |
whether a tombola will form, as has been suggested, anghink there is a high chance that they have—this State will
whether the removal of sand by the use of trucks will work.pay for that mistake for a long time to come. When one looks
In fact, they suggest that even a single storm event—not at who the major beneficiaries are and how much public
100-year storm—of the severity we get most years, could filmoney is being expended, one wonders where the principle
the whole structure with sand, and it could not be remove@f user-pays comes into this debate.
with trucks, and there will be major, ongoing problems. I will tackle one other issue by way of amendment, but |
It does not seem unreasonable to me to say, ‘Okay, yoam open to suggestions from the Government, which may
have got your development at Glenelg, for better or worsegonsider that it can be handled differently. It relates to the
but there are options as to the form that the West Beackhoreward boundary of the development at Glenelg. At
development might take.” A number of options are availablepresent it is proposed to leave it open-ended and, essentially
so let us take a careful look at them so that we do not makly proclamation, to say what the seaward boundary of the
a mistake on this part of the coast which, as has beedevelopment will be. | have some concern with that, and my
suggested, still has sand dunes that are more or less intact.dmendment provides that it should be done by regulation.
fact, it is one of the few Adelaide beaches where they can b&here may be other ways of doing it, but not having access
found. Some councils in the Henley Beach area are trying tto the information as to where the boundary might be, | was
re-establish dunes, but it is a long, slow, painful process. Waot in a position to draft an amendment which would have the
should not put at risk the most southerly extent of the dunesffect of defining where the outermost boundary might be.
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If the Government says that it is a further 50 metres ouCouncil called on the State Government to place a 10 year
than we expect to allow room to move, | will not have amoratorium all new coastal developments until it is clear
problem with that, but | do not like what is an open-endedwhether foreshore properties might be affected by rising sea
clause at this stage. | indicate to the Government and to tHevels. That was its particular concern.

Opposition that the reason for the amendment is purely to get Eventually, by 1987, some three and a bit years after it
some way of defining what the outer boundary of thewas proposed, the Government established a committee under
development is, rather than leaving it open to proclamatiorBrian Hayes QC and that committee recommended against
With its access to the appropriate personnel, the Governmeptoceeding with Jubilee Point and the proposal was uncere-
should be able to come up with some sort of definition thatmoniously dumped by the Government of the day.
would satisfy what | am trying to address. | await theMr Bannon was quoted as saying in talvertiser of
Committee stage with great anticipation. 22 December 1987:

) . » The work the developers have done over the past four year has

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: This Act will facilitate the  resulted in a substantial body of information, both technical and
establishment of the Holdfast Shores development anvironmental, being established, which will be of great help in
Glenelg—a $185 million project, comprising apartments planning future development.
marina berths, amusement facilities, an entertainmerEven as the proposal was dumped, the people of South
precinct, beachfront boulevard, a new marina, tavern andustralia were being told by the Government, ‘Don’t worry;
other worthwhile facilities. This Holdfast Shores develop-notwithstanding this proposal being shelved, the work that
ment involves, as | mentioned, $185 million in expenditure has been done will lead to some form of development.’ This
It presents economic opportunities and job opportunities, anigd to a South Australian mindset of negativism, which
| strongly support any measure to facilitate that developmentnembers have seen well illustrated here today. Just by the by,
The opposition that has been expressed today—and | withe West Beach Trust has been mentioned today as apparently
come to it later—from the Australian Labor Party relates tobeing opposed to the West Beach boat launching facility.
the associated boat launching facility at West Beach. In hihat trust itself got into the act of costal redevelopment. Its
speech, the Hon. Mike Elliott made it clear that he is opposedttempts to redevelop the Marineland site, not far from the
to the establishment of the marina at the Holdfast Shores. Haroposed boat launching site, were met with financial and
is implacably opposed to it and read irdlansarda greatdeal other disasters. Members will recall that Zhen Yun, the
of material, which tends to suggest that in his view it isChinese company which entered into an agreement to
inappropriate for there to be any marina whatsoever. takeover the Marineland site and establish a hotel on that site,

It is worth going back into some of the history of this site, eventually pulled out, frustrated by Government vacillation
because the unhappy saga of the Glenelg foreshore redevel@ planning and other matters. In May 1990, even the then
ment is actually a commentary upon the stagnation of muchairman, Geoff Virgo, formally a Labor Minister in the
what has happened in this State over the past 13 years. It watate Government, was reported as speaking of the many
13 years ago, in August 1984, that the initial proposal for e&stumbling blocks that had been placed in the way of that
Glenelg redevelopment was announced. At that time, it wagevelopment.

a $220 million plan, which was then proposed to be com- People nowadays will greatly congratulate Bill Sparr and
pleted in stages, with the marina, the first stage, due to biie company that developed the Grand Hotel at Glenelg. That
completed by South Australia’s Jubilee 150 year, 1986. Itwass a wonderful facility and a great improvement on the
announced by the South Australian engineers Kinhill Sternforeshore of Glenelg itself. Of course, those developers had
and it was given quite some prominence in 1984. In 1985to face opposition to their plans, and they themselves were
there was a great deal of publicity about the matter, and ovdreing undermined in their development aspirations by the
the years, there has been a great deal of publicity and publi@overnment’s double dealing with Zhen Yun which, as
expectation being raised about what would happen, but witmembers will recall, ultimately cost the taxpayer dearly in the
absolutely nothing happening. form of a substantial damages settlement which the Bannon

It is interesting to note that the public support for whatGovernment paid.
became known as the Jubilee Point development was strong. Then in 1990, there came new proposals for the redevelop-
However, out of the woodwork eventually came thement of the Glenelg foreshore. On 26 May 1990, the Mayor
Conservation Council of South Australia as being arnof Glenelg, Mr Brian Nadilo, was reported as saying that it
implacable opponent of the Jubilee Point developmentwas ‘the last chance for development of a foreshore’. He said:
Indeed, from the publicity it put out over the years it was  This is really the last chance Glenelg will have for sometime to
opposed to any form of development at Glenelg. Howeverlevelop the foreshore, and if it fails to get off the ground like the
as the years went by, opposition to the Jubilee Point develogubilee Point proposal it will be a real tragedy.
ment gained some momentum—mainly local residents. Thi&innouncements were made about four proposals, all of which
was nimbyism—not in my backyard—at its best and runningvere exciting. Of course, the West Beach Trust got into the
rampant. The Nature Conservation Society joined with thect once again. As some of the land adjoined the West Beach
Conservation Council in expressing opposition to any formRecreation Reserve, that trust unanimously rejected any of
of development. When any questions were raised on envirorthe proposals and expressed total opposition to any develop-
mental grounds about the proposals, as there were concemm&nts because they impinged upon the West Beach Recrea-
raised from time to time, they greeted them with glee. tion Reserve.

The Government expressed the desire to press on, and it As | said, four companies were bidding for this redevelop-
laid down, as it claimed, tough conditions. However, thement. Carmo Pty Ltd proposed to convert the Patawalonga
opposition continued and it was egged on, | might say, bynto a tidal reach, with a 250 berth marina at the mouth, a
the Hon. Mike Elliott who, in my brief examination of the ferry and other residential developments. The South
newspaper files, was expressing opposition much the samustralian companies Fricker, Baulderstone Hornibrook and
as he has been expressing today. In 1987 the Conservati&sanda were proposing a tidal flushing lake similar to West
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Lakes for the Patawalonga, with associated residential arnchr park at the end of the street and a tired fun park that is
tourist developments. The Foremost group of companiewell past its use-by date.
proposed a 180 to 250 berth marina, with a ferry terminal for There is not only a catalogue of Government neglect and
the service to Kangaroo Island. Bund and Associates was y&taction in relation to this but a long catalogue, month after
another proponent, and its proposal involved the conversiomonth, of failure, deferment, further committees, further
of the Patawalonga into a saltwater lake, with no open outletspposition from local people and an additional interest group,
into the sea, as well as a 500 berth marina. Atleertiserof  in many cases involving those who do not live anywhere near
23 May 1990 states: the site. These constant criticisms have created in South
Mr Nadilo said he was confident that there would be no repetitioriAUStr"Jllla this att",[Ude of negativism towards development-. It
of the Jubilee Point controversy which had occurred two yeards a truly depressing story. No wonder when one goes out into
before. the community one constantly hears stories of Governments
ot being able to do anything and make any decisions. ‘In
outh Australia we never get anything done.” All members
ave heard that time and again, as they have, ‘Over the border
Victoria they manage to get things done and make
decisions, but not here in South Australia. Here it is a State
If there are problems with proposals, the aim must be to fix theyf negativism.’

roblems rather than scrap the ideasThe State cannot afford the i thi ;
gestructive angst of iII-infgrmed public squabbles again; and w%. Today in this Chamber we heard extraordinary humbug,
cannot afford a Government that fluffs fast-tracking. irst from the Australian Labor Party. The Hon. Paul
i Holloway somewhat unctuously says, ‘The Australian Labor

The Bannon Government did fluff those proposals. Newbary is not opposed to the Holdfast Shores development. We
snags were placed in the way of the foreshore redevelopmeRyisp, to see it go ahead. In the same breath he foreshadows

In January 1991 the Nature Conservation Society of Soutthat he will move amendments to the legislation the sole
Australia called upon the then Planning Minister, Susarpurpose of which will prevent the Holdfast Shores develop-
Lenehan, to reject the draft environmental impact statememhent to proceed. He says, ‘The deal is not at all with the West
on the proposals. In 1992 changes were made in consequerBeach boat launching facility. The Bill does not mention it
of the environmental impact statements. At that stage therst all’
was only one proponent left in the field—a Glenelg company, The Opposition cannot let the opportunity pass without
Glenelg Foreshore Developments—and it was seeking somgeking to amend the legislation and frustrate it. There is no
form of commitment from the Government and the councildoubt that the effect of these amendments will be to frustrate
before it was prepared to go any further—and that is nothe Bill, and the desire to permit the West Beach boating
surprising given, by that stage, eight years of delays, changefacility to be brought into consideration with this develop-
prevarication and procrastination. ment. It will require this process to be put through the

By 1993 the Glenelg Foreshore Development proposaRolitical mill. Rather than seeing what we understood from
said to have been worth $80 million, was in jeopardy becausthe Hon. Mike Rann in the election campaign to be a
the company was having difficulty establishing its financialbipartisan approach to development in South Australia we see
lines. Frankly, it is not a surprise that no financier would haveéhere negativism, opposition and obstructionism. We see
had any confidence in it given the shifts and changes that tHgpediments being placed in the way of this development.
developers had had to endure. As | look through the press The Hon. Mike Elliott in his contribution makes it clear
clippings on this unhappy saga, it is interesting to note thathat he is opposed, on whatever grounds, to the establishment
shortly before the election in December 1993 Sienday of any marina development at the Glenelg site. He is opposed
Mail, in a special report on the Glenelg beach, the foreshort® the West Beach boat launching facility on the basis of what
and the Patawalonga, said: we term a half-baked report prepared on inadequate

If politici e . information and commissioned by a council which announced

politicians can't fix the mess in our waterways, how can they. "

fix the mess in our economy? Our challenge to both Parties in thiS OPposition to the proposal the day the proposal was made.
lead-up to Saturday’s election is to stop the verbal promises, the The council had no scientific basis for its opposition: it
banter and rhetoric and release a concrete plan of action witsimply said, ‘We are opposed because it might affect the
timespans and deadlines. In times of economic hardships, the pag@istine condition of the beaches in our municipality way to

waterways and beaches are some of the few free pleasures we h ) L - P
Don't subject them to further degradation. e north.” The project is not even within the municipality of

As we all now know, those developments eventually came t
nothing. TheAdvertiserof 24 May 1990, in its editorial under
the heading ‘The Pat’s time has come’, and in commentin
on those four proposals, states:

) ) . the council of Charles Sturt. The Hon. Mike Elliott is
The Brown Government, when it came into office in gpposed not only to the West Beach boat-launching facility
December 1993, did address—and address positively—thsh the basis of that half-baked commissioned report which
issue of the pollution of the Patawalonga. For the first timgyas based upon inadequate information, but he is implacably
in years funds were devoted to the project. Itis all very wellppposed to the establishment of a marina. Why does he not
to say that it was Better Cities money but it required thecome out and say that? No, he moves an amendment which
dedication and commitment of the Government to get aheag designed to piace an impediment in the whole process.
and clean up the Patawalonga. That is the first step in The honourable member proposes to move an amendment
establishing a viable tourist and residential deVelOpment Ofyhich will mean that this prociamation will be Subiect to
the Glenelg foreshore. disallowance in this Chamber where he knows that, in
The Government has embraced the proposals of theombination and in conjunction with the Labor Party, he will
Holdfast Shores consortium. The project that is coming tdye able to secure the numbers to kybosh the whole proposal.
fruition is a most exciting one, after all the delays, shillyshal-Why does he not come out and say, ‘We are against it. We
lying and Government impotence. There will be economicre against the economic activity. We are against the jobs that
development, jobs and opportunities at Glenelg instead af will create. We are against the development. We are quite
what we now have alongside the Patawalonga—a degradédppy for South Australia to muddle along as it has without
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opportunities and without any economic progress.’ | supporteceived all their approvals and we now have the Hon. Paul
the second reading. Holloway and the Hon. Mike Elliott retrospectively wanting
to rip all that away from them.

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Treasurer): | thank members for We have members on the other side of the Chamber who
their contribution, albeit not their support, for this essentialpiously last week talked about not wanting to support
project, with due exception to my colleague the Hon. Robertetrospective legislation. Yet we have developers who have
Lawson, who clearly supported the development in Soutione all the right things. They have been wrestling with the
Australia. This is a crunch issue at the start of a four-yeaenvironmental issues for years; they have been looking at all
parliamentary term because, as members would know, wge options; they have listened to the complaints in relation
have just been through a State election where the Leader @f the beach at West Beach; and they have amended—
the Opposition, the Hon. Mike Rann, made great play thathe The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Bullshit!
was extending the arm of bipartisanship; he wanted to The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Mike Elliott says
embrace the Premier. ‘bullshit’. It is unfortunate that the honourable member

The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting: cannot control his emotions and language on issues such as

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: He said, ‘John, give me a call. this. It is disappointing that the Leader of a political Party,
Let me assure members that the bells will be ringing in th&uch as the Hon. Mike Elliott, has to descend to using that
Hon. Mike Rann’s ears over this issue for a long time,sort of language in the Chamber on an issue such as this. That
because the hypocrisy of the Labor Party is there for all to sefadicates that when an honourable member, such as the Hon.
in relation to its attitude on this issue. During the electionMr Elliott, has no substance to his argument he either resorts
campaign, in a desperate bid for extra votes, there was thig personal abuse or profanity. It is sad that the debates in this
clear ploy by the Leader of the Opposition to embrace the&chamber by a senior member, or someone who should be a
Premier in bipartisan support for development and for jobsenior member, should descend to that sort of language. | am
in South Australia. As | said, the Hon. Mike Rann gave theshocked, horrified and appalled that the Hon. Michael Elliott
indication, ‘John, get on the phone, give us a call; anythinghould respond in that way.
to do with jobs, we will be there supporting you.’ An honourable member: He should be ashamed.

The Government is intent on testing in the first two weeks  The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Yes, as the Hon. Terry Roberts
of the session—not a year or two years down the track whesgays, he should be ashamed.
perhaps the Hon. Mike Rann might have forgotten about his The Hon. T.G. Roberts: | didn't say that.
commitment—Mike Rann and the Labor Party and whether The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Someone said it. | see that the
or not they are prepared to support— Hon. Terry Roberts supports the honourable member. | am

The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: disappointed in the Hon. Terry Roberts. That sort of conver-

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: If it is a test, the Hon. Paul sation might be acceptable in the front bar of the Somerset
Holloway has comprehensively failed. Let us testhbloma  Hotel which the Hon. Terry Roberts might frequent on
fidesof the Leader of the Opposition. Let us test whether oloccasions during the Christmas break, or at a Democrat
not he is genuine in terms of wanting to see development ancbnvention but it is not acceptable—
young people getting jobs in South Australia. Let us see The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Or on a basketball court.
whether the Labor Party is prepared to support one of the The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Or on a basketball court, that is
critical development investment decisions we have seen iright, but it is not acceptable in the Parliament by a Leader
South Australia. As the Hon. Robert Lawson and, to a lesseasf a political Party. Nevertheless, my point is that when the
degree, the Hon. Michael Elliott have indicated, this issue oHon. Mr Elliott or others lack substance in their argument
a development in the Glenelg area has been on-going faheir only response is to resort to personal abuse or profanity.
years. For 15 years or thereabouts, we have been hearing The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:

Governments, and in particular the Bannon Government and The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: If the Hon. Terry Cameron can
Governments of its particular political persuasion, talkinggive me one example where | have used profanity on the
about major developments in the Glenelg area. public record in this Chamber | will be delighted to buy him

It came to nothing. We are now within a hair’s breadth ofa glass of Coke in the bar or a cup of tea. There is no
being able to deliver a major development. At this time oneexample, in 15 years in this Chamber, of my using profanity
issue remains to be resolved with the support of the Labagis a member in Government or in Opposition—even though
Party, the Democrats and the Government. We have befotdave been sorely tested on many occasions. This is a crunch
us, as has been indicated, a bald-faced attempt by the Hassue. How important is this development? Clearly members
Paul Holloway, the Hon. Michael Rann and others, supportedf the Labor Party and the Democrats are not aware of the
obviously, by the Hon. Michael Elliott, to, in effect, stop this significance of this development in terms of jobs for young
major development in South Australia. Forget all thispeople and for working class people.
hogwash by the Hon. Paul Holloway about, ‘We supportthe The Hon. T.G. Cameron:Tell us.
development but we will stop the critical part of it’ because, The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Terry Cameron says,
in effect, that will mean the West Beach part of the developTell us,” and | am delighted to respond. We are talking
ment cannot go ahead. about—

An honourable member interjecting: The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Because the deals have been The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: No, the honourable member will
done. The deals have been signed and the approvals havear the facts. All up, it is a $180 million project. Evidently
been given, and we will talk about this in Committee. Thethere have been some discussions about an $85 million
Hon. Paul Holloway, in a recent debate in this Chamberproject, but the advice provided to me is that, all up, we are
talked about the importance of his views in relation totalking about a $180 million investment project for Holdfast
retrospectivity. In this instance we have developers who havBhores. We are talking about construction expenditure of
gone through a process, been through an EIS, | am told, ha$.20 million, which, | am advised, will support the equivalent
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of 1200 direct jobs and 1100 indirect jobs during the The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: The Hon. Paul Holloway knows
construction period. because he has been advised of what the developers have said
The Labor Party, supported by the Hon. Mr Elliott, is from last Friday onwards when they first became aware of his
trying to stop jobs for 2 300 young working-class Southamendment in this Chamber. He knows. He has been advised
Australians during the construction period over the comingf what the developers, the financiers and the investors are
years. The Hon. Paul Holloway, supported by the Hon. Mikesaying about the Holloway amendment.
Rann, the Hon. Michael Elliott and others of their ilk are  Let me tell members of the courage of the Hon. Mike
wanting to stop working-class South Australians from gettingRann on this issue. The media pursued Mike Rann last
jobs. Thank God— Thursday when this amendment became apparent and said,
The Hon. T.G. Roberts interjecting: ‘We want you on the record to talk to the TV stations about
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: There might be truck drivers as why you are moving this amendment.” What did Mike Rann
well. Certainly, the Hon. Terry Roberts, | will not run down say? He replied, ‘No, | am not talking on this particular
the significance of truck driving as an occupation, and | willissue.” This is the first time | have ever heard Mike Rann
support the importance of truck drivers and indeed alturning down an opportunity to get his face on TV. He said,
occupations because a job is— ‘l am not prepared to do a TV interview with you at Channel
The Hon. T.G. Roberts interjecting: 9. Go off and speak to the new member for Elder, Mr Pat
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Well, exactly. Ajobis ajob. The Conlon. Go off and speak to the Hon. Paul Holloway.’
Hon. Terry Roberts and others might decry the importance The TV people said, ‘No, we want to speak to you.’ He
of truck driving as an industry—and some other membersaid, ‘Look, | do not know all the detail of this issue. You
who have represented unions in this place in their past lifeeed to speak someone who has all the detail. When has that
might disagree with the Hon. Terry Roberts—but theever stopped Mike Rann from speaking on an issue on
Government will support the truck driving jobs, the construc-television previously? He has never had to know the detalil
tion jobs and indeed all the jobs involved in this major previously. He has never had to know the detail or the facts

construction project. What we have— about any issue previously, but on this issue he was not
An honourable member: Any job is a good job if you are  prepared to front up. He is pushing the Hon. Paul Holloway
under 21. up front, saying, “You take it, Paul Holloway." Poor old Pat

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: It does not matter how old you Conlon: he was shell-shocked. Having done his TV interview
are, but, yes, for young people any job is an important jobhe walked into the members’ bar and he was shell-shocked.
Jobs are important for young people and anyone else. At leaste had been with the TV people who had been at him
the Hon. Michael Elliott is consistent, as he said earlier. Thevanting to know what the Party’s attitude was.

Hon. Michael Elliott has consistently opposed every develop- | will not say what Pat Conlon said in the privacy of that
ment that this State Liberal Government has put up on everyar, but | know from the TV people that they did not want Pat
single occasion in this place and publicly as well. At least weConlon or Paul Holloway. They wanted Mike Rann—he who
can say that the Hon. Michael Elliott is consistent. He doesvould offer the hand of bipartisanship support; he who wants
not come into this Chamber and say, ‘| am for the developto support development and jobs; and he who wants to
ment.” All he was prepared to say was, ‘This isfait embrace the Premier in a bipartisan way. He says, ‘Give me
accompli’ He did not come in and say, ‘| am for the develop- a ring, John; | am on the other end of the telephone, and | will
ment,” because he knows that is not true. He opposesupport you on these issues. But, no, Mike Rann was
everything. The Hon. Michael Elliott will oppose anything nowhere to be seen. He scurried into his little bunker,
that moves and anything that can provide a job to younglisappeared and left poor all Pat Conlon to face the music and
South Australians. He has done it consistently and he hamswer the questions. What sort of courage—

done it on this occasion. That is fair enough from his The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:

perspective in terms of how we get this State’'s economy The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Those who saw him on TV that
going. night realise that he had that blank look of someone who did

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: That's him. not know what had hit him. It said, ‘Hell, why am | answer-

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: That's him, okay. Let us now talk ing this question? Why is not Rann fronting up to this
about the Hon. Mike Rann and the Hon. Paul Holloway. Thigparticular decision and issue?’ What sort of courage and what
is the ultimate example of hypocrisy from a political Party. sort of leadership is that from a person such as the Hon. Mike
We have them standing up in this Chamber offering the hanBann, who is not prepared to front up and justify his decision
of bipartisan support for jobs and development in Soutton the critical development issue—the first chance. We are
Australia. The Hon. Paul Holloway had the hide to stand upold that there will be 2 300 jobs in the construction stage and
in this Chamber with a straight face, albeit with his head300 direct and indirect jobs when this development is up and
bowed when he said it, and say that he supports the develogeing. We are told that commercial, retail and other turnover
ment on behalf of the Labor Party but will seek to gut thein the order of approximately $30 million a year in economic
development and to stop it going ahead through the amendbenefit will be generated by this development. That is the
ment that he will move in this Chamber. He knows that hemportance of this development for South Australia.
will gut the development. He knows that he will stop the jobs  The Hon. P. Holloway: We are not talking about that.
for young South Australians. He knows he will always get  The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: We are talking about it. The Hon.
the Hon. Mike Elliott’s support for any anti-development Paul Holloway says, ‘l am quite happy. | want to breathe life
amendment. He knows that can stop the development. Theto this patient or keep the patient alive, but on the same
honourable member has the hide to stand up in this Chambkand | want to rip his heart out.
and say that he supports the development when, at the same The Hon. T.G. Cameron:You explain it to us. This is the
time, with the support of the Democrats, he will try to gut andplace to do it.
stop the development in its tracks. The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: We have done so, and the Hon.

Members interjecting: Terry Cameron—
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The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Sadly, the Hon. Mr Cameron and

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: We have. | tell the Hon. Terry the Hon. Mr Holloway are members of a Party and a previous
Cameron, if he cannot understand: | am disappointed. ~ Government that was never prepared to take a decision. No

The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: matter what development decision you take in this State, as

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Because the Glenelg Sailing Club the Hon. Rob Lawson has indicated, you get opposition. You
will not move unless this part of the deal at West Beach goegan guarantee that the Democrats and their fellow travellers
ahead: it is as simple as that. Even the Hon. Paul Hollowayill oppose everything, but occasionally we hope that the
should be able to understand that. They have their rights.abor Party will show some leadership, as it promised during
What is the honourable member suggesting—that they shoutfie election campaign, and some bipartisan support for a
be forced out? What is the honourable member suggestingnajor development. But we have the Hon. Paul Holloway, as

The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: said— S

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Okay. | challenge the Hon. Paul ~ The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting:

Holloway. What is the honourable member saying to the TheHon. R.I.LUCAS: As | said, the Hon. Paul
Glenelg Sailing Club? Is the Labor Party saying to i, ‘we Holloway will not respond to this question. I invite him to do
will rip you out and, if you do not like where you are sent, we SO durlng.the; Committee stage. If the Glenglg Sailing Club
will send you (as the Hon. Michael Elliott wants) either north Says that it will not move, the development will not go ahead,

of Port Adelaide, south of O’Sullivan Beach or somewhereand it will move because of the quality of the development
else. You can have the— at West Beach. The Hon. Paul Holloway has to answer the

Members interjecting: question of what he will do with the Glenelg Sailing Club.
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: No, Michael Elliott is suggesting Will he rip it up and send it, as the Hon. Michael Elliott wants

that. We should not have anything in between Port AdelaidL®” north of Port Adelaide or south of Victor Harbor, Hallett
and O'Sullivan Beach, Hallett Cove or whatever it was. Thec©Ve Or wherever gv&/as, b?]cause e are not going to have
Glenelg Sailing Club can have its sailing club at Victor 2" Marinas up an own the coast

Harbor or somewhere. It can become the Victor Harbor What will the Hon. Paql Holloway do, bf_ecause we can
Sailing Club instead of the Glenelg Sailing Club. forget the Hon. Mike Elliott ever supporting any about
Members interjecting: development in South Australia? What will the Hon. Paul

) . Holloway do with the Glenelg Sailing Club? That is the
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Chair has been pretty challenge for him and for the Hon. Mike Rann. What will you
tolerant. If members are going to—

i, P - .
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: do about the sailing club? Will you rip it up, compulsorily

acquire it and say that it does not have a home?
The PRESIDENT: Order, the Hon. Mr Cameron! The ql'he Hon. CarE/neI Zollo: We're not saying that.

Hon. Mr Cameron. ) The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Well, what are you saying? Tell
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Yes, Sir. us what you are saying.

The PRESIDENT: Please, | am trying to address  \embpers interjecting:
honourable members. The Chair has been reasonably tolerant. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Where will they go?
If members want to make out of order interjections, canthey - The Hon. T.G. Cameron: They can go to West Beach:
do them one at a time and not have a shouting match? {hey don't need a 250-metre groyne.
members want to debate this further, they can ask any The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: They won't go there without
question they like of the Minister and the Minister can answegnhese facilities: that is the point. Can't we get that through
when we go into Committee. However, | remind membersor head? They want offshore launching facilities: they want
that this is the Minister's reply to the second reading debatg he able to launch offshore. That is the deal that has been
~ The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: linvite members to queue up for done. If you want to stand up in this Chamber and say that
interjections—to put their hands up, or something. This is agou oppose the development, like the Hon. Michael Elliott
important development, as | have indicated, and | will not gQyoes, okay. As | said, he is consistent: he opposes anything.
into that detail again. Itis an Important Slgnal. As with theBut you cannot stand up in this Chamber and say that you

Mount Lofty redevelopment in 1983, or whatever it was, aftersypport the development and then try to rip its heart out.
13 years eventually there was a light on the hill and this The Hon. T.G. Cameron: We do support it.

Government, a ‘can-do’ Government, actually got something The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: You don't support it: you are
done. After 11 years of inactivity by the Bannon and Arnoldtrying to rip its heart out. | am advised that the Glenelg
Labor Governments, finally we got something done. Isajling Club, the Holdfast Bay Yacht Club, the Sea Rescue
challenge any of the Labor members to be critical of thesquadron, the South Australian Recreational Boating Council
quality of the development at Mount Lofty. and the Boating Industry Association of South Australia all
Having been up there again 10 days ago, | know thajvant a share in the benefits to be provided by this new West
literally thousands of ordinary South Australians are goindBeach facility. Together, those associations represent tens of
there for a variety of reasons, including an opportunity tothousands of boaties here in South Australia. We are not
view the wonderful sites of Adelaide at night time. Thousandsalking about the wealthy—the Hon. Michael Elliott's hang-
of tourists and visitors are using that facility. This is anotheryp about anyone with any money in South Australia. The rich
symbol development—an icon development at Glenelg. Thiand the privileged—
is something which demonstrates that this Government, and The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting:
more importantly this State, is open for business, open for The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: There’s an indication. The Hon.

development and prepared to take some decisions. Mr Elliott, as | said by way of interjection earlier, is a poor
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: At any cost. man’s version of Michael Atkinson. Michael Atkinson has
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Not at any cost. Is 15 years at made a career of a sort of class warfare between the western

any cost, Mr Cameron? suburbs and anyone who has any money anywhere other than

The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: in the western suburbs. The Hon. Mr Elliott is wrong to



122 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Tuesday 9 December 1997

suggest that only the wealthy, the privileged and the elite wilbne could put any words in his mouth, so the solution is there
benefit from this. You cannot say that the Boating Industnyfor the Hon. Terry Cameron. What does Ken Holbert of the
Association and the South Australian Recreational BoatingRecreational Boating Council, representing 45 000 boat
Council represent just the wealthy and elite: they represerwners, say? He says, ‘This is a superb plan. We have been
tens of thousands of ordinary South Australians and, franklyGrying out for this for years.” That is the South Australian
many members of unions and others with boats and interesiecreational Boating Council. It wants this development. It
in this area—ordinary South Australians who have a particuwants to see it go ahead on behalf of the recreational interests

lar interest. of ordinary South Australians. What did Stan Quinn,
The Hon. T.G. Cameron:Come on: tell us all the facts. President of the Boating Industry Association of South
We're still waiting for them. Australia, say on behalf of the boat industry:

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am just about to. | am advised |t the result of thorough investigation, it will not adversely
that the West Beach facility will provide a long-awaited safeaffect the local environment and it is well positioned to become a
boating facility on the central metropolitan coast. The cafmajor regional centre for recreational boating. Let’s get on with it.
park facility will be five times the existing Patawalonga  The Hon. P. Holloway: That's what theAdvertisersaid
launch site. There will be no impact on the residential areasabout the Myer development.
unlike the present difficulties being experienced at Glenelg. The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: The Hon. Paul Holloway puts his
It will offer a huge boost to the West Beach Trust tourismfoot in his own mouth. He wants to recall the Myer develop-
facilities. The all-weather boating facility will provide world ment where his Government and associated interests spent
class competition headquarters and tremendous growti 100 million and ended up selling it for $150 million. Let
opportunities for both the Glenelg and Holdfast Bay clubsus not be diverted.
which will be relocated to the new club premises at West Members interjecting:

Beach. The PRESIDENT: Order!

I am told that it will vastly improve the response capability ~ The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Paul Holloway and the
of the Sea Rescue Squadron. | heard the Hon. Michaglon. Michael Elliott touched in brief on some of the environ-
Armitage explain the other day—and | hope | remember almental issues in relation to this development. Obviously, we
the detail—that under current arrangements the Sea Rescull be able explore some of those in greater detail later on.
Squadron currently has to scoot southwards to Glenelg ton behalf of the Government | refer to this supposed expert
launch itself in an emergency and in some circumstancesadependent report which was cobbled together at the last
when Glenelg is not available, it must turn round and heagnoment on behalf of the Charles Sturt council, which the
north to North Haven, again delaying response times itHon. Michael Elliott sought to defend in this Chamber. | note
emergency situations. This will allow launching directly off that the Hon. Paul Holloway was wise enough not to lock
the new West Beach facility for the Sea Rescue Squadromimself into that. The Hon. Paul Holloway did not come
That is why, in the interest of the safety of ordinary workersdown in the last shower: obviously the Hon. Michael Elliott
in South Australia, not just the wealthy and the elite, thisdid.

Government is supporting these facilities. We are told that Charles Sturt council took a decision on

The Sea Rescue Squadron sees it: that is why it i30 November this year to oppose the project at West Beach.
supporting the facility. As we indicated earlier, SARDI is The council was then challenged in terms of the basis upon
queuing up: it has written a letter to the Minister saying,which it had taken the decision. What report or evidence had
‘Please, we want to be in there on this development. It ist used to make the decision? It was then shamefaced in
obviously a pretty good development, and we want to harbousaving to admit that it had done it on the basis of no evidence
our boat there. So, everyone is queuing up to use thgt all. Having been caught out in relation to that decision, it

facilities down there. Let us talk about ordinary Southhurriedly decided to try to get a report done to justify the
Australians, not the wealthy and elite, as the Hon. Mr Elliottdecision it had taken.

would wish us to believe. What has been said by Ken Holbert | am told that this report does not provide any evidence.
from the South Australian Recreational Boating Council No studies, investigations or independent research at all were
which | am told represents 45 000 boat owners in Soutlgonducted in this hastily cobbled-together report. | am told
Australia—not half a dozen wealthy, privileged millionairesthat there are only views and opinions expressed in this
in South Australia? report. | am also told that the consultant did not even make
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: contact with the consultants or the Coastal Management
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: If the Hon. Mr Cameron says that Branch to check the facts. He wrote a report and, in the
Ken Holbert does not represent 45 000 boat owners, let hifgreparation of that report, did not even check with the Coastal
stand up and say so. Management Branch or the consultants. He probably said,
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: On a point of order, the ‘What do you want? We will do this report pretty quickly; we
Hon. Robert Lucas is putting words into my mouth again: Iwill not worry about talking to the Coastal Management

never said that. He has done the same thing with the HoBranch to check the facts; we will not worry about talking to
Mike Elliott today. How much longer do we have to put up, the consultants in relation to the report.

when we interject, with his misquoting us? | am told that the document is heavily qualified. As an
The PRESIDENT: Order! example of some of the qualifications in it, it states:
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | ask him to withdraw his

We have briefly reviewed the information provided—
comment.

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is no point of order. If SO S0meone obviously gave them the information—
the honourable member wants to make a personal expla#ithin the time and budget constraints of the engagement. Our
ation, he can certainly do that comments are restricted to a broad overview of the findings of those
’ . . studies as reported. Our review of the proposed West Beach boat
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The simple solution for the Hon. harbor development has been limited to a broad overview of the
Terry Cameron is not to interject. If he did not interject, no-information provided to us.
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The Minister in another place went into much more detail infor young South Australians and South Australians in general.
terms of a very thorough and effective destruction of theThe critical test question is: are the Labor Party and Mike
credibility of this report. Obviously, we will have an oppor- Rann prepared to support this package? The Labor Party
tunity to look at that report in greater detail during thecannot any longer get away with this effrontery that it
Committee stages. supports the development but that it will rip its heart out by
The Hon. Mr Elliott, in his opposition to everything the stopping the West Beach proposal from proceeding. It is its
Liberal Government does—and | do not think even the Honheart; it is critical. The package is the package: if you want
Paul Holloway did this—attacked the clean up of thethe one, you need the other. That is what the investors and the
Patawalonga. After 10 or 20 years of mess and neglect—araevelopers are saying. Therefore, we need it to go ahead.
you could have almost walked across the Patawalonga Bill read a second time.
because it was so solid with waste and refuse—the The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | move:
Government as part of all this has been committing signifi- - That it be an instruction to the Committee of the Whole that it
cant expenditure— have power to consider new clauses concerning an amendment to the
The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: Development Act 1993.
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | acknowledge that there wasa  Motion carried.
contribution from the Federal Government. We are not |n Committee.
mealy-mouthed about these sorts of things. We give credit Clause 1.
where credit is due. If a Labor Government is prepared to The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | move:
SL!ppOf‘t something, we \,N'" acknowledge'lt. We are not small- Page 1, lines 10 and 11—Leave out this clause and insert new
minded about these things. We would like to see the Laboglause as follows:
Party support this total package. That is all we are asking for; Short title
we are not asking for much more than that. If, on occasions, 1. This Act may be cited as the Statutes Amendment (Holdfast
a Federal Labor Government did a good thing, we woulgehores) Act 1997,
acknowledge and support it. You would not have anyThiS simply changes the name of the legislation to take
opposition from me or the Government about thataccountof the fact that the amendments that | will move are
Mr Holloway. to the Development Act 1993. In many ways, it is a test for
In relation to the clean up of the Patawalonga, the Honthat later series of amendments, but it might suit the Commit-
Mr Elliott even attacked the whole premise of the clean up otee that | speak to clause 4.
the Patawalonga, that is, the diversion of stormwater away The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Speak to them alll.
from the Patawalonga outlet. Mr Elliott says that we needto  The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: Who is running this amend-
inject more money into the hills areas by way of somement?
treatment plants and that that will solve the problem. Itis not The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | am addressing my remarks
true that that will solve all the problems; that is just ato the Committee as a whole, Mr Chairman. | like to be
nonsense. courteous.
The Hon. T.G. Roberts: It is a start. The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting:
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: At least the Hon. Terry Roberts The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No, Minister, | just like to
is honest enough to say that it might be a start. The Hon. Mipe courteous to the Committee because | want to be helpful
Elliott stands up, in his glib, superficial, Democrat way andand to know what other members want. If it suits the
says, ‘You don't have to do all this stuff about diverting Committee, | am happy to use this as a test clause for the later
stormwater,” and makes some glib comments about themendments that | will move.
outrage of it all and how it is inappropriate. He then says— | will summarise the arguments that have been put forward
and you can check tHdansardrecord—that all we have to in the second reading debate. The Opposition supports the
do is go up there and, in effect, redevelop the treatmenrtioldfast Shores development at Glenelg, but we are con-
plants, or whatever it is up there. That will not solve the totalcerned about the boat launching facility, which is some 1 to
problem of the Patawalonga. | do not profess to be a2 kilometres north of the Glenelg site at West Beach. We are
environmental expert in the way the Hon. Mr Elliott does, butparticularly concerned at the impact that a 250-metre long,
even | realise that that claim is nonsense. It is not so superfs-metre high groyne would have upon sand movement which,
cial and simple that you can do one instead of the other aniéh turn, would affect the beaches north of that site, particular-
that that will solve the problem. We still have to do some-ly those at West Beach and Henley Beach.
thing about all that stormwater, because there is too much This amendment seeks to require the Minister, within
stormwater coming from too large a catchment area into tothree months after the commencement of the section, to
narrow an area, namely, the Patawalonga. | have seen tpeepare a report on options for that boat launching facility.
figures compared to West Lakes and areas such as that whéneother words, we do not have any concerns with the
too much water enters the catchment. The water has to lgevelopment at Glenelg, but in relation to the West Beach

diverted in some way. development, any alternatives such as those listed in the
The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: amendment to clause 4, which | will move in a moment,
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | do not know where the Hon. should be considered. We ask the Minister to look at the

Paul Holloway has been for the last two years. number of options that are provided and to prepare a report

The Hon. L.H. Davis: He is only the Deputy Leader.  on those options so that we can have the benefit of that
The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | am appalled at the ignorance of information to determine what is the best alternative for
the Deputy Leader in relation to this issue. Obviously, wedealing with the problem of small boats along the metropoli-
will get into a bit more detail—and I look forward to it—in tan Adelaide coastline.
the Committee stages of this debate. In conclusion, thisis a As I indicated in my second reading speech, our concern
crunch issue for the Hon. Mike Rann and the likes of thds that, although we support the Holdfast Shores development,
Hon. Paul Holloway. This package has to go ahead for jobge have to do something about the sailing boats and power-
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boats at Glenelg, but we believe that a $10.6 million developproposed site at West Beach. There are plenty of sailing clubs
ment is a very expensive one for the taxpayer and it is onalong the coast of Adelaide that launch their boats from the
about which a number of people from a lot of different walksbeach with, perhaps, smaller groynes. However, the question
of life have expressed concerns, and | made that pointin mghat | would like the Minister to answer in view of his
second reading speech. The amendment that | will moveomments earlier is: why does the Glenelg Sailing Club need
seeks to enable a proper evaluation of alternatives to this 250-metre long, 5-metre high groyne for it to launch its
proposal to be undertaken. We see no reason why th&ailing boats, when plenty of sailing clubs like Somerton and
consideration of an alternative should interrupt the developBrighton launch their boats off the beach? They do not need
ment of the Holdfast Shores development at Glenelg. any groynes, so why do we need such a massive structure for
At this stage | should also like to address some matterthe Glenelg members to launch their boats?
that the Leader of the Government raised in his reply at the The Hon. A.J. Redford: Where were you when North
second reading stage. This amendment was the subject ighven was proposed?
discussion last week because the Opposition was given an The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | do not see what North
indication that the Government wished to proceed with thifqaven has to do with this. The amendment that the Commit-
Bill fairly quickly. Because it had to get through both Housestee is debating seeks to change the Act. The Opposition
of Parliament, we were given the impression that theyould like to see the Holdfast Shores development go ahead.
Government wanted this Bill thl’ough this Chamber last WeekA number of Community concerns have been raised by many
and to facilitate that wish we quickly drafted this amendmenpeople about the impact this structure at West Beach might
to enable us to put our position on this measure. have. It has also been suggested that there may be alternatives
Itis a bit rough for the Minister to blame us for some of that are not only cheaper but also less environmentally
the debate that occurred last week. The Opposition was tolgestructive and more in the public interest. All we are asking
that this Bill had to get through Parliament quickly. Why is s that the Government have a look at those options, do a
it, for example, that the Minister for Local Government, quick report over three months and allow us the benefit of

Recreation and Sport did not introduce this Bill in his House9ooking at that report so that the right decision can be made
Why was itintroduced in the Leglslatlve Council first? After in the interests of taxpayers. The point is—

all, this Bill is an amendment to the Local Government Act,  The Hon. R.I. Lucas: So you can vote against it.
so why is it that Mr Ingerson did not deal with the Bill in the The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY- Itis not our intention to vote

Lower House first? Why was _it’)necessary to introduce thig, o ainst anything. All we wish to see is a proper study done
B'"&"{:&g‘;gﬁggﬁ;gﬁ gounC|I ’ of all the alternatives to deal with the problem of small boats
o . . along the metropolitan foreshore, because we believe that
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: The Government is trying there could be a cheaper and more effective solution than to

to be clever with this measure, but | think it is a pretty iy this massive structure, which is very expensive,
reasonable question to ask: given that the Local Governme olving nearly $11 million of taxpayers’ money. That is not

Act is being amended, why was it not the Minister for Local . . .
. ' . . a particularly onerous thing to ask, and to ask that question
? . ; ; : ;
Government in another place who introduced the Bill’ WhyIS not taking an anti-development attitude. | do not believe

has it been introduced by the Leader of the Government in tl . T . . ;
Legislative Council? That is a reasonable point, so | find Hﬁat asking that question is in any way going against public

a bit rich when the Leader of the Government starts makin perest. | ask members to support this amendment and
mments about m I 1 another ol nd gubsequent amendments so that we can obtain that report.
comments about my colleagué in another place a ith the benefit of the report, we can hopefully come up with

Leader, and about their remarks on the Bill. It has been dong ., o e and better solution for the problems associated with
in such a messy way because of the Government’s choice, gt

because of members of the Opposition. e West Beach boat launching facility.

The other matter that the Leader of the Government raised Th_e Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Paul _HoIIoway kept
is the diversion of stormwater. The Minister suggested th efemng_ to the massive mvyestment into this d(_avelopment of
everybody knows exactly what will happen, but | again put 1,?'6 m}['!['r?n dOf @axpayerg, m?rr]‘etx['hl am tadwsepl th?t.fthet
the question to the Minister: is the diversion of stormwatef?ature of the decision made is that the vast majority of, if no

from the Patawalonga basin part of this development? Il, that money will return to the Government over a period
lt up to five years, out of profits made from the development.

cannot see anywhere on the record whether that partlcu% is not a deal which says, ‘Here’s $10.6 million. as the

diversion—I assume it is a pipeline out to sea—is part of thi ble Paul Holl King t trav it. i
development. Will it be constructed at the same time as th onourabl€ Faul Holloway was Seeking 1o portray it, in an
Rpwous attempt to scuttle the development.

groyne goes ahead? | would have thought that was a pret AR
reasonable question, given that there has been a large amount] he Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: - .

of public interest in the diversion of stormwater. Where will _ The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Well, I'm just telling you.

it happen? Will a separate environmental impact statemerthe Hon. Mr Holloway has had the opportunity for briefing
be prepared in relation to that proposal? | would have thoughn this issue. He knows that; he can't say that he hasn't.
that was a fairly reasonable query, and | would like theAdvisers were there—

Minister’s response to it. An honourable member interjecting:

In relation to the Glenelg Sailing Club, the Minister has  The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: No, | think he has been advised,
raised a number of matters. | am not party to any agreemenksit he obviously didn’t ask the questions in relation to this.
that may or may not have been made on that subject. Whatherefore, | can’t do any more than that on this issue. If you
| would say— are going to attack the development because of a massive

The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: $10.6 million worth of taxpayers’ money, when you were

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: The Hon. Legh Davis being briefed you should have checked whether any money
should just be patient for a moment. | do not see any reasomas coming back to the Government. | would have thought
why the Glenelg Sailing Club cannot be relocated to thehat was a pretty obvious question for the shadow Minister
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for Finance to be asking—and thank goodness they are nand he knows that. He should not now try to seek to defend
controlling the finances. Those sorts of basic questions— the indefensible.

The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting:

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Here we go! As soon aswe start ~ The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: You can’t wipe your hands of it
talking about finance, the Hon. Mr Hollow asks, ‘Why isn’'t and say, ‘I've just been handed this issue.’ Itis a bit like Pat
your Minister for Local Government handling this Bill?”  Conlon, who said, ‘I've just been handed it. Mike Rann

Members interjecting: doesn’t know anything about it, and Paul Holloway says he
The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Exactly! doesn’t know anything about it. It's not my fault; I'm not an
The CHAIRMAN: Order! expert in this particular area.’

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: When the Hon. Paul Holloway ~_ The Hon. A.J. Redford: He can't say that he's not
gets nailed on a point, all of a sudden he wants to talk abodeSPonsible.

something else; he doesn't want the answer. It is a pretty 1he Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Exactly! There has also been
obvious question— Some criticism of the environmental impact statement by both

The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: the Hon. Mr Paul Holloway and the Hon. Mike Elliott. | am
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Well, I've just given you the advised as follows: the West Beach boating facilities were

. PR ; t of the original master plan publicly released in
answer: the vast majority, if not all, the money will be P&" . !
returned to the Government over five years by way of profit?€cember 1995. The facilities were included in the EIS
being made out of the development. The Government wil mendment re_port, released in May_1996, and in _the asSsess-
; ; faent released in May 1997. | am advised also that issues such

other taxation measures as well. It is a pretty obviou&S Sand management, impact on residential areas, impact on
question. If the honourable member is going to set himself e Peach, visual impact and traffic and parking impacts were
and attack the Government over a massive $10.6 miIIioﬁ‘” relevant to the environmental impact statement. | am also

investment of taxpayers’ money in the form of a 250 metrerdvised that_the only change to the propose(_j boating facilities
was a decision made by the Government in May this year,

long groyne—and all these wonderfully colourful adjectives - )
the shadow Minister for Finance has been using—one woul@fte" taking account of the EIS comment, to require the boat
amp to be constructed off-shore. This was to avoid cutting

have thought he might at least brief himself or ask a simpl .
question such as, ‘Will the Government actually get an he beach, because there was a big protest. On the back of

P Stephanie Key’s posters, the Labor Party had ‘Save our
money back from this? ;
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: beach.” As the beach has been saved, the Labor Party now has

. another message on it. This was to avoid cutting the beach in
bit EPZ Er?ScliTel IL:n?/:\Sr'eTtEZtl_i'forTéWgr)é %2mer82e223 2nresponse to comments raised in the EIS on this point. | am

c ) 9 alfso told that the Coast Protection Board has supported the
t.h's issue (and he at least has some knowledge of matters overnment’s plan. | am also told that the major difference
flEgrs]ggn_t‘)\llj\/thr;(t)tierEghr)ler:ecc\:\é?ufng?/:/ﬁa?tn:gﬁzt aviiil(leﬁowsetween the current proposal and the old proposal was for
q ' ! money -~ 70 metres of jetty, compared to 70 metres of rock wall across
back to the Government as a result of this?’ It is a fairly

; i o ; the beach.
obvious question. The shadow Minister for Finance stands up A cynic might suggest that, if there is now a problem with

in this Chamber and says ‘A massive $10.6 million’ and ‘I'm . -
not aware of that information.’ That is no excuse. ltis a sac}he EIS, the best way is to go back to the original proposal

indictment that obviously one of the Labor Party’s chiefaggedsg)glza mteht:rgé);gﬁcskoutr;%etrt:]hee g;%/et%m:xsg;ﬁﬁgltlcbe
spokespersons, the shadow Minister for Finance, did not eve 9

have that information. It made a decision to try to gut thiscr't'C'S(ad for varying its earlier proposal which had been

. ; 2. “through the EIS process. | am told that all the off-shore stuff
development without even knowing the facts of the S|tuat|on|. virtt?ally the sar%e as the proposal that went through the EIS
The honourable member has probably said to Mike Rann ar(?rocess. The difference is we now have a jetty going across
fnyeeiigggﬁfg&m;thﬁ;&'iﬁRgfg év%:ﬁoi;]aviz ngsi?](; he beach in response to the earlier criticisms instead of
invested; this is a massive cost for a few wealthy boat ownerZsr?arlrll:rt]Zaes ﬂ?; :_?grlf’ l\\;lviﬂlecgll\?(l)?tu I\(/j\/h%uit s ISVQF? zilfr etz(?[ Ob;:ﬁz'ulp
down there; no money is coming into the project;’ and theyin this Chamber and make all the wild allegations—
make their decision on the basis of ignorance. The Hon. M.J. Elliott interiectina:

The Hon. G. Weatherill: Come on! o J 9

e The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | challenge the Hon. Michael
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: This is the Deputy Leader. In the Elliott, who is shaking his head, to stand up during the

government s 5 one of e four people n whose hands thgoTIMIEE stage and put an alemative point of view.
g ’ peop The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting:

futL_JI_rﬁ dastlnyLolf_lthS St'atﬁt?nd ]Eher?tnarjces will be (t:ontrolled. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS:_ | am _pleased to see that_. |
€ Hon. L.H. Lavis. s a frigntening prospect. challenge the Hon. Mr Elliott to bring back that information.

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: It's a frightening prospect but

you must ask those sorts of basic questions. If you make [Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.45 p.m.]

decisions about major multi-million dollar developments

which will cost investors and developers millions of dollars,  The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Before the evening meal break

and threaten thousands or hundreds of jobs, both short angk were discussing a number of the provisions of this

long-term, you have to ask the questions, the Honamendment. Canthe mover of the amendment indicate, now

Mr Holloway. that he has had a couple of hours to reflect on it, where he
An honourable member interjecting: sees the Glenelg Sailing Club going? The honourable member
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: So, you asked the question, and has indicated Mr Rann’s and the Labor Party’s position—that

you didn’t get the answer? The Hon. Mr Holloway did not, the Glenelg Sailing Club can be moved to West Beach but
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cannot have an off-shore facility and can launch off the beactelation to providing the detail of this question. In broad
because everyone else does so. terms, as | have indicated already, there is an agreement with
| have been advised that the Glenelg Sailing Club athe Glenelg Sailing Club which it has voted on in the last
present has some capacity for off-shore launching in @ouple of weeks or so and which says that it is prepared to
protected harbor in the Glenelg area, and that a number of itrove but on the condition that the facilities that we have
boats are able to be launched off-shore with regard to italked about for some hours this afternoon at West Beach are
current arrangements and facilities. If one puts oneself in thprovided. It will not settle for the Hon. Mike Rann’s sugges-
position of the Glenelg Sailing Club, if it is to be moved to tion, that is, we will turf it out of where it is and that it can
a new location it is not unreasonable for it to be arguing thataunch its boats off the beach. Whilst | am not an expert in
it ought to have at least the equal to and if not better than itoating matters, | am advised that a number of crafts or boats
current capacity. are not able to be—
I want to know whether the Hon. Mr Holloway, now that ~ The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:
he has had a chance to reflect on it, is seriously suggesting The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: There are a number that you
that the Hon. Mike Rann’s solution for this situation is thatcannot launch from the beach.
the Glenelg Sailing Club should be moved from where itis The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: On a point of order,
and should be required to launch its boats off the beach &fir Chairman, if the Leader wants to ask a question should
West Beach, and that it would be required by the Labor Partghe not rise to her feet rather than do it by way of interjec-
to settle for a lesser level of facility than it currently has? tion?
Secondly, let us say that the Glenelg Sailing Club, under The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: It's all right. If it is important to
the Rann proposal, refuses to move. What then is the Homhe Leader of the Opposition to know what class of boats
Mr Holloway suggesting should be done? Should it becannot be launched from the beach | would be delighted to
compulsorily moved, under compulsorily acquisition seek that information and provide a very full response prior
proposals, from its current— to the debate in another place.
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: | am also advised that the agreement basically states that
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: This is the amendment being if no substantial progress has been made on the development
moved by Mr Holloway on behalf of Mike Rann, and itis fair of the West Beach site by next Easter, the Glenelg Sailing
that these questions be put. In those circumstances is Milub can decline to allow the developers to demolish its
Rann’s proposal that there be compulsory acquisition and théwilding which is required for parts of the development to go
the Glenelg Sailing Club against its wishes be forced to movahead. So, some progress must be made by that time. This
and settled somewhere with a lower level of facility than itGovernment is always very open in its dealings in these sorts
currently has? of matters and, as | said, | am very happy to take advice as to
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | wish the Leader of the whetherwe are able to provide any more detail in relation to
Government had answered the questions that | raised earliéhis agreement.
about whether the pipeline from the outlet of the Sturt River It has been approved by the members, and the critical
and Brownhill Creek will be part of the project and whetherquestion from the members’ viewpoint is that they have the
there will be an EIS. The Minister has not answered thoseeal. We will explore this shortly, as well as putting another
questions. He has now raised the question of the Glenelguestion to the Hon. Mr Holloway. However, the fact is that
Sailing Club. Itis not the Opposition’s duty to deal with that: these developers have already had Development Assessment
it is up to the Government to negotiate the position. If theCommission approval. They have been through the approval
Leader reads the proposed new subsection (4) he will see thatocesses, and the Hons Mr Holloway, Rann and Elliott are
the Government must, within three months, prepare a reposeeking retrospectively to rip away the development approv-
on options relating to it, and there are three listed in nevals that the developers already have.
subsection (4)(a) paragraphs (i), (ii) and (iii). We are asking Members interjecting:
the Government to look at alternatives for this measure. The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: And we are still looking for a
The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: response on this issue from the Hon. Mr Holloway. We
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Perhaps the Minister can intend to pursue the Hon. Mr Holloway on this issue on
provide details of the arrangement that his Government hasehalf of the Hon. Mr Rann in order to get some sort of
with the Glenelg Sailing Club. If he wants us to talk about it,response, particularly given the claims made by the Hon. Mr
perhaps he can provide that detail. Are you ready, MinisterHolloway in this Chamber only last week in respect of
to give us a copy of the arrangement that you have with theetrospectivity. That is as much information as | have in
Glenelg Sailing Club? relation to this Glenelg deal. As | have kept my end of the
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: What do you want to know? bargain, | look forward now to a response from the Hon. Mr
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Are you prepared to show Holloway as to the Hon. Mr Rann’s policy in relation to the
us the agreement? You are asking us what we would do. Ar@lenelg Sailing Club should it decide not to move. Will it be

you prepared to give us a copy of the agreement? the Labor Party’s policy that the sailing club be compulsorily
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: What do you want to know? moved from its current site and, against its wishes, moved to
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | want to know what the another location?

agreement involves. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: The Opposition will
An honourable member: Why do you want to know?  certainly, if this amendment is carried, be prepared to look at
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Let me pursue this. all the options, and that is all this amendment asks for. It is
The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: worth pursuing this point further—
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Are you prepared for us to The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting:

see this agreement? The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: The Treasurer has not

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | will take advice on that. My provided me with the details—
early advice is that there will probably not be a problem in  The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting:
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The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | am now pleased that we The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Perhaps the Minister can
have reached the stage of starting to get details about thegize us the details of all these agreements—
agreements—details about which the Opposition was not The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
aware. | remind members that this Bill has been pushed The CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Angus Redford will come
through in the final two weeks of a parliamentary sessionto order.

The Opposition agreed to deal with this proposal, along with  The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | am sure the Opposition
anumber of other measures that this Government wanted {gill be happy to consider these matters when all this

ram through Parliament, at the end of the session. information is on the table. | believe that this matter—
The Hon. L.H. Davis: You have not asked the right The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

questions. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | understand that the Hon.
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Just a moment. The point Angus Redford would like to divert attention away from this

I want to raise— matter, but | remind him that we are dealing with the
Members interjecting: development at West Beach. If the Minister is contradicting
The CHAIRMAN: Order! anything, then let the Minister provide us with the

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Perhaps the Hon. Legh information as well as these agreements. Let him tell us what
Davis might care to be silent for a moment. It is my under-we are locked into. Let him give us the information. To date,
standing (and | am sure that the Minister will tell me if | am that information has not been made available. It is about time
wrong) that the Public Works Committee has not yet conthat this Government came clean and provided us with this
sidered its report on this matter. Given the Auditor-General'snformation.

Report which was released last week and in which he made The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: 1would like to ask the Hon. Paul
some very scathing comments about this Government and ik¢olloway a question about the West Beach development. The
expenditure of funds on projects prior to consideration of thénonourable member put himself on record this afternoon as
Public Works Committee, and so on, and his statement thafpposing the development.

it was unlawful and violated a procedure established by this The Hon. P. Holloway: The West Beach facility.
Parliament, | hope that the Government would be very careful The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Yes, the West Beach facility. |
about signing documents and becoming involved in projectghink we are all aware what | mean when | talk about the
if matters have not been through the relevant parliamentanwest Beach development!

committees. The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting:

Because | know that this matter has not been throughthe The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: No, the honourable member
Public Works Committee process, it is pretty reasonable tgpposed it, end of story. He is on the record, and when the

assume that the Government would not allow itself to b&yonourable member reads tHansardrecord tomorrow it
locked into all sorts of arrangements. It is very interestingyill show that. My question is—

now to discover all these details and signed arrangements and The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
agreements. If the Government can produce these details and the cHAIRMAN: Order!
documents, the Opposition will consider that information. I 1o Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Is the Hon. Paul Holloway aware

should have thought it was a pretty reasonable assUMPLiQf i report that was prepared for the Charles Sturt council,
that, as this matter has not yet been approved by the Publigy i he aware of the conclusion therein which, of course,
Works Committee, there would still be time to considerpas peen trumpeted as a report which is critical of and against
matters in relation to the project. the West Beach development? Is he aware of that conclusion
The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: _and, if so, can he tell the Council what that conclusion is,
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: If what the Leader says is gjven that he is so well briefed on this matter?
true, perhaps he could tell me what would happen if the The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | have never claimed to be
Public Works Committee does not approve this project. Hearticularly well briefed on this matter. However, in answer
has asked me to say what will happen if certain hypothetica, the honourable member’s specific question, | have not read
things take place. If the Public Works Committee did notihe report. Of course, | am aware of its existence: it has been
approve this project or recommend changes to it, would thagyoken about on radio, but that really is not the point.
mean that it could not go ahead? | remind the honourablggwever much the—
member— _ _ The Hon. Caroline Schaefer interjecting:
The Hon. L.H. Davis: Are you a member of the Public  tpe Hon, . HOLLOWAY: The Hon. Caroline Schaefer
Works Committee? can be funny and try to distract my attention, but let us get
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No, | am not a member of pack to the matter. The Opposition's position is that we
the Public Works Committee: it is a Lower House committeeshoyld look at alternatives to the West Beach boat launch

The Hon. L.H. Davis: What do you think about the facility because we believe that there could be alternatives to

project? it which are less environmentally damaging and cheaper to
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: the taxpayer.
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | will not be distracted. | That reminds me of another matter that | would like to

simply make the point that, given that the Public Worksaddress on this occasion. Before the dinner adjournment, the
Committee has not yet considered this project, itis a reason-eader of the Government made some disparaging remarks
able assumption that no airtight agreements have been ma@gyainst me in relation to my comments about the cost of the
If agreements have been made, then let us hear about theggvelopment. He said that | should be aware of the liability
Perhaps the Minister can give us the details. to the Government. The Opposition has obtained that

Members interjecting: information and, to be fair, | now put it on the record. | refer

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Members on my right will to a document from the developers of the project which
come to order. states:
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The development margin will be generated from each of thebelieves that this amendment simply seeks alternatives to the
_packages and WI|| be returned_to the consortium and the GOVBfnmEWest Beach fac|||ty because' ﬁrst' a |arge amount of
in accordance with the following: community concern has been expressed about the scale of this
Accrued project overheads [the developer] - - .
Glenelg civil works facility and because of the possible environmental and
Next $10 million to be split 75/25—consortium/Government  €cOnomic consequences for those people from the West
Next split to be 30/70—consortium/Government until consortiumBeach recreation area who depend on the beach. That is the
has received $10 million or the Minister has recovered all of Westeason for our raising this issue.

Beach, whichever occurs first. . ; :

- AR . The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | was not going to enter into

recl(:l\;aé(rte?jl.stnbutlon all to the Government until West Beach fully the debate but | do so with some knowledge as a fully
Finally, any balance to be distributed equally. qualified ship’s carpenter.

An honourable member interjecting:

The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Thank you. One of the
puzzling things to me during the currency of the debate was
the 250 metre groyne. | understand from—

The Hon. L.H. Davis: A big groyne.

The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | can either spell it ‘groin’ or
oyne’, depending on how rough the Hon. Mr Davis wants
to be with his interjections. That was one of the things that
- . puzzled me. I could not fathom out why that groyne would
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | did not have the opportuni-  paye 1o he 250 metres long. | talk as one with some know-

ty to address this question before the dinner adjournment,§ye of the sea. Then the Leader made it reasonably clear to

did have that document before the break, but | did not hav;ene in so much as | can piece it together from the limited

the chance to speak to L. ) amount of information the Government has provided, why the
The Hon. R.I. Lucas |nterject|ng. ) o breakwater—and | use the term ‘breakwater’ now as opposed
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No, | had it. The Minister {4 ‘groyne’—is to be 250 metres long. He leads to us that

An honourable member interjecting:

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes, indeed we have.

Members interjecting:

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No, on the contrary. The
Opposition had asked the developer a number of questions.
| seek leave to table this document for fairness and so thaér
anyone wishing to get details from it can do so.

Leave granted.

did not give me a chance: he reported progress. prior to coming to this Parliament with the Bill the
The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: ) ) Government had entered into an agreement with the Glenelg
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | did know—indeed I did.  saijling Club. He further informed us five minutes ago that
The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: some vessels (the owners of which are members of the

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: It would be nice to have a Glenelg Sailing Club) are too large either by length or
chance to answer these questions. As | was saying, th@nnage to launch off the beach.
Auditor-General in his report also made a number of | ength is not the limiting factor in respect of launching off
comments about risk, and so on. Itis clear from those figureghe beach unless you have a very shallow beach. The limiting
to which | referred that the Government is effectively takingfactor is tonnage. Obviously, there are some fairly large
most of the risk in this project. vessels within the confines of the waters to which the Glenelg

The other point is that, if there is a cheaper solution, itSailing Club has access. That then leads me to understand
would benefit all taxpayers because the money will be sperfhy the groyne is 250 metres long. It is this groyne, |
by the Government up front. I should have thought it wouldunderstand from those with the scientific knowledge that, in
be in the Government's interest that, if the cost could beart at least, will cause some of the dramas of the shifting
reduced, it would be beneficial to the taxpayer. The Leadesands. | remember reading a book once called Riddle of
of the Government in the Council, namely, the Treasurehe SandsAgain tonight from the Leader and the mouth of
tried to make disparaging remarks about my comments earligiis interjectory vice-captain, this pseudo-interjector, this
but, if he thinks that that is not true and that through spendingxcuse for an interjector (Hon. Mr Davis), we get the second
much more money on this facility the taxpayer will be betteryolume of The Riddle of the Sand$hat made me think of
off, let him stand up and say so. I contend that they would noinother saying, namely, ‘Out of the mouths of babes and

be. The final point is that— sucklings’.
The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | would think that The CHAIRMAN: Order!

the Hon. Legh Davis’s rather rude behaviour is embarrassing, The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | wish Rough Redford would

Mr Chairman. If the Hon. Legh Davis has a good case, he cagtop interjecting. Anyhow, even with the limited knowledge
get up in a moment. He can inform everyone about his casgat we have been given, that leads me to the reason why the
if he wants to, but at the moment all he seeks to do igroyne or the breakwater, more properly called the
interrupt, and he is doing that very effectively. breakwater, is 250 metres long. In my view, it is to provide

The third point is that, if this boat facility goes ahead, onea lee shore or a weather shore for the Glenelg Sailing Club.
of the large recurring costs to the Government will be sandt is to provide a lee shore for the heavier vessels of the
carting. It is a cost in perpetuity. According to the Glenelg Sailing Club; that is, vessels which cannot be put into
Government’s own public servants, that will vary betweenthe water easily but which, in the event of a storm coming up
$100 000 and $500 000 a year: a cost in perpetuity. That wilbver the gulf, cannot be got out of the water easily, either.
not be recovered from the developers. | was making the poirtthe difficulty | have is that | am not opposed—
before the dinner adjournment that, if we could find a cheaper Members interjecting:
alternative, it would be much better for the taxpayer. The CHAIRMAN: Order!

I have made those three points about the components of The Hon. T. CROTHERS: —to development. | believe
the cost. If the Leader of the Government—the Treasurer—that, at times, the Bannon Government was too much swayed
wishes to dispute them, let him do so. Again, | conclude thivy some elements. | refer, for instance, to Marineland, in
section of remarks with the comment that the Oppositiorwhich some members of the Opposition were involved. Some
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elements that were opposed thereto would think up an excugass this measure, | would want to know much more than the
and then run with it. That | believe is not the case with thisscanty detail that we have thus far got from the Government,
project. There is a genuine— given that, in the second week of the Parliament’s meeting,
The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: we are asked to consider this Bill, which we have agreed to
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | wouldn’t support you ifyou do. But given that our responsibility, particularly in this
were covered in gold leaf. That then leads me to believe thahamber, is for all South Australians and not just for little
the Government has gone and done a deal with the Glenesgggmented elements of it, | think we should get the detail that
Sailing Club. Itis rather like putting the cart before the horseit is necessary for us to have in order that we can make the
Then it comes before us and says, ‘Look, we have this de&ype of decision that perhaps the Government is looking for.
with the Glenelg Sailing Club and, if we cannot get thisup  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | welcome that olive branch from
and running by February or March'—whatever the Leadethe Hon. Mr Crothers. | am pleased to see that the Hon. Mr
said—'it is down the drain.’ To some extent, | would think Crothers, at least, is prepared to see what might be done to
that was an act of foolhardiness on the part of theassist the passage of the legislation—
Government. If it wants to play with that sort of fire, itmight ~ The Hon. T. Crothers: The Hon. Mr Holloway, too.
just get its fingers burnt. The place where these matters are The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: No, you have taken it quite a step
decided in totality and finality is this Parliament. further. Given that the Bill is to be debated here tonight and
If the Government—and the minority Government, at thatwill go to another House before it comes back again, if the
in another place—goes and makes a deal with a body such kiges of the Hon. Mr Rann and the Hon. Mr Holloway have
the Glenelg Sailing Club, however well met itis, it is not of their way, | am prepared to offer the Hon. Mr Crothers a
this Parliament. This Parliament has a greater responsibilitypriefing tomorrow morning with all that detail that he is
It has a responsibility to the citizens of all of this State andseeking. | will be delighted to make the resources available
not just for some citizens in a particular niche. Having saido try to provide that briefing for the Hon. Mr Crothers so
that, | have admitted on record that very often when we weréhat—
in government we were too prepared to accept some excuses The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Put it on the record now: put
that | thought were manufactured in respect of developmentt in the Hansard
But | do not think that this is a manufactured excuse thatwe The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | am happy to. Members opposite
are dealing with here. This is something in respect of thosask the questions: we will give the answers. The Hon. Mr
sands and their shifting that has occurred time and again offrothers has indicted his willingness to consider this issue
our metropolitan shores. We know that, because time anfirly, and we are prepared to take that up. Just give us a call,
again over the past 10 years we have had to move hundre®€, and we will organise that. The other question that the
of tonnes of sand to replace sand that has been washed awlign. Mr Crothers asked—and again he is endeavouring to be
Obviously, the groyne will have an effect of concentratingsensible and reasonable in relation to this—was why there
the waters that were already doing that in their particulaneeded to be a 250-metre groyne. | am advised that that was
frontage, and doing even more damage. | believe that the sthe advice of the Coastal Management Branch. The advice |
called groyne is a breakwater for the Glenelg Sailing Clubhave been given is that, during the quite detailed coastal
You can tell me anything you like: it is a lee shore in respecinanagement and sand movement studies undertaken as part
of their heavier craft. | may be wrong in that, because | havef this comprehensive preparation, the consortium and a
limited information to go on given me by the Leader. But it number of others had thought that it might be possible to use
does raise that spectre in my mind. Take it from me, th&maller groynes, not the 250-metre variety that has been
Labor Party is certainly not trying to torpedo the develop-finally decided upon.

ment. _ _ _ o However, the expert advice was that the smaller groynes
The Hon. L.H. Davis: Paul Holloway is. He is against it. were not going to work in terms of managing this issue. In the
ReadHansardtomorrow. He said he was against it. end, the advice that the consortium, the developers and others

The Hon. T. CROTHERS: With your inane interjections, had to take was that the best way of managing it was this
you may well be playing no small role in torpedoing it, from construction of the groyne, the shape and nature of it, with the
those amongst us who do not want to see that happen.  length of approximately 250 metres that was eventually

The Hon. L.H. Davis: So, there is a split in the Labor decided upon.

Party, is there? You're saying you're in favour of it;
Holloway says he’s against it. The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | was rather startled to hear the

The Hon. T. CROTHERS: The only split | am concerned lead Speaker of the Opposition admit that he was not
about at the moment is the one below your nostrils that keegzarticularly well briefed on this matter. Here he is leading
opening and closing with unmitigated and ill-timed ferocity. opposition to a serious development and admitting that he did
I'm sorry for that, Mr Chairman; | shouldn't do things like not know too much about the subject. I did ask him, in fact,
that, but he drives one to it. whether he was familiar with a briefing paper that had been

If  am wrong in that, then | will stand corrected. But the prepared for the Charles Sturt Council (which appears to be
error of judgment that members of the Government made waguite hostile to this development) and the conclusion of that
entering into an agreement with the Glenelg Sailing Clubreport, and he claims that he was not. | must admit—
when it knew full well that the matter had to be ratified by ~ The Hon. P. Holloway: | said that | had not read the
both Houses of this Parliament. | understand that theeport but | was aware of its existence.

Government has to negotiate in respect of getting things up The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: He was aware of its existence but
and running, but that is as far as it should go. When you givéae had not read the report. He came into this Chamber taking
an agreement to someone, before you get it ratified here, thatserious stance of naked opposition—and that was in black
is asking for trouble. and white this afternoon—to an important proposal that is

I am not opposed to this development, which will bring part of the package of the development of Glenelg, which the
jobs to the community. But, before | would be prepared toOpposition appears to deny even though, from his own lips,
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he read the fact that there was a financial arrangement theiblloway in particular—of some background to this report
depended on both Glenelg and West Beach. He admitted thidiat was prepared for the Charles Sturt Council, the conclu-
in his own musings to the Committee only minutes agosions of that report and his reaction to it?

which, in fact, confirms the existence of the package. It The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | refer the honourable member
appears that this lead Speaker from the Opposition has conte page 6 of the Manly report, or whatever the correct title
in as the Deputy Leader in some coup in the Labor Party, bywas—

which the Hon. Ron Roberts who, as we all know, was avery The Hon. L.H. Davis: He has a copy of it. He doesn't
accomplished and resilient speaker, has been banished to #gn know what the conclusion was. He told me he did not

back bench— know what the conclusion was, but he is looking at it now.
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: That's not what you used to |t is extraordinary. Does this mean he can’t read?
say. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Mr Chairman, | will give the

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: That's all politics, but deep down Deputy Leader some respite from the caning he has been
I'had a high regard for the Hon. Ron Roberts. In debating taking from the Hon. Legh Davis; he can at least take a deep
might have belittled him on occasions: that is true; | will preath. | refer the Deputy Leader to page 6 of the report,
admit that. | must admit that | did humiliate him on a few under the heading ‘Conclusions’. The report there states:
occasions, but that is all part of the theatre of politics, as the o/ review of the proposed development of the West Beach boat
Hon. Terry Cameron realises. But | had a deep and abidingarbour development has been limited to a broad overview of the
respect for his political ability, his political strategy, his nousinformation provided.

and his debating skills. | will humbly admit that. And 1 find | ingicated earlier when | made reference to three particular
it hard to force myself to have to debate against his replaceygtations—

ment, because it is so easy. But Imust. _ The Hon. M.J. Elliott: It sounds pretty honest.
Therefore, | was somewhat startled to find that, despite o oy R | LUCAS: Itis an indication of the limited

this pungent opposition that has been trailed through thg:¢,maion that was made available to this person to conduct
community by the Charles Sturt Council which, for reasons, 4t was a very quick—
best known to itself, has decided to oppose this decision, he 1 .\ -0 M3 Elliott: Why don't you table it all in here?

is not even aware of the conclusions of this report. Let me put The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | do not have a copy with me, but

on record that he has had the opportunity of a briefing fro .
the Government. From what we have heard today, the fé\r&?m g 22%;3 sti%?llﬁ é; é\gr El;sofllool:l(\)/slv);has acopy. The next part

readers ofHansardwho might bother to read his speech o )
would be forgiven for thinking that he has had no briefing at, While itis ?%arenéthatha bogt T}arbbour chould be constructed "
all, although I think from his own lips he admitted that he hadthfosfécr']nslg'ng mar?géen?grﬁt p?gctiédgnﬁﬁﬁﬁmiystems maintaine
a briefing; is that correct? The honourable member had ﬁ . tant t hasise th
briefing? He is not quite sure whether he had a briefing. Caft 'S Very Important to emphasise that—
he remember whether he had a briefing on this? this is not in keeping with normal coastal management practice for
The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: a nett littoral drift coastline.
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: You've had a briefing. Okay, he The important point to take from that conclusion is that the

has now thought about it— writer is at least conceding that a boat harbour could be
The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: constructed in the vicinity of West Beach. The writer is also
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: But you haven't had a briefing conceding that the beach systems could be maintained
yourself. through sand management practiadsnfinitum It is fair to
The Hon. P. Holloway: | have been briefed by those who say that the flavour of the report is very different from what
were briefed. has been quoted by others who have referred to the report.

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: So, the newly appointed Deputy There are many questions that this person raises from a very
Leader of the Opposition and shadow Treasurer in thémited information base, obviously, but in the conclusion the
Legislative Council, the Hon. Paul Holloway, has confirmedwriter says that a boat harbour could be constructed in the
that he had a second-hand briefing. It is a bit like a second¢cinity of West Beach and that the beach systems could be
hand rose—by the time you get it, there is not much perfuméaintained through sand management practidasfinitum
left. He certainly did not get any facts at all out of the = Members who have quoted this report, both in another
briefing, because listening to him today one would not eveplace publicly and in here, have not referred to that aspect of
think that he had had a second-hand briefing. But it doethe conclusion of this report. By way of out of order interjec-
appal me that on such a serious matter the Opposition rollons earlier this evening, the Hon. Mr Elliott said, ‘Table the
out this newly elected Deputy Leader of the Opposition, d@nformation in relation to sand management practices’. | am
convert to power dressing in this newly elevated positionjnformed that this information has been made available to a
who puts up a lamentable performance. From the discussidarge number of people, and | am delighted. Mr Redford,
we have had today, he would not know one groyne frontouncils and a whole range of people have it. | am very
another. My question to the Leader of the Government—surprised that, if he professes to have such an interest in this
because | want to be brief on this—is: is he aware of théssue, the Hon. Mr Elliott does not have a copy of it. | think
conclusion of the Charles Sturt Council report, given that thédae is seeking to make a political point, or trying to create an
Hon. Paul Holloway has a blanket opposition on behalf of thempression that this is a secretive Government not prepared
Labor Party, although the Hon. Trevor Crothers— to share information.

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: That's not true. | am very happy to indicate that we need this copy of the

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Itis absolutely true, although the report for the Committee stage of the debate but that at the
Hon. Trevor Crothers had a more reasonable position anend of the Committee stage | will be happy to table a copy of
held out a very big olive branch. Could the Leader of thea report that | have been given, entitled ‘Shoreline evolution
Government inform the Committee—and the Hon. Pauktudy, West Beach facilities, Draft final report for the West
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Beach boat launching facility, prepared in August 1997, The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: —and what the Hon. Mr Rann
which contains— will do to the Glenelg Sailing Club if those people say they
The Hon. T.G. Roberts interjecting: will not accept Mr Rann'’s idea about launching their yachts
The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Ifthere is a final one I willtryto  out to sea, and that they have to launch directly off the beach?
get it; this is the only one | have at the moment. I willtryto | leave that challenge for the fifth time with the
provide that information for the benefit of members. As IHon. Mr Holloway. Will he indicate what the Labor Party’s
said, it is not secret. Evidently, it has been made available tposition is in relation to the Glenelg Sailing Club in those
a significant number of people as part of the public debate ocircumstances?
this issue. Finally, after the dinner break this evening, the The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Again | make the point that
Hon. Mr Holloway sought to put a different perspective onall the Opposition is seeking to do is look at alternatives. The
the difficulties in which he found himself before the dinner Government has not provided information in relation to all
break when he conceded that he was not aware of thihe agreements. The Minister told us earlier that he would
information in relation to revenue clawback to theseek to provide it, and | think that his words were—he can
Government from the development. Subsequent to the dinneprrect me if | am wrong—that he would provide it when this
break he has now tabled a copy of information which, clearlyBill goes to another place. If there are difficulties in showing
already was available to him and which he had eitheus these agreements, | am sure that the Opposition will be
forgotten or was not aware of. prepared to look at those things because we are very reason-
Prior to the dinner break he clearly indicated that he wasble people.
not aware of the clawback, which is important. This Labor However, as | pointed out earlier, the West Beach
Party—this alternative Government—has taken a positiotaunching facility has not been through the Public Works
whereby it wants to rip the heart out of this potential develop-Committee. Given that that committee may be able to
ment and destroy potentially hundreds of jobs for workingrecommend changes to the project, it is a reasonable assump-
class South Australians on the basis of ignorance. The Hotion that changes could be made to such agreements, and that
Paul Holloway (the Deputy Leader), in charge of the Bill inis the basis on which | have been working. If these agree-
this Chamber, was not aware of the revenue pluses andents present difficulties, | am sure that, when the Minister
minuses of this development and, as justification for higrovides that information, we can look at those problems. The
position, made a significant number of claims about @pposition is not seeking to dispossess anybody. All we are
massive taxpayer-funded commitment of $10.6 million to thisseeking is a more satisfactory solution for the environment
development. He was again saying that we need to look @nd for the taxpayers of this State.
cheaper alternatives. | should also say something about the Hon. Legh Davis.
If the Government is to claw back a significant proportionHis contribution was probably not worthy of response, except
of that cost over five years as part of the developmenthat | think for anybody readinglansardit makes the point
clearly, the honourable member is arguing from a flawedhat the Government is not really serious in addressing the
information base and from a position of ignorance in thisreasonable concerns that have been made by a wide cross-
matter. When the jobs of hundreds—if not thousands, duringection of people in this State, not just the residents of the
the construction phase—of South Australians are potentiallgrea, but scientists at SARDI, the local council, the local surf
at risk because of the attitude being adopted by the Honifesaving club, and a number of other people. It is not
Mr Holloway and the Hon. Mr Rann on this issue, it is a unreasonable for the Opposition to move amendments which
matter of great concern to the development and investmeseek to address some of those concerns.
community in South Australia that an Opposition should base The Hon. Legh Davis can make all sorts of smart alec
its decisions on a position which is one of ignorance, and oneomments and, indeed, he is very good at that. Itis a pity that
where its Deputy Leader not only admitted that he did note is not present in the Chamber to hear this, but perhaps that
have that information but also indicated that he was poorlgxplains why in 15 years he is still on the back bench. He is
briefed on this legislation. He has made that clear in thivery good at making smart alec remarks and he has done it
Chamber as well, which is a matter of concern to thevery well for a number of years, but his great failing as a
development and investment community here in Soutlpolitician is that he cannot be positive, and we saw a classic
Australia. example of that this evening. He is very good at making smart
I understand that during the second reading debate thlec comments, but people who are concerned about this
Deputy Leader (and the Hon. Mike Rann, | understandproject would see the utter contempt with which the
refused to say whether or not they will force the GlenelgHon. Legh Davis treated their concerns, and | need say no
Sailing Club out of its facilities. It is important that it be made more.
clear to the Glenelg Sailing Club and to other recreational The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: As is usual, at the close of the
boat users that the Labor Party, through the Hon. Mike Ransecond reading stage the Hon. Robert Lucas decided to put
and the Hon. Paul Holloway, is refusing to rule out forcingwords in other people’s mouths and misrepresent their
the Glenelg Sailing Club out of its facilities and forcing it positions, but that is nothing unusual. We see it at Question
somewhere else—who knows where—with whateveiTime and in Committee, as well, when he clearly misrepre-
facilities— sents other members’ positions. For the few people who
Members interjecting: bother to readHansard what | said in the second reading
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | have challenged the Hon. debate should have been clear, but | want to summarise my
Mr Holloway on four separate occasions to give that commitattitude to the development overall.
ment. He refuses to do so. | am prepared to put it to him for As | said, | think that the Glenelg development ifaét
the fifth time. Will the Hon. Mr Holloway indicate what he accompliin terms of the form that it will take. The break-
will do— waters have already been built and in terms of any impact
Members interjecting: they will have on sand movement, that is done. Whatever it
The CHAIRMAN: Order! costs and whatever are the impacts, the State will now have
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to live with that. That cannot be undone. What is happening The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No, | think it deserves to be

at West Beach is notfait accompli It is most likely that a  put on the record. Let us put some facts into this argument
launching facility will be built there, so what we are really rather than the political rhetoric that we have copped from the
looking for is the least worst option. Let us be honest withLeader so far. With respect to current sand management
ourselves: what we are looking for is the least worst optionconditions (4.1.1), the document states:

Members of the Coast Management Board, both previous The active coastal erosion processes affecting the metropolitan
boards and the present one, with whom | have spoken ovepastline have, over the years, resulted in a range of management
many years, have told me that ideally there should be ndrategies designed to minimise erosion impacts.

: : Rock or sea wall protection, as currently exists from Glenelg
structures on the beach. There is no question about that, aﬂqough to West Beach, is the most noticeable strategy, while sand

that is the point that | was trying to make before. For yearseplenishment programs are undertaken to enhance beach amenity.
people have been saying that one way of protecting owwith an average annual net sediment transport capacity of 50 000

beaches is to put a series of small groynes along the coast. Ajibic metres northward, the existing Patawalonga breakwater
errupts this flow causing accretion adjacent to the south edge wall,

. . . . i
those things have been investigated _and f[he conclusion T@E development of a sand bar/spit off-shore north beyond the
the Coast Management Board came is to is that there shoulfleakwater and the depletion of sand on the North Glenelg beach.

not be structures on the beach. If there is to be some sort This results in significant siltation of the boating channel at the
launching facility at West Beach, the question is not whethefmouth of the Patawalonga, restricting safe and convenient boating
we are going to have one but whether it will cause the leagfiovement. No effective long-term strategy exists to manage this
. - Situation. Some form of mechanical bypassing is essential.
damage in terms of sand movement, aesthetics, etc. Off-shore dredging of harbor sand is being undertaken off
I noticed that the Leader of the Government criticised theBrighton; this sand is being pumped to the beach where the natural
Deputy Leader of the Opposition about what he knows abouengshore sediment transport process facilitates the metropolitan

; ; and replenishment program. Without such intervention, longshore
the project, but the level of debate coming from the I‘eadegediment movement would be insufficient to maintain future beach

in this place suggests that he knows very little about it, S0 hgmenity along the metropolitan coastline. The following key issues
has concentrated on the political rhetoric rather than put oturrently exist:

the table what he knows about it. Just before the dinner the northward sediment transport movement will continue to
adjournment, he started to say, ‘| am advised’. He knew that Ccause siltation of the Patawalonga outlet unless regular sand

: . bypassing is undertaken;
he was in dangerous territory. Let us have a look at the the beach at Glenelg South will continue to retain sand, particu-

question of environmental— larly adjacent to the breakwater;
The Hon. A.J. Redford: He hasn’t got your massive - the beach at Glenelg North will continue to be depleted of sand,
engineering— with an off-shore sand bar extending parallel to the beach;

. L - sand will need to be regularly introduced onto the metropolitan
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | have to say one thing: that  peach system in the vicinity of Brighton and at Glenelg North to

you have had a lot of training in the law, and it has done you maintain beach amenity.
no damn good—yet people queue for him: silk. In April 1996, 4.1.2 Sand management strategies related to the project.

an amendment to the environmental impact statement in Management of the metropolitan coastline is the responsibility
f the Coast Protection Board. The proposals to enhance

relation to t'k:je Glgnﬁ lg foresgore and enV|Ir|ons Wgs(;ebleasegatawalonga Harbor and to create an all weather metropolitan wide
Itwas considered that an EIS was not really needed becauggnching facility at West Beach will need to be developed and

one had already been done. On page 69, the amended EHanaged within this metropolitan framework and will necessarily

lists some changes to the earlier EIS, as follows: include:

' . . - provision for the regular bypassing of sediment to ensure the
Table 3.1 defines the main features of the original Holdfast ﬁorthward moveme%t is no)tlri)nterru%ted'

Quays proposal and compares those features of the amended sang pypassing will be required for both Glenelg and West
proposal relating to the infrastructure issues. The main changes to gasch possibly involving a single linked system.

the original proposal creating the need for this EIS include: o
- configuration of the marine harbor basin at Patawalonga moutHin oth_er words, _they have not even worked out what it will
configuration and length of the breakwaters at the Patawalong@0K like. It continues:
mouth; _ __Inthe event of a linked bypass, the Glenelg North beach will need
provision of a temporary and permanent ferry berthing facility; to be stabilised, using off-shore bars or groynes—

methods of improving water quality; L
harbor dredging and sand management; itis still very much a proposal—

breakwaters and boat launching facility at West Beach; and * enhanced Glenelg North beach amenity associated with sand

; ; bypassing, as sand will be placed on the beach and the beach
methods for discharging stormwater outfall to the sea at West oy iom will be stabilised rather than sand being lost to the off-

shore sand bar;
This amendment to the EIS recognises that breakwaters and no change to Glenelg South beach amenity;
boat launching facilities at West Beach are new, but how beach conditions at West Beach north of the boating channel to
much time does this amendment to the EIS spend analysing "@Main unaffected, given proposed bypassing measures; and

the impact of this change? | point out that at this stage th%ur‘,chﬁ’rﬁg";ﬂgr};‘r’{fﬂg’fbag{?;‘gﬁ’ﬁgg_Weathe“ safe recreational boat

yacht club was still at Glenelg. This amended EIS did notrhe user pays principle could apply to assist with the ongoing sand
deal with everything that is now proposed, but only some sorypassing costs.
of boat launching facility, presumably mainly for fishing |n the supplement to the EIS, that is the analysis of sand
boats. movement and it takes into account what is proposed at West
How much time did this supplement spend analysing th@each. | hope members picked up the in-depth analysis. The
environmental impacts, looking at the issues that were natovernment said, ‘We don't really need an EIS, because
addressed in the former environmental impact statementye've already had one.’ That is what it said in relation to this,
Sand management is covered on pages 73 and 74. That isiiit it said there were a few changes. As a single dot point,
a detailed analysis. Perhaps | should read the detailed analysigmbers can see that there is a change, and at that stage it
so members can see how good it was. was a boat launching facility not for the yachts but for the
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: fishing boats, and that would happen in conjunction with a
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channel that was being proposed at that stage. If you haveaa it. That late discovery and the fact that we are debating it
look at the diagrams proposed at the time, you will see thahis far into its development is the Government’s fault, and
the breakwaters proposed were quite different in form anthe fault of whoever has been advising the Government. Itis
size from those currently proposed by the Government. Thatot our fault. We have been concerned about what has been
is in the supplement to the EIS, as | said, in 1996. happening at West Beach, but we have not had a chance to

More recently, the Government released a document—anuake sure the issues were properly addressed, just as so many
unfortunately | did not have a chance to go through all myother issues in this State are not properly addressed. Itis the
files during the break because | had appointments, butresponsible thing to do to insist that this sort of work is done,
grabbed a couple—that is ‘A supplementary review of thebecause we know what will happen if we get it wrong.
Glenelg foreshore and environs EIS and its implications foHistory all around the world shows that, if you build on sandy
the Patawalonga catchment plan, February 1997’. The forrshores and get it wrong, the consequences are quite severe.
of the breakwaters at West Beach still remain exactly the john Mathwin, a former Liberal Party member of the
same as those proposed in the 1995 supplement to the ElSwer House and now a member of the Holdfast Bay council,
No detailed analysis is put through the environmental impaghas made comment. He has travelled around the world and
statement process so that it can be looked at by the public Been through Europe and seen the destruction of the sandy
large to analyse the impact of that. The Government wageaches after similar sorts of structures have been built there.
getting responses, saying, ‘We are very concerned.’ He has seen it with his own eyes. There is an enormous

After this, some time after February this year, a totallyrecord of the role of the United States Army Corps of
new form was developed. There is a totally new shape. Ngngineers in the United States and the impact that structures
longer is it running across the beach, and there are godghve had on beaches there. On the East Coast, there has
reasons for not Wanting it to run across the beach in terms qh‘eady been a number of real concerns; the Tweed Heads
amenity. Itis longer, and itis hooked right around. Previousarea is one example. One of the experts the Leader of the
ly, it was a breakwater which headed straight-out from thesovernment tried to decry here has been involved in that and
beach due west, and then had a slight turn to the north-wesither projects. He has had more real life experience of
The new proposed breakwater is much longer, goes directiyoking at this sort of stuff than the people who have done the
out to sea, then makes a right-hand turn and then heaggork here. | ask the Minister—certainly before the Bill (and
probably another 150 metres north, and then turns marginally will obviously go backwards and forwards between the
east. It is an entirely different shaped and sized breakwate{ouses) gets back to us—to table in this place all the detailed
from anything that was contemplated under any of thexnalysis the Government has had done in relation to the West
environmental impact assessment processes. Beach development.

Yet the Minister has the nerve to come into this place and 1o Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Again, we are never surprised at
say, ‘| am advised that the environmental impact assessme Lo y '

o e f¥e contributions from the Democrats and the Hon. Mr Elliott
process has looked at all this.” It has not. The Minister sayg, o icylar. As | said earlier, | will not go over it in great
that he was advised. | say to the Minister that he was advisq

> X ngth again, the Democrats oppose anything that is related
wrongly. Under the environmental impact assessment procegs jevelopment or jobs. So it does not surprise us that they
in South Australia, there has never been anything which ev

eé]dopt this position. It also does not surprise us that truth and

approximates a detailed analysis of what is happening at Wegle o ir Elliott are not close acquaintances. The Hon. Mr

Beach. West Beach has been very much an afterthought. TR referred to the particular EIS and said that no reference

Ettltgde v]:/?hs ‘C\;Nhere will tvve EUt th\/?/r?otatlgsil tlhhebardt.th as made to sailing clubs and that this was an afterthought.
eader ol the Lovernment asking, Vhat about tn€ DOAUES {10 s4iq that this was something done only in recent times. |

The boaties_were getting pretty short shrift in all this deal.refer the Hon. Mr Elliott to a number of places in this EIS
gheyl were (leﬂ;t spunt(iihout..Tg?y WlereTEOt W"’Il(mgqv\;l;]h at he knows already refer to the sailing club. A number of
¢|\|/e opgrs I'thn?h el Stem Inl . en? g'd ﬁ)}ft.""s e ' the Jiagrams are contained in the EIS which refer to the sailing
will we do with thems stage L Involved Shiting OUt tN€ ¢, i, terms of discussion. The Hon. Mr Elliott knows that,
fishing boats, and they were going to run them out througlie; e s not prepared to provide that information to the

the same culvert that would empty the Patawalonga. In 1996, ) .\ ittee He stands up tonight and tries to make out the

Egg yachties were still at Glenelg, but they were shifted outy|aim “and we catch him out. There is no reference to the

. ailing club; and the boaties have been an afterthought and
Members can see that, from the sort of documentatloni 9 9

X . ave not been considered at all. He does not realise that we
have here frqm the enwronmen_tal Impact e}ssessment ProCeRBye the information here, and we catch him out straight-
they never did the sort of detailed analysis of the long-ter way
impacts that were likely to happen at West Beach. ltwas an _~

absolute farce. It was an absolute disgrace. The Minister says, The claims thf‘tt the ?t?n.ert Elllotttrr]nake_s”l]n r((jelatlon tot .
‘We are looking after the boaties.’ Blow that! They are 1€ ISSU€ aré nottrue. 1he facis are there. The document IS

looking after the developers. That is what they are doing. art of the public record. He cannot justify the statement he
want to see whether the Minister still feels whether he ig2S JUSt made, and he knows that. Yet he stands up in this

being advised that the environmental impact assessmefflamber and makes those claims. It does him no good to

process in any way considered development of the form thapake those claims in this debate and to make all sorts of wild

is currently proposed for West Beach. The nub of the promedpterjectlons and accusations from his seat, and to be caught

we have is that there is a strong belief in the community—an@U": . ]

| share that belief—that the work that should have been done The Hon. Mr Elliott referred to pages 73 or 74 of this

has not been done. report and then read large chunks of it, if not all of it, and said
We are in Parliament with the legislation, because theréhat this was the only reference in this big report to these

was a little mess up with some of the other planning in term¢SSues.

of checking who owned what land, and what could happen The Hon. M.J. Elliott: You read the rest.
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The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am not going to read the whole obtain copies and provide them to members. The Coast
lot, but let me refer you to the pages. | have been directed tBrotection Board is a group of people with a lot more
page I, which refers not only to the key issues but also to thexpertise in this area than the Hon. Mr Elliott—in everybody
assessment issues, and it there lists coastal processes; sals#’s judgment except perhaps Mr Elliott’s. In everybody
management boating facilities, pages 91 to 97; the marinelse’s judgment, if we put the Coast Protection Board and the
environment, pages 97 to 101; and construction, maintenan¢¢éon. Mr Elliott up against each other, who has more
and dredging, pages 102 to 106. | do not need to go on. expertise, who knows more about—

The Hon. Mr Elliott stands up in this Chamber and makes The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
all sorts of wild accusations but it is referred to on onlytwo  The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | don’t know whether they have
of all these pages. The honourable member gets caught odibne two years of engineering on the way to a teaching
again. The Hon. Mr Elliott has to do his homework a little diploma or whatever. If we are going to line up the experts,
better than that if he is to make these sorts of allegations. Hethink most people would say that they would back the Coast
then tries to mislead members in this Chamber that that is thHerotection Board, its expertise and the advice available to it
only reference to these sorts of critical issues in the report thatither than the Hon. Mr Elliott who, as | said, comes from a
members are considering. basis where he opposes anything that moves in South

There are a number of original references as well. Australia, in particular this development.
highlight the grossest examples of where the Hon. Mr Elliott | am advised that the Coast Protection Board over a long
is seeking to mislead members in this Chamber during thperiod of time—and as recently as the last two or three
Committee stage. Time does not suffice tonight to enable meeeks—has written letters to the West Torrens council and
to go through all the examples of where the Hon. Mr Elliotthas issued press statements (and | will endeavour to get
is seeking to mislead members of the Committee in relatioropies of those statements as well) in which it has indicated
to this issue. that the sand management strategies that have been developed

As | said, it does not surprise me because the Horby the developers in consultation with the Government and
Mr Elliott comes from an ideology and basis that opposes alvith the Coast Management Branch are appropriate (I think
development and, therefore, he will oppose this developmenthose are the words it used, or something along those lines).
I think that he should at least share facts with members of thisam advised that it then uses a phrase along the lines that it
Committee and not seek to mislead them, as he has donewill not cause erosion of the beaches to the north of the
the grossest possible way in his contribution this evening. groyne.

As | referred to earlier, the sand management reports that That is not the Leader of the Government in this Chamber
were available to the Government’s advisers and departmemaking that statement, and indeed it is not the Hon. Mr Elliott
tal officers have already been made public. They are nawith all his knowledge in this area making that statement: the
secret. A number of groups and individuals have got themstatement is made by a body that is charged with the responsi-
I think the Hon. Mr Redford said that he had seen one or gability of looking, and provided with the expertise to enable
a copy himself. | indicated that | am happy to table thatit to look, at these sorts of issues. It has been successfully
document during the Committee stage of the debate. looking at these issues for a long time—as long as | can

Also, | have already indicated to the Hon. Mr Holloway remember, anyway. We have been moving sand backwards
that the agreement was discussed by about 60 members of taed forwards in terms of managing the process, and the board
Glenelg Sailing Club at its meeting. They were all givenand the officers available to it have the expertise in this area.
copies of the agreements in terms of whether or not they were Let us give some credit to this board and the officers
going to vote to approve or not approve them. So, that sort advailable to it and the expertise that it has in terms of its
information has not been hidden or made a secret. | amigning off and saying, ‘This is an appropriate process.’ The
prepared, between debate in this Chamber and the oth&overnment is not standing there with a loaded gun at the
Chamber, to endeavour to get a copy of that document arftead of these officers or whatever else and saying, ‘You must
table it. All that information has been publicly circulated, sign off on this issue.’ This issue is of genuine concern to
discussed and voted upon comprehensively and overwhelrmeverybody. No Government goes into a development wanting
ingly by the Glenelg Sailing Club. to see the ruination of beaches in metropolitan Adelaide.

The Hon. Mr Elliott and the Hon. Mr Holloway seek to | am just not sure of the attitude of members in this
defend their position by saying, ‘We don’t have the Chamber towards the Government and departmental officers.
information. You're keeping all this secret from us,’ but thatNo-one goes into a major development like this which seeks
is not true. | give these examples to indicate where theéo provide hundreds and thousands of jobs in the interim with
Government already has provided that information to thehe express intention of recklessly abandoning any sort of
various interested parties and is happy to share that sort gknuine attempt to look at these issues or to destroy the

information. beaches of Adelaide. They are one of our selling points. They
The Hon. P. Holloway: What about the pipeline? are a significant issue.
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | want to go back to the storm- | am told that this Government has maintained the

water pipeline in a moment. If the Hon. Mr Holloway would spending on sand management programs. It was the Hon.
like to repeat the questions that he put in the second readirgr Holloway’s Government, for three years or so (I will take
debate, | will take advice and give the responses that | camdvice on that), which either reduced significantly or did not
I cannot remember the detail of the Hon. Mr Holloway's provide the level of funding that was meant to be provided for
questions from his second reading contribution prior to thehese programs. This Government is sensitive to these issues.
dinner break. | am happy to endeavour to provide theNVe are aware of them and we want to see them resolved. We
honourable member with whatever information we have thi©iave gone to the Coast Protection Board and the Coast
evening. Management Branch—we have gone to the experts—and
In relation to the issue of sand management, again | do natsked, ‘How do we do it?’ Originally the consortium was
have a copy of it with me this evening, but | am happy totalking about a whole range of smaller groynes or different



Tuesday 9 December 1997 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 135

proposals. It has been based on the expertise and the advipgestions. For the life of me, | cannot understand this
that said, ‘This is the way to do it problem in relation to a lack of information. | have personally
The Hons Mr Elliott and Mr Holloway have this view that taken an interest in this development. | have had briefings;
the Government and the developers come in with thig visited the site when we first started cleaning out the
proposal and steamroll everyone out of the way and say, ‘WPatawalonga in 1994; and we have had briefings in
will do this come what may, and this is the way that the sandParliament with various people on a regular basis.
management problem will be resolved.’ That is just not the The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting:
real world. It might be the sort of airy-fairy land of the  The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: The Hon. Mike Elliott
Democrats and the Labor Opposition, but it is not the reainterjects. When this Government took over, the Patawalonga
world of trying to get developments up and going. Thewas a sewer, and people were not allowed in it. We got up off
Government is not intent on recklessly going about a processur butts, as a Government, and did something about it, and
of destroying the beaches of Adelaide as a result of avhere is the Hon. Mike Elliott? We find him bagging the
development. Minister. | well remember the Hon. Mike Elliott moving a
Itis notin the Government's interests, if one wants to lookmotion of no confidence in the then Minister (Hon. John
at it that way; it is not in the interests of the people; and it isOswald), and it was knock, knock, knock. Not once has the
not in the developer’s interests consciously to go about &on. Mike Elliott stood up and said, ‘This Government has
process that will destroy the beaches just to the north of thdone something positive and it ought to be congratulated.’
West Beach facility. | do not know, for the life of me, what When one contrasts the record of this Government with the
the Hon. Mr Holloway, in particular, wants because, onOpposition when it was in government, one finds that we
occasions, he has supported development—I at least give hinave a proud record. However, one would think, when one
credit for that. The Hon. Mr Elliott, as | said, will oppose listens to the Hon. Mike Elliott, that we had not done
everything. For the life of me, | cannot understand theanything.
position adopted by the Hon. Mr Holloway, other than | am sick and tired of the Hon. Michael Elliott knock,
presuming that the Hon. Mr Rann has said to him, ‘“You musknock, knocking and never giving this Government some
find a way of scuttling this proposal. Put in this amendmenpraise and credit for what it has done. That is a dishonourable
and try to gut the whole development. Pretend we supportithing to do and it annoys me. | see that the honourable
but gut the whole development.” As | said, the Hon. Mrmember is not in the Chamber, but if there is a delay of some
Holloway still refuses to give any indication of what the Hon. 12 months, is the honourable member confident that the
Mr Rann will do with respect to the people of the Glenelgeconomic cycle will not turn—bearing in mind that we now
Sailing Club. live in a global economy and national and State Governments
The honourable member, in his second reading contribudo not control economies to the same extent—to the extent
tion and again tonight, raised some questions about stornthat a lift in interest rates or a change in the economic climate
water. | invite the honourable member to stand up and putay well mean the stalling of this project into the foreseeable
those questions so that | can take advice and give him sonfeture? Is the honourable member, on behalf of the Opposi-
answers. tion, prepared to take responsibility for that in the event that
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Will this stormwater outlet this project is delayed by what | would imagine to be 12
be part of this project? In other words, will it be built months?
concurrently with this project? Secondly, has the Hon. Paul Holloway—and | put the
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am advised that this is a same question to the Leader—spoken to the developers in
separate project. Itis not part of the Holdfast Shores developelation to this amendment and, if so, what was their reaction
ment directly. The Government indicated its intentions soméo the potential delay? Have the developers made any
time earlier this year and, if that is important, | can obtain thestatements to him or to the Government about what their
date for the honourable member. Further work is beingeaction will be should this amendment ultimately be
carried out, mainly in relation to the environmental aspectssuccessful? Thirdly, has the Hon. Paul Holloway or the
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | make a couple of points Opposition approached the various boat user representatives,
that concern me about this clause. | am concerned that, féo whom the Hon. Rob Lucas referred earlier? Whom have
more than 10 years, major projects have been put up artley approached, what has their reaction been to this amend-
continuously knocked down, and | am not talking in a Partyment and when was that approach made?
political manner in this respect. The Wilpena development It ill behoves an Opposition to say, ‘We want, we want,
was an issue under the regime of the Labor Government, age want. An Opposition has a responsibility not only to
well as developments on Hindmarsh Island, Mount Lofty andjuestion the Government but also to be constructive. The fact
Kangaroo Island. About the only development that got up, tas that this is not a constructive option. If the Asian economy
the eternal tragedy of this State financially, was the Myeimpacts on the Australian economy in a negative manner to
Remm Centre. It is disappointing because this clauséhe extent forecast by some commentators, | suspect that this
basically says that the Minister must, within three monthsproject will never get off the ground. It will join Wilpena,
prepare a report. Hindmarsh Island, Mount Lofty and Kangaroo Island in the
The report is then tabled in Parliament and must be dealist of projects that have been spoked. At the end of the day,
with in Parliament. | would imagine that, on a conservativel am seriously concerned that a delay of this nature will cost
estimate, this whole process will not be completed inside thas the project.
space of 12 months. | am concerned that the change in | do not know where the Hon. Mike Elliot has been, but
economic cycle may mean that the developer walks awalyknow that | have had the opportunity—admittedly | made
from the project, and yet another golden opportunity tcan initial inquiry—to read a 36-page report on sand manage-
resurrect the Glenelg foreshore to make it something whiciment in relation to this new project. It has been available
is attractive will be lost. | notice that the Hon. Paul Holloway since August this year.
has left the Chamber, but | want to ask him a couple of The Hon. M.J. Elliott: The West Beach part of it?
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The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: The West Beach launch part even after we go through this process—whether it be three,
of it. 1 am sure the Hon. Mike Elliott will stand up and say, six or nine months, whether it be the February session, the
‘I have rung the Minister, the developer and the Coastlune-July session or the October session at the end of next
Protection Board, and they have refused to give it to me.” year—they will do anything other than then say, ‘You have
suspect that the Hon. Mike Elliot has taken a position; he hasot done it properly. We do not agree with it. We are going
assumed that the Government has done the wrong thing; atal scuttle it and vote against it
he has come into this place and said, ‘It has not done anything If you are an investor, if you have an $185 million project
except this two page EIS 12 months ago.” That is what Wwhich you are trying to get up and going, will you wait
suspect the honourable member has done. | am sure thataifound for the likes of the Hon. Mr Holloway and the Hon.

I am wrong, he will stand up and say, ‘No, | rang the MinisterMr Rann to make a decision over three, six, nine or 12
and | did not get anything. | rang this and that person and inonths, when the Hon. Mr Holloway will not and cannot give
did not get anything.’ The fact is that if the honourablea commitment concerning any time frame regarding whether
member has not done that he ought to show a little morer not he will accept it—he who will make a judgment about
initiative. this $185 million development and thousands of jobs in South

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The honourable member put Australia?
some questions to the Hon. Paul Holloway and | trust at some What do you think the developers and investors will say
stage he will respond to those questions. | will put thein relation to this project? | say to the Hon. Mr Holloway that
Government's position on behalf of what | understand thehey are playing with fire. What are other developers, other
developer’s position to be. If you are a developer in Southnvestors and other business people going to do when they see
Australia and if you are working with the investment andthe Labor Party retrospectively ripping away the planning
financing community, the development community ofdevelopment approval that they already have for this
Australia, and South Australia, and you have been through afiroposal? Last week we had these lofty claims from the Hon.
these processes which you have to go through and receivér Holloway about retrospectivity and now he is moving an
approval from the Development Assessment Commission faimendment to rip away retrospectively an approval the
the West Beach facility and suddenly you have a Labodeveloper already has for a $185 million development which,
Opposition supported by the Hon. Mr Elliott who retrospec-as | have indicated, is a package. | reckon the Hon.
tively wants to rip the guts out of the development and takévir Holloway owes it to the developers and to working-class
away the approval, what sort of message does that give to ti8outh Australians who may lose jobs if this development
investment community of Australia about wanting to investdoes not go ahead to stand up in this Chamber and try to
in South Australia? It is a development which would providedefend the indefensible in relation to this issue and why he
hundreds of jobs in the long-term and thousands of jobs in this going down this path to try to stop this development.
construction stage in the short term. What sort of message is The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: It has been a while since the
that giving to the business community and the developers iMinister raised some matters but | have the chance now to
the investment community? respond to those and do something that he never does in

Without wishing to put words in the developer’'s mouth, debate, and that is to say, ‘Yes, | made some mistakes but |
if the Hon. Mr Redford’s assessment was right—and | saystand by the essential points that | made.” The original
if that assessment was right—that there was a 12 montBlenelg development as proposed and under the amendment
delay, they would turn over with their toes in the air and thatto the EIS did not have the sailing club at Glenelg. It had the
would be the end of it. These people have been battling foyacht club at Glenelg. That was my fault for simply confusing
years to get this development up and going. The Labor Partye two, but the yacht club also is to be moved out of that
is about putting in a series of delaying mechanisms andevelopment and down to West Beach. That is the first point
the Hon. Mr Redford has indicated the problems. First, thé make and concede, although | suspect it is the movement of
report has to be done. Sure as eggs, Mr Holloway anthe yacht club which probably would have the most profound
Mr Rann will say—and certainly they will be supported by impact. Certainly the yacht club launching was still part of
Mr Elliott because he does not support any development ithe proposal as contained in the supplement to the amended
South Australia—'There is not sufficient information. It has EIS released in 1996.
not been done quickly enough. The wrong people did the On the question of sand management, yes, there is alittle
report. We demand that you go away and do another repomore. The Minister said pages 91 to 97, but if he read them
before we will approve or even consider approving it in thehe would find that a number of those pages were not relevant
Council. to the debate. However, on the couple of pages where it

I know what the Hon. Mr Rann and the Hon. Mr Holloway touches on the proposal, it does not do any detailed analysis
are up to. As | said, whatever they do in relation to this issu®f the system. The sand management system as proposed is
the Hon. Mr Elliott will support. That is the dilemma the still substantially different, and certainly the structures
investors and the developers have with this amendment. Thedntained within that are substantially different from those
Labor Party is setting up a framework where it can delay itvhich are currently being considered. The essential point |
for as long as it wants and certainly for longer than thewvas making, and one which the Minister did not contest was,
developers will be prepared to hang around for. Even therthat the environmental impact assessment process did not
we have no idea at all whether or not the Hon. Mr Rann an@onsider structures which one can say in any way resemble
the Hon. Mr Holloway will be prepared to support it. what is now being considered at West Beach. That was the

The Hon. Mr Holloway cannot and will not give a core point | made. | am willing to concede that there were
commitment on behalf of his Party that, even after thissome errors in what | said but the core point still stands.
process is done, the Labor Party will support the develop- That is something that the Minister should say he got
ment. As | said, we can write off the Democrats forever: theywrong when he said that the environmental impact assess-
will vote against everything. But we will not get a commit- ment process did address the structures at West Beach. It did
ment from the Hon. Mr Holloway and the Hon. Mr Rann that, not. In fact, the structures were proposed after the environ-



Tuesday 9 December 1997 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 137

mental impact assessment process. The Governmentsoups will tell you that the process does not work, and yet
response has been, ‘Well, we had an EIS. This is our response persist with it.

to the EIS. Therefore, that is what normally happens.’ lwould | am afraid that that is what we are seeing here. The
argue that the structures are so substantially different th&nvironmental assessment process was supposed to be—but
they deserved to have been given full public scrutiny in thénas never managed to be—a process that brings in the public
way in which the environmental impact assessment procesmd makes sure that issues are addressed early. Firstly, they
theoretically allows. It is one of the weaknesses of thenave to be adequately raised and then they are explored, and
environmental impact assessment process and one to whigbu seek developments that as far as practicable avoid them.
I have alluded in other debates. What happens so often is thehfortunately, with this development, | think the

a problem is identified and then a change is made, but th&overnment, in terms of changing anything, has taken the
change is not capable of being scrutinised because théew ‘over our dead body’. Even the change of a channel to
environmental impact assessment process does not anticipat@ipe to take the water out to sea was something that the
it. It is on that basis that in this place on a number of occaGovernment and the advisers never wanted to do but were
sions | have argued that one of the major problems where gorced to do by strong public reaction, and at the end of the
many projects in South Australia have gotten into trouble iglay it is the public’s fault. The issues that caused that change
as a result of the deficiency in the environmental process. were in the public arena for a long time.

Some members in playing their little games of point | am afraid that the issues that surround concerns at West
scoring said that the Government would get no praise fronBeach have been in the public arena but, | would argue, have
me in relation to projects. That is plainly wrong. | have beerbeen addressed with contempt. The process is not working
on the record in this place on at least four or five occasionand is not inclusive. If the Government has not worked out
congratulating the Government, in particular congratulatinghat one of messages of the last election is that it is a
David Wotton, for the way in which he handled the develop-Government that is not inclusive of the public and that it does
ment at Mount Lofty. Itis true that | was critical of one thing not treat the public with respect, then it really has not
that happened towards the end in relation to tree lopping, buinderstood one of the big messages from that election. What
on a number of occasions in this place on the record and as happening here is symptomatic of it.

a number of occasions outside | have noted that the environ- | understand that people are sick and tired of projects
mental assessment process, which was not the official EI&inning into problems, but it is about time that we actually
process but one that Mr Wotton devised in relation to Mountvound the tape back a bit and asked: why are they running
Lofty, worked extremely well. into trouble? Simplistically you say it is because of a few

| suppose one of the more frustrating things might be thalimbys; simplistically you say it is because of conservation
one of the people involved in that was Howard Young whogroups; simplistically you go blaming other people. | think
is also involved in the Glenelg development. As one of thdt is actually the process that is failing. It is nobody’s fault in
people involved in the Mount Lofty development | had particular other than those who are failing to recognise that
discussions with him and he told me that the process in thahe process does not work, and it is about time we addressed
case worked extremely well. That process was importarit. | feel absolutely confident that if we addressed the process
because it was very inclusive and brought the community intthen many of these arguments would not get to the stage they
the process early. There was never any question concerniiggt to, and that a number of projects that have failed would
whether or not there was to be a development at Mount Loftynot have.

The debate was what form will get up and what form will ~ There would have been a project at Glenelg a long time
give developers certainty. Mr Wotton says that, if he madego; there is no question in my mind. There would have been
one mistake, it was that the consultation process he had undemproject on Kangaroo Island, although probably not at the
way was disbanded once the design stage started. He has s&thdanya site. Wilpena would not have happened because,
quite openly that he regretted not maintaining it right throughfrankly, it was a stupid idea. But most of the projects that
He has been praised in many quarters for that. The sad thirigave failed in South Australia have failed because of an
is that he is one of the people who lost their ministry, yet henability to identify the key problems early enough and then
was one of the few people in the Government who finally goto seek to address them. The environmental impact assess-
to understand why projects were failing. He got one up andnent process simply does not work, but some people say it
he got it up quickly. is better than nothing, and that is what | am saying in regard

It was interesting that many environmentalists attendedb this. We have an environmental impact process which does
that opening, because they were so supportive of what Davidvolve the public. However, what happened here?

Wotton had done, and the Premier, John Olsen, stood up and In fact, all the major changes happened after the environ-
had a bit of a hop into environmentalists. Clearly, he had nanental impact assessment process was finished and the public
understanding whatsoever as to why that project was swas no longer inclusively involved. There was the odd public
successful and why it had so little opposition. The fact wagonsultation and the odd public meeting, which are always
that it addressed almost all the problems up front. | thinkvery controlled and premeditated, and they simply do not
what we are seeing here is an example of something thatwork. | suggest that the Government go and have a talk to
have been raising for most of the 12 years | have been iBavid Wotton, who has a bit of time on his hands now, and
Parliament, namely, that a number of projects in Southook at the way he handled Mount Lofty and use that as an
Australia have failed when they need not have. They faile@xample. There is an awful lot they could learn from that and
because the environmental assessment process does not wark,would not see the sort of nonsense that is going on here.
and | have been involved in several meetings where both The important point about the Coast Management Board
representatives of the Employers’ Chamber and conservatios that the first position of the board is that you really should
groups have sat down and been able to reach points @bt be putting groynes on the beach at all. How substantial
agreement—besides the obvious, that it does not work—arttieir agreement is with the current structure, whether they
I think both representatives of developers and conservationigtink it is the best, | am not in a position to comment, and |
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have not commented. What | have said is that the startingesponsibility, authority and expertise has given that sort of
position of the Coast Management Board is that you shoulroad imprimatur to the proposal.
not be building on active beaches at all. That is the point | The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Some questions were asked
made in relation to the Coast Protection Board and, irearlier but it was so long ago it is difficult for me to remem-
discussions | have had with individual members over manyer them. The only point I make is that it was not the wish of
years, they continue to restate that position. the Opposition to delay the Holdfast Shores development.
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: If | can respond to a couple of The Hon. Angus Redford asked questions about consultation
those issues. Again, | remind the honourable member of theith the developers and so on. The consultations that have
paper of 38 pages or so which | am prepared to table—taken place were conducted by my colleagues in another
August 1997 Shoreline Evolution Studies—which looks at allplace who are the relevant shadow Ministers for this project.
the issues of sand management of the current structure ahém sure that they can respond in the other House to those
arrangement we are talking about. | again remind théuestions as, indeed, the Minister has indicated he will
honourable member that the current structure and proposgfovide some information on that matter by the time this Bill
has been through all the development proposals, and that@ets to another House.
the point | made earlier about retrospectively taking away the The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Were there other questions?
approval by this amendment. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No, these were questions
The advice that | have in relation to these sand managébat the Hon. Angus Redford had asked me. Basically, they
ment studies is, in essence, the extension of the groyne ofglated to the Glenelg Sailing Club arrangement. What form
into the sea, and the current proposal of extension of abo@ development authorisation has been given to this project?
250 metres out into the sea is exactly the same length as tférlier, the Minister said that environmental studies were still
old proposal. Whilst it is true that some other aspects havB€ing undertaken on the stormwater pipe. Ultimately, will a
been altered, the extension out into the sea in terms dfPort on those environmental studies be issued, and when
stopping the drift, the sand movement and all those sorts ¢foes the Minister expect work on that to be undertaken?
issues, the 250 metres, remains the same under the two The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: A report will be issued, because
proposals. As | said, countless hours of work have been don, has to go through the Patawalonga Catchment Water
| am prepared to table that particular report which indicate§/anagement Board. The answer to your question is ‘Yes.'
some of the work. | have undertaken to try to get copies off he latest estimate is for some time early next year. | am
the letters of the Coast Protection Board in relation to its finaRdvised that all the relevant agencies report to the Develop-
assessment of these issues as well and make them availaBient Assessment Commission. It then makes its assessment
to members. and judgment and then makes its recommendations to the
The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: My question is simplyto  féSponsible Minister.
ask, and perhaps the Minister has already answered it: did | 1€ Hon. P. HOLLOWAY:  On what date was the

understand you to say that the groyne will solve the sanguthorisation given? _ _ _
erosion problems now to our northern beaches, for sure? 1h€ Hon. R.I. LUCAS: We will have to check the precise
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am not sure whether the dates but, in terms of the Development Assessment

honourable member was here when | responded earlier to t (()aml\r/rll'lr?'zlt%?’ gr\]’\éasgsqgt ;moggr]ngr ?'(r)nzgos.'ritc?etrr]\&e%?
Hon. Mr Elliott. | said then that, in these issues, the body Ortninistérlgave her’app;gvgl Y ! !

which substantially we rely for advice is the Coast Manage- S -

ment Board, the Coast Management Branch, which is the The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT. Will the Minister put on the

body charged with the responsibility, and it has the expertisEec0rd the sequencing of eventg at Glenelg in terms of the
and the officers. | am trying to get copies—and | am happ roposal from this point forward? For instance, | understand

to provide the honourable member with them—of a numbe he next stage at Glenelg is the excavation of the marina. |

of letters, some as recently as two weeks ago, and | think als ant to know if that 1S, In fact, the next work (I understand
| m), and over what time frame that will extend. | believe that

press releases, where it has said that the sand managem ; . ; . ; o
processes which have now been developed are appropriatd® Marina pier residential and retail area, which is on the
éstern side of the marina, is next, that the waterfront tavern

and it has also indicated that the estimates of the cost of t marina east where the current yacht club is will be third cab
sand movement are correct, or appropriate, some similar wo the rank and that, finally, development on the north side

like that. It has also said that it believes that these proposals’ oo walonaa and waterfront housina where currentl
will not lead to the erosion of the beaches north of the groyne ~atawalonga and w using w urrently
It cannot be much more comprehensive than that, and t the trailer |_oark is .fo.r fishing _boats will be the last bit to
. o ; ' rWappen. Will the Minister confirm both the sequence and the
point I made to the Hon. Mr Elliott is that that is the body - "¢2 s involved with each of those stages?

with the expertise. | also made the point that neither govern- . "1 5 | | UCAS: The work under way now, which
ments nor the devel'opers arein the'busmess of NPPING apafk) i5ke about six montHs, is the excavation of thé marina,
good beaches here in South Australia. We are looking at wh e offshore reef and creation of the building platforms. That

we hope is a sustainable development from the ECONOMIE the first stage and that is already under way. It is envisaged

viewpointand, clearly, from the environmental viewpoint as, ¢ that will take about six months. The next stage is the

well. L L marina pier development, which will start in about April-May
The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting: _ next year, take approximately 12 months and be concluded
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: We were not responsible for the in about the middle of 1999. The next stage is the marina east

State Bank. section which will take roughly about 12 months again. The
The Hon. M.J. Elliott: It was not deliberate. third stage and the second stage will run roughly in parallel.

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Well, you have a responsible The third stage will start about a month after the second stage
Government here now. Countless hours of work have gonstarts—
into tackling these issues. As | said, the body that has that The Hon. M.J. Elliott: That is marina east?
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The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Yes. That will start in about May.

The Hon. M.J. Elliott: 19997

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: No, May 1998. They will run in
parallel. The first stage will take about six months through to

AYES (cont.)

Griffin, K. T. Laidlaw, D. V.
Lawson, R. D. Lucas, R. I. (teller)
Redford, A. J. Schaefer, C. V.

April-May next year, stage 2 will start in about April and take NOES (11)

12 months, and stage 3 will start in about May 1998— Cameron, T. G. Crothers, T.
roughly the same time, that is, one month apart—and will Elliott, M. J. Gilfillan, .

also take about 12 months. That is the stage that the develop-  Holloway, P. (teller) Kanck, S. M.
ers cannot get access to, because that is the Glenelg Sailing  Pickles, C. A. Roberts, T. G.
Club. That is why | highlighted earlier the issue of the Easter Weatherill, G. Xenophon, N.
stage. Clearly, by then the members of the club have to feel Zollo, C.

as though the part of the deal where they will get better PAIRS

facilities somewhere else at West Beach will have been Stefani, J. F. Roberts, R. R.

achieved. If it is not, then there is a problem. The tavern
development might also be broadly in parallel. These all are
broad ballpark estimates at this stage, but it might start a little
bit later—perhaps in the middle of next year—and might take

Majority of 3 for the Noes.
Clause thus negatived.
The Committee divided on the new clause:

about 12 months as well. AYES (11)

The Hon. M.J. Elliott: What about the north shore Cameron, T. G. Crothers, T.
development? Elliott, M. J. Gilfillan, I.

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Glenelg North cannot start until Holloway, P. (teller) Kanck, S. M.
late 1998 and until there are alternate boating facilities at ~ Fickles, C. A. Roberts, T. G.
West Beach. That will take until approximately mid 1999. Weatherill, G. Xenophon, N.

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The Minister talked about Zollo, C.
construction of the platform. | presume that is the platform . NOES (8) .
under the marina pier residential and retail building. I imagine Davis, L. H. Dawkins, J. S. L.
that the other two buildings—marina east and the waterfront Griffin, K. T. Laidlaw, D. V.
tavern—are more or less on current ground levels. All you Lawson, R. D. Lucas, R. 1. (teller)
have to do for marina east is remove the yacht club. | Redford, A. J. Schaefer, C. V.
presume that in relation to marina east the major preparation PAIRS .
will be the removal of the yacht club. Roberts, R. R. Stefani, J. F.

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Yes, and the lacrosse club as Majority of 3 for the Ayes.

well. | am advised that, broadly, the schematic of the planned New clause thus inserted.
program of the development has been provided to members Clause 2.

of this Council and another place. As | understand, itis not  the Hon, P. HOLLOWAY: The Opposition opposes this
really a secret; it has been part of the briefing process. | aljase. We have had the substantive debate on this matter.
happy to obtain a copy of that and to provide it to théThe following amendments will be consequential on the
honourable member as well if he wishes. debate that we have just had.

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: 1 think it is important that The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: As we indicated earlier, the last

some of this material is on the public record. In relation to theVotes were indeed a test on these issues. We see them as
West Beach work, what is the anticipated time frame for eac@onsequential and accept that '

of the construction works there? Both onshore construction Clause negatived
and offshore construction has to occur. Will the Minister put 9 :
on the record the proposed time frames for the sailing club, Clause 3.
the yacht club, the boat trailer park and the offshore struc- The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | move:
tures? Page 1, line 15—Leave out ‘the principal Act’ and insert ‘the
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am advised that these are also Local Government Act 1934'.
ballpark estimates and that the onshore facilities might start Amendment carried.
in January or soon after and be concluded in about October, The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT:
and the offshore facilities might start some time soon after
January and be concluded by the end of the year.
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: s the Minister saying that the

| move:

Page 2, after line 7—Insert new subsection as follows:

(4b) A proclamation under subsection (4a) will come into
J. _ 1S ! operation on the day after 12 sittings days of each House of
yacht club facilities will be finished in October but that by  Parliament have elapsed after a copy of the proclamation is laid

April/May next year marina east could be started where the before each House unless, within that period, either House
currentyacht club is? There seems to be six or seven months disallows the proclamation.
between the two. What is happening there? | indicated during the second reading debate that | would
The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: They have agreed to that in order move this amendment and that | was more than amenable to
to get the development to go ahead, but they need to b®iggested amendments. | was seeking to address an issue in
convinced by about Easter that they will get what they haveo far as the Bill as the Government currently has it drafted
been promised. That is a critical period for the Glenelgallows, by proclamation, a definition essentially of what will
Sailing Club as to whether or not they will be prepared tobe the western boundary of the development. Not having
move out and allow the demolition of their facilities. access to draftspeople and whatever else would enable me to
The Committee divided on the clause: be able to put in a fixed definition now, | simply had drafted
AYES (8) an amendment which allowed for regulation to be used as a

Davis, L. H. Dawkins, J. S. L. device.
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I can understand that the Government might want tagegulations are disallowable, as are by-laws and certain other
include a bit more certainty up front on this matter. Ratheiforms of statutory instruments. However, proclamations have
than relying on the device of proclamation to define thenever been disallowable. But if the indications were that this
western boundary, | am asking whether the Government (armmendment was to be supported, | would certainly be urging
this Bill will clearly come back to us, either tomorrow or the replacement of ‘proclamation’ with ‘regulation’ where
Thursday), if we passed the amendment now, would béoth appear in the amendment.
prepared to look at some way of giving a little more certainty Amendment negatived.
in terms of what the western boundary of the development The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: Subsection (3) preserves the
would ultimately be. In arguing for the amendment, | am alsaights of a lessee or licensee under any lease or licence
arguing that a case can be put that a little more certainty coulgranted by the council prior to 3 December 1997. Is the
come into it. | am already indicating that | am prepared toMinister able to indicate what leases or licences are in
look at that and ask the Government whether it would bexistence and would be preserved by this subclause? Are
prepared to address it further. appropriate arrangements being made in relation to any

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | indicate that, on the outstanding terms of the leases or licences?
evidence we have, the Opposition would not support that The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | understand that the licensees to
amendment. As | have indicated, we would like to see thevhom the honourable member primarily is referring are the
Holdfast Shores development at Glenelg proceed. As | havg&ensees of the amusement park who are operating on
indicated earlier, our concerns were purely with some aspectfonthly licences. As to the precise numbers, | do not have
of the boat operation. We believe that, if this amendment waghat information with me. That is primarily what we are
carried, it would have the effect of putting unnecessary doulttlking about. If members have been down there they will
over the Holdfast Shores development. Nevertheless, thenow roughly the number of potential licences about which
point that is raised by the Hon. Mike Elliott is at least worthy we are talking.
of an answer by the Minister. If he can give some assurances Clause as amended passed.
and guarantees in relation to that seaward boundary, we New clause 4.
would be pleased to hear them. However, we are notinclined The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | move:
to support the amendment. O .

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Government does not Kﬁqgeenﬁ'ma;iré'{‘sg,e,'O”psﬁgnr{e,ﬂf Ilzuésg? as follows:
believe that the amendment is necessary and will join with the 4. The following section is inserted in Part 4 of the Development
Labor Party in opposing it. Act 1993 after section 56:

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: As | said, the purpose of this \é\ée:t B&?‘;Q gl?gts'ggggﬁ”'t'es
amendment was not to f.rUStra.te_aIthOUQh | said that | ‘boating facility’ means a marina, boat mooring or boat launching
understood that the wording might have been capable gfjjity;
doing that. | indicated a willingness to look at something ‘West Beach area’ means an area 500 metres wide running along
which gives it a little more clarity. It is fair to say that | have the coat of Metropolitan Adelaide in Gulf St Vincent between the

i i rthern side of the entrance of the Patawalonga Boat Haven to the
already expressed concern that what is happening at Glenésslga and the point where a westerly projection of West Beach Road

is not the first mistake to be made on the foreshore over th@ oo the sea, and bounded on the east by the highwater mark.
past couple of decades building on the dunes. This develop- (2) A person (including a State agency within the meaning of

ment s in front of the dunes and is going onto the beach. Weection 49) must not construct a boating facility within, or adjacent
are pushing out he igh water mark ou uite some distanci, he Wi Besch aies witut he appiovsofhob Housee o
I would have liked some sort of certainty in terms _ofjust howIrequired under this Act and despite section 49(16)).

far out we want to push high water mark at this point, because "(3) A  development authorisation (if any) given before the
it has impacts in terms of locking up sand. If you push thecommencement of this section for the construction of a boating
high water mark out, for several hundred metres out to sefacility within, or adjacent to, the West Beach area has no effect
you will have to raise the seabed. It will have to find anunless or until the construction is approved by both Houses of
equilibrium. Large amounts of sand will be taken out of thepam‘r’lment under this section.

. . (4) The Minister must, within three months after the commence-
system there. The Government is talking about the sand thaent of this section, prepare a report on—

is going under the development, but that is not very much. (a) options relating to the construction of a boating facility
You have to do your sums on what will be caught up if or boating facilities in the West Beach area or in the
you shift out the high water mark. There has to be an Patawalonga Boat Ha"be” area’f'”‘?ll.“d'?g_ d
ilibrium, as the whole sea floor stabilises against that new () constructing a boating facility for power an
equi ; \ se I g . sailing boats in the Patawalonga Boat Haven or on
high water mark. It is a bit like drilling a well and pumping the seaward side of the lock to the Patawalonga
water at one point. It does not just affect the water table there: .. BoatHaven (or a combination of both); _
the water table in the surrounding district responds to it, and (i) constructing a boating facility for power boats in

the Patawalonga Boat Haven or on the seaward

there will be significant amounts of sand. side of the lock to the Patawalonga Boat Haven (or

| presume that the Government has a reasonably clear idea a combination of both), and constructing a boating
about where the development is proposed to finish. | would _ facility for sailing boats at West Beach;
like to see some certainty incorporated within this Bill, (iify ~ combining an option referred to in subparagraph

; ; (i) or (ii) with an upgrading of existing boating
because we are essentially rubber stamping the extent of the facilities along the coast of metropolitan Adelaide:

development, yet in one regard, namely, the western side, it () other viable options for the provision of additional
is simply not defined. | just cannot see how that is portrayed boating facilities along the coast of Metropolitan
as being opposed to the development; | just wanted it defined. Adelaide.

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | should raise one point in (5) A report under subsection (4) must include information on the

; ; L ; otential environmental, social and economic impacts of each option
relation to this amendment: it does seek to make disallowablg ; strategies that could be employed to lessen those impacts,

a proclamation. Proclamations are not disallowable instrugspecially in relation to sand movements and the protection of the
ments under our conventional arrangements. Of coursemenity of surrounding areas.
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(6) The Minister must, within six sitting days after the expiration it but what is not in it that needs addressing. The code fails
of the three-month period referred to in subsection (4), have copigg acknowledge and recognise issues of environment or
of the report required under that subsection laid before both Housee?]ergy Most other, if not all, OECD countries have Building
of Parliament. : : L ’ )

) art o . Codes that identify environmental and energy issues and have
This new clause follows our earlier discussion. done so for the past decade, or thereabouts.

Foer\:\é?iggse inserted. As with the Australian Federal Government's position on

: ] ] greenhouse, this issue has so far, unfortunately, been avoided.

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | move: By recognising and including such implications, Australia

Page 1, line 6—After '1934" insert ‘and the Development Act would be able to begin addressing such issues as greenhouse.

1993 : ] It would provide an opportunity to address the issue of energy
Thisis a COHSGCIUGH_'UaI amendment. efficient building. Currently an illegally-built building can be
Amendment carried; long title as amended passed.  an environmental disaster. This is something that many
Bill read a third time and passed. countries have recognised and addressed. The key to national
n Building Codes is to have level playing fields in the building
[Sitting suspended from 10.8 to 10.38 p.m ] industry. Unless this is addressed in mandatory codes
industry will not respond, and why should it?
DEVELOPMENT (BUILDING RULES) _ Whilst _there are some cher issues of environr_n(_antal
AMENDMENT BILL impact which the code has failed to address, energy efficiency
is the key issue that has been forgotten, and | will give some
Adjourned debate on second reading. examples: the simple question of orientation of a building;
(Continued from 3 December. Page 43.) where windows are placed; the width of eaves and whether

a building has eaves. They are simple matters that can have
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: The Opposition supports this a profound impact on the energy efficiency of a building. For
Bill. This is one of those principled positions which have example, | recall a house that | builtin Renmark. It was built
been developed through consultation with the Commonwealtalong an east-west axis and had eaves of, probably,
and the States to bring about a legislative framework t®0 centimetres, yet during summer the sun never fell on the
provide principles under which the whole country cannorth face of the house, which had windows right along it.
operate. | understand that South Australia is the only State That meant that the heating from the sun was quite
that has not adopted the Building Code, and that the Northerdiramatically reduced. If that same house had been on a north-

Territory picked it up on 1 July 1997. south orientation the impact from the heat would have been
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: The Territory will do so on quite dramatic. | am not saying that a mandatory east-west
1 January 1998. regulation should be applied, but issues, such as the orienta-

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: Very well. Once the tion of buildings and other quite simple matters that have a
Territory and South Australia come into line, | understandprofound impact on how well a building responds in relation
that all Australian building codes will be unified, and the Bill to energy efficiency need to be addressed. It is not a cost
provides for that process to occur. The Australian Buildingissue: it is saying to designers, ‘Here are some things that
Codes Board recently published a performance baseuiust be taken into account.” Also, the fittings of a building
Building Code which will allow for flexibility of codes so can be important. From personal experience | know that
that some uniformity can be established. changing the form of lighting one uses in a house can be

This Bill will enable the building codes to be applied important, and that the sort of shower rose one uses can have
uniformly across Australia and will allow for some flexibility an impact on energy use alone of about 40 per cent in exactly
within those codes. It will lead to a dismantling of local the same house.
building code boards and set up a commission that will Again, we are not talking about significant cost. | say that
approve of codes locally, based on a national code. there are no problems with the legislation in terms of creating

The Government has put together a template, or any difficulties, but | wonder whether the Minister might
framework, for national uniformity. The Opposition's respond now, or perhaps at another time, as to whether or not
position is to support those uniform laws where benefits canur national Building Code should be starting to ask ques-
be reached, but | would agree with the Democrat's positiotions about energy and other environmental issues—issues
that you must be careful that the uniform laws uniformlywhich, as | understand, have been addressed by most other
improve or, at least, establish to a particular point and that th©ECD nations.

State laws or the codes of practice are not undermined by a
weaker Commonwealth position. In this case, the Opposition The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: |, too, support the second
does not see any problems associated with uniformity; in facteading. The 1996 performance-based Building Code of
it is cost neutral and should bring about some lowering ofAustralia has been adopted in most other Australian States
costs within the building industry. For those reasons, weénd Territories. This measure will adopt that code in this
support the Government's initiative in bringing this Bill State. | am not one of those who necessarily thinks that
before the Council. national uniformity is, in all respects, a good thing. | believe
that a good case can be made for diversity, especially in

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The Democrats support the relation to matters such as this. The Hon. Mike Elliott has
second reading. This Bill brings South Australia into line mentioned elements, for example energy efficiency in houses
with the national Building Code. There do not seem to be anynd other environmental issues, which are absent from this
problems with the proposed measures, but | ask the Ministgrerformance-based code, as indeed they are absent from the
to address the following issue either in closing the secon8uilding Code of Australia of 1990.
reading debate or in Committee. | believe that if there are However, the function of the codes in their present form
problems with the national code it is not so much what is iris really to establish minimum standards rather than optimum
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solutions. It is rather difficult in a codification to adopt the national level by the Australian Building Codes Board but
sorts of optimum solutions that the Hon. Mike Elliott is also because there will be efficiencies which will lead to
talking about. It is possible, of course, to have measures thatduced costs and innovations in the building industry, and
might encourage the building of energy efficient structuresthat must be an advantage for purchasers and investors. | also
but it seems to me that if one does not have a unifornhighlight that the way in which this has been done on a
national standard it is possible for States and regions to adoperformance base gets rid of thd hocway in which the
solutions that might encourage the sorts of innovativebuilding rules have been adapted in the past, which has not
solutions about which the Hon. Mike Elliott is speaking.  brought much credit to the building industry because it has
That is the next stage from this performance-basedbeen considered as bending the rules, in a sense, ahizoc
Building Code which gets away from the old prescriptivebasis, on many occasions without any consistency or
type code that simply specified the type of material to beationale.
used, the way in which it was to be used, the dimensions of By bringing in this guided discretionary based way of
features, and the like. Performance-based codes have greatensidering performance of builders and making the builders
flexibility; they allow more innovative solutions, and it does responsible for clarifying the way in which the work will be
not seem to me to be inconsistent with that performancesarried out, we believe that this will bring much credit to the
based system into which energy efficiencies, and the like, cabuilding industry, as well as reducing the costs and introduc-
be incorporated. ing innovations, particularly for major commercial develop-
One other point in relation to this measure is that it refergnents, although there will be benefits in the domestic housing
to private certifiers and, as members will know, there wasnarket as well.
some difficulty in establishing a regime for private certifiers | acknowledge a few points made by the Hon. Michael
in South Australia. There was resistance from some sectioridliott in terms of the code failing to acknowledge environ-
of local government. There was difficulty about obtainingmental energy issues. This is a matter that | have taken up in
professional indemnity insurance for private certifiers, whiclthe six weeks that | have had this portfolio. | have determined
set the whole process of private certification off on the wronghat the only two States in terms of their Building Codes that
foot in South Australia, and when some other States adoptdthve made any reference at all—and it is in a very trite way—
professional indemnity funds it enabled the few certifiers inare Victoria and the ACT. Both of them make reference to
this State to get up and running. energy issues only in terms of insulation. | have determined
The second reading explanation rather suggests a buredbat discussions have been held in South Australia but to date
cratic structure which is rather daunting, where we havéhe Housing Industry Association has been vehemently
building rules, assessments and commissions establishiggposed to the South Australian code incorporating insulation
statutory subcommittees. We have the integration of boths arequirement in terms of the Building Code because of the
planning and building assessment processes, which leadsaost. They prefer that insulation be an optional cost. It is not
complexity. | seek from the Minister an assurance that thera view | hold and | will be taking this up further with the
is no compromise of the safety standards in consequence béusing industry and others.
the adoption of these performance requirements. The second The honourable member spoke about earlier experience
reading explanation refers to the fact that councils and privati the Riverland and the width of eaves and the orientation of
certifiers now have discretionary powers in relation tothe house. I have a townhouse now which is just fantastic but
existing buildings which are upgraded and these powert is north-south. | would not want it any other way, except
include altering the safety structure and health standard$at, despite my builders telling me there is insulation in the
relating to such building upgrades. | seek that assurance abowof, | am quite convinced on the second floor that, if there
the maintenance of appropriate safety standards. is, it is the meanest form of insulation that there is. It is not
Finally, the second reading explanation refers to the costnergy efficient and it is jolly hot when I get home at night.
neutrality of these proposals—that is, cost neutral td would not wish to have the air-conditioning on all day when
Government. Can the Minister indicate at some time in thé am not there either, so now | will get a timer put on it.
future, not necessarily in her response now, whether these | completely understand the issues about insulation and
arrangements will have cost implications for builders anddrientation of houses, designs and fittings and it is something
ultimately consumers? It is all very well to say that a proposathat | want to pursue with the housing industry and the
is cost neutral to Government, but the issue is not so much tHauilding Code with vigour. | would be very proud to see
cost to Government but rather the cost to the ultimatéSouth Australia leading the way in this field in Australia. If

consumer. | support the second reading. I can work with members opposite in that zeal | would be
particularly pleased for that cooperation and support. If we
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW (Minister for Transport are up against some industry groups such as the Housing

and Urban Planning): | thank members for their contribu- Industry Association, | think | may need a united force of

tions to this Bill and for the prompt manner in which they members of this place to advance some of those issues. In the

have all been prepared to address this measure. This planningw year | would certainly welcome members’ support in

issue in the Development Act is a new portfolio for me andconsidering these issues further and | thank members very

I had not appreciated that commitments had been made bynauch for their cooperation in addressing this Bill so promptly

former Minister and Ministers generally that all States wouldand positively this evening.

have endorsed these performance based Building Code Bill read a second time.

measures by 1 January. With the two week session it would In Committee.

not have been possible for South Australia to participate in Clause 1.

this national scheme by 1 January without the cooperation of The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | take the opportunity to

members, and | thank them for that. respond to one issue raised by the Minister in closing the
| indicate that we believe this is important not only second reading stage. The Minister talked about the fact that

because of the years of work that have been undertaken ashe had some insulation that did not work too well. If | might
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offer some advice from personal experience. Having built the The people who suffer from those disabilities can benefit
house at Renmark that | talked about before, | was standinigom representation by the Public Advocate. The office is
on the ladder one day and touched the ceiling and thougltdministered through the Health Commission by the Minister
that it was remarkably hot considering the insulation. | stuckor Human Services, and in the Health Commission the
my head up into the ceiling space and found out that therBisability Services Office has funding responsibility for the
was insulation but it was still in the bags. It works muchPublic Advocate. Curiously, the Public Advocate also has a
better if it is taken out of the bags and actually spread out! Saglationship with the Attorney-General in relation to the
just have a look in your ceiling space. Guardianship Board. The work of the office has been quite

The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: Is the Hon. Mr Elliott  substantial. The expenditure incurred in 1995-96 exceeded
offering to check out the insulation in my ceiling or did I $500 000, and the annual report to which | have referred sets
misunderstand? out in quite graphic detail many statistical matters as well as

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No. To keep all this above case studies of circumstances in which the Office of the
board: | suggest that the Minister gets someone else to lodRublic Advocate has been engaged.

in her ceiling. But it is worth having a look. The office is also an education unit, which provides
Clause passed. valuable information leaflets, booklets and the like dealing
Remaining clauses (2 to 9) and title passed. with guardiapship and adminigtratiqn, the Guqrdianship
Bill read a third time and passed. Board, enduring powers of guardianship and enduring powers
of attorney. The office also had a role in relation to the
GUARDIANSHIP AND ADMINISTRATION consent to medical and dental treatment for persons with a
(EXTENSION OF SUNSET CLAUSE) AMENDMENT reduced mental capacity. In South Australia the establishment
BILL of the Office of the Public Advocate was a somewhat novel
matter and, as the Minister's second reading explanation
Adjourned debate on second reading. noted, the proposal really arose as a result of the compromise
(Continued from 4 December. Page 95.) in the Parliament.

In concluding, | point out that | look forward to the review

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES (Leader of the  thatis being undertaken of the office. | am confident that that
Opposition): The Opposition supports the second readingreview will have a positive outcome. The Public Advocate
As | understand it, this Bill seeks to make only one changéJohn Dawes), has fulfilled his statutory obligations with
to the Act, by amending a sunset clause that allows the Agnthusiasm and diligence and the review should be looked
to continue for another year to enable a review to have mortrward to, but should not be hurried in any way. It is
time to consider and make its deliberations. The only poinappropriate that the sunset clause be extended for the 12
that | would make is that this is a very important issue and itnonths provided for in the Bill. | support the second reading.
is a pity that we actually have to wait another year for the .
review. However, the Opposition believes that, because of its The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW (Minister for Transport
importance, we should support the Bill in this instance. weand Urban Planning): | thank all members for their
may have a question at the Committee stage. Will thé&ontribution. With the passage of the Government Bill for the

Minister undertake to bring back a reply before the Bil| creation of five extra ministries, | understand that the Hon.
passes to another place? Robert Lawson will soon be Minister for Disability Services

The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: Yes. and Minister for the Ageing. Therefore, itis appropriate that
he should contribute to the debate on the Guardianship and

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: The Democrats support the Administration Act, which provides options for substitute
Bill. It seems inevitable that this will be dealt with more decision making for people who are incapable of making their
constructively after the review has been completed, an@wn decisions owing to conditions such as dementia,
extension through the removal of this sunset clause at leakttellectual disability and brain damage. They are issues that
still has a determined date, which should act as a spur to tee honourable member will have to deal with to a large
review to be completed and in a position to have bee@xtentin his new portfolio responsibilities.
considered by members before we must confront this matter The Hon. Carolyn Pickles noted that it was unfortunate
again. that we may have to wait another year for the report. |

anticipate that the report of the review group will be available

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: 1, too, support the second for all members to consider if not next month then soon
reading of this measure. It is appropriate on this occasion tthereafter. The year's extension will provide time for
make some mention of the work of the Public Advocate. Theonsideration and debate in this place of any legislative
latest annual report of the Public Advocate deals with the yeathanges, so the whole matter in terms of the Guardianship
1995-96 and presents a comprehensive account of the woaind Administration Act will be back in this place next year.
of the Office of the Public Advocate. The responsibilities ofIn terms of the Hon. Carolyn Pickles’s wish to ask a question,
the Public Advocate are considerable: the primary goal of thédo not have an adviser here tonight. It is not that | want to
office is to promote and protect the rights and interests ofake the debate or the members for granted, but if it is a
people with reduced mental capacity and, where appropriatguestion that | cannot answer | will certainly provide a reply
their carers. There are many people in South Australia foif | can do so by tomorrow. | am not sure whether the
whom the ability to make independent decisions on mattersonourable member wanted the debate held up for the
affecting their own lives is impaired by factors such asanswer. | have been told ‘No, and | thank the honourable
intellectual disability, dementia, severe mental illnessmember for that.
acquired brain injury and other conditions that result in a Bill read a second time.
person’s being unable to communicate his or her wishes in In Committee.
any way. Clause 1.
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The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: My question relates to a To me, itis not significant as far as passing the legislation is
question | asked the Attorney-General on 6 November lastoncerned, but if answers are to be provided for the Hon. Paul
year in relation to appeals by patients. The Attorney underHolloway those extra matters may be added in as riders.
took to get a reply from the Minister for Health. | subsequent-Certainly, | would find the information significant and
ly put the question on the Notice Paper and it lapsed at thmteresting.
end of the July. | put it on the Notice Paper again and itwas The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: As | indicated, | thought
still there at the end of the session. | wonder whether théhat most aspects of the Act were subject to review. The
Minister could get an answer for me, but | will read out theadvice that | have before me is that the review has been
guestion as | originally asked it in November last year. undertaken specifically to address concerns raised by

It has been brought to my attention that hearings by thenembers when the Bill was before this place in terms of the
Guardianship Board of appeals by patients detained ahdependence of the Public Advocate. It was because of those
Glenside Hospital and other psychiatric hospitals by hospitatoncerns and the fact that the Bill went to conference that this
psychiatrists have been held at the hospital themselves. Ssuynset provision was included before the Bill passed both
they are holding appeals at Glenside. Apparently, this practicdouses. So, the review addresses directly the role and
is aimed at reducing costs associated with such hearings. Thisdependence of the Public Advocate, but | understand that
is in contrast to the practice of the Mental Health Reviewit has been extended to include other matters which are
Tribunal under previous legislation. Under that tribunal, suctaddressed by the Bill. | will provide a copy of the terms of
hearings were always held at an independent location on theference to the honourable member.
grounds that justice not only be done but be seen to be done. As | said, it is anticipated that the review will be available

Concerns have been expressed to me that some patieffids consideration by members, the Guardianship Board itself
may feel vulnerable and intimidated by the surroundings oind by the Public Advocate. The review report will be
a mental hospital, especially when they are being detained fassessed by the Public Advocate, the Guardianship Board, the
treatment that they may not wish to receive. Consequentilinister and the Government and it will be made available
they may not be in a position to present their best case to thte members as part of the consideration of any legislative
board. | asked the Attorney whether he agreed it wasneasures that arise from that review. But | will seek to
desirable that hearings such as those at the Guardianshipovide the information that the honourable member seeks.
Board appeal hearings be held at an independent location. | Clause passed.
asked him whether he would review the current practice of Clause 2 and title passed.
the board in relation to those matters. | understand that a Bij|| read a third time and passed.
review is under way. Will the Minister say whether this
matter has been taken into consideration as part of the STAMP DUTIES (MISCELLANEOUS No. 2)

review? Could the Minister indicate whether those appeal AMENDMENT BILL
hearings are still being held at the mental hospital?
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: | understood that all Received from the House of Assembly and read a first

matters addressed by the Act are the subject of review. | diime.

not know why the honourable member has not received an The Hon. R.l. LUCAS (Treasurer): | move:

answer, but | will follow that up with some speed to see That this Bill be now read a second time.

whether he can be provided with the courtesy of an answerseek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
| did indicate earlier to the Hon. Carolyn Pickles that | wouldin Hansardwithout my reading it.

try to get an answer to a question by tomorrow. It is not Leave granted.

because you have asked it that | cannot guarantee | can get the stamp Duties (Miscellaneous No.2) Amendment Bill 1997
it by tomorrow, but considering the wait so far it might not seeks to amend tttamp Duties Act 1928 respect of three issues.

be quite so easy to fulfil that. The first amendment proposed in this Bill abolishes stamp duty

The Hon. P. Holloway: | have been waiting for over a charged on the presentation of interstate cheques, which is currently
L y - charged at the rate of 10 cents per cheque. It also streamlines and
year now, so | guess another few days will not matter. modernises the remaining provisions which impose stamp duty on
_The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: | am sorry about that; | cheques drawn on accounts located in South Australia.
will pursue the issue. The stamp duty charge on interstate cheques has been a major
The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | will ride on the band- irritant to both small business and the banking sector, and this change

; ; ; ; will be welcomed by these groups. South Australia is the last
wagon of that questlon to get information Wh'.Ch I_have nOtAustralian State to abolish stamp duty on the banking of cheques
received, possibly because | have not been in this place @fawn interstate.

because | have not picked up what detail has been made The rewriting of the cheque duty provisions have been under-
public. But | would be interested to hear, not necessarilyaken in consultation with the banking industry and the new
before we finish dealing with this Bill but at some stage, whafrovisions will fit more closely with current banking practices.

. . : . These initiatives will further reduce the tax burden on small
comprises the review and who or what is represented in thﬁjsiness, and the administrative burden on the banking sector.

review. In the second re.ading explanqtion, reference Was The second proposed amendment reinstates the stamp duty
made to numerous meetings of the review group. A publi@xemption for primary producers who switch loans between financial
consultation process was undertaken to inform that reviewiistitutions, to obtain the most competitive deal.

; ; Since the deregulation of the financial community, there has been
and there have been numerous meetings of the review gro%psignificant trend towards more competitive interest rates being

towards the development of a report on these matters. gered by financial institutions. Primary producers who wish to take
The Minister advised that she expected the review woul@dvantage of these favourable interest rate differentials by re-

be complete possibly within a month, which would assuméinancing their loans, are in many cases prohibited from doing so due

that most of the meetings and consultation would have takelq the additional stamp duty implications associated with such a

; ; ; - . ove.
place. Is it possible to provide us with the detail of how man)}" A stamp duty exemption for rural debt re-financing previously

public consultations there were, in what form they were angperated between 30 May 1994 and 31 May 1996. During that time
what series of meetings over what period of time took place excess of 100 refinancing arrangements were lodged with the State
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Taxation Office and considerable assistance was provided to the Clause 6: Insertion of s. 81E
applicants. This clause inserts a new section 81E into the principal Act providing
The third proposed amendment will provide a stamp dutyan exemption from stamp duty where a loan secured by a mortgage
mortgage exemption for those persons in rural South Australia whwith a financial institution is refinanced, and the former mortgage
are forced by local financial institution closures, to move loans to dully discharged, due to the closure of a rural branch of the financial
financial institution still operating in the town, or in the nearest town.institution. The exemption will apply where the mortgagee under the
The recent approach towards greater efficiencies and competiew mortgage is a financial institution with a branch office in the
tiveness by financial institutions has culminated in the closure of &ame town or community as the closing branch office or, if no
number of banking facilities throughout country areas. financial institution has a branch office in that town or community,
This trend has meant that in many country townships residenté# the next closest rural town or community in which a branch office
have found it necessary to re-finance their loans with another locdlf a financial institution is situated.
financial institution. These options, however, have significant tax The provision would apply to mortgages executed after its
implications as well as other inherent costs. commencement.
~ Where a financial institution closes its branch in the town, and  Clause 7: Amendment of sched. 2
it was the only financial institution in that town, then affected The amendment of schedule 2 reflects the new system of imposing
taxpayers will be even more disadvantaged if the exemption is alsguty on the return rather than on the instrument. It also brings the Act
not made available for persons seeking to transfer their loans t@io line with current banking practice. Outdated instruments have
another financial institution in the closest town. been excluded from the schedule. New exemptions 1(a) and 2
These initiatives will assist rural residents in keeping theirexempt interstate cheques and cheque forms from duty.
banking activities local and the viability of financial institutions
remaining in rural towns. This should create more certainty forbank  The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY secured the adjournment of
staff, encourage banks to more seriously consider the potential lo T
of business if they close a branch, and enable rural residents accd8§ debate.
to more competitive finance.
| commend this Bill to the House.

Explanation of Clauses EDUCATION (GOVERNMENT SCHOOL
Clause 1: Short title CLOSURES) AMENDMENT BILL
This clause is formal.
Clause 2: Commencement Adjourned debate on second reading.

This clause provides that the measure is to commence on 1 January (Continued from 3 December. Page 38.)
1998.

Clause 3: Amendment of section 7—Distribution of stamps, The Hon. R.l. LUCAS (Treasurer): | rise on behalf of

commission etc e Government to oppose this private member’s legislation.

This clause provides that a bank paying duty to the Commission t1h .
in respect of cheque forms and cheques may be allowed commissi%ﬂ doing so | want to address some of the comments made by

ata rate prescribed by regulations. It reflects the new system undéne Hon. Mr Elliott and the Hon. Ms Pickles last Wednesday

which duty is paid on returns. It also reflects the current practicevhen they addressed themselves to the legislation. There will

Elj_nder which duty is paid to the Commissioner rather than theobviously need to be extensive discussion and debate in
reasurer. Committee because the Bill has been drafted pretty quickly

Clause 4: Substitution of ss. 46 to 52 and heading . L
This clause repeals sections 46 to 52 (inclusive) of the Act and thgnd’ even if one wanted to support the legislation, it must be

heading to those sections and substitutes clauses 43 to 46 inclusi®@id that some significant issues and questions have not been

under the new heading ‘Cheques’. properly thought through or considered in terms of effective
New section 43 inserts new definitions for the purposes ofegislation. | make no direct criticism of the Hon. Mr Elliott

payment of duty on cheques and cheque forms. Outdated instrumenig ot that, at least at this stage, because | understand that he

have been removed from the Act. These new definitions bring th I P .
Act into line with current banking practice. fants to rush the legislation through in this two-week session

New section 44, subsection (1) provides that a bank must, ngtnd he h{:\s not had a lot (?f time to discuss the Bill or to
later than the 7th day of each month, lodge a return of all chequeonsult with interested parties.

forms issued by the bank during the preceding month and of all ; ; ; ;
unstamped cheques paid by the bank during the preceding month, One of my questions is whether interested bodies such as

and pay duty on that return at a rate prescribed by schedule 2. ThRAASSO, SAASPC and a range of other groups, as well as
section reflects the new system of paying duty on a return rather thadfe Australian Education Union, have been consulted in the
on the instrument. drafting of the legislation and have expressed their attitudes
‘Subsection (2) entitles a bank to recover duty either at the poiny the honourable member. To give him credit, quite rightly
g;]éssuuee of cheque forms or upon presentation of an unstampeg, ccasions the honourable member has been critical of
gubsection (3) provides that if a bank fails to lodge a return inGOvernments of both persuasions for introducing legislation
accordance with subsection (4) it must nevertheless pay duty as Without proper consultation with affected parties, and that is
if it had lodged the return. obviously an important issue. | hope that the Hon. Mr Elliott
Subsections (4) and (5) provide for the manner in which printechag heen true to his word and has consulted widely in terms

cheque forms are to denote, respectively, that duty has been paid, : - . -
that a cheque form is exempt from duty. Banks are to issue Cheqd%fthe drafting of the legislation and that all interest groups

forms denoting that they are exempt from stamp duty in accordanc#€re consulted prior to its introduction into this Chamber.
with the exemptions under schedule 2. As | said, | acknowledge that there have been occasions
New section 45 corresponds to section 46A(2) of the current ACtyhen Governments of both Liberal and Labor persuasion
New section 46 provides that the Governor has power to mak : .
regulations with respect to the new provisions of the Act. ﬁav_e not properly consulted with all interested a_n(_:l affected
Clause 5: Amendment of s. 81D—Refinancing of primanParties and, properly, those Governments and Ministers have
producers’ loans been admonished by the Hon. Mr Elliott for failing to consult.
Section 81D of the principal Act expired on 30 May 1996. TheAs | said, when we get into the Committee stage of the
gmendmems_ pr%picgebd ilr(w this clause W?U'd have the effect fgebate, I will be keen to see the extent of the consultation,
et ig%’%gncemeif of”t];% %Paeljgg_on or mortgages executeq 4 | hope that the honourable member will be able to share
A minor amendment is made to subsectiorfgljo make itclear  With us a documented record of responses from parent bodies,
that the previous mortgage must be being fully discharged for théeacher bodies, principal associations and the Australian

section to apply. Education Union in relation to this legislation.
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I will address my comments to some of the issues thatomplained of that action and the bruising that resulted from
were raised by members last week. | will have two opportuniit. People representing the school also screamed into the ear
ties to do so, both in this session and in February, because tbéthe Premier, seeking to deflect him from the announcement
Hon. Carolyn Pickles has moved a private member’s motiotthat he was making, and that was only day one of the election
concerning the closure of Croydon Primary School. | intenccampaign.
to respond to that motion and to put on the public record quite It was a significant misjudgment or miscalculation by
a deal of information about the events leading up andhose who advised the parents and the school community, and
subsequent to the Government'’s decision to close Croydaone which did not do their cause any good and only served
Primary School. | will respond in detail at that time. How- to cement the Government’s view in terms of the political
ever, given the comments made by members last week, | willctivity of that particular group during the election campaign.
need to respond at least in part to some of the issues that haRerhaps by that stage they had decided, ‘What the heck; let’s
been raised about the closure of Croydon Primary School give it our best shot.’ That is a judgment call for them to take

One of the interesting things about the recent Staté relation to the issue.
election campaign was that, even with all the publicity, The Government’s position in relation to Croydon Primary
inevitably seven out of every 10 media reports got the nam&chool as announced by the Premier is clear, and | will
of the school wrong. After all the publicity and all the address some further comments to that issue during this
activity, journalists, media reporters and commentatorglebate and in much more detail in relation to the private
referred to the closure of Croydon Park Primary School andnember’s motion of the Hon. Carolyn Pickles.
to the protesters as being from Croydon Park Primary School. One of the issues on the Croydon Primary School debate
However, whilst Croydon Park, too, is being closed, thes that there is this view—obviously held by the Hon.
demonstrators from Croydon Primary School attracted publitir Elliott and by some in the community—that in some way
attention during the election campaign, and even subsequethte decision to close Croydon Primary School was taken in
to the election there has been confusion about which schosbme sort of knee-jerk fashion, without proper consideration

community the protesters represented. of all the issues. | suppose that is part of the rationale for the
The Hon. T.G. Roberts: You might have to reopen both honourable member’s legislation.
of them. What the honourable member and many who have heard

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Not likely. Irrespective of what only the Croydon Primary School version of the story do not
happens with this legislation both in this House and inrealise is that, prior to a difficult decision to close a certain
another place, | place on the record that the Premier of Souithool, there would have been literally months, and some-
Australia (Hon. John Olsen) has made it absolutely clear thaimes years, of consultation, discussion and review. At this
Croydon Primary School will not be kept open by a Liberallate hour this evening, | must admit that | do not have with
Government. Whether this legislation passes one Chambare the precise detail of the start of the review of the western
or two Chambers in this form or any other form, the Premiersuburbs, which was divided into five or six areas but, by the
has made the future of Croydon Primary School quite cleatime of the debate tomorrow on the Hon. Ms Pickles’ motion,
and | support him absolutely 100 per cent. [ will have that detail with me. In ballpark terms, prior to the

One of the sad miscalculations or misjudgments that Janeinnouncement of the decision to close Croydon Primary
Giles and the others who fought for Croydon Primary SchooSchool at the end of 1996, my recollection is that the
made was in believing that, in the way they conductedliscussion process had been going for certainly at least
themselves and their campaign, that was the way to chand® months—in fact, | suspect close to 18 to 24 months—in
the Government'’s decision or the Premier’s position on the variety of guises. As | said, | am working from my memory
issue. As someone who has known the Premier for quite sona this hour, without the benefit of documentation, and | will
time, | assure members that the activities of those whaertainly clarify the exact timing of that.
supported the position to oppose the Government’s decision In the case of a number of other difficult closure decisions,
to close the school miscalculated badly in terms of trying tat is not uncommon for the consultation and review process
change that decision. to continue for some 18 to 24 months. One of my criticisms

On occasions, having listened to rational debate, thés that this process is such along and drawn out process and,
Premier has adopted a position and the Government has we are using exactly the same policy of the Labor
moved from one area to another, and today’s debate abo@overnment, it was a criticism that | had of previous Labor
Holdfast Quays is a perfect example of that: the Governmerilinisters, too. Frankly, the western suburbs review process
listened to the protests and, on two quite distinct occasiongould go on for years, with a debilitating effect on total
changed its position. | give the Hon. Mr Elliott that example communities. One of the decisions we took in most cases—
from today’s debate. The debate was sensible and rational aatthough the western suburbs case got away a bit in the early
members put forward their propositions in such a way that thetages—was not to go down the path of the previous Labor
Premier decided that changes needed to be made. In relati@overnment which lumped together about 30 odd schools and
to licensing issues over the years, positions have been put asdught to review that whole western suburbs area in one
the Premier, having heard the protests, decided that there wakock.
merit in the way they were put and in the argument, so the Having learnt from our four years experience, we tend to
Government’s position changed. take the view that it is best to divide the schools into areas,

Itis not for me to advise Janet Giles and others—not thasuch that you might have six or eight schools, or perhaps
she or they would accept the advice proffered by me represven fewer in some cases—we are talking about the metro-
senting a Liberal Government. However, it was a miscalculapolitan area—and then go through the review process of that
tion, a misjudgment, and it certainly did their cause no gooarea. Clearly, if you are talking about a country community,
when on day one of the election campaign representatives gbu generally do a review of a certain country school by
the school dug their fists or fingers into the back of staffitself, as we did in the case of Brentwood on the Yorke
supporting the Premier, to a degree where one staff memb®&eninsula.
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We sought to tackle that. As | said, there was a bit of arprocess through which a school community might be going.
aberration in the western suburbs which, in the early stage#) the end, if the Minister has been through 18 months or two
included a larger number of schools. It was then decided—years of review and has made a difficult decision to order the
think appropriately—to try to divide that into clusters so thatclosure of a school, it is highly unlikely that the Minister will
the process was a bit more manageable. The schools in the swayed by a committee which he or she does not control
Croydon cluster were just one of those that were themecause the majority of members come from the local
considered in terms of a review. That whole process, from theommunity. | think it has been designed that way so that in
early stage when they were looking at the whole area, cabroad terms it is likely to have a flavour of coming up with
take from 12 months to 18 to 24 months, before discussionthe decision against that of the Minister.
commenced. | am the first to concede that those discussions Certainly, in my case, having taken all the time that | took
are not always in the over active stage with the wholdn relation to decisions, and having considered every possible
community. The early stages obviously involve the commitissue that could be considered, contrary to the views of others
tees or groups elected to represent the various communitiesnd then making the difficult or painful decision, | can assure
So it goes through various stages. members that there would be nothing that a further review by

The view is that in some way these difficult decisions area group dominated by local members and representatives
taken without any consideration, but the contrary is true. Arcould proffer or develop that would warrant my reversing a
argument could be put up that too much time is spent oparticular decision.
consultation, consideration and review. The process is | again refer back to the Croydon Primary School case.
debilitating for school communities generally, because yoWne of the misleading aspects of the public campaign in
might be reviewing six or eight schools but in the end therelation to this school is that in some way issues were not
decision might be to close one or two of those schoolstaken into consideration prior to the closure of the school.
However, during that period all six or eight schools goThe brutal reality is that there are not enough children in that
through this uncertainty about whether they will close. Croydon cluster to justify the continuation of the half dozen

One of the problems | will address at some length duringschools. | intend tomorrow, if | can find the documentation,
Committee will be the extension of this debilitating period—to place on the record Michael Atkinson’s private views in
and | will need to seek some clarification from the honourableelation to the issue at Croydon.
member who moved the legislation as to exactly what he The Hon. T.G. Roberts interjecting:
means by some of the detailed clauses. This period of The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: If | can find the documentation
uncertainty regarding a school’s future might extend ovet will, yes. It is apparent what the local member’s view has
maybe three years or so. Frankly, that is an unacceptable deten. Without revealing the nature of the discussions that |
of circumstances, particularly when we have already gonbad with him when | was in Opposition at the time of the
through perhaps a year or 18 months of review and considewestern suburbs review, | know what Michael Atkinson’s real
ation prior to a report being made to the Minister. position was in relation to this issue. However, | will not

The report goes to the Minister, who then goes through aeveal the nature of those discussions that | had with him. It
very difficult process of seeking advice from the variouswill be interesting. | think some research is being done at the
sections of his or her department. In some cases, you gatoment as to how many letters Michael Atkinson wrote to
conflicting advice, where some officers will say ‘Yes’ and me as Minister protesting over the closure of the Croydon
some ‘No.” Indeed, some officers might say, ‘This schoolPrimary School as opposed to the closure of, | think, the
should close’ or ‘That school should close,” and then giva=indon Primary School. | think that will demonstrate an
reasons. The Minister then seeks further information abouhteresting comparison of the view of the local member in
the educational, financial and various other considerationglation to the Croydon Primary School. It is fair to say that
that have to be taken into account before a final decision islichael Atkinson is not a great lover of Janet Giles. That is
taken. perhaps putting itin the politest possible form. | do not think

I know that that final stage, when the review has beeithat that is any secret. He has indicated that view to a large
received and before the Minister makes a final decision, canumber of people over a long period of time.
sometimes take up to six months. Under the sort of scenario The Hon. T.G. Roberts: | don’t think Janet will be
put forward by the honourable member, if the decision is nosending him a Christmas card.
taken by 15 June in the year preceding the year of closure— The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: No. | think that is right, and vice
as | read it, anyway—that rolls over to the following 15 Juneversa as well: | do not think that Michael will be sending

You might have gone through a process of a couple ofanet Giles a Christmas card. There is no love lost between
years of review and final decision, and you might eventuallyJanet Giles and Michael Atkinson or the left-leaning
come to take a decision in September of a certain year buyustralian Education Union. Members of this Chamber will
because you have missed the June deadline, as | read what tta be surprised by that revelation.
honourable member is talking about, you then go into the In relation to the Croydon Primary School example, as |
following year. It is not entirely clear as to exactly how the said there are just not enough students. At its peak that cluster
legislation operates, and | will need to seek guidanceof schools had over 3 000 students and it is now down to
However, the kindest construction is that at the end of thd 100 or so students. There has been a massive decline in
third year, after a full three years, you might finally have aschool-aged children in that cluster. For all the claims that are
decision after this second review process has been comade—there is to be redevelopment in the community, we
ducted—however that is to be done—confirming the decisiomre going to have a boom, babies are coming out of our ears
of the Minister to close the school. or whatever—the reality is that there are not enough students

It is not impossible to construct a set of circumstanceslown there to justify the continuation of the six schools in
where, if you do not meet the particular deadlines, it mighthat community.
be four years. The kindest construction is that potentially you The review committee, after months and months of
might be looking at three years in terms of this debilitatingreview, came to that decision. The review committee
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recommended to me as Minister that there needed to be either Croydon has sought to make great play of the fact that it
an amalgamation of two or three schools on the Croydohad 190 or 200 students at the time of the closure decision.
High School site or the amalgamation of two pairs of school§ he important aspect is that that cluster, which had a peak of
into two single schools—so the amalgamation of two schools3 000 plus students and is now down to 1 100 students,
That was the brutal reality of the report. You cannot get awayequired a decision as to how many schools needed to be left
from it. That is what it recommended. in the cluster. We made the judgment that two needed to be
However, we had the representatives of the schodtosed. We then looked at a whole range of decisions in
communities saying that they did not want to be the schodl€lation to education, facilities and other issues such as
that was closed. Every one of the schools down there said thg@ographic location, which was one of the issues the officers
they did not want to be the school that was closed. Kilkenny?ad recommended given that the Government had already
and Challa Gardens put in minority reports. | think three2nnounced the closure of Findon Primary School, and |
minority reports were lodged. Certainly, Croydon Primaryindicated to the Croydon Primary School parents that that was
School was one of them and Kilkenny was another, bu@ factor in the reason why both officers had recommended it
whether the third was Croydon Park or Challa Gardens | arind that | had accepted a decision that it was Croydon to
not sure. But three schools put in minority reports saying€/0se as opposed to Kilkenny. Similarly, | think it was two
“Yes, we know schools have to be closed, but it should nofl three senior officers who recommended that it was
be us, it should be somebody else, and they left the decisioR"0ydon Primary School, as opposed to Challa Gardens, that
to the Minister and the Government as to which schools ougtftould close in the area north of Torrens Road.
to be closed or amalgamated. | was aware of the strong All that work, as | said, over 12 to 24 months (I cannot

opposition from the local school communities that they did®emember exactly how long) had been done, all those issues
not want to be the school that closed. had been considered and all the questions had been asked. |

cannot remember when | received the report and when | made

We will get to th!s debate abgut the signing of Fhe. report[he decision, but there were at least a good number of weeks
by the Croydon Primary School’'s parents and principals in

a moment. | was clearly aware as Minister that none of thgnOI months where | continued to ask questions in an effort

schools wanted to be closed. You do not have to be a rockes ty to ¢ onﬁ:rm. the coLrectrpess of ]Ehi advice dand th:
scientist or a Rhodes scholar to know that school communize oo 1N e ation to the closure of the Croydon an
ICroydon Park primary schools.

ties inevitably, not always but generally, do not want to be In relation to the advice to close three schools and build

ol pavats o el e “Thprmay schoolon e Croydon Figh School st ok
P P principais, w that | would prefer not to close three existing schools.

are not enough students, you need to close some schools : ;
you need to reinvest in the remaining local schools, none of t?}';:hjuvslfg tg%t\yivceesff;gumldoﬂgsgfggleyrt\vl\\//gsp:gngrglssec:\ﬁ célz
them vyanted to be the school that was clos_ed. ~_ schools and to build one new school. That advice entailed
Whilst only three of them might have signed minority pyilding three separate schools on the Croydon High School
reports, | was fully aware that the fourth one, even though itjte with three separate principals, because the Secondary
had not done a minority report, did not want to be closedschool of English would be established on that Croydon High
either. It was just not a factor in terms of my considerationgchool site. It had been looking for a home for a long time
that | did or did not know about the intentions of the local 3nd we had taken a separate but related decision to locate the
school communities. | did know that none of the schoolgecondary School of English on the Croydon High School
communities, including those that wrote the minority reportssite. | made the judgment that it was a recipe for administra-
and the one that did not, wanted to be closed. There has begfi chaos for one site to accommodate three separate schools
aview (and | will explore this in the private _member’s motion and three separate principals.
tomorrow) from the Ombudsman that in some way the || of the schools were quite different and distinct: a years
Minister might not have been aware or informed of this. I cang 1o 12 school, and | will talk about that shortly; a Secondary
tell the Ombudsman (or anyone who wants to listen) that thechool of English, with its own particular challenges and
Minister was absolutely aware that no-one wanted theigjtficulties; the results of the closure of three schools and
school closed, Whe'.ther or not they wrote a minority report—hen the development of a new R to year 7 or R to whatever
and three of them did—and was aware of the arguments frorimary school. Again, | will need to check the detail, but my
those who opposed the closure or amalgamation of thepgcollection of that decision was that there was some prospect
school prior to having to make the difficult decision. of, potentially, carving off the senior secondary end of
In relation to Croydon, great play has been sought to b€roydon High School and, looking at that by way of a further
made of one peculiar piece of advice from a senior officer imeview, moving it to Woodville High School. | took the view
the department which recommended the closure of threaat that was not something that | was prepared to support at
schools and the building of a new school on the Croydorthat site.
High School site. | did not agree with that proposition. What | am not sure whether members who referred to the advice
is not mentioned, and what | place on the public record, asthat | was given, which | rejected, were supporting that
have done on a number of occasions, is that three separgieoposition that the senior secondary end of Croydon High
senior officers in the department, when we looked at th&school might, potentially, be taken away and that those
decision as to whether Kilkenny or Croydon should be closedstudents be required to attend Woodville High School. In
recommended that, of the two, Croydon Primary Schootelation to the Croydon Primary School decision, as | said, a
should be the school to be closed. It was not a case of thosensiderable period of discussion and review took place, and
three officers saying to me, ‘You should close Kilkenny’, andany review under this legislation that might be conducted
me rejecting their view and closing Croydon Primary Schoolthrough all or part of next year will not turn up any new
The three officers recommended that Kilkenny stay open anshformation and will simply delay the closure of Croydon
that the Croydon Primary School be the one to close. Primary School for at least another 12-month period. That



Tuesday 9 December 1997 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 149

school community—although | am sure some of those whanother flavour on the issue. The amendment to be moved by
are active in support of it would be pleased with the prospedhe Hon. Carolyn Pickles, at least, has the advantage over the
of this—would be continuing in that sort of position for a Bill, as | understand it, being moved by her colleague the
three-year period prior to the eventual closure at the end cfhadow Minister for Education in another place, which, | am
1998, if this legislation were successful. told, suggests a committee comprising a Deputy Director-

That raises one of the important general issues in relatioGeneral nominated by the Director-General.
to this Bill. I note, and | referred to this point last week, that The Hon. Carolyn Pickles might like to remind Trish
the Hon. Mr Elliott has been deliberately selective in relationWhite, or the shadow Minister in another place, that there is
to his application of the transitional provisions of the no position of Deputy Director-General in South Australia—
legislation. | know that during the election campaign thethere has not been for three or four years. A decision was
President of the Australian Education Union, Janet Giles, anthken some time ago to abolish the position of a Deputy
the Labor Party talked about Croydon and Croydon ParPirector-General. | am not sure whether that particular Bill
primary schools and McRitchie Primary School in relation tohas been debated and passed in the House of Assembly, but
what they saw as the particular special circumstances of tho$¢hink it is an indication of a Bill which has not had proper
schools. consultation and which, obviously, has not gone out to

Itis interesting that those schools were in Labor electordiscussion to a variety of groups because, if it had, then silly
ates. It is interesting also that the commitments that theérafting mistakes such as that—and we have seen similar
Leader of the Opposition gave to re-open schools related tmistakes in drafting from the Hon. Mr Elliott—would have
those in Labor electorates, whereas criticism was beinbeen picked up. Obviously, as | said, in the Committee stage
directed towards me that, in some way, | had been engagingf the debate we will need to explore those problems with the
in class warfare in closing down schools in Labor and notrafting.

Liberal electorates. Let us put facts to the situation: when the Let us look at the make-up of the committee as suggested
decision in relation to Croydon and Croydon Park primaryby the Hon. Mr Elliott. The Hon. Mr Elliott is suggesting the
schools was announced, admittedly in the Labor electorate a@bmmittee comprises two persons nominated by the Minister,
Spence, at the same time | announced the closure of Netlelye Director-General (or a person nominated by the Director-
and Camden primary schools in the second most margin&eneral), a person nominated by the LGA, two persons
Liberal-held seat in the State. nominated by the South Australian Association of State

Itis a very curious bit of logic from the supporters of the School Organisations Incorporated and a person nominated
Croydon Primary School that the Minister was closing onlyby the Australian Education Union, South Australian Branch.
schools in Labor electorates when the very announcement 8¥hen one looks at the construction of that committee, clearly
the closure of Croydon and Croydon Park primary schoolshere are three nominees of the Minister (or the department)
involved the announcement of the closure of two schools imnd four nominees of other bodies—local government, parent
the second most marginal Liberal electorate in the Stateand union bodies. There might be an argument from
Again, | do not have the figures with me but, | think that, of principals’ associations concerning why they are not repre-
the 39 schools, over two-thirds or three quarters of theented. | will be interested to know from the honourable
schools closed by me as Minister were located in Liberamember what discussions he had with representatives of
electorates. A minority of schools closed by this Governmenprincipals’ associations in the drafting of the legislation.
were located in Labor electorates. The Hon. Carolyn Pickles has looked at this issue and is

The most recent decisions taken on schools such as Sturtoving a series of amendments which then will mean that,
Street, Netley, Camden, and | remember Brentwood anih essence and in general terms, the mayor of the local
others in the electorate of Goyder, and a number of othezouncil (where there is one) will be on the committee, the
closures, were all schools located in Liberal electorates, ydirector-General (or a person nominated), the presiding
the story from the supporters of Croydon Primary School wasnember of the school council—
that, in some way, the Government had been engaged in some The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:
sort of Party political exercise to close down only schoolsin  The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | think this is an important issue.
Labor electorates. | made it quite clear on a number of The Hon. M.J. Elliott: She is telling you she is not
occasions that the particular political flavouring of themoving them.
electorate was not a factor in the decisions that | took as The Hon. Carolyn Pickles: So you don’t have to waste
Minister. another half an hour talking about it.

We approached the issues fairly, taking into account The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | am grateful to hear that, but it
educational, financial and a variety of other reasons. Ass useful for members to be told when they try to address
Minister the decisions were difficult and painful. | did not these issues. The amendment is on the Bill file; it has not
resile from those difficult and painful decisions, but | canbeen withdrawn. It is 2 minutes past 12 and it is the first
assure members, as | have assured anyone who has raisedateice | have from the honourable member that she will not
issue with me, that the political flavouring of the electoratebe moving it. Obviously, both the Hon. Mr Elliott and the
was not a factor or consideration, and the proof of that is, oLeader of the Opposition knew. We have done all the work
course, in the decision announced to close Netley anth preparation and | am addressing this issue, and suddenly
Camden schools at the same time as the Croydon arat 2 minutes past 12 we are told that the honourable member
Croydon Park primary schools. | wish to address a numbewill not proceed with the amendment.
of issues in relation to the drafting of the legislation before  The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:
us. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: If that is the case, it raises a

It is very interesting to look at the make-up of the whole series of other problems because in a couple of areas
committee to review these decisions, as suggested by thiee Hon. Carolyn Pickles was at least trying to pick up some
Hon. Mr Elliott. | also need to address the amendment to bef the significant problems with the drafting from the Hon.
moved by the Hon. Carolyn Pickles, which again placesVir Elliott. Now, at 2 minutes past 12, the Hon. Ms Pickles
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is saying that she is withdrawing because, | presume, shaion and Croydon Primary School to say, ‘I am a good
wants to go home she has indicated that now she is ndtioke. | have kept you open for one more year even though

proceeding. you will get closed at the end of that year because the
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles: | want you to stop wasting Minister does not have to accept the decision of this second
the time of the Parliament. review process, but | am a good lad; | have done my bit to

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: We think this issue is an help you. The amendment to new section 14B(a) provides:
important one. We did not start debating it until 20 past 11  the school cannot be closed except at the end of a calendar year.
or so. We have only been going for 40 minutes.

The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: It is generally true that most school closures will occur at the

end of a calendar year. That is a sensible time for a school

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: He made sure. Your members &]osure to occur. There are some circumstances, in particular
were the ones who went on over the HoldfastquaydebatefIn very small country communities, where it might be

many hours this afternoon and this evening. The Hon. Pau]

Holloway had to indicate that he had been badly briefed Or§ensible for the decision to occur at some time other than the

the issue. | will not be diverted. Now that | am advised thatend of the calendar year. For example, we have a number of
mall country schools which might only have 15 or 20

the Hon. Carolyn Pickles's amendments on file are bein . .
withdrawn | will not address her amendment in relation to theéturgrennlﬁ'i tylfhzgrtr)]:éwggecnﬁﬁ] %egr?(;\fl\% J?fﬁfgg%}giamggl

committee. But, as | said, in one other area at least she w . Ay .
1N 1o pick up @ problem that e ad et 1 el o e Cecor [0 Ve el chidren because ey migh
drafting from the Hon. Mr Elliott and | will refer to that now. for sompe other reason—and tﬁere Iijs a rﬁass exodus away
New section 1_4A(2) provides: from the school as families move to the neighbouring school,
However, this part does not apply— . . suddenly the school drops back to maybe nine or 10 students.
...(b) tothe closure of a Government school if the majority th . t it miaht b ibl t to k
of parents of the students attending the school indicatd" th0S€ circumstances, it might be sensible not to keep a
that they are not opposed to the closure. school open for four or five students, or whatever, for the last

The obvious question is: how on earth does one manage th@!f of the school year but to make alternative arrangements.
process? It is entirely unclear how one does that or goes This provision is unduly restrictive. Whilstitis generally
through that process. Is it a vote of the school council? Is ifccepted that that should be the sensible practice there are
avote of the parent club, if it has a parent club, or parents angPMe circumstances, in particular in very small rural commu-
friends? Is it an open meeting of parents? Is it one convendgfties, where having such a provision may well mean that a
by the school principal, the school council chair, the MinisterSchool of a very small size would be unnecessarily kept open.
the district superintendent or the Director-General? Awhole | move to the timing provisions in new section 14B.
range of issues arise. The Hon. Carolyn Pickles obviousifAgain, one of the problems with needing to have a decision
picked up at least part of that dilemma by indicating before—0 close a school by 15 June is that that is unduly restrictive.
| am told that she has now withdrawn this amendment—thapome circumstances have occurred in the past three or four
she was going to move to leave out ‘indicate that they are natéars under the Liberal Government and prior to that in the
opposed to the closure’ and insert ‘vote in favour of theseven years of the Labor Government in which decisions
closure of the school at a meeting convened by the Ministevere taken after 15 June to result in a school closure for the
for that purpose’. Now the honourable member has indicategtart of the following year. | remember one case where
she has decided that she will not proceed with that amendepresentatives of the school community were, in effect,
ment. pleading with the Minister—and this is one of those rare
The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: circumstances—to make a decision to formalise and finalise
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The honourable member the decision for the closure so that they could actually
obviously prefers defective legislation because this would b&1anage the transition to the new school and the new school
arecipe for chaos. No-one would know how this process wagommunity prior to the start of the following year. | concede
to be conducted at all. As | said, the honourable member wd8at that is an unusual circumstance because generally, as |
at least trying to make some sense of what was obviously $gid earlier, most schools do not support their own closure.
nonsensical piece of drafting by the Hon. Mr Elliott but now But there are possible circumstances which have occurred and
she says she is withdrawing it. The Hon. Mr Elliott C|ear|ywhich will occur again in the future in which this restriction
has decided that he does not care what shape the legislatigh15 June will be unduly restrictive.
is in. He threw something together. | am prepared to bet, but One of the issues that will need to be clarified in the
I will ask him the questions at the Committee stage, that h€ommittee stage—and | have not had a chance to consultin
has not consulted with a whole variety of groups anddetail to get legal advice on this—is whether or not these
certainly, if that is what | find out, he will be in for the rounds deadlines of 15 June etc. apply only to schools where there
of kitchen during the Committee stage of the debate given this opposition. Obviously, | will need to seek some advice
sanctimonious lectures we have had in the past about néiom the Hon. Mr Elliott as to how this provision will operate
consulting widely before drafting legislation. As | said, | amin circumstances where there is perhaps opposition but not
sure the honourable member would not have left himself opemajority opposition within a school community. Because the
to that criticism. Labor Government had closed 70 or so schools in seven years
We have sloppy legislation which has been drafted quicklyand the Liberal Government had closed 39 schools in four
to try to curry favour with the Australian Education Union Yyears, school communities have generally taken the view that,
and Janet Giles and the supporters of Croydon Primargnce Governments have made the decision to close schools,
School. That is the reason for the rushed nature of th#éhe school closures went ahead. That was true under the
legislation. It is not an attempt to consider an issue, to haveabor Government with schools such as Playford.
proper consultation and to then have a debate about it. It is | remember when we saw protests at one stage from
a rushed attempt to try to curry favour with the teacherspeople from Pinnaroo in relation to the closure of some parts
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of their school. We had people protesting on the steps afio criticism with the genuine parents who have been part of
Parliament House, and the Hon. Terry Roberts remembetke protest. My criticism has been more directed at some of
that. There were a number of protests over schools under tliee others who have associated themselves with this process
Labor Government. | am not sure whether the Hon. Susatihroughout this period.
Lenehan presided over any school closures in her last year There are only two or three other issues that | want to
but, certainly, under the Hon. Greg Crafter, once the painfuhddress during the second reading debate on the Bill. |
decisions were made and once you reached the barrier pfesume that the Hon. Ms Pickles is not proceeding with her
making a decision to close a school, you had thought of eversmendment and that the decision of the Minister not to accept
option, any alternatives, and the decision was not changethe committee’s recommendation will remain as one that
That has also been the case under a Liberal administratiomust be published in a newspaper circulating generally
During the recent election campaign, for example, we hathroughout the State. There are some issues there that will
people ringing us from Findon Primary School and Theperhaps be better explored by me during the Committee stage
Parks—and | will not use the exact words—and saying wordsf the debate. A committee in conducting a review of a
to the effect of, ‘If you people back down to this lot from proposal to close a school must call for submissions and seek
Croydon, we will be on your doorstep on day 1 after you haveexpert demographical and educational advice relating to the
made that decision, to reverse the decision on Findon and Thsehool's present and future use. One of the questions that
Parks.” And | think there was one other school where we hadeeds to be borne in mind here is who will be funding this
contact from the parent community. That is because, whilséxpert demographical advice that the committee will be
those parents did not like the decisions, in the end becausesaeking.
proper process had been gone through, a process establishedwiill there be any boundaries in respect of the work to be
and supported by a Labor Government and continued by andertaken and the consultants to be commissioned by this
Liberal Government, they grudgingly accepted the decisiogroup? There appears to be no provision at all for the
on the basis that nothing was going to change the view of theommittee to look at all the work that has already been done
Minister, whether it happened to be a Labor or a Liberaland to decide perhaps not to go ahead with the full-scale
Minister, in relation to the closure of the school. process of again going through submissions from everyone.
This provision will open up Pandora’s box, because whaThere is a requirement that they must invite submissions from
will be seen here is an opportunity to continue the fight ancind meet with teachers and parents of students in the school
the battle. In every school closure that | can think of there hakikely to be affected by the closure of a school, as well as
been at least a minority who have opposed the closure@epresentatives of local communities. Clearly, it will not
Because they have been operating in a culture of ‘once iavolve just teachers, parents and students of the school: there
decision is taken it will not be changed’, that minority in are some significant others in the community such as local
many cases has not been able to become a majority; they havesinesses, local councils, bus drivers and a variety of others
got on with the difficult business of rationalisation. | cite the who might need to be consulted as representatives of local
example of the Fremont closure in Elizabeth City. In 1994 ocommunities and who might be affected by the closure of the
1995 | attended a protest meeting of 200 or 300 people whparticular school.
booed me into the gym hall, booed me out of it, booed me The other remaining issue related to the drafting of clause
during the meeting, heckled and did all those sorts of thingg4A. | remind the Hon. Mr Elliott that one particular drafting
that Croydon Primary School endeavoured to do during thissue which will need to be taken up in the Committee stage
election campaign to change the decision. is that relating to adult re-entry schools in South Australia.
They said that their students would not be accepted, anidnvite the honourable member to consider the circumstances
a whole variety of other things. As Minister | was delighted of schools such as Thebarton, Marden, etc. We are talking
to go last year to Elizabeth City. We did as promised and puibout the closure of a Government school where the majority
millions of dollars—although | cannot remember exactly howof the parents and the students attending the school indicate
much—into the redevelopment of Fremont Elizabeth Citythat they are not opposed to the closure. For example, if | am
High School, as it is known now. There are fabulous newa 65-year old adult re-entry student at Marden secondary
facilities, and | was delighted to go round and talk to studentschool, will | be able to find my parents—if they are still
and parents from the old Fremont City High School who saidilive—so that they can vote on this decision? | am not sure
that the kids of the working class families of the northernexactly what the honourable member intends regarding adult
suburbs now had first class facilities at Fremont Elizabethe-entry schools in relation to that provision.
City High School as a result of the difficult decision thatthis ~ Again, if there had been proper consultation on this
Liberal Government had made for them. They did not like it;legislation, some of these drafting difficulties and some of the
they fought it; they abused me as Minister and abused thgieces of nonsense within the provisions of the Bill might
Government; but, in the end, they had to acknowledge thatave been able to be ironed out before its introduction into
they had a quality educational product. Parliament. With that, | indicate the Government’s strong
All the money had been poured back into the facilities abpposition to the Bill. Obviously, a fair amount of work will
Fremont Elizabeth City and their facilities matched those oheed to be done on this Bill during the Committee stage. By
virtually any other Government school in the State. That isvay of question of the honourable member who introduced
an example of where Governments must make the difficulthe Bill, | give him fair warning that | will seek answers to a
decisions and in the end the benefits will be enjoyed by theignificant number of questions that | have flagged already.
students and the families of those communities further dowwvith respect to a number of other aspects of the Bill | will
the track. Local communities do not always have the longalso seek explanations from the honourable member in terms
term vision to make these difficult decisions. As | have saicbf how it might operate.
to the Croydon parents and to others, as a parent | understand
that they obviously do not like and oppose the closure of what The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Most of these matters can be
has been near and dear to them and to their families. | haxaddressed during the Committee stage. | always think that
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second readings are best to address the principal issues andThe Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Obviously, the honourable
that finer points can be handled in Committee, but thenember cannot indicate whether or not he has consulted
Minister has his own games to play. | do think that it is worthanyone. He personally has not sent it to anyone, but he thinks
picking up a few issues. For instance, the Minister has donperhaps somebody might have. Perhaps if those in his office
something in which, apparently, he specialises. He said thalid not do so the Minister should have. Did the honourable
the six schools in the cluster had 1 100 students, whereasember receive any correspondence or contact from the
there were about 3 000 students in the same six schools Sbuth Australian Association of State School Organisations,
their peak. As | understand it, if one takes a closer look at théhe South Australian Association of School Parent Clubs or
schools in the cluster one discovers that among the clustany of the five principals associations in relation to the
was one high school and that the rest were primary schooltgislation by way of their comment from any consultation
and that it was the decline in the numbers of the high schodhat perhaps one of his mystery staff might have conducted?
which had the most profound impact on the overall numbers. The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The only correspondence or
Croydon High School will have declined from 943 discussions of which | am personally aware were held with
students in 1977 to 277 in 2001, and also since that time theeveral principals, the education union and, of course, with
Croydon Junior Primary and Hindmarsh Primary Schoolsparents from several schools—and not just those directly
which are part of that 3 000, also have closed. So, since thatvolved by way of mention in the amendment that | will later
peak of 3 000, two schools have closed and, of course, thmove. Those are the discussions or correspondence with
biggest decline happened not in the primary schools but at thehich | am familiar. That is all that | can say at this point.
Croydon High School. It is one of those cases where a person The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Can the honourable member
trained in mathematics, or even not trained in mathematicsndicate the other school communities from which the parents
can play games with numbers. While there has been a veiyhom he consulted in the drafting of this Bill came? Can he
real decline in primary school numbers, the impact is muchylso indicate which school communities’ principals he
exaggerated by the way in which the Minister chose to quoteonsulted?
his numbers rather selectively. | think that has been true not The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No, | will not name the
only when he has used the figures there but also when he hggncipals with whom | consulted. Because | did not speak
talked about how many parents support particular moves, angith them personally, | can only say that | understand that the
soon. _ . parent bodies of each of the schools that were targeted for
Itis one of those cases where, having made the decisiogjosure this year were contacted, and | believe that contact
one sets about justifying it. At least this Minister has beenyas made with the principals. | cannot say for a fact that it
honest in one regard in terms of talking about not just the wayiappened with every school but | believe that it happened
he thinks but about the way the Premier thinks. Readingyith most if not all of them.
between the lines, he is saying basically that once the mind The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: For someone who criticises the
was made up that was it: it was finished. If the Croydongsyemment for not being prepared to indicate the degree of
Primary School parents made a mistake, it was thinking thaponsyitation undertaken and provide information, the
regardless of the facts, there was ever likely to be any changggnoyrable member is refusing to supply information. In
because that is my reading of what he said: that is, the{,;yre when Government Ministers refuse to provide the

should have laid down and accepted what happened to thg{pnoyrable member with information on consultation, we will

school. ) . have a very interesting precedent.
In fact, | want to address a lot more issues during the  The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting:

Committee stage, and | will not spend further time during the The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: You do not have to name

zggoﬁi{;adﬁg%gé t()ja;(ta ﬁztt)atgilgtother issues that can be qu'rHtSividuaIs. Just tell us the school communities. | did not ask
q” é’ dti point. for the names of the individuals. The honourable member said
Bill read a second time. that he consulted parents from communities that are not

In Committee. referred to in the Bill, which lists Croydon, Croydon Park and
Clauses 1 and 2 passed. McRitchie. | do not want the names of the people, because
Clause 3. I am not interested. | just want to know which other school

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | invite the honourable member communities were consulted.
to provide to the Committee some detail as to whether he has |t is interesting that the only association from which the
consulted the South Australian Association of State Schodlonourable member has taken his instructions is the
Organisations, the South Australian Association of SchooAustralian Education Union, and that is why Croydon
Parent Clubs and the five separate principals associations timary, Croydon Park and McRitchie are mentioned in the
relation to the drafting of the legislation. Bill. During the election campaign they were the three school

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: 1did not personally circulate communities that the Australian Education Union sought to
the Bills—that was done from my office. | cannot say as ahighlight. So, that is no surprise.
clear fact who did and who did not receive it. | do know that  The honourable member indicated that he consulted
the new Minister for Education received a copy of it at leasrincipals. | do not know whether it was he who consulted
three weeks ago, and | am sure that he would have circulategfincipals or whether a mystery staff person did so on his
it very widely as well. My point is that, as a matter of pehalf. Can the honourable member indicate whether it was
practice, when | receive Government Bills | circulate themhe who had these discussions and whether these principals
to bodies in case they have not received them elsewhere. | g@ere nominated by the respective principals associations in

that— _ o _ South Australia to represent the views of all principals in
The Hon. L.H. Davis: So you attack the Minister if he South Australia, or were they just friendly principals with
has not distributed them. It's his fault, is it? whom the honourable member or his mystery staff member

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: That wasn’t what | said. decided to have a bit of a chat in relation to this issue?
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The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The smart alec is at work. He The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: I invite the honourable member
refers to the ‘mystery staff member’, but what stupidity isto table the information, if he has it. There is nothing secret
that? The Minister knows very well that | have one researchen it.
who works for me, yet he talks about a mystery staff member. The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting:

You really are bizarre. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Well, undertake to provide a

I have consulted with principals whom | know personally,copy when you have photocopied it. It is not secret. This
and it would not surprise anyone to know that, having beeinformation is available. It is just that we do not have the
ateacher for along time, | know a large number of principalsnformation here as part of this debate at 12.35 a.m. | indicate
and | discuss things with them because they are people whota the honourable member that the point he made earlier is
I know and trust. Those are conversations that | personallfactually wrong: that the enrolments in those six schools
had, but I instructed my researcher to make contact ileclined from 3 000 to something over 1 100 in that cluster.
particular with schools that were facing closure. It was nofThe honourable member sought to make a point in closing the
just the three named, a matter that | will discuss when we getecond reading debate that in some way, perhaps because of
to that clause. However, discussions were conducted with thay mathematical background, | sought to distort the figures
other schools as well. | know that those discussions tooknd said that | had not taken into account the two schools that
place. | answer questions straight, which is more than we géiad already closed. That is a nonsense, and | challenge the
from other people in this place. | have said that | quitehonourable member to table the information and prove it.
honestly do not know of the others with whom conversations The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:
were had. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: He can't prove it because his

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | am glad to hear the honourable information is wrong. It is another example of wrong
member say that he answers questions ‘straight’, to use higformation emanating from Croydon Primary School, and,
words—whatever that means. Can the honourable membggdly, the honourable member has been gullible enough to
indicate who was consulted from Netley Primary School andccept it.

Camden Primary School and why the honourable member has The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | cannot put a date on it but

decided— the figures | have for 1977 in relation to the upper west
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles: He doesn't have to discuss cluster show Brompton Primary School (317 students),
with you whom he has spoken to. Challa Gardens (407), Croydon High School (943), Croydon

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: No, he doesn't have to, but he Park Primary (283), Croydon Primary (440), Kilkenny
said that he answers the questions straight. It is up to thgrimary (393), Croydon Junior Primary (178) and Hindmarsh
honourable member:; he made the claim. Primary (130). That was 1977. | understand that Croydon

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | have already said that | anjor Primary has nowlmerged With.the primary school (the
personally did not have conversations with any of the peoplinister can correct me if | am wrong in that assumption) and
from those schools, so | cannot answer the question. that the Hindmarsh Primary School no longer exists. Those

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: We are establishing some useful are the two schools which are not there in terms of the

precedents for further debate and discussion on other Bi”lgfrr%s(;tlrgcture which would be maintained for separate
over the next four years. In his speech closing the secon : . . . . .
reading debate, thg honourable rFT)1ember sought to make a 1€ other point which | made but which the Minister did
point based on advice that he had obviously received frorot address at all was that we are talking about a rationalis-

: tion of primary schools, but among that cluster is Croydon
Croydon Primary School that the number of 3 000 students,. - .
: : . . ; igh School, which provided 943 of the 3 091 students for
in the six schools was in some way a distortion of the trutth??. | raised that issue when | spoke earlier, but the Minister

| invite the honourable member to share with the Comm|t-§.:d not respond to that—and that enrolment declined to

tee the student population at the six schools at its peak i 27 students in 1995. That is a substantial reduction and

(l:l?) 7s7e dl 2;”(:23;5;6;{ Iirs]gn;[)ct) ;hvealti\gc():sr%h%c;::cjzi[nrﬁ\éengfgn akes up a significant component of the overall reduction
! P fat occurred in that cluster.

that | have entered into. Can the honourable member indica%e
. S The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: | formally suggest that
gchhizcﬂegggnigggiggs using as the peak enrolment fortho§ecan deal with that. We will not proceed with the amend-
’ ment. We believe there is some merit in allowing some

. Thﬁ HCI’“- M{:{ 'fILL'OTbT: 'as':gh‘t‘-‘ 'V””‘Stetr tlok.”amgth‘t* Hlexibility in the method by which parents involved in the
SIX SChools so that [ can be sure that we are talking abou I'E.E‘chool community indicate their attitude to the recommended

same ones. . , . closure of the school. I will indicate at this point that we do
scrl)rl)elsl’-?ion. R.l. Lucas: You don’t even know the SiX not wish to proceed with our further amendments. Perhaps we

. ] ] can facilitate the passage of this Bill.
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Well, in fact, eight schools  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | raised this question earlier.

are named together, so which six does the Minister want MRow does the honourable member see this provision operat-

to address? ing?
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: The six schools that are in the  The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: New section 14(2)(b) is one
cluster. of those clauses where | lost the fight with Parliamentary

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | am sorry, but you are the Counsel. | would have been quite happy to win it. It is not my
one who is talking about the six. | asked for which schoolspreferred wording. Although it is very similar to what is in
you wanted the numbers and | will give them to you. Youthe New South Wales legislation, | would have preferred that
name the six schools for 1977 and | will give you theit referred to the majority of parents indicating opposition to
numbers. closure rather than the negative way it has been put there. The

The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Table them. Government has given us a pile of Bills and we have been

The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting: busy preparing amendments for this, even where we disagree.
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Regardless of whether we agree with a Bill, we still prepare The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: No, | am sure that Billy
amendments. The Minister here, having identified a diffi-wouldn’t, but Janet Giles might. That is the sort of survey that
culty, rather than actually producing an amendment as weight be circulated. Frankly, 99 per cent of people might be
would always do, has simply raised it as an issue in terms ofnclined to vote in a particular way if they have a question-
‘Why haven't you addressed it?’ After all, the Minister for naire drafted that way. What the Hon. Mr Elliott is saying is,
Education has had a copy of— ‘Who cares about how this operates?’ Ho, ho, ho! | knew this

The Hon. R.I. Lucas: There was an amendment on file. was a bit of a problem with Parliamentary Counsel. | wish |

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The Minister for Education had won the debate with Parliamentary Counsel. Who runs
had a copy of the Bill that | introduced for a much longerthis place? Who controls the legislation? Is it the Hon.
period than | have had most of the Bills that the Governmenir Elliott or is it Parliamentary Counsel?

has supplied to us. The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:

The Hon. R.I. Lucas: That's not true. o The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Exactly! Who gives a continen-
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Well, it is true. It is quite g

capable of being addressed simply, and | would agree with

L ; Members interjecting:
the Minister that the wording of 14(2)(b) could be better. . .
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: The rest is a disaster. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Exactly, along the lines of

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: As I said, my preference is ‘Whatever you say, we’'ll accept that provision. | need to get

that it should have been worded such that a majority would€ legisiation into the Parliament, because | want to make
indicate opposition, so that a review would then— myself look good in front of the Croydon Primary School
The Hon. R.I Lljcas interjecting: parents. This is all that is important to me. | have to look

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: You people will send it back good for the parents, anq | have to get this legislation
from the other House, anyway, so let us address it when th&2reugh. Who gives a continental how it operates! | am not
happens, or you can amend it down there. That is ea ing to be a Minister for Education. | will never be in
enough. Another issue was raised in the same context | overnment. It will be SOme other poor f°°|.Wh9 will have
relation to adult re-entry schools. Again, that is capable of 40 operate underth._e provisions of th!s legislation.’ So, anyone
fairly simple amendment to ensure that where the person (& draft a questionnaire. We might have half a dozen
an adult themselves, they would indicate that themselves aifjyestionnaires, we might _have B.'”y the goose, Jimmy the
not have somebody else do it on their behalf. That is a ver 0ose or anyone else doing their own questionnaires. We
sensible suggestion from the Minister, and an amendment ight have15|x different survey responses. . .
the other place will not cause me difficulty. There might ha_ve been one response to the earlier question

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: This is the ultimate sloppiness @nd somebody might do a questionnaire which asks, ‘Would
in terms of drafting. Here we have the honourable membeYoU like to have your school closed if there will be a
conceding that there are significant deficiencies in the— $25 million redevelopment at the next school, with hot and

The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: colq running sh(_)wers and a}lr-condmonlng and a whole

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: We are here as a Parliament to Variety of other things?’ You might get a completely different
correct those deficiencies when we identify them. We shoul§€SPonse when they see that survey questionnaire. Obviously,
redraft amendments and fix it. Potentially there is a form of have given extreme examples of the drafting of question-
wording in terms of adults, although again there might beaires. However, believe me, as someone who, for 20 years,
some technical problems because some of our schoof@s S€en public opinion surveys and questionnaires and the
actually have adult re-entry students even though they are n2y the drafting of the question can result in different
formally designated adult re-entry schools. The honourablEESPonses to the same issue, let me assure you, without going
member will have to look at that sort of detail in further t0 the extremes that | have talked about, that the drafting of
discussions with Parliamentary Counsel. the question can lead to different responses.

This other issue is absolutely fundamental to the whole The Hon. Mr Elliott sits there and asks, ‘Who gives a
Bill. You cannot blithely wave it away and say, ‘It is a continental about all this? I knew this was a problem, but |
drafting issue. Ho, ho, ho! | lost the debate with Parliamenwill not worry about fixing it up. You lot can fix it up.” If we
tary Counsel; | wish | had won it. We will clear it up do not fix it up, he thinks he has the numbers to jam it
somewhere else.’ This issue is absolutely fundamental as tbrough both Houses of Parliament. His attitude would be, ‘I
whether or not this provision applies. It provides that this partvill look good to Croydon Primary School parents and to the
does not apply to the closure of a Government school if thé&ducation Union; that is all | am worried about. | don’t care
majority of parents of the students attending the schoolvhether the thing operates.’
indicate that they are not opposed to the closure. How on Thatis not the way to run a Parliament, that is not the way
earth are they meant to do that? What is the process? Who conduct legislation. The honourable member should do
will manage that process? Do you have anybody? Does onehat he occasionally criticises Governments and Ministers
of the parents or students there say, ‘As Billy the goose, I'nfor not doing, that is, consult with somebody—actually
going to conduct a poll. It is the Billy the goose poll. | will consult with somebody other than Janet Giles and the union.
draft the questions, and | will circulate a questionnaire to alHe should talk to someone other than saying to his hard
the parents and, if a majority vote one way or another, | havevorking staff member, ‘You go off and do the consultations.’
complied with this provision?’ For the majority of the parentsHe should talk to the key associations, because he has not
the questionnaire might be, ‘Do you agree to the closure dfalked to any of the key principal associations—all five of
the school if it will mean that your poor five-year-old studentthem. He clearly has not talked to the two peak parent bodies.
will have to walk 25 kilometres barefoot in the rain, acrossHe has talked only to the unions. He might have said, ‘Are
15 railway lines and 16 double highways to go to the nearestou happy with this Janet?’ She could have replied, ‘Yes,
school?’ fine, no problems, we will go ahead with it.” He might have

The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Billy wouldn’t do that. said to the Croydon Primary School, ‘Are you happy with
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this?’ It might have replied, ‘Yes, okay, we will go ahead  The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | am not going to waste my
with it and we will go ahead with the legislation.’ time.
| am just saying that, for someone who is no longer inthis  The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | have a short question about
area, this drafting provides a recipe for chaos, itis a recipe fdhe use of the term ‘majority of the parents’. Will the
disaster. Should this legislation pass, it would be easy fononourable member advise me what is meant by that term. Is
the Hon. Mr Elliott if next year we have all these surveyit an absolute majority of parents? If some parents do not
guestionnaires going around, the school council chair callingare, how do you treat that position? How do you treat non-
a meeting, a protest group of the parents calling a meetingustodial parents? How is it determined whether or not they
and at the same time a Minister calling a meeting or theught to have a say in relation to the closure of a school?
district superintendent and principal calling a meeting. YouHow do you deal with common law parents, if | can use that
would have meetings being called all over the place, with onéerminology? | am not sure exactly how a Minister ought to
group purporting to support a decision and another group whigeat that or, if someone challenged the provision in a court,
is opposing a decision. how a court ought to approach it. Will the honourable
The Hon. Mr Elliott will sit back and say, ‘It's not my member answer those questions?
responsibility, it's the Minister's fault. He should have  The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: What is in this Bill has not
worked it out.’ That is the sort of legislation that the honour-Peen plucked out of thin air; it is based on legislation which
able member is asking this Chamber, at 12.50 in the mornindyéw South Wales has had since 1990, as | understand it
to accept. Because he wants to get it through, because he c&gttion 28 of its Education Reform Act. While there are some
get the cheers from the Croydon Primary School parents, H&inor variations, this question of the majority of parents is
says, ‘What the heck with the deficiencies in the drafting, 'mone that was contained in that legislation as well. While there
not going to worry about it. might be some debate about technically whether or not one
The honourable member has to be held accountable.9r tWo people here or there are available to vote, | do not
suggest that he report progress and goes off to talk tgynk in the overall scheme of th|ng§ it will make a huge
Parliamentary Counsel to draft something sensible. This igifference one way or the other. That s clearly the view that
just one provision. Let me assure members that there aref3€y took in New South Wales.
number of others in the legislation. The Hon. Mr Elliott wants ~ The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting:
to ram through this Bill without proper consideration. He _The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: In the context of the sort of
cannot get away with that because it is too important an issU®ing we are discussing here, where we are talking about a
for that to occur. school community of hundreds people, while there is
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The Hon. Mr Lucas has a aWays— o
remarkably short memory. | recall any number of occasions The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: .
when the Liberal Party when in Opposition would move an_ 1he Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: As | said, I do not believe that
amendment—and | particularly remember the HonIn reality thatwill create a problem.
Mr Griffin doing it on a number of occasions and other ~ IN€ Hon. Rul. Lucas interjecting: ,
members doing it too—and the Democrats would say, ‘We . 1 he Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: |amsorry. Ifyou are talking
have some sympathy with the general thrust of what you ar@P0ut & school with five students—
doing but we believe there are problems with the amend- 1he Hon. R.I. Lucas: If they vote 3-2 to oppose the
ment. The argument that used to be put by the Hon. MA€ciSion to close, your Bill applies.
Griffin used to be along the lines of, ‘Send it to the Lower The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: It dqes, n exactly the same
House. We know the Bill will come back but it keeps the WY @S the New South Wales legislation does.
issue alive and means that it will be handled,” because the The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: For example, if you can
Government obviously is able to fix it in the other place. we'€adily identify seven parents and it is 3-2 against the closure,
agreed with Mr Griffin and other members of the Liberal ©"€ might says that there is a majority against—3-2—and one
Party on quite a few occasions when they were in Oppositior{,n'ght say that there is not a majority because four are not
recognising the way the numbers worked, that there was gfPPosed to the closure. | am not sure how that is to be

issue that we all agreed needed addressing, and although Wierpreted.

might have had some dissent in terms of the wording it was The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: What we are talking about
capable of being fixed in the movement— ere is a majority of parents, and that means more than half.

The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: It is not a question of having a vote and how many did
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | have only just said—and | participate or anythmg_ |Ik§ that; it means a maj_orlty Qf
do not knoW whéther you Were here at that stage—that th arents have to give an indication. In terms of the discussion

issues raised by the Minister are reasonable and are capal Iat we have had already, it is preferable not to word it in the
ISSUES raised by the viini PaQlSy itis in new section 14A(2)(b) but to put it in the positive,
of fairly readily being fixed.

The Hon. A.J. Redford: By whom? to say that the review will occur only where a majority of

. . parents indicate their desire for such a review. In that way
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The Government moving an a,ou are talking about a majority of the parents.

amendment in the Lower House which would be supported The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | do not quite understand.

by us when the Bill returns. Just to use that specific example—
The Hon. A.J. Redford: What if the Government doesn’t The Hon. M.J. Elliott: You need more than half.

do it? Do you have someone down there who is going to do  The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: You have three who are in

it? _ favour of closure and two who are against, and two are off
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Itwould be really strange if away on holidays or wherever. How does that clause operate

the Government, having said it thought that this is not righin that circumstance?

and needs fixing—not just the Bill but particular clauses—  The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Probably better than the Constitu-
The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: tion Referendum Act right now.
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The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: The honourable member has keep the school open might send their students to the Corny
not answered. This is a serious process. If he wants to toint Rural School, but that is not even guaranteed. | can
flippant, so be it. What is the answer to that question? It is a&amember the example of the school at Redhill in the early
simple enough question and is straightforward. Itis one thgperiod of this Government where the number of students was
might exercise a court’s mind. How would you expect a courbf the order of 10 or 20, | cannot remember exactly. A vote
to approach that circumstance based on this Bill? was taken but, between the period at the end of the year and

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: It requires a majority of the start of the following year, which was about only two
parents to say that they require a review. If two happen to beonths, even those parents who had voted to keep the school
away and do not give an indication they cannot contributepen surreptitiously enrolled their children in the neighbour-
towards the majority. It requires a majority indication is whating school.

I am saying. We decided to keep the school open because the parents,

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: How then would you by majority, had voted to keep the school open, but when the
interpret this situation? Let's say you have nine parents, fouschool opened in January or February we discovered that it
single children and another six from married couples, anghad half the number of students. Parents had voted to keep the
there are four non-custodial parents living interstate. Are thegchool open, but there is pressure in country communities
part of this majority? How are they treated? and, because of the local general store, or whatever else it s,

The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: you do not vote to support the closure of the school. The

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: The Leader of the Opposition parents voted to keep the school open because that was seen
might go ‘Oh’. The fact is that if someone wants to challengeo be the right thing to do; but they knew it was not the right
in a court this process these are the sorts of issues that a cothing for their children, so they quietly enrolled their children
has to decide. The Leader of the Opposition can go ‘Oh’, bu the bigger local school.

the fact is that this is a cost to everybody and what you want, The Hon. L.H. Davis: And then the Government cops the
as | understand it, is some degree of certainty. This is ng{5.
certainty, and exclaiming ‘Oh’ will not make any difference The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Yes, but under this particular

to that. We are legislators. We have a responsibility to ensur. rrangement what sort of circumstances will we find our-

that there is some degree of precision in legislation, and ‘Oh o Thic Ri . )
is simply not good enough. selves in? This Bill applies not only to Croydon Primary

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Whilst the Hon. Mr Elliott School: it must apply to small country communities and to a
o ) ’ pnge of circumstances. Frankly, it makes a nonsense of some

;%'E%pol?t\zzri ;gsplglgzeot: rtggct)%uﬁfélzz ;:ﬁn?etwemggg'b f the difficult decisions that Governments and Ministers,
! P P oth Liberal and Labor, have made and will continue to

way of interjection, namely, the example of the Corny Poin make. The Hon. Mr Elliott has no answers to these questions.

Rural School. The Hon. Mr Elliott, by way of interjection {10 not wish to talk to this provision at any great length. The
earlier, talked about hundreds of parents, but the Corny Po'goint has been made. Itis a nonsense and | will save my other

R:::#?;Tg{gﬁ%gc lgtz\éeeﬁf[gdgﬂtz %?t%m;rg;oﬁggg St%t?h uestions for other clauses. This provision is a nonsense, and
P ) ’ ' e Hon. Mr Elliott knows that but, as | have said, he is cheer

nearest school which was about a 30-minute trip. We took th hasing at the moment. He wants to see something go through

?h?g 'g;%gtt?]glozfemg svcohtce)gléIg 3 't%Cf é:(:l:ﬁglsi?‘rgg? gng, L5 that he can wave it around and say to the Croydon Primary
P ! P PEN. Behool parents, ‘Here you are, | have given you 12 months

the majority of parents voted to keep the school open. reprieve.’
The Hon. Mr Elliott’s Bill is saying to the Government to P ) .

keep a school open when the parents vote 3 to 2, when in_ e Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: In response to the questions

anyone’s sensible judgment in those circumstances the Cor@ik€d by the Hon. Angus Redford, ‘parent’ is defined in the

Point Rural School needed to be closed. But, no, the Hon. ducatlo_n Act, an(_j | do not think there are problems in terms

Elliott is saying that, by way of this legislation, those three®f those issues raised by the honourable member.

parents constitute a majority. They can go through this The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | am here to help. The other

process and we will need to keep the school open for at leaisue about which I am concerned is how the clause might be

another 12 months or so, while we seek expert demographfganipulated by, God forbid, an unscrupulous Minister. We
advice in relation to the Corny Point Rural School have been fortunate; we have not had one of those for some

community. time. What would the honourable member say in relation to
These are real examples: these are not hypotheticals. THissituation where a Minister, having been warned of an
is the real world of running a department and managing &npending large number of people wanting to shift to a
business of $1.2 billion, as it was, or approximatelyneighbouring school, brings on a vote prematurely in order
$1.5 billion as it is now. These are the hard decisions tha© get the numbers, just in case he is locked into a position
Governments and Ministers must take which, thankfullylater down the track? Secondly, what sort of protective
members such as the Hon. Mr Elliott and the Democrat§hechanisms—because, as | said, | am here to help—would
never have to take because they can pontificate from the crof¥ honourable member suggest to ensure that an unscrupu-
benches and talk about what should be. The reality is thaeus Minister did not manipulate the system?
Governments are elected and Ministers must take decisions, It is not beyond the realms of possibility that you might
and they are difficult decisions. That local community did nothave a Minister who would cut resources at a particular
like the decision taken in relation to the closure of the schoolschool to ensure a favourable vote. How would the honour-
They voted 3 to 2 against it. able member suggest that this legislation prevent those sorts
What do we do? Do we keep the school open for 12f things happening, not under a Liberal Government, of
months and, perhaps, three students attend. Probably the teourse, because that would not happen, but under some other
parents who voted to close the school will send their childreminscrupulous Minister or Government seeking some sort of
on the bus to Warooka and the three parents who voted ®urreptitious way around the objects of this Bill?
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The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: It would seem to me that, try seven people, if you like, will be coming directly out of the
as you can, you can never make anything 100 per cemtepartment—a representative of the Local Government
watertight. What you seek to do is to ensure that, as best yolissociation, one representative of parents (and one would
can, you tackle the worst excesses. The situations as dpresume parents generally not the parents of the school), one

scribed are possible but would be very difficult. representing parents within the school via the school council
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Given that answer, my and finally one person representing the education union.
guestion is: why have the Bill at all if you cannot stop it? The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: In relation to new section 14B

The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: Notwithstanding that will the member respond to the observation I made in my
there is not a gaming machine in sight, | would like to directsecond reading contribution, in particular about the isolated
a couple of questions to the Hon. Mr Elliott. In terms of theCircumstances of a small rural school where it might be
example raised by the Treasurer of the Corny Point Ruratdvantageous to close a school before the end of a calendar
School with only five students, would the Hon. Mr Elliott be year? Does the member concede that, in some circumstances,
amenable to a fairly low threshold requirement of 10 or 2¢his provision would prove to be too inflexible?
students, something of that order? Secondly, in terms of the The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT. Asitis drafted, | would have
points raised by the Hon. Mr Redford as to how a meetinghought that it covered most circumstances. Certainly, new
would be constituted and how a majority would be detersection 14A(2)(a) contemplates at least the need for a
mined, | have some serious concerns that there could beteamporary closure which could happen part way through a
legal fiasco in many instances where the school communityear. For instance, a whole lot of ashestos or something such
is evenly divided. It seems to me that there ought to be somas that is found in a school, or whatever else, which, |
mechanism to allow for an election to be held in an orderlypresume, could lead to a temporary closure and which
fashion and for there to be some sort of proper return of thatltimately could become permanent. Those sorts of circum-
election. stances are covered. | am not sure whether or not the Minister

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The first question related to is entertaining other circumstances.

a threshold size. New South Wales legislation exempts one The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: As | said, whilst | am not
teacher schools. That State has done it that way. New Sousipporting the whole Bill, again this is a provision which will
Wales has certainly contemplated the idea of some sort gRuse a problem for future Ministers. As | said, there are
threshold. It has done it by the number of teachers and, gircumstances, limited admittedly, where you might end up
guess, you could quite easily do it by the number of student#ith virtually no students in a small rural school, yet you
to exclude very small schools. | would be careful how far youwould be required to keep it open for the remainder of a
did exclude because you would be talking about, for the mogtalendar year. I think potentially we also have that problem
part, some quite isolated communities. As to the honourabl#ith some other parts of the legislation. One of the general
member’s second question, a majority indication must b@bservations which | did not make in the second reading
capable of being sustained. As | said, | have already concedét¢bate and which can be made under this amendment is that
that perhaps we should be looking to change. New SoutWhen a school is nominated for closure parents generally—
Wales legislation determines that a majority of the parents diot always—start looking around pretty quickly in terms of
the children attending the school must, within 21 days of thevhat school their children will attend.

announcement, submit a request in writing to the Minister. There is another problem with this overall process about
I would have thought that that is a fairly clear indication andwhich the member is talking. As | said, it is highly unlikely
would be a suitable mechanism. that Ministers (whether they be Labor or Liberal) having gone

| move: through the pain and the process of two years of review, 12
Page 3, lines 25 and 26—Leave out this paragraph and insert:to 18 months .Of. review, or hovyever long it has been, _a_nd

(d)  one person nominated by an organisation that represenglade the deC|S|on to close, will then reverse the decision

the interests of parents of children attending Governmentvhen a body constituted of others looks at it and recommends

schools; against the closure. What you will have even during that 12

(da) the presiding member of the school council (or a persofinonths is a process whereby significant numbers—and in

nominated by the presiding member);. some school communities it will be a majority—of parents
There are two parts to the amendment and both relate to thell move their children to a new school. They will not keep
review committee. In paragraph (d) in the Bill as originally their children in a school that has already been earmarked for
drafted | had two persons representing the South Australiagiosure. If the Government says that it will not change its
Association of State School Organisations Incorporated. Thisind in relation to the issue, you will see significant numbers
amendment seeks to have one person not nominated necessiparents and, in some cases, a majority of parents moving
rily by SAASSO but nominated by an organisation thattheir children to a neighbouring school. Whilst the second
represents the interests of parents of children attendingview is being conducted during that extra 12 months and
Government schools. In some cases one would expect that thader the legislation the school will be required to stay open
Minister can choose to take a person from SAASSO or fronyou will have a debilitating process of a school dying on its
the parent clubs. It might even be possible, for instance, itast legs. If the Minister confirms the decision through the
Aboriginal lands for the local Aboriginal representative bodyyear, parents will move away in their droves during that
to represent the interests of the parents of the children. Thathool year, whether it be at the start or whenever the
would also be acceptable under that amendment. decision is taken through the school year.

New paragraph (da) is clear enough. The presiding We saw this happen under the Labor Government at
member of the school council would be one of the memberMorphettville Primary School and Oaklands Park Primary
of that committee. | have sought to try to get a spread oSchool. Families left through the year in significant numbers.
people clearly from within the department, two directly What you are left with is a shell of a school. The principal
nominated by the Minister and also the Director-General (oand a staff are shell shocked and trying to manage a process.
a person nominated by the Director-General)—so three of thBarents have deserted the community. You have an unholy
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mess of numbers of students because they do not all leagerelatively short time frame and you still have well over 12
equally. For example, a large number of year sixes may leavdear months before—
and hardly any year twos. The Hon. R.I. Lucas: When you say the year of the
The Hon. A.J. Redford: No long-term plan. proposed closure—
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: You have no long-term plan. You The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The year preceding the year
have nothing other than managing a process of a closure of the proposed closure.
a school. Time tonight will not permit it, but we have not  The Hon. R.1. Lucas: The proposal for Croydon Primary
gone into the process of managing a closure of a scho@chool, for example, is that it will be closed in 1998.
which is difficult enough. Governments will be going through  The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: At the end of 19987
a process of managing a closure of school and then, if this The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: No. | am not clear on the legal
other process is revised— drafting of this provision. | know that the honourable member
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: intends it to mean 18 months, but | am not sure whether or
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: All the time. It is a difficult  not it does that.
process to manage the process of closure of a school. The The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: That s certainly what | asked
Hon. Carolyn Pickles has never done one so she would néor.
know the difficulties of managing that process. For example, Members interjecting:
each individual student is counselled and students are The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: The Hon. Angus Redford raises
managed through a process of visiting all their neighbourin@n interesting question. If you do it on 16 June will it be 2%
schools on a half day or whatever else it is to look at theyears before you actually close the school?
variety of other schools that might be available. They are The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Let us be sensible about it.
given counselling at those schools in terms of which particul you have a deadline of 15 June you would be an absolute
lar school option they might like to choose. There aredill to leave it to the last day. You would be aiming to do it
transition days. There are a whole range of issues such ascouple of weeks beforehand. If you leave itto 16 June, you
that, in particular in relation to secondary schools where thergist get the dunce’s cap.
are difficult decisions in relation to subject choices and soon The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: This is an area where the
and particular career paths that in particular middle and uppdronourable member, given that he has not had the experience
secondary students might be wanting to follow. Whilst thatof going through these closures, does not understand the
process is going on, you have then got this process comirgjtuation very well. It might not be 16 June, but you have a
in. | guess that is the question which is not clear to me fronprocess set in train that as Minister you do not control. You
my reading of new section 14B. The member has obvioushave a review committee which, in the case of the Croydon
had a discussion with Parliamentary Counsel on this, | guessluster, will have a district superintendent, six principals and
This provision | take it only applies where new section 14Asix school council chairs, and you just do not control this
has been activated? body. You have no idea when it will report. You might be
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | am trying to recall all the recommending to the District Superintendent that it makes
guestions that were asked then. Yes, new section 14B is onfense actually to report in January or February, which then
activated after new section 14A. The Minister was talkinggives you three or four months to make a decision before the
about handling transition as well. | do not believe that this isL5 June deadline, but the Minister does not control it. He or
creating a problem; in fact | would have thought in someshe can seek to control it but, in the end, if everyone refuses
ways it would make it easier because by 15 June, which ito sign the report or whatever it is, superintendents will say
still fairly early in a year, the Minister has indicated a desirethat you have to get it in by a particular date and, generally,
to close the school. In fact, it is in the year preceding closurethat will occur.
So it will not close at the end of that year; it will close the | know of some examples where other questions were
following year and whether or not there will be a review— raised so it gets delayed, and you then have a process where,
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: What do you mean by that? Doyou as a department—and, frankly, as a Minister of the
mean 15 June, say, of this year, that is the year preceding ti@overnment you should not be rushed—you have a whole
proposed closure. That is next year it closes or the year afteseries of questions. People come back and say that if you
18 months away. close this school you will get these sorts of issues and
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: If you announce it June this questions that have to be resolved. You will then ask a series
year you are talking about the end of the following year. of questions as to—if we close this school—how much we
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Eighteen months away? spend on facilities at the other school, and you will need to
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The fact is that within quite  go to Services SA to get a cost estimate of the redevelopment
a short time frame after 15 June you will know whether or nobf that school. Again, as Minister you do not control that; it
the parent body has objected, so you will know whether ogoes off to Services SA or to Crown law, if it is a legal
not you are into the review process. Therefore, the questioguestion, and it takes weeks at a time on some of these issues.
of transition is not a major issue. In fact, transition should be Itis only when you have all that information collected and
relatively easily handled under the sort of structure that is sgtou have your own discussions that you make a decision.

up in clause 14B. You could rush the thing through, but that would be foolish
The Hon. R.1. Lucas: Are you saying the year preceding in terms of decision making. The reality will be that in some
the year of the proposed closure? cases a decision cannot be made by 15 June but will be made

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Inthe year preceding the year in August or September. As | understand what the honourable
of the proposed closure; that is what it says. If you arenember is saying, in these circumstances it will be 2%2 years
proposing to close at the end of 1998 you would announcdown the track before the school is closed. If the Minister
that intention in June 1997. You are doing it 18 months outdecided to announce the closure of the school in September
Whether or not a review is carried out will not change thatthis year, the school would not actually be closed until the
date one iota, because the review will be carried out withirend of 1999 and the start of the year 2000. How many parents
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and students does the honourable member think will be leftaid, you could set it back a month and say, ‘What about
in the school under those sorts of circumstances? July?’ But, if you do that, you could end up running exactly

| cited the examples of Morphettville Primary School andthe same argument about 15 July.
Oaklands Park Primary School under the Labor Government, The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting:

and there have also been examples under the Liberal The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No, | do not concede that at
Government; it happens under both Governments. When ¥ As | said, | have conceded in relation to clause 14A. That
is highly likely that a school will be closed, parents startcoyld be improved by amendment, but certainly not in
moving. When the decision is made, parents start moving tgs|ation to this.

another school. Thatis in the process of perhaps six months. the Hon. A.J. REDFORD: It might not be a problem for
We make decisions up to a'bout June, and in some cases W&, ckhencher or a member of Parliament, but it is a huge
give them 12 months notice; that is about the longest we havgopiem for a Minister. If | may, | will ask the Treasurer a
given in terms of an announcementin, say, January, When W, etion in terms of his experience. If one looks at clause

close at the er of thle year, or whatever. But we are talking4c a5 proposed to be amended by the Hon. Michael Elliott,
here about 24 or 2% years. The Hon. Mike Elliott andyne \yjj| see that a seven person committee will be estab-

Democrat supporters and perhaps a few others, such as i, two persons nominated by the Minister, the Director-

Hon. Carolyn Pickles’ supporters, might be left in the school Geperal, someone from the Local Government Association,
The Hon. T.G. Roberts: The headmaster who started the 5 person nominated by an organisation that represents the

rumour will have already been transferred. _interests of parents, the presiding member of the school
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Thatis an interesting question, cqyncil, and someone nominated by the Australian Education

because principals and teachers will not hang around for 243i0n. How many of those people are currently involved in

years. The Hon. Mr Elliott ought to talk to some of his (b consultation process under the current process before a
teachers in some of these schools. They will not hang arounghcision is made on this?

for 2 years in terms of promotion prospects and be left in The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: It can vary, but the general

a position where they are in a school closure situation Whegrinciple is that it would be, for example at Croydon, all the

mg%’z‘i?n gg: toetrﬁigssé;ﬂr azv;ho(laz;/sair;e\}yaofg:asr?gihdeurlanl chool principals and all the school council chair persons and
zyearp : Y, 274y y Dey P& district superintendent. In some other cases the parents have

thel rITr]T:)F;Ir?i:‘Ie Ffj[g Hggwl\gr ill!:gt:]gi/reego?oprggtﬁii’ :tt)gu:i(\)/vlrz] ecided to elect a representative group of school council
9,109 y prop hairpersons to be on the committee, rather than having all

he intends to achieve under the legislation; and then to COMB school council chairpersons on the committee. Some-
back when he has done some drafting, and not have a set es, the same thing is done with the principals and some-

circumstances along the lines that we have talked aboy; es—reasonably frequently—an Australian Education

Umstance . >
earlier, in which you have a school dying for 2v2 years. Thay o, renresentative might also be nominated to be a part of
is what you have potentially. Having announced the closure(he process

the Minister might say ‘We've already done this for 12 or 18 . I .

months.’ That is 2% years after the process of perhaps 12 | 9uess there is some flexibility there and that it depends
months to two years before the decision has been made. Y il who the two persons nommated_by the Minister mlght_be.
might have the process of a review and eventual closure—i enerally, it would tend to be either that one, or with

2. ) : - : - subclause (b) the district superintendent in the area. So, he or
lel/lzm)lltsgrzetv(\);;c::\::(;Jurrdstﬁg\(;gséggren|;[Lergllyj/ghpt<)i1tfenetlaélélltjaclstri\ gs he is the head honcho in the area, and they would tend to be

Ministers, or at least a couple, by that time, | suspect. Is th € person to chair the committee. There would be some

a process of good Government management? Is that how y&gmmon linkage with the school council chair. The LGA has

run any sort of department? You certainly would not run amtended to be a party to it. Certainly, the balance would be

business that way. differe_nt. | do not think there is any doubt in that, although
Is that how you run any sort of department, where théhere IS SOme Crossover. . .
process of review and closure might take four or 4% years? 1he Hon. A.J. REDFORD: As | said earlier, | am here
You do not run departments that way. You just do not run a0 help the hqnourablg member get the best Bill possible. Is
education system that way. The Labor Government did ndf1€re a real risk that, in reality, when one looks at numbers,
for seven years when it closed down 70 schools, and we ha@ the honourable member is imposing here is, in effect, an
not run it that way for the past four years when we closedPPeal from Caesar to Caesar with a net effect of a 12-month
down 39 schools here in South Australia. The more you looKl€l2y? IS it arguable, based on current good practices, that
at the detail of this legislation, the more holes there are anHliS iS just simply an appeal from Caesar to Caesar in that the

the greater the problems in terms of the drafting from theé@me people will be involved in the initial decision making
Hon. Mr Elliott. process, or people who ought to be involved in the initial

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: There have been two Process, with thg result that t.he horjourable membe( comes
occasions in relation to this Bill where | have conceded thaflongd, Sets up this new committee with half of them being the
some amendment could produce improvement. Frankly, the2Me people and they go through this whole process again to
Minister is just rabbiting on a bit in regard to this clause. HecOMe up with the same result? .
has suddenly managed to stretch 18 months out to four years, The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: As | said earlier, you could not
and if he kept talking much longer it would go past thesay there would be a direct correlation but, certainly, I would
decade. He added on a year about every five minutes. have perhaps thought on reflection that the honourable

A deadline is set. You can shift it back a month but youmember might have wanted persons who had not participated
can then make the same sort of excuses about why you candeviously.
reach that, either. You set up the structures knowing where The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
the deadlines are and knowing how things work. | do not The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Perhaps if he had further
believe that 15 June being set as the date is a problem. Agbnsultation he may well have taken some advice. Given
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what he wants to achieve it might not be sensible to have athat the parent bodies were not likely to request a review of

the same people on it. That really depends on how— closure. If | have made a mistake there | am sorry, but that is
The Hon. A.J. Redford: But an unscrupulous Minister my understanding. It certainly did not relate to whether or not

might do it. Are we not protecting the world against anthey were Labor electorates.

unscrupulous Minister? The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: That is the most feeble explan-
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | guess that is always possible. ation of a clearly partisan political approach that the

There is a slightly different make-up. Certainly, there is anAustralian Democrats have adopted in relation to this issue.

element of the Caesar appealing to Caesar, because you co@de of the issues that was raised in the election campaign

have the district superintendent, the school council chair—was that if you go down the Democrat path you are likely to
The Hon. A.J. Redford: It's sort of like a Clayton’s end up down the Labor path.

protection: the protection you have when you're not having The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting:

protection. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am just asking you why you
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Yes—and a number of others only picked out Labor electorates. That is the issue.

who might well be the same persons who were on the first The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Do you want me to put Camden

review committee. in?
Amendment carried. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: It is your Bill. | want to know
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | move: why you only did this.

Page 3, lines 26 to 32—Leave out new clause 14F and insert: The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting: . L
Decision not to accept committee’s recommendation to be laid  The Hon. R.Il. LUCAS: You had nothing to do with it?

before Parliament The Hon. M.J. Elliott: | said that it had nothing to do
14F. If a committee recommends that a Government schogjyith what the electorates were.

should not be closed and the Minister does not accept that recom- . ;
mendation, the Minister must, within six sitting days after receipt of The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The honourable member said that

the report and recommendation of the committee, cause— his staff member consulted with the various communities.
(a) a copy of the report and recommendation; and Without naming the person, can he say who was consulted to
(b) the Minister’s reasons for closing the school and for rejectingdetermine whether or not they should be included on the
the recommendation of the committee, Hon. Mr Elliott's magic Christmas card list of transitional

to be laid before each House of Parliament. provisions in this Bill? Was it the school council Chair or the

Clause 14F as originally drafted by me looked at publicatiorprincipal or someone who happened to answer the telephone
in a newspaper circulating throughout the State. Rather that the time the honourable member’s researcher rang?

that, | am now moving an amendment whereby the Minister The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | understand that the principal
will respond to the committee by way of a report to theand school council Chair of all those schools were among the
Parliament itself. | think that is a more appropriate way ofpeople who were spoken with.

responding to the report. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Is the honourable member
Amendment carried; clause as amended passed. indicating that, for all the other schools that are closing at the
Clause 4. end of this year, the principal and the school council Chair

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Can the honourable member said they did not want to participate in this transitional
explain why he chose only three schools from Labor electorprovision in the legislation?
ates to be subject to this transitional provision and not schools The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: That is my understanding, but
that were either in Liberal electorates or were in Liberall also stress they were not the only people spoken with.
electorates at the time of the closure? The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: What does the honourable
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: When | first drafted the member mean by that? If the researcher rang a school such
amendment it was simply to apply to schools that wereas Netley and the school council Chair said, ‘Yes, | would
closing this year. | cannot remember the exact wording, butke to be part of this transitional provision, does that mean
it was aimed at all schools closing at the end of this yearhat the researcher spoke to someone else he knew at that
However, there was a problem as | could see it at that poirgchool and if they said something different he did not put
in so far as | was not absolutely convinced that Parliamenthem into the transitional provision? What does he mean by
would rise this week and not sit another week, and that, asdaying that he understands that they were not the only ones
understand it, assent could take another 10 days. It wascansulted?
guestion of when a school was deemed to be closed or not The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: As | said before, | understand
closed. On that basis | went to Parliamentary Counsel anthat the spokespersons for the school councils and the
said, ‘l want to tackle this to put it beyond doubt.” Parliamen-principals were spoken with, but | cannot give the Minister
tary Counsel’s advice was that | needed to name the schoadlise names and addresses of everybody else who was spoken
specifically to put it beyond doubt. with, but | understand that a number of others were spoken
At that point | asked my researcher to make contact wittwith, as well.
the bodies at the various schools to ascertain the likely The Hon. R.l. Lucas: And school council Chairs?
reactions to the schools being included or not. | understand The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: As | understand it, yes.
that the only three schools where there was an indication that The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: What the Hon. Mr Elliott is
it was likely that there would be a desire for such a transitionsaying is that the principal and school council Chair of Netley
al clause were these three. The Minister could probabland Camden indicated that they did not want to be part of this
inform us in relation to Camden and the other school involvedransitional provision.
that some other works have already begun in response to the The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | did not speak with them but
closures there. that is my understanding, yes. | will not resist either of them
I am realistic enough to know that you cannot unscrambléeing incorporated in the Bill if it is causing you loss of sleep.
an egg. My understanding was that, at least in relation to The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: The whole Bill is causing me loss
those two schools, the egg was well and truly scrambled anof sleep because it is an absolute mess; it is an absolute
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debacle. In relation to McRitchie Crescent Primary Schoolthe last term, particularly in December, a process of transfer
for example, here we are on 10 December, less than eigbf resources has already been undertaken. It may be that
days away from the end of the school year, and | presumegsources such as books and other things from the library
although I will need to check this tomorrow, the principal andhave been transferred or committed to other school communi-
staff have all applied for transfers to other locations next yeaties. It might be things as simple as sporting equipment, for
because, as the honourable member should know, the transéetample, and in particular winter sporting equipment, which
process for teachers and principals is generally well and trulgnight have been distributed to other school communities.
resolved by this time of the year. | am presuming that the Hon. Mr Elliott will say that
What does the honourable member think will happen irsomeone will have to get it all back, or they will go without
a school such as McRitchie Crescent Primary School shoulfibr next year because they have given it away and it would
this legislation pass on Thursday or Friday? What will happemot make sense to purchase it for one year. They are just
if virtually nobody or a very limited number of parents at some examples of managing the transition of a closure which
McRitchie Crescent Primary School decide to return to thewill be well and truly advanced by the middle of December
school? and which will be in some cases impossible and in other cases
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Ican only indicate that from very difficult to unravel, given the lateness of the hour of this
the advice that | have received from the parent body at leastecision.
at McRitchie Crescent, | do not think that the scenario that There being a disturbance in the Strangers’ Gallery:
the Minister has painted is anywhere near likely. The CHAIRMAN: Please desist from interjecting from
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: In terms of teachers and principals? the gallery.
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No, | thought that you were The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The Minister asked two
saying in terms of parents deciding that they did not wanguestions. The first was about staffing resources. If we take

their children to return to that school. McRitchie as an example, the students are not leaving
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: What about the teachers and Whyalla but they will be going to other schools, so there will
principals? What are you intending there? still be a necessity for the sort of programs that were being

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: My intention is that, where offered at McRitchie to be offered elsewhere. With the
they were not actively seeking a transfer, they would remainexception of the leadership positions, | cannot imagine that
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: That would already have been there would be any substantial difference in the net number
done. The Hon. Mr Elliott knows full well that, much earlier of teachers in Whyalla. Talking about having to get people
than middle to late December in any year, teachers antb Whyalla is a slight stretch, because the students will still
principals have put in applications for transfers and may welbe there. While there will be some variation in class size
have already taken family and career decisions to move tolzetween a smaller and a larger school, it will not be signifi-
new school community or to a new area. What will happercant. | do not believe that the netimpact on staff numbers in
with McRitchie Crescent Primary School if that is the Whyalla—other than the Principal’s position—will be
circumstance, and | do not know whether that is the circumsubstantial.
stance? As the honourable member knows, it is difficult The Hon. R.l. Lucas: Have you checked it?
enough to attract people for long-term positions in Whyalla, The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Commonsense says that, if
but whilst this further review goes on, even though it will notthe number of students in Whyalla stays the same and if
change the Government's decision, the school will be kepstaffing ratios stay essentially the same, you will end up with
open for a small number of students but the department withbout the same number of staff, regardless of their position
have to find a principal, other leadership positions and staffetween schools. It has a greater impact in relation to
to fill in for the school for next year. | do not know, but a principals and to some other additional staff SSOs. In terms
completely new staff may result, and in terms of continuityof classroom teachers, which | thought was the problem the
that does not make any sense at all in terms of primary schodinister was raising, the Minister should recognise readily
provisions for those students. there would be a minor variation in the number teaching
I assume that Croydon Primary School would have @odies, regardless of the disposition of the number of schools.
reasonable number of students who would return next yearknow that no resources are being reallocated at Croydon,
but on my information some of those parents—I| would notand to the best of my knowledge that issue has not been
put a number on it—having made the decision now, willraised in discussions with the other schools.
continue to send their students to the new school. | am not Clause passed.
sure about Croydon Park Primary School at all. If the Title passed.
Government, through the Premier and others, makes it quite The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | move:
clear that forcing through this process will mean only a 12- That this Bill be now read a third time.
month delay in the inevitable, the situation at McRitchie and do not want to extend things further but | indicate that in
Croydon Park might develop where not only have teacherselation to new section 14A(2)(b), where the Government has
and staff won other positions and therefore are heading offndicated that better wording should be possible, | agree with
but also the decision has been made to transfer resourcest.lin exactly the same way as Bills have been sent from this
know that Croydon Primary School opposed such a measumace in the past when the Liberal Party was in Opposition,
but some schools may well be moving through a sharing outnowing that the Bills are going to come back with changes,

and distribution of resources such as— I indicate that | would support changes to 14A(2)(b) which
The Hon. M.J. Elliott: They started and they have makes quite plain that a majority of parents have to request
stopped. such areview and also, if we are talking about adult students,

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: At Croydon they have, but 1 do they would be speaking on their own behalf and not requiring
not know whether that can be said about McRitchie. In a loparents.
of cases, schools which are managing a process do not leave The other issue that had some substance concerns very
it to the last day because the teachers have all gone. Durirggnall schools, and this was raised by the Hon. Nick
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Xenophon and | suppose, in a sense, also by the MinisterMinisters like that—not under this Administration, of
note that the New South Wales legislation had one mechaourse—and we are stuck with it. All that has happened here
nism which referred to the number of teachers instead of theith this legislation is that you have extended the pain. You
number of students. That might be possible, and | do not sdeave extended the process with what | see as no real tangible
a difficulty with such an approach either. benefit. Having been a parent who has gone through this
process, it is difficult for the teachers and the parents, and
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Treasurer): It will not surprise  there is uncertainty. | went through this period of uncertainty
the Hon. Mr Elliott and others to know that the Governmentwith teachers for eight months. What the honourable member
strenuously opposes the third reading. This is a debacle ofants is to extend it out potentially by another 18 months. It
Bill. As I indicated earlier, it was conceived by the Hon. is |udicrous.
Mr Elliott to cheer chase the Croydon Primary School parents  The Hon. M.J. Elliott interjecting:
and also the Australian Education Union. | will not go over  The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: 18 months. It works this
all the detail of that, as | have indicated that in my second,vay_ The Minister goes through the process—he or she will
reading contribution. The sad thing is that, in cheer chasinthot bother to give notice of their own consultation process—
the Hon. Mr Elliott has inflicted a mess of a Bill on this gives the notice on 14 June, a committee is appointed and you
Chamber—one where he acknowledges some deficienciago through that process for another 18 months. It is cruel and
Frankly, he has acknowledged all the difficulties, problemsnhuman punishment for parents and children. Under a
and drafting sloppiness in this legislation, and that is just oesponsible system of Government we give Ministers the job

the drafting side. to do a certain task. We do not all agree with everything
The Hon. A.J. Redford: He's proven to us why he’'ll  Ministers do, even if you are on the Government benches
never be with us. with Ministers, but at the end of the day that is what they are

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: You never know, he might join appointed to do.
the Labor Party; he might do a Cheryl. As well as being Every four or so years we have an election and if the
sloppily drafted, and the problems associated with that, thiMinisters do not perform they are voted out and treated on
legislation will mean that in many cases a school closurgheir record. When a Minister is appointed they ought to be
process will take at least three years— allowed to get on with the job. This Bill is stupid because it

The Hon. A.J. Redford: And get the same result. does not allow the Minister to do that in any sensible way. It

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Yes—because the Government gives the Minister little flexibility. In some cases it encourag-
departmental review will be conducted. As | said, that cares a manipulation of the system—and for what? For absolute-
take somewhere between 12 months and two years in a go@dnothing because if the Minister is stubborn the school will
number of cases, with an average of 18 months for somstill close. | fail to see the point of this legislation in any
cases—I| am not saying for all. Then, under the honourablgenuine sense.
member’s proposal, there will potentially be at least another
18 months, and it might be as much as 2¥ or 2% years before The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Over the past hour and a half
the school finally closes. What the honourable member, thishave witnessed what | have to call, and without naming
Bill and the majority in this Chamber are saying is that wenames, no debate to do with the Bill at all. Members in this
will have a period of three years minimum—potentially asChamber would know that this is a private member’s Bill
long as a bit over four years—from the start of the reviewand, as a consequence, it goes to the other place where the
process to the final closure of the school. That is just a recip@overnment, with the support of the two Independents and
for disaster and chaos, and frankly it comes from someonthe National Party member, has the numbers to do what it
who has no notion at all of running a Government departmerivishes to do with the Bill. If it passes this Chamber we will
or, indeed, a Government agency. On behalf of Governmersend it to the other place, where | have no doubt the Hon. Mr
members, | indicate that we strenuously oppose the thirlliott’s private member’s Bill will be knocked off.
reading. The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting:

The Hon. T. CROTHERS: That is okay, but if he has not

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | make one point. | have thenitwill get carried. | hope this is not a vote of confidence
children who were in a school that was part of a group ofn the Government. If the numbers are not there in the other
schools that the Government was considering closing. ThEouse to pass the Bill then the mechanics of the parliamen-
uncertainty of the teachers just with the existing process, angry procedures come into effect, and that is that governing
of parents and children was extraordinary. The honourablbodies of both Houses will meet in an endeavour to thrash out
member wants to extend that out by another 18 months. It iany differences and if nobody yields then the same measure
bizarre and, as a parent, | would much rather lobby for thevould occur to the Hon. Mr Elliott’s Bill as occurs to other
decision, put my submissions in and, when there is a nicBills where no agreement between the Houses can be
clean result, get on as a parent and get on with educating witeached. Whilst | appreciate the Leader’s position as the
my children. former Minister for Education wanting to make his position

There being a disturbance in the Strangers’ Gallery:  particularly clear on this issue, | think there has been a fair

The PRESIDENT: Order! If there is any more interjec- bit of prolixity with respect to our Standing Orders regarding
tion from the gallery, | am afraid we will have to remove you, the debate in this matter. | do not mind; | can stay here all
and we do not want to do that. night. | have nobody to go home to.

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: If there is another outburst, The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
| am absolutely entitled to ask that this place be adjourned The PRESIDENT: Order!
and we will come back and deal with this matter tomorrow. The Hon. T. CROTHERS: There goes the master of
The honourable member’s Bill is seeking to drag out the painprolixity again, the young Mr Redford. | really do need some
At the end of the day, if the Minister is stubborn, he or sheprotection from this individual. | indicate that | will be
can still close the school. Every now and again we gesupporting the third reading stage of this Bill, and then the
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matter can be debated full term. Once it goes to the other PAIRS (cont.)

place, any consequential amendments that might be proffered  Zollo, C. Stefani, J. F.
by the other place can then be considered by the mover of the
Bill. That position with respect to procedure was well known
to everyone in this Chamber tonight from about 11.30 p.m.
onwards. It is now 2.5 in the morning. Well might we ask
what this long winded debate was all about. | understand the
former Minister for Education and the present Treasurer
wanting to put his point of view on the record. | cannot
understand the amount of prolixity that | witnessed tonight,,
with respect to debating this Bill. Finally, and somewhat

reluctantly, | conclude by saying that | will support the third MOTOR VEHICLES (HEAVY VEHICLES

reading of the Bill. REGISTRATION CHARGES) AMENDMENT BILL
The Council divided on the third reading: GIS ONC GES)

Majority of 3 for the Ayes.
Third reading thus carried.

STATUTES AMENDMENT (MINISTERS OF THE
CROWN) BILL

Returned from the House of Assembly without amend-
ent.

AYES(9) Returned from the House of Assembly without amend-
Crothers, T. Elliott, M. J. (teller) ment.
Giffillan, I. Holloway, P.
Kanck, S. M. Pickles, C. A. ROAD TRAFFIC (SPEED ZONES) AMENDMENT
Roberts, T. G. Weatherill, G. BILL
Xenophon, N.

NOES (6) Returned from the House of Assembly without amend-
Davis, L. H. Dawkins, J. S. L. ment.
Lawson, R. D. Lucas, R. I.
Redford, A. J. Schaefer, C. V. ADJOURNMENT

PAIRS
Cameron, T. G. Griffin, K. T. At 2.12 a.m. the Council adjourned until Wednesday 10

Roberts, R. R. Laidlaw, D. V. December at 2.15 p.m.



