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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

Tuesday 24 February 1998

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

2.15 p.m. and read prayers.

PAPERS TABLED

The following papers were laid on the table:
By the Treasurer (Hon. R.l. Lucas)—
Regulations under the following Acts—
Financial Institutions Duty Act 1983—Dutiable
Receipts
Stamp Duties Act 1923—Transactions Excluded
By the Minister for Justice (Hon. K.T. Griffin)—

Juvenile Justice Advisory Committee—Report, 1996-97
Regulation under the following Act—

Rural councils are required by legislation to provide funds for
CFS equipment as specified in the Standards of Fire and
Emergency Cover. Funding for the State Emergency Service
is provided through the State Budget, supplemented by
Federal grants and grants from Councils. Budgets for 1997-98
are:

MFS $59 672 000

CFS $13 375000

SES $1552 000
Both CFS and SES real costs significantly exceed these
figures, because additional funds are expended by local
government in meeting service outcomes. Concern has been
expressed that even these levels of funding are inadequate to
meet the real needs of volunteer training and equipment
provision for the CFS and SES.

Inequity in current arrangements: The current system has
a number of shortfalls. Those who do not insure, who
underinsure or who insure offshore, do not contribute their

Second-hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act 1996—  fair share (if they contribute at all) to the provision of
Principal emergency services critical to ensuring the safety of citizens
By the Minister for Transport and Urban Planning and property. The Insurance Council of Australia estimates
(Hon. Diana Laidlaw)— that as many as 31 per cent of households may not be
Reports, 1996-97 insured—one in three homes simply may not contribute. This
Institute of Medical and Veterinary Science highlights the problem.
West Beach Trust _ o _ The Local Government Association argues there is unfair-
Reﬁ’\;l’éb‘r’]’t‘ égeﬂlgﬁe_“m Oagféa;:r?(g ro;t]'gjeN%'iSrH'eCtlrﬁgﬁac” of ness in that metropolitan councils are only required to
Local Heritage Plan Amendment Report. contribute 12% per cent of the MFS budget, whereas rural
councils are required to provide adequate equipment for fire-
fighting within their respective areas. These rural councils
may, therefore, be bearing a higher proportion of costs
compared with metropolitan councils. For these reasons the
leave to make a ministerial statement. Government believes it is time to put a more strategic
Leave granted. framework in place so that our emergency services can be
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Over the past 20 years or so, placed on a more secure and rational basis into the next
and particularly more recently, there has been widespreadillennium and so that all citizens can feel confident that, in
public pressure for reform of the funding arrangements fothe event of an emergency, they are adequately provided for.
the emergency services in this State to eliminate significant Proposals: The various examinations of the issue have
inequities, adopt a strategic approach to the provision afenerally come down on the side of replacing the present
emergency services and ensure appropriate funding of thof@mgmented arrangements (including the removal of the levy
services. The funding system for emergency services in Southn insurance) with an emergency services levy on property
Australia has been examined by various Governments iholders and, in some instances, on mobile property such as
1978, 1982, 1985, 1987 and 1995 but no Government hasotor vehicles. The 1995 examination of the issue, drawing
grasped the nettle of radical restructuring of the current mishen past reports and proposals proposed that an emergency
mash funding of our emergency services. services levy be placed on all property owners (excluding
Recently, the Insurance Council of Australia, the SoutlCommonwealth Government), and an emergency services
Australian Volunteer Fire Brigades Association and thdevy be placed on the registration of all mobile property in the
Country Fire Service as well as the Local GovernmenState to contribute 15 per cent of the total funding require-
Assaociation have all made strong public statements in suppomtent with the expectation of the elimination of the levy
of alternative funding arrangements for emergency servicesomponent currently included in insurance premiums.
and have drawn attention to the inequities of the present It was proposed that the emergency services levy should
system, not just in respect of who funds and by what meange:
but also as to who is funded and to what extent. relative to the capital value of the property
The Governmernit s 1997 Election Policy committed the: adjusted for the risk and hazard ratings associated with
Government to introducing a more appropriate and equitable each property type in different locations.
funding system which will ensure all emergency services arét has also been suggested that such an emergency services
provided with adequate resources. It is time to meet théevy be collected by local government as an agent for the
challenge and to seriously address the funding arrangemerggate Government and be dedicated to an Emergency Services
for emergency services. Fund to pay for running and capital costs of CFS, MFS and
Current funding arrangements: The current fundingSES. The Government does not have any preconceived views
arrangements are complex. Through an emergency servictst this is the model to be followed, but is convinced a more
levy, customers of insurance companies contribute approxequitable approach must be developed.
mately 70 per cent of the combined operating budget of the Other States: The vexegiestion of funding of emergency
South Australian Metropolitan Fire Service and CFS. Theservices has now been addressed in three jurisdictions in
balance is contributed by State and local government, and &ustralia. The Western Australian Government intends to
ultimately paid by taxpayers or the ratepayers of councilsimplement a new funding model for fire services on 1 July

EMERGENCY SERVICES FUNDING
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Minister for Justice): | seek
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1998, applying only to the areas serviced by the Westerextensive consultation with all volunteers, emergency
Australian fire and rescue services. Queensland and Tasmaservices agencies and other stakeholders during the develop-
have both introduced a property-based levy system for thment of the new funding model and report to Government by
funding of fire services. the end of April 1998. The committee will identify all the

Where to from here: There is an urgent need to address tlemergency and rescue services provided by CFS, SES and the
funding problems confronting our emergency services. Thdletropolitan Fire Service and those emergency, rescue,
CFS has accumulated $13.6 million debt. This has happenedcovery and support services provided by other agencies and
through no fault of the management or board of thebodies such as Ambulance, South Australian Police, Volun-
organisation, but has proved to be a stifling debt level. Théeer Coast Guard and Surf Life Saving.

Government radio network contract is a very significant  The Government regards this as important because, while
project with major implications for the emergency servicesthese organisations all contribute to the emergency rescue and
The need for an effective and efficient communication SyStemecovery services, funding is derived from various
for the emergency services is paramount, yet at this stage tifovernment and non-government sources in what is very
emergency services and the Government have still to fund th@uch arad hocmanner. This is an important initiative. The
cost of this initiative, which is in excess of $120 million. prospects are exciting, promising better levels of training,
Funding must be found. Dispatch systems are critical t@quipment and services, as well as a sensible and fair
service delivery by the police and emergency servicegpproach to this issue for the citizens of South Australia, the
agencies to ensure the necessary relief, rescue or suppg# 000 dedicated volunteers involved in emergency services,
service resources are dispatched to incidents in responsedgate Government, local government and the insurance
calls or alarms. industry, with the prospect of emergency services being
The existing computer-aided dispatch systems of th@roperly funded into the next century. These prospects should

South Australian Metropolitan Fire Service and the Southy|| encourage us to work together to achieve that goal.
Australian Ambulance Service are nearing the end of their

economical and operational life and require upgrading. A

similar situation will exist with the South Australian Police QUESTION TIME

CAD system within two years. The Country Fire Services and

State Emergency Service do not operate their own CAD RAIL REFORM TRANSITION PROGRAM

systems but utilise the systems of the other agencies in the

metropolitan area. Once again, this project needs to be The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: Iseek leave to make

funded. a brief explanation before asking the Minister for Transport
In the case of the SES, there is an urgent need to standar@lquestion about the rail reform transition program.

ise the operational vehicles used by the SES and to reduce the Leave granted.

burden on local fundraising. _ The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: The rail reform
Allthis, in addition to the ongoing need for capital works ansition program was set up by the Federal Government to
for emergency services, must be provided for and is proposeghmpensate Tasmania and South Australia for job losses in
to be addressed in this project, remembering that much of {ra| areas following the sale of Australian National. The
would have to be funded by the emergency services in anymount to be allocated to each State was in proportion to the
event, much of it probap!y through an increase In theprojected job losses. Last year’s Budget Estimates (Financial
insurance levy plus additional contributions from local Paper No. 2, page 120) included an estimated amount of
government and the State Government. . $10 million under the national rail transition program to be
The Government recognises the need to address this issyR|uded in the 1997-98 budget. The budget also states that
as amatter of priority and is aiming to have a new scheme ift was expected that the Economic Development Authority
place so that alternative funding arrangements can commengg,yid expend the whole amount during this current financial
on 1 July 1999. The Government will therefore immediatelyyear, yet the Federal Transport Minister told the Federal
form a steering committee of relevant stakeholders t¢grliament's Rural and Regional Affairs and Transport
progress this initiative. The committee will report to the | ggisjation Committee that $10 million had been divided
Minister for Justice, Minister for Police, Correctional petween the two States. He said that Tasmania received
Services and Emergency Services and will be chaired by §1 027 million and South Australia $8.973 million.
senior executive from the justice portfolio. Its membership Given that the South Australian Centre for Economic

will include senior representation from Treasury and Flnanc‘j;tudies estimates that the closure of AN at Port Augusta

E;roevne“rﬁ%::tdof%?gntﬁté I_ISg:IS(t;r())/vear?]?neziﬁjsso%g?iohc;:na lone would lead to the loss of about 872 jobs over the next
. . ! . h ; our to five years, it would appear that South Australia needs
the insurance industry. The committee will be assisted b

. ; Yore money (I am sure the Minister would agree), not less,
appropriate consgltants and have the assistance of Iegr?tfm the rail reform transition program. My questions are:
officers and Parliamentary Counsel for the purpose o

drafting the framework legislation to enable the model to be 1. Willthe Minister confirm t.hat the amount allocated to
put in place. South _/-\_ustralla_l ur_]der th_e national rail reform program is
The task of the committee will be to recommend to$10 Million, as indicated in the budget papers?
Government the appropriate model for a more equitable and 2.In respect of the amount received by South Australia,
rational scheme for funding emergency services in SoutWill the Minister advise which projects have been approved,
Australia. The model will substitute for existing funding how much each is to receive, and how much each has been
arrangements. This will mean, for example, that those whéllocated to date?
do insure their properties will no longer be required to pay an 3. Will the Minister also outline the job creation plans for
additional levy as part of their insurance premium. The modethese projects, given the projected job losses in towns such
will be all embracing. The steering committee will undertakeas Port Augusta?
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The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: The rail reform package to predict in precise terms, for example, the impact of the
was a big part of the Federal Government's sale program fazhange to the Commonwealth Youth Allowance. We know,
Australian National. In fact, $20 million has been assignedor example, that schools nationally are predicting large
by the Federal Government for job creation and economiaumbers of students coming back into the Government school
development programs in areas where job losses hawsystem, but we do not know whether that will be 100, 1 000
occurred because of the sale process. The sale process in bott2 000 students. Ballpark estimates have been used in all
South Australia and Tasmania has achieved a better thé@tates to try to estimate the impact of some of the
anticipated result in terms of the number of jobs that hav&Commonwealth changes, but the reality is that until we
been retained by the business. actually move into each calendar school year we do not know

| think Australian Southern Railroad and Great Southerrwhat the impact of the enrolment benchmark adjustment will
Railways (formerly Genesee Wyoming) that bought thebe.
national passenger business have both produced growth plansThe estimates that the Minister’s department has produced
for rail. So, | think they have taken on what they estimate taare ballpark estimates in terms of the best guess that they can
be the minimum number of jobs and they then plan to growmake at this stage as to what the impact might be and they
the business. are, indeed, important, but the Minister, indeed his depart-

It is against this background that the rail reform fund wasment and myself, would acknowledge that no-one can really
developed. | chaired that committee in South Australia, buknow until we see the numbers of students in our Government
the chairmanship will now be taken over by the Hon. Grahanschools in South Australia for each year.

Ingerson because, today, the projects are becoming more and The general Government position has been that if the
more economic development related rather than transpo@ommonwealth Government makes reductions to services in
related, and the staff who support the work of the rail refornthe States, the Commonwealth Government must accept
fund in South Australia are all from the economic develop+esponsibility for that. The State Government does not have
ment area (formerly the Economic Development Authority,an unlimited bucket of money to make up for reductions that
now Industry and Trade). So, it is logical that Mr Ingersonthe Commonwealth Government introduces in particular
should take over that responsibility. areas. However, this Government being a reasonable

It was always assumed that in the first financial year thésovernment will always consider each issue on a case by
$10 million would be divided between Tasmania and Soutttase basis, and we will need to consider the particular needs
Australia, and the proportions of about $1 million to of the education portfolio as we get harder information based
Tasmania and $9 million to South Australia were understoodin facts in terms of the potential impact.

It was always considered that of the $9 million that would The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting:

come to South Australia the great bulk (probably about 80 or The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | think the Minister has indicated

90 per cent) would go to Port Augusta and the Eyre Peninsuléhat this year any adjustment—if there is to be any adjustment
region. to Commonwealth funding—is able to be handled within the

That has been so in the allocations that have bee#l.5 billion budget. It is not this year where there is, poten-
recommended by the State committee and subsequentially, a significant problem. Itis further down the three-year
approved by the parliamentary secretary for transporior four-year track that the Minister has highlighted where
Applications have been sought and are now being assess#wse numbers, by estimate, become larger.
for the further $10 million for this financial year, and | would
anticipate that there will be announcements by the parliamen- ROAD SAFETY
tary secretary in the near future. | will get details of all the . .
programs approved to date and the estimated job numbers. The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | seek leave to give a brief
We have them close at hand—I just do not have them witi§XPlanation before asking the Minister for Transport a
me today—so | should be able to provide more detailediUestion about road safety campaigns.

advice before we rise at the end of this week. Leave granted. .
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: In the South-East on Friday
EDUCATION FUNDING afternoon a horrific accident resulted in the deaths of four

elderly citizens. The investigation apparently has shown that

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: My question is to the the elderly driver went through a give-way sign and that a log
Treasurer and relates to education funding. Given that thieearing truck crashed into the car and then tipped over on to
Minister for Education was reported in th&dvertiser the car, killing its occupants. This is the second such accident
recently as saying that the cumulative cut to Federal granis the South-East in the past eight to ten months, the previous
to South Australia for public education over the next fourone occurring in Bordertown.
years as a result of the enrolment benchmark adjustment It is clear to those who drive in the country, particularly
scheme is estimated to be $33.4 million, will the Treasurein the Riverland, the Barossa Valley and the South-East, that
give assurance that the State budget will make up the shortfatie mix of traffic is difficult for many people—residents,
in Federal funding? visitors and the elderly—to manage. The mix of traffic in the

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Minister for Education and South-East—Ilog trucks, vehicle movements associated with
| deal with realities and facts, and we will deal with the agricultural use and those types of vehicles—is similar to that
situation as the years evolve or move on. The estimates retyf the Riverland, the Barossa Valley and the Clare Valley.
substantially on estimates of the numbers of students who The recent advent of road trains and the double-Bs has
will attend both Government and non-Government schoolsnade that mix much more dangerous. Will the Government
in terms of the percentages and, secondly, the total numbeun targeted road safety campaigns which highlight the
of students attending schools both in South Australia andangers associated with mixed function traffic movements
nationally—but, in particular, in South Australia. Having within those geographical areas and any other geographical
been Minister for Education, the reality is that we are not ableone as designated in South Australia?
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The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: In terms of the horror tions to help them to stop reoffending. The data in this report
accident to which the honourable member refers, there wikaid the program started on 9 December 1996 with 14
be an inquest, as would be appropriate, to determine thgarticipants. The capacity of the unit is now 24. This
circumstances. | express my concern and that of theommunity targets prisoners with an identified drug abuse
Government, and | suspect all members of the Parliamenproblem. The percentages revealed in the report related the
about the increase in the road toll over recent months. We hatbmber of inmates means that at any one time in South
an outstanding record last year—the best since records hadeistralian prisoners there are nearly 1 200 inmates who are
been kept. Notwithstanding the doubling of the number thiglassified as directly affected by drug or alcohol dependency
calendar year, the decline overall is still considerable in termaddiction and just under 500—480—whose offences are
of road deaths. directly related to this addiction. | believe it is clear to all

Notwithstanding the overall concern of the Parliament andnembers that the media and the other sources of comment
the community for the families which have been involved, land observation make very clear the high proportion of our
think it is important to keep it in perspective and to keep aoffences due to addiction to drug and alcohol.
focus on safety. Therefore, | will put the honourable Therefore, | ask the Attorney-General representing the
member’s question to the Office of Road Safety in terms oMinister—although he might care to answer himself—the
the advertising campaigns it launches with the Motorfollowing questions: does he not agree that the numbers—24
Accident Commission. Itis currently engaged in a televisioras cited in Cadell—are a totally inadequate and belated
and radio campaign about the network of random breathalysesponse to what must be the number one issue for rehabilita-
ers and laser guns. | understand that further advertising wition of offenders? What, if any, other programs do currently
be done on speed. We know from past research that faxist? What numbers do they involve? What plans are there,
country areas, and particularly for country residents, df any, to confront this major problem with further programs
different type of advertisement is required than for theas outlined in the Cadell program?
general metropolitan area. This was highlighted duringaroad The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Because the honourable
safety campaign undertaken in the Riverland last year. member has referred to a number of statistics, | think it is

The honourable member’s suggestion for the Riverlandappropriate that | refer the question to my colleague and bring
the South-East and the Mid North in terms of focusing on thédack a considered response. There is no doubting that alcohol
mix of traffic may be appropriate in terms of the Office of and drug abuse is a major cause for concern, not just in the
Road Safety’s proposal to prepare different campaigns foprison system but in other places, and there are a number of

regional areas. innovative programs which are available, particularly in the

prison system, but | do not have all that detail at my finger

CORRECTIONAL SERVICES, DRUG AND tips. | will undertake to refer the question and bring back a
ALCOHOL reply.

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: Mr President, | have a

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | seek leave to make a brief supplementary question. Does the Minister agree that there
explanation before asking the Attorney-General, representing no way that any programs are dealing with the 1 100? What
the Minister for Correctional Services, a question relating tqpercentage of the 1 100 are currently being or intend to be
drug and alcohol treatment in South Australian prisons. treated by the Government?

Leave granted. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: |do not acceptthatitis 1 100

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: The 1996-97 South who are affected, but that is the projection which the
Australian Department for Correctional Services Annuahonourable member has made. Subject to that qualification,
Report set an average daily occupancy of a bit over 1 400will certainly pursue that issue as well.
inmates in South Australian prisons during that period. In the ,
same report are some statistics from the Australian Prison GAMBLERS’ REHABILITATION FUND
Population Profile which, one can assume, relate to those |, reply toHon. NICK XENOPHON (9 December 1997).
1 400 people, and | select some which | believe are relevant The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW:
to the question and back up the general image of the prison 1. The distribution of $0.5 million funds for the ‘Families in
population: 32 per cent are serving sentences for alcohol aﬁﬂ??‘aepaz%?grti';erﬁ 'Irg?ngcr’l?;r'ge@‘ﬁmﬁg%{%g&g‘g (‘;?‘;gj;rem
drug-related offences; 7.5 to 80 per cent have 'alcohol and funding through thFe): Common\z/vealth Department of Health and
other drug problems. With regard to female prisoners and Family Services—Emergency Relief Program
their statistics specifically, 80 per cent have alcohol and other The capacity for the organisation to distribute the funds ac-
drug problems; 62 per cent were under the influence of a drug cording to established procedures which ensure that those in most
at the time of their offence; 64 per cent are heavy drug users; peeciﬂr‘gmg%?g“’e the highest priority and to meet accountability
and 38 per cent have drug-related health problems. From the The need to reflect the relative levels of disadvantage between
previous year's report there is a brief description of the regional areas across the State

Cadell New Era Therapeutic Community and | quote from- The need to direct a significant level of funds to recently arrived
that report: migrants experiencing financial hardship
. . .- The need to provide funds to Aboriginal organisations for

Located at Cadell Training Centre is a structured program which  g|jocation to high need communities and individuals
targets prisoners with identified substance abuse problems. The \inimise administration costs associated with the allocation and
therapeutic community has been operating for appropriately accountability of funds
12 months with, since inception, 36 prisoners having spent various - an offer has been made to twenty one agencies for the additional
amounts of time in the NTC with an average of 15 atany one timegynding for general welfare assistance which will help organisations
In this current year's report is a little more detail of the Cadellc?/%%mémge ongoing demand for services from families affected
training program. The ObJ(.ECt'Ve IS tq motivate pz’?lrtICI.pantS Funds have been distributed on a geographic basis across the
who are men and who are in adult prison for the first time tostate and to ethnic and Aboriginal specific organisations to ensure
take control of their lives and to develop skills and percepihe above criteria is met.



Tuesday 24 February 1998 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 365

Assistance will largely take the form of material assistance andVorkers and teachers in rural Aboriginal Communities and Anangu
cash relief to families in need. Agencies will be in the best positionCommunities. There are approximately 100 AEW s.
to decide how funds should be distributed to those most in need. Employment

2. | refer the member to my 11 December 1997 Ministerial  The Aboriginal Employment Education Development Branch
Statement on the Gamblérs Rehabilitation Fund (GRF) and thmEEDB), Department for Educatioﬂ7 Training and Emp'oyment

accumulation of $1.8 million of carry forward funds due to the start-(DETE) provides the following programs to assist Aboriginal people
up time required to establish the Fund and the Break Even counseh improving literacy and numeracy skills:

ling services. - Aboriginal Education Program
As detailed in that Ministerial Statement, in 1995-96 the hotel e :
and club contribution to the GRF increased to $1.5 million. As an- Aboriginal _Educatlon Stu_dy Centre P_rogram
nounced at the time, the State Government s $500 000 contribution State Public Sector Aboriginal Recruitment & Career Develop-
was distributed to community agencies to provide material assistance Ment Strategy
and financial assistance to families in need. - Family Well Being Program
Since 1995-96, the Government has maintained this commitment Aboriginal Cultural Awareness.
by providing an additional $500 000 in appropriation to the  The programs also seek to increase the Aboriginal enrolment
Department of Family and Community Services (now the Departrates by assisting Aboriginal people in returning to further education
ment of Human Services) to fund community benefits. In 1996-97to obtain educational qualifications.
this $500 000 was spent on Keeping Families Together services The Family Wellbeing Program is a community development
provided by community agencies such as Anglicare and Port Pirigtiative for Aboriginal people and non Aboriginal people alike who
Central Mission. work in Aboriginal service delivery areas. The program addresses

As advised in the Ministerial Statement, the annual $1.5 millionthe physical, mental, emotional and spiritual issues which impact on
contribution from the hotels and clubs is now virtually fully family unity and stability.

committed to various services, including the Break Even counselling.,ousing
services. Of the $1.8 million in carry forward funds, $500 000 has .- . . . .
been allocated to provide material assistance to families affected by 11€ Ab_c()jrlglnaIbHou5|n€|_Un|t of tlhe SdOUth ,IAL;]straI]an Housing
gambling, and the Gamblérs Rehabilitation Fund Committee i rust_f_prol?/l Py vl o renlta A ol of T10 43 Dyadrams
examining a number of initiatives for the remaining carry forward SPecifically for Aboriginal people. A total of $10.43 million,
funds. COTr?“SIng Cct)rfr)mon\_/vclealth and State funds, is allocated to this area

3. The availability of 24 hour telephone counselling service ha\gOr ﬁ. current financial year. . | ies in th
been recognised as a gap in the current service response to peoRIgT Is program comprises approximately 1700 properties in the
effected by gambling. elaide metropolitan areas and country regional areas. _

Such a service will provide counselling and referral to local  The Rural and Remote Housing Program has to date provided
Break Even services and information about gambling and problerfver 480 dwellings to communities on Aboriginal owned land. The
gambling issues. The availability of 24 hour service offeringfunding for this program has approximately doubled in the last two
anonymous counselling will allow for immediate access to supporfinancial years, in recognition of the serious housing shortages
for those people experiencing a crisis as result of their gambling. €xperienced bY_ those communities. ) o

The Government is currently in the process of working with the  Demonstration Projects are conducted with Aboriginal Com-
Gamblers Rehabilitation Fund Committee to identify an optimalmunities covering building, maintenance, health and education,
model for the provision of such a service and will then commencéeeking to improve water and sewage, management as well as
negotiations for the implementation of the service. It is anticipatedncreased employment, incomes and a sense of ownership.

that the service will be available in late March/early April 1998. Through establishment of an Aboriginal Housing Authority
significant restructure in the management, funding and delivery of
ABORIGINES, LIVING CONDITIONS hort:_singd for Aboriginal households and communities will be
achieved.
In response tdéion. T.G. ROBERTS (3 December 1997). Health
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: The SA Health Commission works closely with the Aboriginal
Education Health Council, the peak advisory body on Aboriginal health, in

The South Australian Public Education and Children Servicesletermining appropriate policies and strategies which govern the
Department of Education Training and Employment (DETE)—hasoperation of the Commission s services.

established five strategic directions to provide a basis for future A memorandum of understanding which outlines respective roles

planning at all levels of the system which are as follows: and responsibilities has been signed between the Aboriginal Health
developing the individual and society Council, the Aboriginal Health Division, SA Health Commission.
achieving unity through diversity Aboriginal health sub-committees have also been established to
strengthening community support the Aboriginal members on the various regional health
creating a spirit of enterprise councils in SA.
becoming global citizens The SA Health Commission allocated funding for 96/97 financial
Within the Aboriginal Education and Children s Services, theyear to the Aboriginal Health Council ($2 106), Pika Wiya

following outcomes are currently being achieved: (%963 900), Ceduna Koonibba ($294 700) and Nganampa ($856 600)

priority has been given to preschool initiatives in DETE dis- for their daily operations.

cussions with Anangu communities regarding proposed across An Aboriginal Community Development Project Team based in
sector education provision (Local Education Centres) Port Augusta, has worked with Port Augusta, Davenport, Copley,
early childhood education service provision for children in Nepabunna, Oodnadatta and Oak Valley Communities on the
homelands areas has been extended by the establishmentdsvelopment of Health Action groups to encourage and support the

Murputja School and distance education trials development of appropriate and realistic options to address the
provision of a preschool outreach service at Oak Valleyproblems which affect their health.
(homelands) This Project Team has developed ‘Alcohol Free Days’ and is

a Childreri s Services Officer is now located within the supported by the Lions Club of Port Augusta in conducting a Drug
Aboriginal Education Unit providing closer operational man- and Alcohol Workshop in Davenport.
agement between Children s Services and Schooling Sector  The South Australian Health Partnership (SAHP) has represen-
all Aboriginal and Anangu Communities have Child Parenttatives of Commonwealth Department of Health and Family
Centres with AEW s and teachers in each. Services, SA Health Commission, ATSIC and Aboriginal Health
DETE is working with Senior Secondary Assessment Board ofCouncil of SA Inc. The SAHP represents a joint commitment to a
SA (SSABSA) to increase the number of Aboriginal students in thecommon vision and to working together on the bigger picture in
South Australian Certification of Education (SACE). The Aboriginal Health. It has been successful in securing funding from
Government has committed $250 000 in 1998 to address the issugt'e Commonwealth for a project to improve health outcomes for
of retention, participation and attainment. remote Aboriginal patients with renal conditions treated at the Alice
Priorities have also been established through Early Childhoo&prings Hospital, Port Augusta Hospital, the Wormen s and
program by increasing the services of Aboriginal EducationalChildreni s Hospital and the Queen Elizabeth Hospital.
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BAKEWELL BRIDGE but they are not: they do not seem to be keen to listen at all.

At 1422 hours the Port Manager informed—
In reply toHon. CAROLYN PICKLES (19 February).

- ] . Members interjecting:
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: During the current financial year . .
Transport SA has spent in the order of $230 000 on maintenance | € Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: Mobil has been accused

repairs and safety improvements to the Bakewell Bridge. Safety imof not even advising the State Oil Spill Commander that this
provements include the placement of white edge lines and reflectiMeak had taken place and that is an absolute lie. | can advise
pavement markers on the ?ﬁgr?gggﬁsof“’mﬁgf S%‘;‘Tlgéhgré’g'sdgggat at 1422 hours the Port Manager further contacted the
concrete on the underside of the deck, beams, columns, abutment antfit€ Oil Spill Commander on this occasion of the decision
parapet walls and some sections of the pedestrian footpath. 9 Waterflush the line and the Department of Transport—now
addition, five asphalt deck joints were repaired and some pavemeffransport SA—approved of the decision to waterflush.

Cra\cl\liiftiuir:ggir:getgiﬁeens'ide barriers, the two damaged sections 3. Inresponse (o the third question—was the spill at 1636
chain mesh have been temporarily ’repaired to a standard similarcg’ours reported to the Department of Transport (the time of

strength to the original barrier. The red bunting has been left ther#1€ Spill)—I can advise that it was. At 16.45 the Port Manager
to indicate to motorists the temporary nature of the repairs. Transporeported that the water plug was completed. During the
SA officers are currently in the process of examining the mostcourse of putting through the water plug he reported a further
appropriate repair options for the damaged sections of barrier. Th@pill of light Arabian crude estimated to be less than 100
assessment of options will be completed by the end of March. . .
litres. The report was made as the sun was setting. The
OIL SPILL permission was sought to use a chemical dispersant—Shell
DDC—on the spill to further disperse it, and that permission

The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: | seek leave to read a Was granted. , . ,
reply to a question asked by the Hon. Sandra Kanck on | will read a letter from Mobil Refining Australia to the

19 February 1998 regarding a Port Stanvac oil spill. local member for Reynell, Ms Gay Thompson, and | under-
Leave granted. stand that a similar letter has been circulated to all members.

The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: When this question was 't réads as follows:

asked last Thursday, | advised that | would seek to have a Last Thursday 19 February 1998, in the South Australian
arliament [Hon.] Sandra Kanck (Democrat MLC) raised a number

reply .tOday and | am pleased to be able to provide th%fallegations concerning the December 1996 oil spill at the Adelaide
following answer. | am also pleased to be able to reassurgfinery. In her comments. [the Hon. Sandra Kanck] made a
honourable members that there is no foundation whatsoevaumber of allegations, including

for the Hon. Sandra Kanck’s assertion that ‘between 40 000 that the required incident notification(s) between the refinery and
and 140 000 litres of crude oil gushed into the sea’ at Porfegulatory authorities may not have occurred

that there were two spills rather than one;
Stanvac on 23 September 1996. - that specific action taken in the course of managing the incident,

The Hon. L.H. Davis: It created a headline, though, eg the decision to water flush the hose, was taken for specific
didn'tit? commercial reasons and therefore, by implication without due regard
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW:  Yes, it was aimed to forfh”gft'ﬁ)ggeln;g' and other factors, <pilled
Cfea“? aheadline. The facts did not seem to .matter much. Tlﬁese allegations were also reported in the AdelAidieertiseron
oil sp|I.I was 10 000 litres. The State Oil Spill _Commander, Saturday 21 February 1998.
Captain Walter Stuart, has confirmed that this assertion b
the Hon. Sandra Kanck is a gross exaggeration. The m
mum spillage was 10 000 litres. That was confirmed—

The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting:

. o . Itis of concern [the Hon.] Ms Kanck did not contact the refinery
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: * No oil in the ocean is to raise her concerns or to check the veracity of her allegations. If she

acceptable, | would strongly contend to the Hon. lan Giffillan,had done so the matters could have been quickly clarified. By not
but | would also say that it is absolutely unacceptable to comdoing so she has unnecessarily caused the competence and reputation
into this place and accuse a company like Mobil of, first, forof the Adelaide refinery and its people to be called into question.

i ; ; What are the facts?
commercial reasons, not acting responsibly and, secondly, for 1. That the refinery at all times kept the regulatory authorities

so exaggerating claims without seeking to check those claimsytified of the incident, thus conforming to statutory requirements
and causing wider concern throughout the community. As And sound oil spill management procedures.

say, the State Oil Spill Commander, Captain Walter Stuart, 2. Alldecisions in relation to managing the incident, including
has confirmed that the assertion by the Hon. Sandra KandRe water flush of the hose, were taken in conjunction with, and with

. . e full endorsement of, the regulatory authorities. Moreover, the
is a gross exaggeration. In terms of the honourable membe regulatory authorities were physically on site for the duration of the

specific questions: incident, thus allowing for close cooperation and teamwork in the
1. At 1410 hours on 23 September, the Manager of Pofhanagement process. o o
Stanvac, Captain Bill Woolnough, reported that a slight leak, 3. The September 1996 oil spill related to one single incident—

. . . P . . the failure of one of the refinery’s floating SBM hoses.
of light Arabian crude (in the vicinity of five to 10 litres) had ™™, refinery totally rejects any implication or suggestion that

occurred. He advised that a line had been placed on th@mmercial considerations determined either the manner or the
vacuum to prevent any further leakage and work boats wen@ethod of the oil spill management process. The key concern for

employed to disperse the oil by mechanical action. both the refinery and the regulatory authorities was the safety of

2. The honourable member asked whether the Departmemsi%ﬁﬂzﬁpnel involved in managing the incident and care for the

of Transport was informed of the decision to waterflush the 5 Following the incident the Department of Transport [now
damaged hose and, if so, if it approved. | advise that th&ransport SA], EPA and Mobil conducted a thorough incident
department was informed. At 1422 hours— investigation. From this investigation it was estimated that 10 000

. T litres of oil were spilled.
Members interjecting: . . | trust that this information helps clear any concerns you might
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW:  You would think that have in relation to the refinery’s response to the September 1996

honourable members opposite might be interested in the fadtsident.

IPimay add that on my understanding they were reported
AFithout checking with Mobil, so Mobil may wish to take that
further. The letter continues:
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The letter is signed by Glenn W. Henson, Refinery ManageOpposition, who is floundering in an attempt to find reasons
to oppose the proposed sale of ETSA and Optima.
OPPOSITION LEADER Members interjecting:

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: We will talk about that later;
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | seek leave to make an explan- hank you for that invitation.

ation before asking the Minister as Leader of the Government \jembers interjecting:
and Treasurer a question about statements made by the The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: After Queenslanders, yes. In

Leader of the Opposition. relation to the Casino, it is curious logic of the Hon. Mike
Leave granted. . Rann. In endeavouring to criticise the Premier and the
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: The Advertiserof Saturday 21 Government over this issue it would appear (it is hard to tell

February had a rather remarkable headline: "Wrong fighfyith the Hon. Mike Rann sometimes) that what he is arguing

being fought, says Rann.’ The article, by Greg Kelton th&y s to remove the monopoly status of the Casino here in

journalist, states: South Australia. There are two sensible reasons why we
The Opposition has accused the Premier of fighting to save theould not want to do that; there are obviously social policy
State’s Casino but not ETSA. The National Competition Council hazoms and secondly it does not make much sense. If you

warned all State Governments they might be forced to allow furthe . .
casino licences in each State to qualify for competition funds. Thév@nted to sell an asset such as a casino and maximise the

Premier, Mr Olsen, said on Thursday he would fight any moves téeturns from their investment to the taxpayers of South
have another casino in SA. Australia | would have thought you would be a little doubtful

Members interjecting: about the prospect of cutting into that position for the current

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: If you were so confident about Casino operator in South Australia. _
your Leader’s statement, why are you so worried about the The Premier has taken a strong view with his conscience
question? That quietened you, didn't it? The article states:in relation to gambling in South Australia, in particular

The Opposition Leader, MrRann, accused Mr Olsen Ofgam!ng machl_nes._Unllke Mike Rar_m, he is an opponen'_t of
monumental hypocrisy. gaming machines in South Australia. From a social policy

viewpoint, he does not believe we ought to have another
casino in South Australia. | understand that the Hon. Mike

‘In trying to justify his backflip on the ETSA sale, the Premier Elliott does not support that from a social policy viewpoint,
says he is being foréed to do so because of the NCC. he said. ‘Blﬁ'ther' So, on this issue the Hons Mr Elliott and John Olsen

he will fight the council over its calls for SA to end its casino &€ S one—

monopoly. He will fight to save our casino monopoly, but not our  The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

electricity industry and its workers. Mr Rann said it clearly showed  The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Yes, just like that—in terms of

the Pr%mler was really selling ETSA and Optima Energy because Wﬁis policy issue. It is an encouraging sign to see the Hons
wanted to, not_because he had to. . . Mike Elliott and John Olsen agreeing on that area of social

| read that twice. On Saturday morning sometimes you get gjicy goals. | could not understand the logic of Mike Rann’s
bit of funny journalism and you may not be as sharp as yoyoposition, as | have not been able to understand much of his

might be. | thought, ‘Goodness; what is the logic of thejygic in relation to his opposition to the ETSA-Optima sale.
proposition that the Leader of the Opposition is trying to

put?’ He is saying that the Premier is not fighting to save the POLICE SECURITY SERVICES

electricity industry; he is suggesting that the industry is to be

lost—that is the logical consequence—when quite clearly The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | seek leave to make a brief

what the Government is proposing is the privatisation of thexplanation before asking the Attorney-General, representing

industry. As the Treasurer would know, it was in fact thethe Minister for Police, questions about the Police Security

Labor Government which had agreed to sell a controllingServices and speed cameras.

interest in the South Australian Gas Company in 1993 and |eave granted.

also the State Bank, a decision it also took in 1993. Thatto The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: The December 1997 edition

members opposite would be known as privatisation; eveaf the South Coast Police Journabntained an open letter

they would probably recognise that as privatisation. from a police officer stationed at Christies Beach. He was
Where Mr Rann questions fighting to save the casin@oncerned about the negative publicity that the Police Force

monopoly, surely he is advocating another casino. We knowad received as a result of the Police Security Services

that Mr Rann is very keen on gambling, because he voted farialing a new speed camera. His letter stated:

the poker machine legislation, but here the only logical |amamember stationed at Christies Beach Patrols and recently

consequence of what he is saying is that he thinks we shouldaw a news item oBeven Nightly Newelating to Police Security

have another casino in South Australia. Does the Treasuré&ervices trialing a new speed camera. The story itself, or perhaps the

have a comment on this statement of Mr Rann’s which wagecurity officers concerned, was quite comical in the way they tried
reported in last SaturdayAdvertiseP 0 hide the camera from the news crews and quickly bundled it away

| N on their arrival as though it was some huge secret. What annoyed me
An honourable member interjecting: the most was the fact that the story was reported in a way that
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: No | don't, actually. | do recall portrayed those security officers as being police officers in that it

whilst eating my cocoa pops last Saturday morning havin sed words to the effect of ‘police wanted to keep the camera under

. aps’. It was my opinion that the way the members of the PSSD
the same thought as the Hon. Legh Davis as he struggled haved was childish and frankly pathetic on this occasion, and

reading this article in th@dvertisertwice. | nearly choked  perhaps the most annoying part was that these people were portrayed
on my cocoa pops. It is a curious— as being members of the Police Force, which they are not. | believe
Members interjecting: that SAPOL's association with PSSD should be defined as a matter

The Hon. R.|. LUCAS: Members opposite may have 2U9€ny (@ the public, and | believe that for his to occur the

wished otherwise: that indeed | had choked on my cocoa 1 pSSD members’ uniforms be changed so that they are totally
pops. It is curious logic on the part of the Leader of thedifferent from police officers.

And then Mr Rann, who is better known to many of his
colleagues opposite as the fabricator, is quoted as follows
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2. The word ‘Police’ be removed from their corporate identity situation in Auckland, and when he went out to the public and
e”t'?:e%}’he oublic need to be made aware that the operators of spe said that this was an example of privatisation and stating what
cameras are not members of the Police Force. Sbuld happen here in Adelaide, he knew what he was saying.

X ) He knew that it was untrue, yet he continued to say it. It was
The Iet;er went on to confirm what Labor has been saying fog pattie between him and Kevin Foley as to who would get
some time, as follows: ~ the most publicity on this issue.

The public need to know that we, the members of the Police  The advice | have been given is that there is a proposal to

Force, do not operate or even condone the way speed cameras At ;
operated at this present time and that many of us see the way §rtly privatise 25 per cent of Mercury Energy, but so far it

which they are operated at this time as being nothing but a revenué@s not proceeded because of some Opposition from the stock

raising tool. exchange to partial floats. There is a difference to the ETSA
My questions to the Minister are: corporatisation here where, | am told, the majority of the
1. Does he agree with the statement? capital is owned by Community Trust, which owns the capital

2. Has the Government any plans to rid the Police Forc€n behalf of the consumers. _
of the negative publicity associated with the operation of 10 all intents and purposes | am advised that we are
speed cameras by removing the word ‘Police’ from thdalking aboutgcorporatlsed entity and certalnly.not talking
uniforms and corporate identity of the Police SecurityabOUt something that has been sold off to the private sector.

Services? Indeed, the advice | received was that this form of
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | will refer the questions and Corporatisation is a half-way house where the companies are
bring back replies. not subject to adequate accountability to either elected
politicians or to private shareholders who are able to sell their
ELECTRICITY, PRIVATISATION shares.

The Hon. T.G. Roberts interjecting:

The Hon. J.S.L. DAWKINS: | seek leave to make a brief The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Terry Roberts is very
explanation prior to asking the Treasurer a question abouuiet at the moment. The other issue in relation to the
electricity supply. differences between New Zealand and South Australia is that

Leave granted. there is no independent oversight of the New Zealand utility,

The Hon. J.S.L. DAWKINS: | have noted in media such as Mercury Energy. Mercury Energy, | am told, is not
reports today that the Leader of the Opposition and theaccountable to any regulatory body, whereas in Victoria we
shadow Treasurer in another place have suggested that seveewe an Australian State-based regulator, the Office of
electricity supply problems, such as those currently beingregulator-General in Victoria—
experienced in the Auckland central business district, will The Hon. T.G. Roberts: That’s worse.
occur in Adelaide as a result of the proposed sale of ETSA The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: The Hon. Terry Roberts says that
and Optima. Does the Treasurer have any comments to maleworse than having no regulation at all. That is the Labor
on such suggestions? Party’s position. A senior frontbencher says that having

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | thank the honourable member regulations such as the Office of Regulator-General is worse
for his question because the Hon. Terry Roberts, by way ahan having no regulation, as in the New Zealand situation.
interjection to an earlier question principally about casinosThat is an indication of the shadow front bench position of
in quite an out of order way referred to Auckland in Newthe Labor Party on this issue. That is not a view that this
Zealand. It is consistent with the view that the Leader of the&Government will share. We will not go down a path advocat-
Opposition, Mike Rann, and the shadow Treasurer, Kevired by Terry Roberts, on behalf of Mike Rann, of having no
Foley, have been pursuing in the past 24 hours, whereiregulation in this area along the lines of the New Zealand
Kevin Foley has been proclaiming that looting in the streetgircumstance.
and raiding of homes has been occurring. | am told that on As the Premier has indicated, it is South Australia’s
5AA this morning someone from Auckland in New Zealandintention to follow a model similar to the Victorian model
has denied that. | am not sure who it was, but there is ahere the Office of the Regulator-General will monitor the
different view from that put by Kevin Foley. performance of electricity companies and publish information

The essential thesis that they have been pushing arah network performance standards. | am also told that, unlike
continue to push is that this would happen to Adelaide if theSouth Australia or Australia, there will be a legislative base
decision to privatise ETSA and Optima was to proceed. Théo the national electricity market, and a comprehensive
interesting thing is that on advice provided to me thisnational electricity code in Australia has been put in place to
morning Mercury Energy—the company involved in ensure that major failures in transmission planning do not
Auckland, New Zealand—is not a privatised company. It isarise. | am told that the New Zealand model does not have a
a company very similar to the corporatised ETSAlegislative base or a comprehensive national electricity code.
Corporation. Rather, it operates under a cooperative model.

Members interjecting: | do not intend to take up too much more time of the

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Exactly. ETSA Corporationisa Council to outline all the other clear distinctions between the
corporatised entity, and Mercury Energy, we are advised, i&uckland experience and the potential South Australian
a corporatised entity in Auckland. experience other than to make two points. The Hon. Terry

Members interjecting: Roberts quite rightly indicated that in only the past few days

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The worry is that clearly Kevin there have been significant problems in Queensland, where
Foley and Michael Rann knew that, yet they deliberatelythree of the four generators are Government owned and
withheld that information to try to back their public argumentoperated.
and frighten the consumers of South Australia about this Finally, | would like to quote someone of whom Labor
issue. That is how desperate they are. Mike Rann comes fromembers would be likely to take greater note than they would
New Zealand; he is a Kiwi from way back. He knows the of me as a Liberal Treasurer in South Australia, but—
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The Hon. T.G. Cameron: It could be anybody. 1997, but | understand that it was released only recently. The
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Exactly. Let me, then, quote Bob report stated that the campaign, with a budget of $226 000,
Hogg, the ALP National Secretary, who was asked by Bothas as one of its primary short-term objectives to launch
Carr to look at the issue of privatising the national electricityBreak Even Gambling Services in South Australia so that 25

industry. When Bob Hogg— per cent of the South Australian community would be aware
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: You could come up with of the name and role of Break Even Gambling Services six
someone better than that. Put that on the record. months from the date of the launch.

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Terry Cameronturnsonhisown  The report discloses that after $226 000 was spent on this
when he is desperate. Bob Hogg, the ALP National Secretargampaign public awareness of Break Even Gambling Service
in advice to Michael Egan and Bob Carr, said about theeached not 25 per cent but a mere 5 per cent, one-fifth of its
Victorian experience in respect of price and service deliverytarget. Given this result and that the GRF committee of five

Prices are going down and will continue to do so for the next fiveCOmprises two gaming industry representatives and one
years at least. The reliability of supply to customers has improved.epresentative each from Treasury, Family and Community
Regarding customer service, he said: Services and the welfare sector, will the Minister, in the light

) o of the current evaluation that is being conducted by the
~...that contrary to some views, privatisation has not led to i ; .
increased customer supply interruption, surges and blackouts. department as to the ‘efficiency, effectiveness and appropri
ateness of the operation of the GRF’, undertake to review the
membership of the GRF committee to increase general
community representation and to instigate a cost effective
campaign to expand public awareness of Break Even
Gambling Services beyond the current appalling level of
5 per cent?

The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: | will refer the honour-

Leave granted. , . able member’s question to the Minister and bring back a
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | will be brief. The Treasurer reply.

made big play of an interjection that | made regarding the
differences between the non-regulatory system in New VOLUNTARY VOTING
Zealand—
Members interjecting: The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: | seek leave to make a brief
The PRESIDENT: Order! explanation before asking the Attorney-General a question

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS:—under a no-responsibility about voluntary voting.
clause under which that country’s system obviously runs and Leave granted. _
the system by which the Victorian power supply is driven, = The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: The State Electoral Commis-
that is, a private sector operation with a regulatory body. Mysioner recently issued 42 000 South Australians with a ‘please
interjection referred to the New Zealand circumstance wher@xplain’ notice for not voting in the last election. If these
no regulatory system is in place. | said that was worse i€ople are not able to provide a good reason for not voting,
relation to ownership control and distribution. The Treasurefhey will be penalised with a fine. Most democratic countries
picked up the interjection and used it against the Victoriadn the world adopt a voluntary voting system. Australia is

That is Bob Hogg, no-one else other than one of your own
MINISTER'S REMARKS

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | seek leave to make a
personal explanation.

system. amongst only a few countries in the world that retain a
compulsory voting process. My questions are:
GAMBLERS REHABILITATION FUND 1. Does the Attorney believe that the fining of people who

exercise their individual right is a fair and democratic

The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: | seek leave to make a process?
brief explanation before asking the Minister representing the 2. What are the estimated follow-up costs involved in this
Minister for Human Services a question about the Gamblergrocedure?

Rehabilitation Fund (GRF). 3. Whatis the anticipated amount to be collected through

Leave granted. these fines?

The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: The GRF was estab- 4. Will the Attorney advise the Council of the approxi-
lished by the Government on 23 August 1994 becausenate timeframe quring which the E[ectora[ Commissioner is
according to the ministerial statement by the Hon. Dear§XPected to obtain responses and issue fines?

Brown, the Government was concerned with the problems The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Itis true, as the honourable
associated with gambling addiction since the introduction off€mber said in his explanation, that Australia is amongst a
gaming machines. A fund of $1.5 million per annum wasMminority of countries that have compulsory voting. All the

established with contributions from the industry. TheMajor democracies of the world—the United Kingdom, the
ministerial statement went on to say: United States, the States of the United States of America,

This fund will provide programs for gamblers in need of Canada, the Canadlan Provinces, New Zealand and a variety
rehabilitation and for family counselling services. Funding of theOf Other countries have voluntary voting.
programs will be authorised by a committee comprising representa- The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Most of them have PR.
tives of non-government welfare agencies and the Department for The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: No, they don't have PR. None
Family and Community Services. of the countries to which | have referred other than New
The GRF funds a number of welfare and counselling servicegealand have proportional representation. Look at the mess
under the umbrella name Break Even Gambling Services.they have got themselves into with multi-member proportion-
have to hand a report on the Break Even Gambling Services representation.
Community Evaluation Campaign which was conducted from Members interjecting:
December 1996 to July 1997. The report is dated October The PRESIDENT: Order!



370 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Tuesday 24 February 1998

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Even those countries which with which he is required to comply but, as | say, the
until earlier in this decade were Iron Curtain countries havé&sovernment regards it as a farce that we end up having to go
now moved to voluntary voting. None of them have choserthrough these processes for no discernible benefit to the
compulsion because they lived under regimes of compulsiocommunity and in direct conflict with what we regard as the
for many years and were delighted to be able to throw off theight for individuals to make a choice. In so far as | have not
shackles of a communist regime. In this State, as everyorteeen able to provide detail to the honourable member, | will
knows, we have been trying unsuccessfully for the past fouendeavour to have that information prepared and bring back
years to bring voluntary voting into play, but we will keep a reply in due course.
trying as a matter of principle. We do firmly believe that in
a democratic system not only should there be a choice of
candidates but those who are electors should have a choice
as to whether or not they go to the polling booth to cast either
a valid or informal vote.

I do not have all the costs of the current process which the CRIMINAL LAW (FORENSIC PROCEDURES)
Electoral Commissioner is pursuing, but I can indicate that BILL
about 42000 ‘please explain’ notices went out on
7 January 1998. That compares with 33 000 notices following

the 1993 election. The ‘please explain’ notices were sent to lcr:llz;igggnitt;r?d 2 passed
people in circumstances where the roll data indicated that an Clause 3 P )

elector either had not voted or attempted to vote, or had not . )
been excused following the provision of information either The Hoh' K.T. GRIFFIN: | move. ) )
by them or another person before, on or after polling day. As Page 1, line 18—Leave out "section 16" and insert "section 17A".
at 9 February, the office of the Electoral Commissioner had his amendment is consequential on a later amendment to
received about 27 000 responses which included 6 0OMisert a new clause 17A (I think it is amendment No. 14).
returns from people who had left their addresses. Of th&lew clause 17A deals in essence with who is to be the
remainder, about 20 000 people have been excused and abappropriate authority for approvals for interim orders. Under
1 000 did not provide a reasonable excuse claiming, in théhe Bill clause 16 provides that the appropriate authority for
main, that they ‘forgot’. interim orders is the Magistrates Court. The Chief Magistrate
Some of the main reasons for excusing people includedlid not think this wording to be appropriate. In his view,
they were either interstate or overseas on polling day, abowthich is accepted, it is not right to consider these emergency
9 000; religious reasons, about 4 500; illness-related or caringpplications which may be made informally and at odd hours
for others, about 2 000. Excuses will continue to be taken andf the day or night to be a formal court process and subject
expiation notices will be withdrawn if a reasonable excuse i$o all the provisions of the Magistrates Courts Act.
provided. | think on 23 February the Electoral Commissioner That view is accepted and therefore the new clause makes
processed about 14 000 notices representing 1 000 electatslear that the appropriate authority for an interim order is
who did not provide a reasonable excuse and abowt magistrate. However, it is equally appropriate that the
13 000 electors who did not respond at all to the ‘pleaseehicle for a final order be the Magistrates Court with all the
explain’ notice. protections and procedures that the order requires. The
The expiation payment is $10 plus $7 criminal injuriesamendment which | now move is consequential on that: it
compensation levy, and that payment is due within 30 dayshanges the references to the right section.
of 23 February. If electors do not respond or do not make The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: Is it appropriate to argue
payment or do not offer a reasonable excuse then thihe substantive amendment (amendment No. 14) at this point
provisions of the Expiation of Offences Act will apply, that or to wait?
is, an immediate enforcement order will be recorded auto- The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Could | suggest that, if there
matically by transmission electronically through to the Courtds some disagreement with the substantive amendment, it may
Administration Authority. A reminder expiation notice will be appropriate to deal with that now.
be issued for $47 with 14 days to pay. After that, enforcement The Hon. lan Gilfillan: | have a question.
orders will apply and the fine will escalate up to about $176. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Ifit relates to the substantive
That is a fine and costs, but this level would apply only ifissue, | am comfortable to take the question now.
enforcement orders are also ignored by the electors. The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | can understand that there
There is a cost involved in that. | think for the may be occasions when an interim order is the appropriate
1993 election the estimate was approximately $250 000 costsie—in fact, it may be the only way to get the material
with a fairly negligible return but significant administrative satisfactorily. However, it does open up some concern that
work having to be undertaken in the checking of the roll, ina less than full and adequate procedure may be used to get
the determination of who should get ‘please explain’ noticesapproval to go ahead with the taking of samples, particularly
forwarding them out, processing the responses, then expiatidhit is against the wishes of the person. What restriction is
notices and reminder notices, and ultimately court processethere? What are the parameters through which the police can
One does have to wonder to what end that process is undege to get an interim order? Is an appropriate final order
taken because, ultimately, most people will probably bealways to be given, as | see in the note, and within what time
excused; some will probably be fined but they will be aframe?
handful of the total of 42 000 people to whom the ‘please The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | refer the honourable member
explain’ notices were issued. to clause 22, which refers to the making of an interim order
Itis a bit of a farce in the view of the Government, but theand which states:
Electoral Commissioner does have to follow the particular  the appropriate authority may make an interim order
requirements of the legislation. It is a statutory responsibilityauthorising a forensic procedure if the authority is satisfied that—
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(a) evidence (or the probative value of evidence) may be lostor (a) to avoid, as far as reasonably practicable, offending genuinely
destroyed unless the forensic procedure is carried out urgently; and held cultural values or religious beliefs; and
(b) there are reasonable grounds to believe that the grounds for (b) to avoid inflicting unnecessary harm, humiliation or embar-

making of a final order will ultimately be established. rassment.
There is no time frame within which it may be made, butThe purpose of this amendment is to insert into the general
subclause (3) provides: principles governing the treatment of all people who have

Although a forensic procedure may be carried out on a persofPrénsic procedures performed on them that due attention is
under an interim order, the evidence obtained by carrying out théo be given to genuinely held cultural values or religious
procedure is inadmissible against the person unless a final order hpgliefs so far as this is reasonably practicable. It is sending
been made confirming the interim order. a signal to those who are taking forensic material that this is
So there are a number of protections built into this. Thean issue which has to be taken into consideration.
interim order can be obtained to deal with a situation of The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | applaud the intention and
urgency and the evidence is not admissible until it is conpurpose of this clause. How will it be supervised and what
firmed by a final order, for which there is a much morepenalty will there be for an offender?
stringent and formal process. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: The only sanction is to

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: We support the challenge the process in court, and that goes then to the
amendment. | indicate that we have no problem with any ohdmissibility of the evidence. Itis very difficult when trying
the amendments and, to facilitate the rapid progress of th® make a judgment about the way in which one should carry
Bill, we do not intend to enter into debate on any of them. Weout a forensic procedure to determine what is or is not

are quite satisfied with them. relevant to particular cultural background of the person from
Amendment carried. whom the material is to be taken. Right through this Bill it is
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: really a matter of procedures being followed. If they are not
Page 2, lines 26 and 27—Leave out the definition of "medicaP€ing followed it goes to the question of admissibility of the

practitioner" and insert: evidence and not policed by the enforcement of some form

"medical practitioner” means a registered medical practitioneof fine or other sanction. | think the question of admissibility
and includes, in relation to a forensic procedure involving the mouthy otherwise of the material taken in the processes of court

ggrﬁitth or an impression left by the mouth or teeth, a registere earings is probably the most powerful way of dealing with

. . . this.
The purpose of this amendment is to ensure that the medlcan The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN:
practitioners and dentists are referred to as being register%d ; i

as such_ practitione_rs. If you leave out the word ‘re,gisteredunwi”ing donor was extremely embarrassed by the proced-
a question was raised about the sort of Pandora’s box thgfe | am not convinced that what you are outlining will in

would open. This amendment is merely to clarify that an‘éact have any meaningful persuasive powers on the extractors
f

I would find it strange for
court to throw out evidence on the grounds that the

must be a registered medical practitioner or a registereg; ia forensic material
dentist if one’s services are to be used in the collection o The Hon. K.T GRIFf:IN' | think the difficulty is that

certain forensic mapenal In certain circumstances. there are a lot of things in this Bill that may give rise to some
Amendment carried. challenge to the admissibility of evidence. If police do not
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: follow the procedures, then there is a question of whether that
Page 2, after line 29—Insert: defect in the process is of such significance that the evidence
“person liable to supervision” means a person who has beegyght no longer to be admissible. There is a provision in the

e are L0, Sahervision under Part 8A of the Criminal Lawgy[ which deals specifically with that. It has always been a

. ) . rinciple of the law that, with confessions for example, if
This is a technical amendment. The Bill refers a number OEonfessions are obtained under duress or some undue

times to a person defined under the mental impairmenhfyence, the confessions are not admissible in evidence.
legislation. Parliamentary Counsel has decided that as gequently we find in the criminal justice process challenges
matter of drafting it should be done by definition. | think that being made on what is called their dire hearing, which is

tidies some of the drafting throughout the Bill by referring to 5 hearing within the proceedings themselves to deal with the
it particularly in the definition. appropriateness of the behaviour of the police officer who has

Amendment carried; clause as amended passed. taken the particular statement. So, although the honourable
Clauses 4 to 9 passed. member may have some misgivings about this achieving the
Heading. objective, | think in the context of the criminal justice process
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: there are sufficient protections to ensure that, if it is not
Page 5, line 13—Leave out ‘PRINCIPALS’ and insert: honoured and if it is something that goes to the very core of
PRINCIPLES. the evidence, the courts will then be able to make a ruling on

Because headings are not part of the Bill, technically thighe matter. .
could have been amended by the Clerk or Parliamentary The Hon.IAN GILFILLAN: The earlier argument for
Counsel but someone has decided that it should be done & firstamendment had the clause which actually indicated

a more formal basis. that evidence would not be admissible, but this clause does
Amendment carried. not have that as a consequence; so, although | am happy to
Clause 10. have it put in theHansardas you have explained it, it does
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: not appear to me that the Bill gives any particular encourage-

Page 5. lines 16 and 17—Leave out ‘with care o avoid inﬂictingment to the court to throw out evidence even if it is shown to

unnecessary physical harm, humiliation or embarrassment. anid@V€ been taken in contravention of this clause.
insert: The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | draw the honourable

with care— member’s attention to clause 44:
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(1) If a police officer or other person with responsibilities related ~ before responding to the request for consent.
to a forensic procedure carried out, or to be carried out, under this After line 14—Insert:
Act contravenes a requirement of this Act, evidence obtained as a (6a) Arrangements must be made, at the request of the
result of Carrying out the forensic procedure is not admissible in person whose consent is Sought’ for the play|ng ofa
evidence against the person on whom the procedure was carried out videotape record at a reasonable time and place to be

unless— ) o ) nominated by the investigating police officer.
(a) the person does not object to the admission of the evidence;

or | propose to deal with all the amendments together. The first
(b) the court is satisfied that the evidence should be admitted iamendment deals with the issue of ‘generally admissible’. In

the interests of the proper administration of justice despite th%onsultation, it was thought that the phrase ‘generally

contravention. _ admissible’ was too general and did not convey the actual
The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: Very satisfactory answer. position that the legislation sought to achieve; that is, it did
Amendment carried. not really convey an accurate interpretation of the position.
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: The new words are designed to be very specific and accurate
Page 5, lines 21 to 23—Leave out subclause (3) and insert: about the position.

(3) If reasonably practicable, an intimate forensic procedure must \wjith respect to the second amendment, in the process of
not be carried out by a person of the opposite sex or in the presen '

or view of a person of the opposite sex (other than at the request g‘f)nsultation itwas thought (rightly) that people h_ave the right
the person on whom the forensic procedure is to be carried out. 10 kr!OW what COU'q happen to thelr. samples if they were
The purpose of this amendment is to change the subclause %nwcted. Informathn privacy pnnuples, which have the

rce of a Cabinet instruction, require an agency when

that it applies not only to the presence of witnesses or th X . . .
view of a person of the opposite sex but also so that thg0!lecting personal information to advise the person, among
ther things, in general terms of its usual practices with

clause specifically applies to minimise the participation in the

carrying out of the procedure by a person of the opposite selespect to the disclosure of personal information of the kind

Although this was probably implicit in the original clause, it collected. In this case, clause 15 did not requi_re th‘fit _the
was thgught to be%dvisagle tc?make that clgear " suspect be told that if he or she is convicted the identifying
Amendment carried: clause as amended paésed material may be placed on a database. That situation is to be

New clause 10A. corrected by this amqndment. The third amendment provides
The Hon. K.T. GRIFEIN: | move: fqr the_ services of an interpreter for the same reasons as those
_ ; given in relation to new clause 10A. The fourth amendment
E%ghi t56 gggslls?setezdsw?rft%rrtbreter is designed to ensure that it is clear that the suspect has the
10A. If a person in relation to whom a forensic procedure is tofight to take legal advice before being asked to indicate
be carried out is not reasonably fluent in English, the person isvhether or not he of she gives an informed consent to the
entitSc:o—be assisted by an interpreter; and taking of a sample.
gb) if the person sg/ requestg—to have an interpreter present The last amendmer_lt N m(_)ved for the following reason. A
during carrying out of the forensic procedure. response to consultation pointed out that, although the Bill
rprovided for access to a copy of the videotape of the proced-
re if the person concerned paid a fee set by regulations, the
ill did not provide the person with the right to view the tape

d . S L -~ for free. This will help keep down legal expenses and is in
available to persons subject to police investigation in Secuoéccordance with the provisions of section 74(d) of the

83a of the Summary Offences Act. It is therefore simply 6'Summary Offences Act dealing with the electronic recording

transfer of an existing right from one legislative place toof olice interviews with suspects. It ensures consistency of
another. The latter provision does not apply to the procedures P P : Y

contemplated in this legislation, because the suspect may n%Pproach and equality of treatment,

be under arrest or the procedure may be being carried out oqo_ The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: The amendment to claqse
a victim of or a witness 1o a crime. 15 after line 33 more or less ensures that people will be

New clause inserted. informed about the likely use to which the mate_rial would be
Clauses 11 to 14 passed. put. | hope thgt was one of the.corjcerns | putin my sr—;cond
Clause 15. reading contribution, because it will be an advantage if this
The Hon. K.T. GRIEFIN: | move: \_/vhole procedure is accepted vwlhngly by a!l those who are
Page 6 involved; and clear and open disclosure prior to rather than
Line 30—Leave out ‘generally admissible in criminal proceed-after.the evgnt Is quite important. | was looking at the
ings against the person’ and insert: wording of this amendment rather than just the explanation,
admissible in criminal proceedings against the person without thend | see that it provides that ‘if the information is obtained
person’s consent from carrying out a forensic procedure and the person is
After line 33—lInsert: . . subsequently convicted of the suspected offence or another
(fa) that, if information is obtained from carrying out a f# . . . .
forensic procedure and the person is subsequentiPffénce by way of an alternative verdict or is declared liable
convicted of the suspected offence (or another offence b0 supervision, the information may be stored on a database
way of an alternative verdict) or is declared liable to and will in that event be available for access by authorities in
supervision, the information may be stored on a databasgnjs State and other States’. For how long will that material
gE?hOVIYiItlilesmintE?; Set\éfgta[?; O%vglg?;?egpgn%ccess bY he kept on a database, which one assumes will be available
After line 36—Insert: ' to this State and other States but possibly even for
(1a) If a person whose consent to a forensic procedure ifnternational discovery?

sought is not reasonably fluent in English, the explan- - The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: The details of the national

The purpose of this amendment is to insert a right to a
interpreter if the person concerned is not reasonably fluent i
English. The provision here is currently that which is

fﬁ}%ﬂsggefnu;gﬁgrgpgg; subsection (1) must be providegy A database are still being developed, but it is quite likely
Page 7— that they will be kept forever. Once you have been convicted

Line 4—After ‘practitioner’ insert: of a serious crime one of the consequences is that your DNA
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material will be kept. In the second reading debate thexpenses.|am not sure to whom the legal expenses apply. Is
honourable member asked what happens when the persittio the suspected offender?

dies. | am not able to answer that finally, because many of the The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Not the suspect, the defendant.
details are still being developed. It may be that it is kept asVe are amending clause 39.

an identified DNA profile, partly for the reasons that |  The Hon. lan Gilfillan: Okay. The Hon. Nick Xenophon
indicated when | replied. It may be that a person dies and hamnd | stand meekly in our place!

a criminal record but other offences may have occurred The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: Unfortunately, it was not
before death in respect of which the DNA profile may bel who was astute; | cannot take credit for it. The Hon. Ron
helpful in identifying whether or not that person was theRoberts pointed it out to me in the course of discussing the
offender. It may be that a person dies as a result of a shodtegislation. So, | cannot take credit for picking up something
out with other rogues in that area of criminal behaviour. Theythat is a legitimate area of concern.

could be shot by police or there could be a whole range of Amendments carried; clause as amended passed.
possibilities. They may have died from natural causes, butit Clause 16.

will be important at least to keep the DNA profile to be  The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move:

identified for some time. On the other hand it may be kept  page 7, lines 18 to 27—Leave out this clause.

later without an identifier on it. That is information on which,
because the DNA database is currently still being develope
| cannot give any clearer response to the honourable memb

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: Itis alittle unsettling that
we are passing a measure here where the detail—and I think ~|5,se 17 passed.
itis quite significant detail—has not yet been determined. I oW clause 17A.
recollect (I am afraid without much reliable accuracy) the 1o Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN:
procedure that on an offender’s record there is a retiremerhtew clause:

of the recording of a certain offence after a period of time. 17A (1) Anorder authorising a forensic procedure on a person

The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting: who is under suspicion (the respondent) may be made under this Part

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: Some civil libertarians. So, by ?g)a/mrgplns?rtgtgtghggtg Cooriate authority for the burboSe of
the principle exists that a person should not carry the stigm roceedingsgfor an interim gPdePunder this AC{ o P p
for an offence after a reasonable period of time in which™ "3y The Magistrates Court (in its Criminal Division) is an
punishment has been fulfilled. | can understand that theppropriate authority for the purpose of proceedings for a final order
Attorney will not be able to answer this question in specificunder this Act. o ) )
detail, but it is important that this matter go on the record. We_(4) A senior police officer is an appropriate authority for the
are at risk of trampling on a basic civil liberty. Taking DNA ir;ipose of proceedings for an interim or a final order under this Act
material and putting it in a database is contingent upon there (a the officer is not involved in the investigation for which the
being an offence. Therefore, to keep that data on a databasethorisation is sought; and
is already stamping that person as an offender, for all time (P) the respondent is in lawful custody; and
and, what is more, for that person’s descendants two, three () the respondent is not a protected person; and =~

. - (d) the forensic procedure for which an authorisation is sought

or four generations down the track. That is totally unacceptis non-intrusive.
able. I would like to think that, when there is some rational .
analysis of the civil liberties aspects of this in the fullness 01J h?\\l/e alrleady s_poketndon this new clause.
constructive discussion, some very distinct discretion will be CEVL\:sCeaiJSS e ;nssseer de )
provided as to how long this material can be kept. | think the Clause 19 P )
Attorney has answered that question, but | wanted to put my The Hon kT GRIFEIN: | move:
concerns intddansard | appreciated the interjection from the Coe : )
Hon. R.R. Roberts, who identified that it was a Labor, Page 8, lines 11 and 14—Leave out ‘believing’ and insert

Government that took that earlier move, which reflectedSUSpecnng'

human justice and civil liberties. The Bill is drafted in terms of application to persons who are
Obviously the amendment relating to legal advice beford&asonably suspected of being involved in the commission of
being asked whether or not to give informed consent is &1 Offence. At a point in the drafting a policy decision was
sensible and appropriate one. | am grateful to my colleagu zflk_en to consider a draft based on reasonable belief’, but for
the Hon. Nick Xenophon, for commenting on the latter part/a"0US reasons that course of action was not adopted. The
of the clause—after line 14—which states: word ‘believing’ here is incorrectly transposed from the

) ) _earlier draft. The word ‘suspecting’ is the right one in both
Response to consultation pointed out that, although the Biljnstances.

provides for access to a copy of the videotape of the procedure, if the A
person concerned paid a fee set by regulations, the Bill does not Amendments carried; clause as amended passed.

provide the person with a right to view the tape for free. Clauses 20 and 21 passed.

. Clause 22.
The Hon. Nick Xeno.phon.astute_ly observed that.cla.use 39 The Hon. K.T. GRIEEIN: | move:
has a procedure which still carries a fee. | mention it now
because the Attorney’s adviser may care to look at that and Pa9e 9— ‘ N .
; . . . Line 13—Leave out ‘the applicant’s statements’ and insert

have time to think about whether it may be appropriate thage appiicant's representations’.
the fee be lifted for that procedure as well. It certainly appears Line 15—Leave out ‘submissions’ and insert
to be so to the Hon. Nick Xenophon, who came over heré&epresentations’.
with righteous indignation and stirred me up on it. During consultation it was pointed out that the draft varied

Also, it does not seem logical that, if you are going tobetween using the terms ‘submissions’, ‘representations’ and
remove the fee, it is regarded as helping to keep down legatatements’. It was suggested that this inconsistency or

(]’his is consequential on the next amendment, to which | have
?ferred. The next amendment seeks to insert a new clause

Amendment carried; clause negatived.

I move to insert the following
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terminology could lead to uncertainty, so in the interests ofVe seek to ensure that where evidence is submitted in, say,
clarity the same term has been adopted. an affidavit, the person who submits that evidence may be

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | have a purely grammati- subject to cross-examination. That is the normal practice, but
cal question. Why was ‘representations’ chosen as being tHeecause it is provided that ‘the applicant for a final order may
global term to cover ‘submissions’ and ‘statements’? submit evidence orally or in writing’ and in subclause (3)(b)

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Itwas more that we used itin ‘may cross-examine the applicant and other witnesses called
clause 21. The honourable member may ask me why we uséy the applicant’, on a strict interpretation that would deny
itin clause 21. We felt that it was a broader description thanthe opportunity for the cross-examination of a witness who
‘statement’ or ‘submission’. That may be a matter for debatehas made an affidavit. It would be unjust if that consequence
but the change here is to achieve a consistency of approachere to follow. The amendment merely tidies up that point.
and ‘representations’ covers the full range of submissions and Amendment carried; clause as amended passed.

statements and is an appropriate way of referring to it. Clause 25.
Amendments carried; clause as amended passed. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move:
Clause 23. . .
. . Page 10, lines 27 to 33 and page 11, lines 1 to 9—Leave out
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: paragraph (¢) and insert:
Page 10, after line 12—Insert: (c) the public interest in obtaining evidence tending to prove
(4) Arespondent arrested on a warrant issued under this section or disprove the respondent’s guilt outweighs the public
is eligible to apply for release on bail pending the hearing of the interest in ensuring that private individuals are protected
application as if the respondent were a person who is appearing or from unwanted interference.
is to appear before a court as a witness in proceedings. (1a) inweighing the public interest in obtaining evidence

The purpose of this amendment is to ensure that the couf€nding to prove or disprove guilt against the public interest in
hsuring that private individuals are protected from unwanted

before whom a person is brought in answer to a Wa”a_r\%terference, the appropriate authority must have regard to—
issued under this section, is eligible for bail. This process is (a) the seriousness of the suspected offence; and

not one of those listed in section 4 of the Bail Act, so bail (b) the extent to which the procedure is necessary for the

may not have been available, absent explicit provision to proper investigation of the suspected offence; and

allow for it. (c) any Iikeéjly efEectfs of th% procedgre on the vtx)llelfare_ of thed)

. respondent (so far as they can be reasonably anticipate

The Hon. IAN GIL.FILLAN' | am nOt. sure Whethgr I given the respondent’s age, physical and mental health,

understand the reading of the explanation because it talks and cultural and ethnic background; and

about the court’s being eligible for bail as | see it. Should it (d) whether there is a less intrusive but reasonably practicable

refer to the accused? way of obtaining evidence of the same or similar proba-

committed the suspected offence; and

being eligible for bail. ; ) .
The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: You said, ‘The purpose of ©) ;Lgt;eerreezps%rxi?r;tn%ves any reasons for refusing consent

this amendment is to ensure that the court, before whom a (f) other relevant factors.
person is brought in answer to a warrant’.

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: You are right. | did not read
it carefully. Instead of being ‘is eligible for bail’ it should

During consultation a lawyer pointed out that the drafted
version of clause 25 was confusing because the vital balan-

read ‘is able to grant an application for bail'. If the defendantlgIrlg test at the end of what is currently clause 25(1)(c), in

e ) . . particular, is a very long way from the beginning of the
is eligible for bail, the court has the power to grant it. That ISsentence of which it forms a part. The amendment seeks to
really the context.

Amendment carried: clause as amended passed overcome this by splitting what is now clause 25(1)(c) into

Clause 24 ’ P ’ two parts so that what is now the test at the end of

y . . clause 25(1)(c)—that is, the public interest test—is put

The Hon: K.T. GRlFEIN' | move: . together with what is now sections 25(1)(a) and 25(1)(b) and
Page 10, line 18—After ‘witnesses called by the applicant' inserl-omes as a first and discrete subsection. Then there is a

‘and, by leave of the appropriate authority, withesses whose evidence . . . .
has been submitted in writing’. _separate subsection that says that in determining the p_ubllc
interest test one must have regard to the matters now listed

In consultation it was pointed out and agreed that th‘:i"n sections 25(1)(c)(i) to (vi). The amendment makes that list

provision had to be amended to ensure that the responde&{ factors a separate subclause (1)(a). The amendment

had the right to cross-examine a person whose evujenqe &ﬁanges nothing of substance but makes the whole section
sought to be given to the court in the form of an affldawt.easier to read and comprehend

This amendment achieves that aim. Amendment carried; clause as amended passed
The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: This refers to a Magistrates ' P ’
Clauses 26 and 27 passed.

Court hearing of an application for a final order; is that
correct? Clause 28.

The Hon. K.T. Griffin: Yes. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: I move:
The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: |am not sure whether the Page 12, lines 12 and 13—Leave out ‘under Part 8A of the
amendment empowers the respondent to do what he or skgiminal Law Consolidation Act 1935'.
could not do before this amendment was effected. This is a technical amendment. The phrase ‘person liable to
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: This is essentially a matter of supervision’ is now in the definition section by reason of an
drafting. Clause 24(1) provides: earlier amendment in this series of amendments.
_The applicant for a final order may submit evidence orally orin ~ Amendment carried; clause as amended passed.
writing. Clause 29.
So, there is no problem about cross-examination, because the The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move:

person is already in court. Subclause (2) provides: Page 12, line 25—Leave out ‘a blood sample’ and insert ‘material
The evidence must be verified on oath or by affidavit. for the purpose of obtaining a DNA profile'.
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During consultation, the National Institute of ForensicThe Attorney-General, in an answer to the Hon. Nick
Science pointed out that the future of DNA testing lies withXenophon, said that this was only for defendants, and he
the Buccal swab. Clause 29(1) is framed on the assumptigpicked it up in the clause that replaces clauses 39 and 40. |
that the best way of taking a DNA sample is by blood samplehave looked closely at that clause and it does not state
That may not be necessary. Other methods may be just &efendant’, and it does not state ‘defendant’ in this clause.
effective. It follows that that section is unnecessarilyHowever, it states ‘at the person’s expense’. | have a problem
restrictive. It was decided that it should not specify thewith that. First, there is the principle that you are actually
method at all. In that way, the general principles of profesinnocent and you must pay the costs of defending yourself
sional standards and regard for human dignity in clause 1®@hen you have not necessarily been charged. Forensic tests
come into play. The DNA sample should be taken by the bestan be carried out without one being charged if there is a
and most humane method which will achieve the desiredeasonable suspicion. If you are a vagrant with no means,
result. how are the costs met and who meets them? | have a further
The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: On the face of it, this question inrelation to this clause. The Attorney-General did
amendment appears to be unexceptionable. My concern $ay in an answer to the Hon. Nick Xenophon that it applied
that it is open-ended. The Attorney may be able to satisfy mpnly to defendants. Where does the clause provide that all
concern. In the Bill, as | see it, there is a more specifidhese procedures apply only to defendants?
description and, therefore, definition of the procedures that The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | did not intend to give the
could be accepted as a reasonable means of collecting tirapression that it applied only to defendants. | made a
samples. It may well be that the Buccal swab is both a moreesponse to Hon. Mr Gilfillan in respect of a particular
dignified and a more effective way, but that is not specificallyinstance. These processes may apply to suspects. They may
named in the Bill, nor is there any definition which gives meapply to victims, but one would expect that a victim will give
some reassurance that this is not virtually providing an operconsent to a forensic procedure being undertaken without the
ended ticket for the collecting authority to use whateverequirement for any court order. In distinguishing the accused
procedure it chooses. person as one who has been charged or arrested from a person
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: We have dealt with it in a whois a suspect, there are protections in the Bill. If a person
different way. We define a forensic procedure, an intrusiveloes not give consent, an application can be made to an
forensic procedure and an intimate forensic procedure, andppropriate authority, depending on the nature of the
of course, taking a blood sample is probably the mosprocedure, and ultimately that can be resolved by a magi-
intrusive of all. A swab is taken by merely wiping rather thanstrate. All the safeguards are there—proper notice, court order
inserting a needle into a vein. | think the principles in the Billif it is urgent, interim order and final order confirmed in a
are sufficiently pervasive, and the description of the procedmagistrates court. There are a lot of these protections in the
ures by which forensic material may be taken and in whaBill. If all the processes have been satisfied and the suspect
circumstances is sufficiently clear to ensure that all theor the accused person is required to give the sample or the
protections of this legislation are in place. The Government'snaterial, and it is being taken by a medical practitioner or a
position is that it does not want to limit the provision to the dentist, then the person can have their own doctor present to
taking of a blood sample because, as | said, that is probablyitness it.
the most intrusive of all procedures for taking forensic The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:
material when something much less intrusive would be The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: They do not have to. We think
appropriate. there is sufficient integrity in the system not to warrant that,
This amendment recognises that developments ibutwe are saying that if an accused person or suspect wants
DNA testing and the taking of samples are such that at som® get his own medical practitioner, he can do it at his own
stage in the future it may be possible to press your finger ontexpense.
a device which might quickly take a DNA sample. That The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting:
shows my ignorance of chemistry, biology and analytical The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Yes, because we reckon there
techniques, but | suppose that could be possible. We do nate sufficient protections in the Bill.
know what is available. It may be that there will be such  The Hon. T. Crothers interjecting:
developments which, if we refer here only to ‘blood samples’, The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Maybe I do; | thought you did,
will prevent the provision of a more humane and lesgoo.

intrusive way of obtaining a sample. The Hon. T. Crothers interjecting:
Amendment carried; clause as amended passed. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Let us not get on to that.
Clauses 30 to 35 passed. People play these games; they used to play them with drink
Clause 36. driving. We do not want someone who is arrested at Mount
The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | notice that clause 36 Gambier, or someone who is a suspect at Mount Gambier,
provides: being taken to their doctor who is—

(1) If an intrusive forensic procedure is to be carried out on a  The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting:
person, the person must be allowed a reasonable opportunity to The CHAIRMAN: Order!
arrange for the attendance, at the person’s expense, of a medical The Hon. K.T. GRIEFIN: No. We have all the
practitioner of the person’s choice to witness the forensic procedureﬁ'rotections in here that one needs. The Government is not
This touches on the point that has been raised before. | mugtepared to remove that provision. We believe it is fair and

point out that | received these amendments only when wgeasonable. We are providing the opportunity, but people in
came into the House, and | have not had a great deal of tim@at respect have to bear their own costs.

to cross-check them. Normally, | would have checked with  The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | take the point. The

Mr Michael Atkinson. However, | notice that the clause Attorney-General talked about the blood test kits and |

provides: understand that. | did have some involvement in blood test
If. . . aprocedure is to be carried out on a person. . .’ kits, and it took 12 months to get that fixed up. The RBT
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legislation in South Australia is one of the few pieces ofin it: we are giving rights in relation to getting legal advice

legislation in this system which provides that you are guiltyand interim orders, which do not become final orders until the

until you prove that you are innocent. The basic tenet of thenagistrate has confirmed it. The evidence is not admissible

law, as | understand it, is that you are innocent until you areintil the interim order is confirmed by a magistrate. We are

proven guilty. giving a right to have your own medical practitioner present,
In the situation we are talking about here, someone wantnd you do it at your own cost. | do not know whether

to do forensic testing, DNA testing, on someone he suspectdledicare would cover it.

The person says, ‘I'm innocent.” and the law is supposed to The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:

presume that he is innocent. If he is told that a court order has The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: That may be relevant to the

been obtained to carry out the procedure, he may say, ‘Welissue raised by the Hon. Ron Roberts, because he is only
I want my witness present there.’ Then the law says to thissomplaining about the cost. He is not complaining about the
presumably, innocent person, “This will cost you $50." Thatgranting of the right for the medical practitioner to be present;
is fine if you have $50 but | would still argue that that is ahe is only arguing about the cost. The Government and | are
travesty. But, if you have no visible means of support and n@aying that this is a right which is being made available to an
money—often people are in those circumstances—accordingtcused person to ensure that when the sample—

to the Attorney-General you do not have to have a withéss Tne Hon. R.R. Roberts:Which he should have. because
there. It may be best for your defence to have him there, byt ;¢ just and proper for him to have this. '

yOL\JA;:r?ntnv?/t affrord It.in is that in.if want to view The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Sure. What's the problem?
eviden?:e vvehiacheir?as{)mge (?as:s' ?)guaar’e foﬁgd tg ivg ifeoYou’re only arguing about the cost; that's what | am saying.

. y gVe, ITYO4he Government’s view and my view is that there is a proper
are presumed to be innocent, you pay a fee set by regulat'OBaIance between the rights of an accused person and the

Most of the fees set by regulation are not small amounts. Thﬁghts of the law enforcement agency, and these are rights

prosecution does not get an extra bill when they want to hav\?/hich are being granted in the context of a much more

a look. If you have been charged, it is part of the eV'denceregulated process for taking forensic material than exists at

But it is evidence collected by the prosecution and paid fthe present time

by the taxpayers to ensure justice is done. The person being .
charged is entitled to have justice seen to be done also. I find kThe Hon. dCAROLYN E'%KLES' V:"tjﬁld the Attoglney
it objectionable on a civil liberties basis that you have pay t axe some advice on whether or not thése procedures are

get the information that is being gathered. To get a copy O?overr]ed under private health c;;ovt?r or Med(ijcare? \,ﬁwll:;ﬂ WOUI#
; - e the approximate cost of these producers? Does the
it you have to pay a fee. It takes away the presumption gittomey think that many people would take up this right to

Qg(frceigiﬁ;? my view and | ask the Attorney-General t have their doctor present? Does it give the doctor a right to

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | am absolutely staggered by "€fuse to be there? .
the honourable member’s statements. This has nothing to do 1€ Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: 1am not persuaded that |
with the presumption of innocence: it has everything to dgvould oppose this clause on the basis of the questions that
with a person’s health. In terms of access to evidence, th@@ve been asked. | think the questions are relevant and

details of the DNA analysis it is available for free. You canS€nsible butwill not be critical to whether or not I supportit.
view it for free. I support the clause as it exists in the Bill.

The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting: The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | thank the honourable

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Everything, because this is member for his indication of support. | am happy to make
about taking samples. It is not about the integrity of theSome inquiries of Medicare. | do not think that decisions of
evidence. Itis about whether or not you want someone therdtate Parliaments and State Governments ought to depend on
while the sample is being taken. It is about your health. It iglecisions of the Federal Government in relation to whether
not about the integrity of the sample. or not they will fund a particular procedure.

The Hon. R.R. Raberts: You're not taking a forensictest ~ The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting:
for health purposes; you're taking it for evidence. It's nothing The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Section 81 of the Summary
to do with his health. Offences Act, which deals with the power to search, examine

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: When you take a sampleitis and take particulars of persons, deals with strip searches—
a matter of affecting your wellbeing; it is not a matter of theyou are not entitled to have anybody present for a strip
integrity of the sample. search—and a member of the Police Force may search and

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: My understandingis take anything found upon his or her person and may use such
that at the present time when a forensic procedure is carrigfdrce as is reasonably necessary for those purposes. Subsec-
out under the legislation this right is not extended to theion (3) provides:
person. . Where a member of the Police Force intends to request a medical

The Hon. K.T. Griffin:  That's correct. practitioner to examine a person in custody the member must, before

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: So, you are extending communicating with the medical practitioner for the purpose of
afurther right Has the Attorney contacted any ofhe prvatd i e edlest, nfor e pereenin custody ot e nienionane
med'c,al insurers or indeed Medicare itself to see Whether Iso by another medical practitioner known by that person. If the
not this procedure would be covered under either privat@erson states that he or she does so desire—
hez%!';]helr&soul{falirgf:_ﬁ gR'\flsglll(ile:lrel’:nust confess that | did not 2nd this is a medical examination, it is not forensic—
think this issue would ever arise. In fact, it was never closénd names the medical practitioner, the member must promptly take

- . Il reasonable steps to inform that practitioner by telephone message
to my mind. We thought we were doing everybody a favouﬁ%at the person in custody desires him or her to attend at the police

by providing for a person to have present a medical practistation and examine the person. A person in custody is liable for the
tioner. We are giving all sorts of rights here—and | believecost of the medical examination conducted at his or her request under
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this subsection and neither the Crown nor any member of the Police The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Will people on legal aid
Force is liable for that cost. not be disadvantaged at all?

That has been in existence for many years. In terms of the The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Ifitis on legal aid it will be
right of a medical practitioner, if the medical practitioner dealt with through the Legal Services Commission and
requested by the accused person does not want to attendthgough the funding which is made available to legal
or she does not have to attend. It is as simple as that. | rest npyactitioners. My understanding is that they pay for tran-
case on the fact that already in section 81 of the Summarscripts; as | recollect, they pay for experts, and pay for other
Offences Act, which deals with an area similar to what we ar¢hings that the lawyer acting for an accused person thinks are
now dealing with, a person, if they want a medical practition-necessary for the conduct of the trial. I do not see how any

er present, pays the cost. person on legal aid will be disadvantaged, because it will be
Clause passed. dealt with through the existing system.
Clause 37. The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: In relation to this fee that
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: will be set by regulation, have the companion regulations to

Page 15, after line 27—Insert: this Bill been drafted?

(2a) Arrangements must be made, at the request of a person on _11€ Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: The regulations have not been
whom a forensic procedure was carried out, for the playing of thélrafted and they will not be drafted until the final form of the
video recording of the procedure at a reasonable time and place Bill has been determined by the Parliament. | will endeavour
be nominated by the investigating police officer. to get the information for the Leader of the Opposition—she
This is a similar approach to that taken in relation to thecan communicate it other members who need it—about the
amendment to clause 15. current cost of videotapes of statements taken by police from

Amendment carried. accused persons. That should give us an indicator of what the

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: The issue of the payment COStS will be. _ _
of fee for this video, the same as for the fee in clause 39, is The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | apologise for having
I think one of basic principle. | cannot see the justification formissed clause 15; the Attorney keeps rubbing into me the fact
a person having to pay to have a useable copy or access tdit it has been dealt with before. But I must remind him that
report that is so directly related to their personal concerns arfée did not point this out to me and say that | had noted it; so
wellbeing. with that qualification, | would like to say with emphasis that
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: The fee is payable if they want | believe that this is a spurious principle. These people do not
a copy. That is a position, as | already indicated, undefhoose to go through these procedures. They are not getting
section 74D of the Summary Offences Act which deals witrthis material to entertain their family and friends. We pride
the electronic recording of police interviews with suspectsOurselves on being a just society. | believe quite genuinely
You can view it if it is a video, and you can listen if it is an that thatis the aim of the Attorney. | do not regard him as a

audio tape, and you do it for free. However, if you wantCuUpboard dictator or a victim hunter; in fact, the reverse. If,
copies— in fact, this has to be visited again on a wider canvass, going

The Hon. lan Gilfillan: Where is that covered? to the Summary Offences Act to look at it again, | believe it
The Hon. K.T. GRIEEIN: That's in section 74D. We should be. Should people have to pay for access to material

have already dealt with this under clause 15. Section 74D i\_g‘/hich is so critical? It may be in their actual court action that
in the Summary Offences Act. | am drawiﬁg an analogy's pending or, for that matter, it could be data that is going to

because that is the same principle as we enacted in the | on the database for the third and fourth generation. This

Parliament to deal with the audiotaping or videotaping o ould be made available free of cost, and | would be pleased

, : hear from the Attorney that he may consider this a matter
accused persons’ statements by police. We have already néWwich could be the subject of further investigation on the

dealt with it in the amendment in clause 15 and this jus{ " thatitis a h iaht 10 be able to have thi terial
provides a consistent approach. It is a provision for whic asis that 1tis a human right to be able to have this materia

. - f cost.
there are precedents. No-one is saying you cannot watch Feo ) . .
listen to this, and times have to be arranged to enable you tg 1€ Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | do not want to getinto a big

do it; but if you want a copy you have to pay for it ebate on human rights. | thought the principle had been well
T’he Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: What is the.fee at established under the previous Government and the last

present under the Summary Offences Act? Does the Attornéﬂberal Government. What | read out in relation to clause 15

have that information, or can he provide it to the House o as this:
Assembly? Response to consultation pointed out that, although the Bill
The H K T. GRIFFIN: | d f hold provided for access to a copy of the videotape of the procedure, if
eron. ®.1. : Iwould prefer notto hold up  ihe person concerned paid a fee set by regulations, the Bill did not
the consideration of the Committee to find it out. | understangrovide the person with a right to view the tape for free. This will

that the cost of the videotape or the audiotape is only a fewelp keep down legal expenses.

dollars. _ If a person does not want to pay for it but wants merely to
The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: You provide the have a look at it, then it will keep down legal expenses. |
original tape and they make a copy? further stated:

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | suppose you could, butitis It is in accordance with the provisions of section 74d of the
most likely, and probably most preferable, to have onesummary Offences Act dealing with the electronic recording of
provided by the police. | suppose it raises issues aboutolice interviews with suspects. It ensures consistency of approach
whether there is already something on the videotape whicfnd equality of treatment.
might compromise the integrity of the copy tape which youLet us deal with the process. An accused person wants to
get. | will undertake to obtain information for the honourabledefend the charge. He or she has been the subject of examin-
member and ensure that she gets that before we deal with taéon and a forensic procedure has been undertaken to take
Bill in the House of Assembly. forensic material. What we are talking about is a videotape
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of the taking of the forensic material. The whole object of thathe is really concerned about the widespread use of the tapes,
is to avoid all of the questions which defendants will a fee will not stop that sort of trade, so | do not accept that
undoubtedly raise, because they have done it time and tinergument. In effect, the actual cost of providing the copy is
again and will continue to do it, although not so frequentlyminimal, so | suspect that in essence the issue is the
these days because videotapes of statements are taken. Bdvernment’s global principle of minimising cost for its
the issue is: how was the procedure carried out? You do ndtudgetary expenditure. In my wildest dreams | cannot
need a copy of it to be able to brief your lawyer. Your lawyerimagine that the cost and numbers of people involved will be
can make a time with you. It can be arranged through theignificant enough to prevent providing these services. It is
Remand Centre, if that is where you happen to be in custodynteresting that a written copy must be given to the person
you go with your lawyer or the lawyer can come to you andwhose consent is sought, so that is made available free of
the videotape can be brought to you so that you can sit doweost; and | assume that clause 39 provides for a written report
with your lawyer and view the videotape of the forensicfor which a fee will be charged. That is not consistent.
procedure being taken. If it is a blood sample, it will be

videotape of the needle being stuck in your arm, the bloo%)t Although the Attorney seems to be somewhat distracted

the moment (I am not surprised, when the Leader of the
pposition fronts him), we have establishetHiansardthat
the issue is big enough that it should be revisited. The answer
person has been given that it has already been dealt with, but my
: ) . . understanding is that that was by a previous Parliament.
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Obviously, yes; itwould not o0 2re some new people in this Parliament—perhaps the
be just a person’s arm. We can imagine what sort of challens o ney does not notice—and very soon he will realise that
ges would come from defence counsel in relation to that. oy have different points of view on some matters even from
WOUId expect it to be a very brief video. On the other handy, yqe of the Leader of the Opposition. That bodes well for the
it may be that semen samples have to be taken or there Ngg 1o of debate in this place, and there is no reason why we
to be some scraping— . should not revisit issues just because a previous Parliament
The Hon. R.R. Roberts:l don'twant to see the video of - .5 e 1 4 different conclusion. I will let my case rest now,

that! - - - g
) given that the Attorney seems responsive to it and that it will
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: But they are made. You can ., up again in discussion.

imagine what will happen with that. | can tell you that when _
we were looking at audiotaping witnesses’ statements, The Hon.R.R. ROBERTS:I, too, was impressed by the
particularly with child sex abuse cases, we deliberatelfgmotional outburst by the Attorney-General about the video
prevented accused persons from having copies of videotapt&pes, but | was disappointed half an hour ago when we lost
because they were showing them to their porno mates. W&at debate. We are now talking about a copy of the results
deliberately stopped that. | am not suggesting that that is wh&f an analysis of materials taken from a person’s body by
might happen, but if you are looking at the issue of semefiorensic procedure on payment of a fee fixed by regulation.
Samp]esy or some other intrusive procedure, some quirk&ﬂ his response the Hon. lan Gilfillan indicated with respect
person might decide they want to get a copy and then flauri® clause 36 that he was not persuaded about the videotape
it around the prison or wherever else they might go with theitssue, despite the passionate and persuasive arguments the

mates. | am not putting that up as an argument in favour of\ttorney-General put to him on that occasion. We are talking
a fee; all | am saying is that we really have to get it into@bout copies of the results. | point out that the results of these

context. forensic tests represent a whole new area, which is why we

With respect to the Hon. lan Gilfillan, it is not a basic are legislating. It is new ground, and what we did in the last
human right to get a copy of this video tape free. What is &arliament was not necessarily relevant. We are talking about
basic human right is that you have access to it and are abfecopy of the analysis or, in clause 40, we are talking about
to view it, and we have provided expressly for that. That is2 copy of a photograph.

the basic human right: that you know the case you must some of this forensic evidence may never be produced in
answer. We are bend”:]g over baCkWarqs in this Bill. In Sor:n% court but can be kept for up to two years in Ongoing
respects the police will say we are tying one hand behinghyestigations, and these people who are the subject of these
their back and some people out in the community will alsaests will be hanging around, although they probably will not
argue that we are tying one hand behind the backs of policgnow it is being held for two years. They will be saying,
but we have taken what we believe is a principled approaclyoy have taken this test on me. I did not really want it done,
to this to ensure that there is a proper balance between tiigt you had an order and, now that you have the evidence, all
rights of an accused person and the rights of police officerswant is a copy of it” We are providing that, even though

in relation to the gathering of evidence. | would suggest thakhat person may not be charged, virtually proving their
while I am happy to look at all these issues at some time ifhnocence, we will still not give them a copy of the evidence,

the :future, it is not appropriate to deal with that iSS'Ue yebut we may well keep it for two years. That is an absolute
again now, when Parliament has already dealt with angayesty.

approved it. We are merely following the normal processes. ) . .

I indicated in relation to clause 15 that we have actually . 1he Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | have a fairly strong view
picked up that there is a problem with it—I do not think 220Ut it and | do not intend to budge. | know that some
anybody else in the Chamber did so—and said we willnembers wish to consider the issue, and | would ask them to

provide people with the right to view the tape free. That is@lk {0 @ few people who practise in the area, to get a feel for
what is critical in relation to this issue. what really happens or does not happen on both sides. |

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: As usual | am moved by ™MOV€:
the rather impassioned response of Attorney in the matter, but That further consideration of this clause be postponed until all
he is getting excited about the wrong issue. For one thing, ifther clauses have been considered.

being taken out, and the preparation for that, of course, wit
the strap around your arm and the stethoscope—
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles: They would identify the
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That gives everybody a chance to think about it; members casn ongoing investigation, the legislation provides for special
consider that clause and we will deal with it tomorrow. | think circumstances for the material to be held over. In my
the Hon. Ron Roberts was one step ahead. He was talkirexperience it has not been all that hard for people to hold it
about a different amendment; he was talking about clause 38ver, especially where a criminal investigation is taking

I think. | have a very strong view that, for consistency ofplace. Who has access to that information?

approach and as a matter of principle, people are entitled to | note that a Minister with like legislation elsewhere can
view tapes but if they want copies they should have to pay foaccess the DNA data bank, but will this DNA material that
them. By tomorrow | should have some idea as to the cost aé being held by the police in their investigation be cross
the video tapes and | will let the Opposition, the Hon.referenced or accessed by anyone else during the two years

Mr Gilfillan and the Hon. Mr Xenophon know. period or until such time as it is destroyed? | accept that the
The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: This issue comes up Attorney is tightening up the destruction period, which was
in a number of other clauses. of concern to me.
Motion carried. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | draw the honourable
Clause 38. member’s attention to clause 46, which deals with confiden-
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: tiality and states:
Page 16, after line 13—Insert: A person who has or has had access to information obtained

(3) This section does not apply to the taking of prints of thethrough the conduct of forensic procedures must not disclose the
hands, fingers, feet or toes of a person or the taking of a dentatformation unless. . .
|m[.)res.'3|on. O_r an |mpressu_)n or cast Of_ a W_Ound' Certain things follow, and it refers to a medical practitioner
This provision deals with the obligation to ensure that aor investigating police officers. | suppose it is quite possible
suspect can have part of the sample for his or her owghat on the basis of wanting to compare the DNA profile of
analysis, if that is a reasonably practicable course of actionhat forensic material of a suspect with material that may
Clearly the draft has in mind blood, scrapings, residue and thglready be on a DNA database it may be necessary to grant
like, but if the sample concerned is a dental impression it iiccess to an interstate jurisdiction.
not sensible to imply that the impression be cut in half, or - The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS:| do not have a problem with
something similar. So, the purpose of the amendment is tthat. It is the other evidence that is being held in relation to
allay some fears expressed in consultation that the obligatigiersons who have not been convicted. Who can get access to
provided by this section would have some such bizarre effe¢hat? Can another investigating officer in South Australia get

which it was never intended that it should have. access to it?
Amendment carried; clause as amended passed. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Ifthe person is not convicted?
Consideration of clauses 39 and 40 postponed. The Hon. R.R. Roberts: Yes.
Clause 41 passed. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Of course they can.
Clause 42. The Hon. R.R. Roberts: There has been no conviction
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: and no charge.
Page 17— The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN:  Why not? If police are

Line 4—After ‘destroyed’ insert ‘(as soon as practicable)'. jnyestigating a series of crimes—

Lines 14 and 15—Leave out ‘under Part 8A of the Criminal . :
Law Consolidation Act 1935’ The Hon. R.R. Roberts:We are talking of people who

. oo . . have not been convicted.
During consultation it was pointed out that clause 42 lists the The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Of course you are. Do you

events which trigger the obligations to destroy but does N how what happens at the moment?

specify when the destruction should take place. The first The Hon. R.R. Roberts: This legislation allows it to
amendment remedies that omission. The second amendm tppen aga{in o ’

is the same as that explained in relation to the amendment 10 The Hon. KT GRIFFIN: Look, if a serial rapist is

. - S : L M358 0lved, do you mean to say that the police are to be
person liable to supervision’ is now in the definition section revented, if they have DNA material from a suspect, from
by reason of an earlier amendment in this series of amen ‘omparing it for one of the rapes or not permitted to disclose

ments. . . S > ' )
. it to another investigating police officer who might be
The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | note that the Attorney investigating another rape?

stated that the forensic evidence would be destroyed as soon The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:
as practicable. | raised this concern during the second reading T . . : . )
debate. When | expressed concern about the two years tg? The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: He did say that. Police officers

Attorney said that the data bank would only be kept, as egpgRgit:)?lciltyt(f)orhi?]\\llzszggfizisto information if they have

provided for in the next clause, on convicted persons. That ) . . ,
clause specifies clearly that evidence has to be taken and puttThe Hon: Carme’I Zollo: Perhaps it should be ‘suspect
rather than ‘person’.

into the data bank. . ,
The Hon. K.T. Griffin: If you haven't been convicted it The Hon. K.T. GRIFF”\lll' No, because ‘person’ covers
does not go into the database. an _?ﬁcuHsed psr;ogas wellas a su;spept.
The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: That is right. My other 1€ Z0P S0t 1O g”ds 'r:tf/l”ecgng- wand on thei
concern is that this evidence will be kept somewhere for tW(? € K . OF ehr. . emh ershcan stand ont ?'r
years. | read the Attorney’s second reading explanation anget and ask a questlpn..T atis what the Committee is for.
was interested to note that he spoke about consistency. | note Amendments carried; clause as amended passed.
that in other jurisdictions and federally the period is 12 Clauses 43 and 44 passed.
months whereas we have gone for two years. The Attorney Clause 45.
explained that and | am sure he has some reason for it. My 1he Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move:
concern is that, whilst the material is being held and there is Page 18, lines 23 and 26—After ‘in’ insert ‘any’.
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The purpose of these amendments is to make the purpose of The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | am not sure whether |
the section absolutely clear beyond argument. ‘Criminalinderstand. Clause 49(2) provides that the material ‘must not

proceedings’ means any criminal proceedings. be retained on the database beyond the time the destruction
Amendments carried; clause as amended passed. of the forensic material is required under this Act.’ | ask quite
Clauses 46 and 47 passed. simply: where under this Bill is that defined?
Clause 48. The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: It is defined in
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: clause 42(1)(b), or it may be a longer period under sub-
Page 20— clause (2)(b), or it may be shorter.

Lines 9 and 10—Leave out ‘under Part 8A of the Criminal ~ Amendments carried; clause as amended passed.

Law Consolidation Act 1935'.
After line 10-—Insert—- Clauses 50 and 51 passed.

(2a)  If a DNA profile derived from material obtained from ~ Progress reported; Committee to sit again.
a person who has been found guilty of an offence is stored on a
database in accordance with this section and the person is subse- ADDRESS IN REPLY
quently acquitted of the offence, the information must be removed

fro'_n t_he .daFabase as soonas praCti_Cable' ] Adjourned debate on motion for adoption.
This is similar to the amendment in relation to clause 28. The (Continued from 19 February. Page 360.)
purpose of the second amendment is to make absolutely clear

that the DNA information of acquitted people should notbe  The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: The Address in Reply is

on the State or national DNA databases. in response to the speech by the Governor of the convening
Amendments carried; clause as amended passed.  of the new Parliament following the 1997 State election. At
Clause 49. the outset, | want to express my sorrow for the fact that, as
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | move: aresult of that election, we lost from the Legislative Council
Page 20— two very able people in the form of Bernice Pfitzner and
Line 16—Leave out 'section’ and insert ‘Part’. Paolo Nocella. | feel quite sad about it, because | thought

plaintsL/ixTﬁh%?r)it_y'Aﬂer ‘Ombudsman’ insert ‘or the Police Com- poth these people were quite progressive in their thinking,

Line 24—After ‘Information’ insert ‘about a DNA profile’. and. we “ee@' a bit more .progresswe th'nk'ng in this

The fi d . draft d With th Parliament. It is a sad reflection on both the Liberal and the
e first amendment Is a draiting amendment. With the 5, p4ties that they gave preference to other people above

Bernice and Paolo in their respective Parties. | found Bernice
that the Police Complaints Authority may have legitimate, b

reason to look into this information in the course of its.to be a very easy person to work with.

legitimate and important investigations. That is quite clearly}hé;lr_r:]e Hon. L.H. Davis: We had two ethnic people above
so, and the section needs to be amended to say so. The third”__~ . .
amendment makes it clear that this provision applies in The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | am not basing my
relation to DNA databases and not existing databases GPMMents on ethnicity but on the contribution that these
fingerprints or photographs, which currently have legitimatd®€OP!e made to liberal (with a small T) politics. Bernice took
status. a strong position on many issues of concern to women. |

. ‘1-<. think Parliament is poorer for her no longer being here. |
The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | 49(2) provides: L
Infc?rmaotion deri\?ed from forensifn?;zfial if)t;iﬁe?i ucrij:r thishOpe that we will find that the two members who replaced
Act or a corresponding law must not be retained on the databaégese people in the Liberal and Labor Parties will be able to

beyond the time the destruction the forensic material is require€asure up to them. The interesting thing about the election
under this Act or the corresponding law. result was how well the Democrats did and how poorly the
Where in this Bill is there a definition of the time which is Labor Party did. People tend to have forgotten tfate
required before which the material is to be removed from theYdney Morning Heraldf 15 October last year, just a few.
database? Who is responsible for that? Is it the Commission8@ys after the election, had a column by Alan Ramsey in
of Police? If so, with due respect to the Commissioner ofvhich he states:

Police, who will ensure that that procedure is followed There have, God save us, been 122 State and Federal elections
through? in the last half-century. Only six times in all of those elections over

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: One must be careful of how gl (" S0 a8 B Lapor Faid pmary vote been worse than it
one defines ‘database’. If information on a suspect is kept, ves just six. Yet Labor’s effort is hailed a triumph, hacking, as
because of the mere fact that it is kept, even if it is noft did, into the hapless Olsen Liberal Government's overblown
computerised, it may be construed as a database. It may bwjority and reducing it to almost nothing, with the counting still

that there is a folder which contains a range of materiaP0ing. How could this be? How could Labor record its second worst
. ; . rimary vote ever in a South Australian State poll, its seventh worst
relating to different cases and different suspects. It may als%nywhere in Australia over 122 State and Federal elections across

be that there is a different provision in respect of materiaboyears, and yet still come so close to winning? The answer, simply,
which is received from interstate, because the State of origiis the voting system. Preferential voting is what made Labor look so
might have different provisions and powers. good on Saturday when its vote in its own right was so dreadful.

: : . . More than 60 percent of all voters who deserted the Olsen
All this amendment seeks to do is to set up a regime whic overnment didn’t want either Liberal or Labor. Their first choice

clearly identifies that, if the information is kept on some formyent elsewhere.

of a database and if you are not permitted to keep it beyon(f:ater in the article he states:

say, two years, this ensures that you are required to comply ’ )

with that time limit. Even in respect of SuspectS’ the A full quarter of all South Australian voters were SUfﬁCiently

- - . . _alienated by the choice offered that they gave their primary vote to
information may be kept not on a national database but in %e Democrats or to an Independent, returning only reluctantly to

file or on a docket or in some other way which might beiperal or Labor further down the ballot paper because the preferen-
regarded as a database. So, it is broadly described. tial system says they must if they are not to be disenfranchised.



Tuesday 24 February 1998 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 381

That brings me to the next point of interest. On the Tuesday And the bluntness with which she avoided heaping praise upon
after the election—I do not think it escaped anyone’é‘ler guest must have left Mr Berry metaphorically soaked and

. ; ondering which Party Mrs Kernot had defected to. Asked to
notice—Cheryl Kernot resigned both from the Senate and thgescribe the qualities in Mr Berry that would make him the best chief

Australian Democrats. It certainly has had a lot of peoplgninister, Mrs Kernot responded, ‘I don't know Wayne Berry

asking why she did it. particularly well. I don’t know Kate Carnell particularly well either.
The Hon. L.H. Davis: And she was in Adelaide only days But! do know from my former position that there is more than one
earlier. person in a team.’

. The Labor candidates all believed that the community was very
The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Without doubt, and I shall jnnortant. ‘Any Party has to be bigger than one person. | know that

deal with that. | will go through the reasons that she gave fofrom experience.’ Mrs Kernot was asked then if it was responsible
doing it—and they are her reasons—but | believe history willfor an aspiring chief minister to make promises without saying how
reveal a slightly different story. Members may have seerhey would be funded. “You should ask Mr Berry that. But | believe

. . hat at the Federal level, under the charter of budget honesty,
some comment coming out of the Democrats nationaleneraily speaking, you will find the Governments and Opposition

conference on the Australia Day weekend where Senator M&@harties, and most Parties these days, are expected to explain where
Lees described her behaviour as ‘odd’, and | think it is a goothe revenue’s coming from. Look, I'm campaigning everywhere for
word to describe it. Labor. It just so happens that today I'm in Canberra. I'm happy to

; ; :say to Australians that when it comes to choosing Government,
As some have come to see in recent times, the publigJ. - give Labor serious consideration.’

personaof Cheryl Kernot is somewhat different from the ™ The Labor team spotted Mrs Kernot's former friends from the
private, and we have seen this demonstrated in some medi@mocrats with a table set up in the middle of City Walk, and
coverage in the past four weeks. I might make some referen@yoided an embarrassing collision by pulling a hard turn to starboard.

; ; ., Then, much too fast for Mr Berry or Mrs Kernot to do more than
to that. E\{eryone, I thm.k’ IS aware .Of 'the incident t.hatsmile at a citizen, they flashed on around the block and back towards
occurred with the removalist truck running into the house intGhe Assembly.

which she was moving. | have a newspaper clipping but, ) )
unfortunately, | have not got references as to which paperi e-::’s Hon. P. Holloway: What was the Democrats’ vote
is. | do know that the incident occurred around the Australia ' i

Day weekend. There are some interesting observations about The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: We almost doubled our

. Vote to just over 6 per cent.
the performance of Cheryl, and | quote: An honourable member interjecting:

Her whining appearance on television in the aftermath of her . ;
most recent outburst about her commitment to politics only The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: It was very pleasing,

confirmed what many in the Labor Party suspect—she is a fairactually. In theAdvertiserof 19 February is a heading,
weather sailor who was able to cope with the demands upon her &80litics just another game, says defiant Kernot'. That article

leader of a minor Party but finds the pressure on members of the Aevealed that on the channelMidday Showwhen the host,

team a little greater than she bargained for. i
There are increasing rumbles from within the Labor Party at theKerrl Anne Kennerley, asked Cheryl about defectors, Cheryl

free ride that has been extended to her and the increasing criticisfgSPonded:

has extended to her failure to live in Dickson, the Queensland When a footballer joins another team, they say it's a transfer;
electorate she has been pre-selected for. Highgate Hill, the areawhen chief executive officers go to other firms it's a fantastic career
which her now-wrecked rented house lies, is part of Brisbane’snove; but when a woman makes a decision to follow her mind and
chardonnay belt, close to the university and home to its manyer heart, they say the ‘D* word.

academics. : : . s :
Labor supporters are asking why she has not rented a home Heally think that is going over the top: it has nothing to do

Dickson, pointing out it includes many upmarket areas including thavith @ woman’s making a decision to follow her mind and her
broadacre suburbs of Samford Valley, Murrumba Downs, Daybordeart. She is really trying to use feminism to her own ends
and Mounts Pleasant and Glorious from which to choose, where shiere. The article continues:
would have had to confront the electorate’s many unemployed youth, . . .

Labor’s star recruit also rekindled speculation about her

retirees and pensioners. - = - -

. . commitmentto politics. ‘I've got a family and other things | want to
Again, | think that says a lot about Cheryl Kernot. | must saydo with my life and I'm not a full-time long-term careerist politician.
| have been surprised that the Liberal Party has not attackdtl wasn't enjoying it, you wouldn’t expect me to stay forever, she
her quite ferociously about where she lives. said.

The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: The Hon. T.G. Cameron: We'll have you, Sandra.

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | am pleased that the Hon. The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: The comment that the
Legh Davis asked questions about it. | will read one of theHon. Mr Cameron made is interesting because, in fact, we in
more recent pieces of media coverage about Cheryl Kerndlhe Democrats knew about the downside of Cheryl but it was
in its entirety because it says a lot about Cheryl Kernot andot in our interests to reveal it. Now the Labor Party has to
it makes for entertaining reading. | do not think mostdeal with the problem.
members would have come across it because it wasién The Hon. T.G. Cameron: So much for honesty in
Canberra Time$ast Tuesday. The article is headed, ‘Kernotpolitics! Are you saying you covered up for her?
makes pretty heavy going of it in the city’, and continues: The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Of course we covered up

Like the figurehead on a warship of old under full sail, former for her, and now the ALP has the problem.

Democrats Leader Cheryl Kernot swept into Civic yesterday with  Members interjecting:

Opposition Leader, Wayne Berry, bobbing in her wake. The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. T. Crothers): Order!

The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: It didn’t make much difference The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Did you know it when you
to the ALP result. brought her over here for the election?

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: It did not make much The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Of course we did not
difference to the ALP vote. know it.

An honourable member interjecting: The Hon. T.G. Cameron:| thought you said you did.

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: The ALP vote inthe ACT The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | said that we covered for
was down to 27.5 per cent so she is obviously not much of aer with her many faults, but you are now dealing with it.
winner. The article continues: The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:
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The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Another of the things that The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | have already answered
Cheryl Kernot said on the day of her defection was that shéhat question: we lost one. Some of the comments that Cheryl
had only resolved the matter ‘in the last two weeks’. Imade as justification included that she had a personal sense
certainly have information to the contrary and, again, timeof outrage at the damage being done to Australia by the
will reveal that information. However, the question has beerHoward Government. Well, so have I, but | am certainly not
put by Labor members in this Chamber as to whether or najoing to join the ALP because | feel that. She talked about
we knew. Of course we did not know. We were utterly‘my concern that from my position in the Senate | had a
shocked by it, and | was extraordinarily angry. | do not knowlimited capacity to minimise that damage’. | think that is
who said so, but someone described what she had done as tother area where she was wrong. | am certain that she has
greatest act of political treachery this decade—and | wroteome to see in the last month that she was held in such high

her a letter reiterating that. regard by many members of the public because at least in part
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: What did you say in your she was making her perceived commonsense statements as
letter? the Leader of the Democrats. She said that her imperative ‘is

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: |told her | agreed with it. 10 play a more direct role in the removal of the Coalition
There has been difficulty in speaking the truth about thigsovernment. . Itis also vital to end the deliberate cultivation
issue because as soon as the Democrats— of the politics of division and intolerance.” How one achieves

The Hon. L.H. Davis: Did you get a reply from her?  that by joining the ALP beggars me. She went on to say:

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Do you think she'd bother | have watched as the Government stepped up the process of
replying under the circumstances? Of course not! dismantling the State, throwing thousands of people onto the

. . h lishing j i ini .
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: She doesn’t know her own scrapheap, abolis 'ng‘JOb creation "”md training Programs )
mind! | note that she says ‘stepped up’, because it was the ALP in

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: That could well be the 9overnment which started it, so at least she was being honest
case. It has been a problem for us in the Democrats that 4& & SOrt of fashion. When it comes to the issue of unem-
soon as we try to say anything about Cheryl Kernot it had oyed people | QO not think the ALP’s record at Federal level
been represented as sour grapes, and | have heard somethif§!!d be anything to attract me.
along those lines already by way of interjection. | hope that | Will refer toa couple of a}rtlcles from June last year. The
from October to February, in that time period, there had‘9€0f 24 \_]une 1997 states: _
perhaps been enough time to allow that accusation to go and Something happened to Labor’s team on its way to the Senate

; yesterday. It was going there to ensure that the work-for-the-dole
to allow people tO.Sp?ak_the truth on it. legislation was not compulsory and would not apply to older
Members interjecting: workers. Then it changed its mind. Why?

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! | would ask the The official version is that since the Democrats joined the
honourable member, in the interests of being heard and in t at;/grrr\}vrgﬁlrg gnpgggg%ﬁehﬁ?ﬁénﬁ?&??&ﬂf&% ttgsv Erﬂeodn Er\lleaﬁlsya
interests oHansardbeing able to hegr you, hot to reqund case of reciprocal obligations.
to interjectors; and | would ask the interjectors to consider  The Democrats were a bit puzzled, as no-one from Labor had told
putting a bit of order into their life and remaining silent while them they had a reciprocal obligation. Yet after four months of
the ton. Ms Kanckis on her feet Damocrats, Greens and Independents, and ensure that work for e

. 3 fai emaocrats, ,

The an. S.ANDRA KANCK' Cheryl Kernot's deCIS|on_ dole will be compulsory and c%n apply to unemployed of all ages.
to defect in this way resulted in quite a deal of anger bein .
directed at us from members of the public. | took one>° Much for compassion for the unemployed! In8yeiney
telephone call from a very angry man who thought thatMorning Herald of 25 June Alan Ramsey has a column
because she had made this decision, somehow we were all}§aded ‘Labor’s obscene roll-over’ which states:

league with her. It took me about 15 minutes of trying to talk _ Sooner or later the Labor Party will have to stop making a fool

: ) ; ; f itself if it expects despairing voters to start taking it seriously
over this man's shouting to get him to understand that | Waggain. .. Evesince John Howard announced his work-for-the-dole

equally as angry as he’ if_nOt more so. proposal in February, Kim Beazley and his colleagues have
The Hon. L.H. Davis: Did you get many calls and letters? condemned it in every derisory way possible, labelling it a sham, a
The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: We got very few calls and disgrace, tawdry, pathetic and, most often, ‘Mickey Mouse’. Martin

. : P S erguson, in the mixed metaphor of the year, dismissed it out of hand
letters. The interesting thing is that we have had a significarij gihairy old chestnut'. P y

increase in membership applications to the Party. We have  However, when the enabling legislation finally got to a vote in
a process whereby, if people ring our Party office, wethe House late one night a few weeks ago, Labor let it slide through
forward the details to our national secretariat, and the levevithout forcing a division. Why? Because although it had put up a

of membership inquiries were such that the national secretarﬁgIft of amendments, all of which the Government rejected, the
pposition didn’'t want to be seen voting against it. To do so, it was

at asked each of our divisional officers to stop sending thgrgyed privately, might be construed by voters as ‘pro-bludger’. The
information through to them to process because they couldill passed on the voices, without a vote being recorded.

not handle the number of applications. If you are concerned about employment and social justice,
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: why would you join a Party which is doing that? | return to
The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: One. | think that what  the quotes from Cheryl Kernot's resignation speech. She said:
Cheryl Kgrnot said at the time was way off beam. We got an | have watched them [the Government] manically cutting back
increase in membership because people felt the same Wayograms ranging from industry R&D to family planning to dental
they reacted to her comments and said, ‘The role of th@ospital services for the poor.

Democrats in politics in Australia is terribly_ impo_rtant and gyre, | have watched it, too, but it doesn't justify joining the
because of what Cheryl has done we are going to join.’ | wank| p. She said:

to go through some of what Cheryl said in her speech. Over the last 18 months | have watched this Government create

The Hon. L.H. Davis: Did you lose many members g crisis of confidence in the higher education sector and attack our
because of Cheryl’s going? public school system.



Tuesday 24 February 1998 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 383

So she joins the Party that first introduced HECS fees! Thdbr a group and people and then betrays them? The ALP sell-
doesn’t make sense. She says: out last year on West Beach occurred two months after
For 18 months | have watched as the Howard GovernmenEheryl Kernot's sell-out. Had the national body of the ALP

allowed an agent of division to vilify and scapegoat blackneglected to tell the State body about the rebuilding of
Australians and migrants under the cloak of free speech. community and miraculous synthesis of free market econom-
Fair enough. | agree that Howard's failure to speak up againgts and Government intervention, which St Cheryl says the
Pauline Hanson early in the piece does deserve condemn@kP now stands for?

tion, but it does not motivate me to go and join the ALP. She At the moment we have a great deal of public debate going

said: on about the sale of ETSA, and one only has to look at the
I firmly believe the Howard Government has demonstrated itselfeécord of the ALP on corporatisation and competition policy
to be a new Government shackled by old ideas. over the last three and a half years to wonder why on earth

Well, | question whether the ALP will be any different. | Cheryl Kernot has joined a Party like this. The Labor Party
suspect that if it is elected at the next Federal election it wilstarted the whole of the competition policy juggernaut and

still be running its same old, tired ideas about who owns th&eating and a Labor Government at State level agreed to it.
means of producing capital. Cheryl Kernot also said: TheHansardrecord will show over and over again that, when

- L . : we dealt with the Electricity Bill in 1994, the National
Our [Australia’s] destiny in the twenty-first century is at - o o v .
stake . . for that reason I will be seeking preselection for a House ofEl€ctricity Bill in 1996, the Competition Policy Bill last

Representatives seat for the Australian Labor Party. year—or it might have been 1996—every time the Opposition
That to me requires a supreme leap in logic that | certainlpuPPorted the Government on it, o
cannot make. She said: It is quite instructive, in fact, to look at the contribution

| have found it increasingly difficult to stand in the middle, trying from Mr F_Ol_ey in the House of Assembly Wh.en it de?"t with
to be endlessly fair to both sides when I have grown so alarmed b€ Electricity Bill in 1994, and he was certainly having two

the kind of politics being played out by the Coalition. ob each way on the Bill. He claimed that they were dealing

Later she said: with the legislation because it was something that was thrust
The alternative. . was to leavepolitics so that | did not upon them. He did not acknowledge, of course, that it was

compromise the Democrats’ continuing even-handedness. under a Labor Government that these reforms had begun. He

I wonder what she has been doing for the last seven years ?nbserved, and | quote:

e Senaterepresenting the Democras, because he recoplThe S o Hme, ot patore 1 and (o e
shows that there was no even-handedness. The Democr%ﬂﬁwgh the issues. | will stand with the Minister for Infrastructure
have attacked either Party without fear or favour when thend argue with my Federal colleagues that what is good for
occasion has called for it. Australia, what is good nationally, is not automatically good for this
Further, she said: State.

I have come to the conclusion that the Democrats at the Federdet despite saying that, his Party went ahead and supported
level are permanently entrenched as a third Party. The reality of thhis legislation. He went on to say—and he put the same

electoral system in this country means that the Party will basicallx,\,ording in different forms a number of times:
be confined to a Senate role. It will continue to play an important ” o _
role there for Australian democracy. Thatis where | want to stand in this Chamber and as long as this

. . . Government is prepared to acknowledge that the purist form of
On that | certainly take issue, because | believe come the ne)fimer for this State will cause irrevocable damage to our industrial,

Federal election the Democrats will gain seats in the Lowegconomic and domestic base | am there with the Minister.

House, and | believe that will also occur at the next Stat&, wr Foley, representing the Opposition, representing the
election here. Continuing the quote from Cheryl: Labor Party in this Parliament, actually put it on the record
b ?Sa?ytgotwi:r?lin élt;g\&\/taﬁgxt }hr% idiaicggnaobflfehitsoccr)rﬁjanlirey ;Cg?er?hat he knew that following the recommendations of Hilmer
contgr’ibution. More and more Partiegs around the globe are gragglingomd lead to !rrevoca}ble damage_to our |ndustr|a_l, econom-
with the problem of forging a new path, a synthesis that gets the bef and domestic base’, and now this Labor Party, in the form
for society out of free market economics and Government intervenof this Opposition, tries to take the high moral ground on the

tion. The world is moving on and Labor in Australia is moving with Government’s decision to sell ETSA. They continue to amaze
it. Labor is reaching a position where it will be best placed to mee

the economic challenge of the future, and, hand in hand with that, L. L

rebuild a sense of community, make society fairer, restore tolerance; 1he Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:

in short, advance the great founding tradition of caring egalitarian-  The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: The Hon. Legh Davis asks
Ism. why we did what we did on industrial relations policy. Thank
Does this mean that the ALP is about to adopt the Democratgou for the opportunity to put the answer to this on record.
policies that we have held for the last 21 years? | certainlyDne has to recognise the Standing Orders that operate in
cannot understand why anyone would want to be in any Partiyederal Parliament. If they go to a double dissolution on a
that stands in the middle between the Labor and Libergbarticular piece of legislation, when the writs have been
Parties when neither of them stand for anything of substanceeturned and Parliament is formed a joint sitting of both
In my four years here | have not been tempted to steer sudHouses is held; that is, if the Government decides it wants to
a course because it would have been outstandingly stupid pursue it. The Standing Orders are such that the legislation
do so. Why would | want to be halfway between Labor andin its original form, without amendment, is what is voted on,
Liberal when it comes to uranium mining? When so often theand it is a Yes/No vote without amendment. This meant that
Labor and Liberal Parties have agreed on things such dbere was an absolutely and utterly draconian piece of
planning laws, including last year’s sell-out of West Beachjndustrial relations legislation, and the opinion polls were all
why would | want to choose a halfway point between themhowing at the time when that legislation was introduced that
What is the halfway point between a Party which representa double dissolution election would definitely return a Liberal
only business interests and a Party which says it will stand u@overnment and that they would have the majority in a joint
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sitting, which would have meant that the legislation wouldCheryl Kernot has made a massive mistake, and history will
have been passed in its original and draconian form. show that that is the case.

In those circumstances the Democrats believed that the
only course of action we had was to negotiate with the The Hon. T.G. CAMERON secured the adjournment of
Government to come up with a piece of legislation that wouldhe debate.
not result in the triggering of a double dissolution and, "
hopefully, sometime in the future industrial relations [Sitting suspended from 5.58 to 7.45 p.m.]
legislation at the Federal level will again be able to be altered

and taken back to a better position than what we have NOW.\ 1 S TUAL RECOGNITION (SOUTH AUSTRALIA)

But that is the situation that occurred. =~ . (EXTENSION OF OPERATION) AMENDMENT
However, | return to competition policy which, again, the BILL

Labor Opposition supported. | am going to quote myself,

because when I look back at my own speech it actually makes  Received from the House of Assembly and read a first
alot of sense, and particularly in the light of what is happenyjme.

ing now with the threatened privatisation of ETSA. This iS The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Minister for Justice): | move:

what| s'a|d:. _ B ~ Thatthis Bill be now read a second time.

_ tﬁ p%'!ﬁy é_llllmed at %r]e?tlng C?mlﬁetgon such astthetone _embOd_heﬁseek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
in this Bill will mean that eventually Government enterprises will ; ; Lo

one day cease to be found, let alone compete on the playing fieIH? Hansardwithout my reading it.

regardless of how level itis. This Bill is about the prime goal of the Leave granted.

ideological right to reduce the size and influence of Government, Section 4 of thdiutual Recognition (South Australia) Act 1993
hence I find it difficult to understand the Opposition’s acceptance ohdopts the Commonwealtutual Recognition Act 199r a period

this legislation. ending on 1 March 1998.
| went on to predict: These Acts were enacted as part of a national scheme of mutual
S recognition and are complemented by an Intergovernmental
Eventually privatisation must occur— Agreement between the Commonwealth, States and Territories.

P aticati Under the terms of the Agreement a review of the mutual recognition
this is the privatisation of ETSA— scheme is to be condu%]:ted by March 1998, five years afgt;er the
as the Government becomes unwilling to reinvest in the upgrade afommencement of the Commonwealth Act. This review, which is
the Thomas Playford Power Station, and perhaps even the Torresarrently underway, will consider the future of the operation of the
Island Power Station in the long-term. mutual recognition scheme in Australia.

; ; : The review is being conducted by the COAG Committee on
Itis very Intere§tlng that the announcement to §e|l ETSA haﬁegulatory Reform. Ingaddition to ad)\//ertisements in the national
occurred at a time when the Government decided to put it§ress inviting submissions, members of the Committee on Regula-
money into the Riverlink transmission line through from Newtory Reform have undertaken consultation within their jurisdictions.
South Wales rather than to repower the Torrens Island Powét South Australia, materials concerning the review were sent to

; Sl it o pproximately 80 organisations and to all the major regulatory
Station. 1 do not think it is a coincidence that these eventggencies within the public sector. The Government has used re-

have occurred in time. Again referring to what | had to saysponses from the latter to make a submission to the Review.
on 6 June 1996: The Review will be completed by 1 July 1998 and will result in

It was interesting to read the comment of members in the Loweft report to the Council of Australian Governments. The sunset clause

House, both Labor and Liberal, regarding this legislation. They coul@f theMutual Recognition (South Australia) Act 1988 come into
find virtually nothing positive to say about the Bill. Nevertheless,EﬁeCt before South Australia has the opportunity to consider the out-

they are willing to support it. | do not believe that you can have itc0Me of the national review and to take any legislative action which
bot% ways. 9 PP y might arise from its recommendations. The intent of the Bill,

If you do not like what is happening, surely you vote against it'therefore, is to extend the operation of the Act to allow sufficient

South Australians are entitled to ask for an explanation from c)u}ime for consideration of recommendations of the national review

members of Parliament who are doing this. | do not think that Wher%qd of any resultant proposals for legislative amendment.

they ask that question it will be adequately answered, because | think'® Provisions of the Bi:' are as fofIIO\I/vs:
this Bill is about ideology, not good Government. It is an ideology Explanation of Clauses

which the Opposition is supporting when it supports this legislation, _Clause 1: Short title
PP PP g PP 9 This clause is formal.

I think what | said back in 1996 is equally valid now. I return  Clause 2: Amendment of s. 4—Adoption of Commonwealth Act
to what | said before: why would anyone want to belong toThis clause extends the period of adoption of the Commonwealth Act
a Party that is halfway between the Liberal Party’s blind faithuntil 30 June 1999. The Act will, by virtue of section 6, therefore
in the free market and the ALP, which began the process?"OW xpire on this date.

Last year | came across an interesting quote in My The pon, P HOLLOWAY secured the adjournment of
organiser about the ‘middle way’: the debate.

The Buddhist definition for the middle way does not mean
compromise: it means higher, like the apex of a triangle. In searching ADDRESS IN REPLY
for a higher way, two people must find a solution that is better than

what either person presently has in mind. Adjourned debate on motion for adoption (resumed on

I believe that both the Labor and the Liberal Parties argnotion).

exhibiting neither of those characteristics; they are nottrying  (Continued from page 384.)

to find a solution. We have simply seen grandstanding over

what has been happening with ETSA in the past week The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: In my contribution last year
The Hon. L.H. Davis: What's the Democrat solution? | assessed the economic policies of the Brown Government
The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: The Democrat solution and the impact they were having on the State’s economy and

will be to look at the evidence, recognising at all times thafts citizens. | also examined a long list of promises that

the Labor Party started the process and that the Liberal Parbjberal Government Ministers had broken in their first three

has finished it off. In conclusion, the Democrats believe thayears of office. Today | intend to look at the current situation
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of the South Australian economy, which is a result of theNovember briefing argues a more realistic figure for employ-
policies of the Olsen Government over the past 12 monthsent growth in South Australia for 1997-98 as between .7
and, in particular, its implications for unemployment, Stateand .1 per cent. In terms of economic growth, the budget
growth and small business. | will also explore the leadershiggain expects us to have growth of 2 per cent—a rate much
problems that continue to plague the Liberal Party and théower than the national figure of around 3.5 per cent out to
impact that they are having on South Australian businesthe turn of the century.
confidence. Once again, the Centre for Economic Studies argues that
The claim by the Government that this is a jobs budget ishe growth expectation for 1997-98 for South Australia is
patently false. It is time the Premier faced the truth. Southmore likely to be 2.5 per cent. This is less than is required to
Australia’'s economy has stalled and so has economic growtheduce the levels of unemployment. It is accepted generally
South Australia’s growth gap with the rest of the nation isby economists that 4 per cent growth is required to make in-
now the largest ever since records have been kept. The lateshds into unemployment because of productivity and normal
job figures show the lowest level of full time employment in population growth. This figure could be lower in South
the State since June 1995; currently 72 500 South Australiansustralia because of the abnormally high population loss
are looking for work. In November 1996 the South Australianoccurring here.
unemployment rate stood at 9.7 per cent; 15 months later it The claim that the budget is a job budget rests on the
has increased to 10 per cent, compared to the national averagigs million priority funding package for capital works.
of 8.2 per cent. There are only 2 000 more new full time jobscapital works are to increase by 19 per centin real terms, but
in South Australia than there were when the Liberals camg,o budget confirms that accumulative underspending in
to power, there were 473 800 in January 1998, compared witapital works now stands at $575 million over the past four
471 500 in December 1993. However, South Australian ma'?ears. No wonder the State is mired in recession! The
full-time employmentis still 5 per cent below its level when 200 million announced for additional capital works is simply
the last recession began in late 1990. _ the amount that the Government underspent this year. The
South Australia continues to have the highest youthyaimed increase is unlikely to be delivered and, even if it
unemployment rate of mainland Australia, with 32.5 per cenfyere, it goes nowhere towards making up the shortfall. This

or 9 200 15 to 19 year olds looking for work, compared withcomes on top of bad economic growth and private investment
27.7 per cent nationally. It should not be forgotten that the nejgyres.

interstate migration from South Australia of about 4 700
people in the year to June 1997 has had the effect of keepi %
our unemployment rate from increasing as much as :g
otherwise would have. The cost is not only social as thou:
sands of people are forced to leave family ties behind to se
work interstate, but also the loss of potentially productive,
young people who in future might have contributed to th
State’s growth.

Before the 1993 State election, the Liberals predicted the
would create 20 000 jobs a year. They have failed to rea :
that target so far by almost 50 000. On 17 May last year, thehi\wggizt \r/1veea?jrl‘ien?eoflrr:)gmb?rfgv,:ir:t?éliaﬁinancial Review
Premier committed his Government to reducing the State’s ;
unemployment rate to the national level within two years.Caught my eye recently. It read:
However, the July 1997 briefing by the South Australian Empty Adelaide fills from the top.

Centre for Economic Studies has predicted that if the Olsefrhis was from théFinancial Reviewso | thought that at last
Government continues with its current policies unemploye had some economic sunshine. However, my hopes were
ment is likely to hit double digits by the year 2000. We gotquickly dashed when I went on to read the article, as follows:
there two years earlier; ithit 10 per cent this year. The report The most striking improvement in office markets across Australia
states that 'if strategies to accelerate jobs growth are N9t vear came in the Adelaide CBD where vacancy rates in the
introduced over the course of _the next year, it Is I|_ke|y thalpremium sector fell 7.1 points to 4.3 per cent, according to the latest
average unemployment rates in South Australia will ratcheProperty Council of Australia research.

upwards to double figures as the next millennium unfolds’srhe article then went to say that this was in stark contrast to
Well, we have hit double digit unemployment figures two gher office grades in the Adelaide core, all of which recorded
years in advance. The report then goes on to say: increased vacancy rates and caused the Adelaide CBD to
As this briefing illustrates, current rates of economic growth inreturn the highest vacancy rate of all Australian office
South Australia will not be sufficient to make any significant in- ; ;
roads into unemployment. markgts in the period, name]y, 20.5 per cent. Also, the
. . o Adelaide frame recorded the highest vacancy rate of all non-
In other words, if John Olsen continues with his presentgp market sectors in 1997—15.6 per cent—while the

policies, South Australia will have to continue with 10 per pggaide fringe office market recorded an 8 per cent vacancy
cent unemployment. If the Centre for Economic Studies igate.

correct, there is no way that the Premier will deliver on his

promise to bring the unemployment rate down to the nationaéf the gap between John Olsen’s statements and the economic

level by the year 2000. : ; : .
The budget projects 1.5 per cent employment growth foFeahty of South Australia under his Government, as follows:

South Australia for 1997-98 through to the turn of the The Premier is COntinUa"y eXhOrting us via the media to

. . oncentrate on the good things about the State. Growth is so
century, compared with 2 per cent nationally for the nextgubdued,when we have had reasonable agricultural seasquant

three years and rising to 2.25 per cent at the turn of the, a deep-seated economic malaise which needs to be addressed with
century. However, the Centre for Economic Studies’'more than rhetoric.

The National Australia Bank survey on business condi-
ns put South Australia with a rating on minus 13 for the
une quarter of 1997. The next worst rating was Queensland
t minus five. According to the survey, South Australia was
nked worst of all States on employment, profitability and
usiness conditions. This survey only serves to increase John
€olsen’s credibility gap. The Premier keeps talking about how
things are getting better, yet all the figures we are seeing—
bs, economic growth, investment and unemployment—

The Centre for Economic Studies is also extremely critical
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The Centre for Economic Studies is pointing towardscrying out for help. On 13 December 1996 the Premier
continuing weakness in housing and construction, motoreleased a media statement that said:

vehicles, retail sales and private investment and states: The State Government is committed to revitalising and changing
Unfortunately, growth in retail turnover in South Australia is the small business culture in this State.

likely to remain more muted than at the national level. This isThe Small Retailers Association of South Australia recently
because South Australia is suffering from, amongst other things, lo

population growth, high unemployment and a somewhat depressg?nduc;ted a survey amongst its members to identify what

housing sector. issues were specifically impacting on small retailers. The
The report underlines the need for a strong positive vision t§UTVeY found four specific issues that were having a negative

rebuild the South Australian economy. Instead of the politic mpact on the State S sma!l retailers. First (for.the Hon. Nick
of blame, division and excuses, we need action in the comingS"°Phon). the introduction of poker machines, 82.5 per
year to kickstart the South Australian economy. The entz rent prices, 80.8 per cent; Government charges, 78 per
Government should put an end to extravagant financidf€nt and, trading hours, 64.9 per cent.
incentive packages to interstate and overseas firms to set up 1€ Hon. A.J. Redford: What about the cost of power?
in competition with already existing South Australian 1ne Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Itdidn’t make the top four;
companies. Instead, we should be focusing on performancl-was probably No. 5, Angus. When asked to nominate how
based industry assistance. We need new jobs and ndffey saw their future—
industries. Labor has no argument with that, but some of the The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
packages the Government has been handing out have beenThe Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Just listen to how they saw
ridiculously generous. their future. You could cut electricity_rates_to zero and it
the number of jobs promised. States in the US make sure this§ future. When asked to nominate how they saw their future,
their industry assistance is performance based. We must §J-8 per cent believed it to be either static, declining or that
the same. For years American States have been played féiey had no future at all. Underlying this pessimistic view of
suckers by companies playing one State against another to §€ir future, figures supplied by the Insolvency and Trustee
up factories. Governors, not too different from Premiers, withService show thatin 1996-97 a total of 415 South Australian
an eye on approaching elections were desperate to t%nall businesses went into bankruptcy, compared with 347
associated with a successful new project. Too often, after i 1995-96 and 334 in 1994-95. If anyone doubts those
huge handout of taxpayers funds, the jobs promised did nétgures, they were supplied to our office by the Insolvency
materialise. The same has happened in Australia becaudgd Trustee Service. At the last election—
politicians like to be seen cutting ribbons and getting on TV. ~ The Hon. L.H. Davis: Do you know that South Australia
US States have learnt from that experience and so must was the lowest percentage of bankruptcies in the nation for the
If a company promises to create 800 jobs in exchange foiecade?
a $30 million handout, it only gets the full amount if it creates  The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: And according to the
the full number of jobs as promised. It is called ‘performancefigures supplied by the Insolvency and Trustee Service, it is
based assistance’. This performance-based approach 'i§ing at a rapid rate, the figure having risen from 334 to 415.
industry has the strong support of the business community ihguess there was a bit of a lead time between when Labor
the US. Labor believes the principle focus should be orwent out of office and members opposite took over. At the
existing South Australian industries because that is where wast election, the South Australian Labor Opposition an-
will get the overwhelming majority of new business invest-nounced a three point strategy to boost jobs in small business.
ment and job creation. Members interjecting:
Time and again local industry has made clear that the The PRESIDENT: Order!
Olsen Government is so busy trying to recruit new companies The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: At the last election, the
that it does not focus enough on long established compani&®uth Australian Labor Opposition announced a three point
that have been producing goods and services and employiistrategy to boost jobs in small business.
local people for years. Unlike the current Government, a The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:
future Labor Government would link all incentive packages The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | am sorry to have to repeat
to actual performance. myself, Mr President, but that was for the benefit of the
Other Labor proposals for job creation include a jobs andHon. Legh Davis who has the habit of wanting to talk and
recovery summit, a jobs commission to coordinate all arméisten at the same time. The plan included, first, convening
of government with the key objective of creating more jobsa series of small business hearings to be held around the
and growth, a 40 per cent cut in the BAD tax for all com- State. The meetings would be designed to enable small
panies large and small, enterprise zones in regions of highusiness owners to tell us about their experiences in dealing
unemployment, a first-start youth apprenticeship trainegith State Government departments and to give us their ideas
scheme that would provide as many as 6 000 positions fasn how to improve, streamline and cut the cost of doing
young people in private enterprise and local government ovdsusiness. This would include asking small business itself to
three years, and the reintroduction of open competitivedentify those Government regulations that need to be
tendering for Government work and contracts, which wouldstreamlined.
not exclude Australian and South Australian firms. Secondly, Labor committed itself to radical changes to the
Small retailers are constantly telling me they have neveRetail Tenancies Act provisions that would oblige landlords
seen things so bad. They are battling a dead slow econonty give existing retail tenants the first right of refusal on a
while big business continues to place them under intolerableew lease. | hope the Attorney-General was listening to that.
pressure. Every study has shown that small business has thievould require landlords who refused to renew a lease of a
best and fastest chance to generate jobs and real careers$bop to put in writing the reasons for refusing to renew the
young people. Under this Government small businesses alease so that the tenant can test the truth of the reasons given
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and challenge in court, if necessary, and give retail tenants tH2 months, we will see what thAdvertiserheadline of
right to reply to the Magistrates Court for a review of rent 13 November 1997 says. The message fromAttieertiser
that had become harsh and unconscionable. That propositidmad not changed. The article is headed: ‘Lift your game—
I might add, struck a chord with the small businessbusiness leaders attack Olsen and his divided Party’.
community in South Australia. Once again, senior influential business leaders are
Labor committed itself to introducing fair trading criticising the lack of leadership from the State Government
legislation to deal with unconscionable conduct. This lawand are calling for an end to the bitter in-fighting that
would give all small businesses a chance to take court actiogontinues to plague the Liberal Party. The business leaders
against a big business for using unfair tactics against iincluded: The Managing Director of the Adelaide Bank,
Earlier this year, the Opposition conducted a survey of SoutMr Barry Fitzpatrick; the bank’s Chairman, Mr Richard
Australian small businesses which showed overwhelmingidock; the Housing Industry Association’s State Chief
support for its proposed legislation on unfair contractsExecutive, Mr John Gaffney; the new President of the South
business conduct and retail tenancies. Of the small business&sstralian Employer’s Chamber, Mr Michael Terlet; and the
which responded to each survey question, more than 90 p&mall Retailers Association Executive Director, Mr John
cent supported Labor legislation to strengthen the rights dBrownsea.
small tenants as well as provide protection for small business If that collective group is criticising the Liberal Party, it
against harsh and oppressive business conduct. Over 95 pgitl find it extremely difficult to find a group of supporters
cent believed that their performance had been affected by theat supported it more. Its own supporters, the leaders of the
poor state of South Australia’s economy, and 40 per cent ha8outh Australian business community, openly attacked the
experienced difficulties with retail or commercial tenancies Liberal Party about the division in its ranks—
whilst over 50 per cent had been subjected to unfair business The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

conduct or contracts. The PRESIDENT: Order!
Small retailers need real help. These laws would give the  The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: —and the lack of support
battling small shopkeepers a fair go. However, the Attorneyfor its Leader, John Olsen. Mr Fitzpatrick stated that instabili-

General (Hon. Trevor Griffin) continues to oppose thesay within the Liberal Party was having a debilitating effect on
measures. So much for the Liberals supporting smalgouth Australia.

business. I now turn to the political instability of the Olsen  The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

Government and its impact on business confidence. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | would be very surprised

. The Hon. L.H. Davis: Are you going to talk about the it \r Barry Fitzpatrick was not a card carrying member of the
instability of the Labor Party? Are you going to talk about | jhera| party, let alone vote for you. Here we have Mr Barry
that tonight? Fitzpatrick stating that the instability within the Liberal Party

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | am sure that the honour- a5 having a debilitating effect on South Australia—and it
able member will talk about that in his speech.  will let him j5 This is part of what | want to address today.

talk about the Labor Party and, to quote the Hon. Angus  The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

Redford, | will talk about the dysfunctional Liberal The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Well, if you lot were fair
Government. S dinkum about fixing up this State you would have done a
TEe Hon. L.H. Davis Qterjectmg. little more than you have done.
The PRESIDENT: Order! . N
. The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting:

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: There has never been a 1,0 ppegIDENT: Order! The Hon. Mr Roberts is out
Government in the history of South Australia and possmlylnOf order with his interjecting and even more out of order
all %Au:trahs; Davis interiecting: because he is not in his seat. | suggest that he either go

e ron. 1.1 bavis Interecting. outside to the lobby or back to his seat.

The an. T'G'. CAMERON: | thank the an. .Legh The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | will not be dissuaded from
Davis for his confidence. If he comes across to this side of thauoting MrBarry Fitzpatrick. In the Advertiser of

Chamber, | may well get a vote from him. .
The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: . 'Iljlh?a\:z’rsn:fernhaeniitjtue:;omewhere and they have forgotten that
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: No, | listen to all the -
objections. | will not be distracted, Mr President, becauséhey were elected to serve the peo?le. )
time is getting on. There has never been a Government in theh€ people of South Australia did not forget you on election
history of South Australia, and possibly in all of Australia, day- .
that has been so racked with internal disunity and continuing The Hon. R.R. Roberts: They were giving one another
bloody leadership struggles. Even by Liberal Party standardg, S€rve.
this is an epic. It even puts the moviganic to shame. This The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: That's true. They became
is a real never-ending story. It continues to play on and o§0 preoccupied with their own internal squabbling, with the
from one generation to the next, even by Liberal partyquestion of leadership, that the dries and the wets, all those
standards. For example, this time last yearfaivertiser ~Who would be in the Cabinet, did very little about fixing up
headline stated ‘Libs told: unite and fix economy’. Thethe State’s problems. They forgot that the overwhelming
Advertiserreported: majority they got when they were elected to this Parliament
Business leaders have warned the State Government to fix i{¥@s t0 Serve the peoplg and pick up what was perceived to be
internal problems and get on with boosting the economy. They haveur mess. They promised to do so, yet we are four years
accused the Government of squandering opportunities and concegewn the track and unemployment has just hit 10 per cent
trating on big business. with 32.5 per cent of 15 to 19-year-olds in South Australia
Shortly after that article appeared, Mr Brown was uncereunable to find a job. No wonder parents are complaining
moniously dumped by a nervous backbench filled with selfabout their teenage children moving to Queensland, Victoria
interested one-termers. If we hit the fast forward buttorand New South Wales. | must give this quote in full:
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Mr Fitzpatrick said, ‘There has been a mix up somewhere and\nother headline states, ‘Liberal backbench revolt over
they have forgotten that they were elected to serve the people. It {solicies.’ The article states:
incredible that so soon after the election, where the voters spoke
quite decisively about Government disunity, that we will be back in
the frame of mind of disunity.’

Tensions in the Liberal Party are at flashpoint with pressure
mounting for the Party leadership to make a major change in
hen h ks ab we' h be includi economic strategy.
I'guess when he talks about ‘we’, he may be inclu Ing\NeII,We know that a few backbench MPs made the ministry
himself as a Liberal but your own business leaders and your L
f . r;fmd no doubt those who made the ministry were rewarded for
?(;/vsnasgpporters are publicly attacking you. He then went o their long and loyal support to the Premier John Olsen, and
Y- they were also rewarded for their long and disloyal backstab-

Without question, it is having a debilitating effect on South bing of Dean Brown when he was Premier
Australia because the focus is not on the main game of economic The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: ’

development and job creation. . .
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Of all people in this place,

Ibdo notfind mylself agreei_nﬁ ";ith Mr Fitzpatrilck ve[jy ofter?, the Hon. Angus Redford ought to take note of this. Under the
ut one can only agree with that statement. | wonder w erﬁeading, ‘Liberal MPs in Party room revolt", another article
the focus has been over the past few years. Mr Terlet of thg ;;aq-

South Australian Employers Chamber said: . )
) ploy Angry Liberal backbenchers have flexed their muscles and told
The Chamber’s view has been all along that the Governmerte Premier Mr Brown and his Ministers—

needs to unify and needs to do that as quickly as possible to get on . L
with economfi)é:development_ quicKyasp g The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

The Executive Director of the Small Retailers ASSOCiation'ba;—kr;)eerlj:hnérl.tce;zl.li(riAll\DAeE;]%'\rlc:)v\\:\rI\etltl)’ %’gz (\;Vf?;engrt]ﬁa(t)fhtirs]?ja
Mr John Brownsea, is quoted as saying: e 9 Y
) X ) was gone: ‘For the sake of the Party and the sake of the State
inteY\(/ag?(? d?rzethg]iﬁ/ntge?rlg?ctr(i)siget on with governing? | am notyye need to put John Olsen there.’ Well, what a great election
) . = ] result he delivered you. The clock is ticking: you have three
The Liberals promised to fix South Australia, but all theyyears to get rid of him. Another heading is ‘Premier told to
have done for the past four years, and continue to do so, is fiet rid of his deputy’. This time it is from th8unday Mail
up one another. The number of headlines dealing with thgnd states:
internal Ieacllersh'lp problems in the leera! Party ov_er.th'e past rpe Premier, Mr Brown, could face a leadership challenge if he
12 months is quite unprecedented. | believe that it is in th@oes not agree to install the Industry Minister, Mr Olsen, as Deputy
interests of South Australian voters that these be placed deremier.
the public record. Even without taking into consideration théand they all ran around like chooks with their heads cut off,
problems the Government has faced through leaks of swearing their loyalty to Dean Brown: ‘No, we are with
confidential Government contracts (and more continues t9oy Dean. You have got our vote, no worries.’ Where did you
come, more each day; the ETSA floodgates have opened, fgve to go to find him and the Treasurer at the time to get
we have a lot to look forward to over the next few weekSthem to turn up at your own Caucus meeting so you could tell
from information that has been provided to our Party inthem to bugger off? We know where you found them.
relation to ETSA) and investigations into conflicts of interest, The PRESIDENT: Order! Mr Cameron, can you please
there is an enormous body of material to choose from.  temper your language? The words ‘bugger off’ are hardly
However, for today I intend touching only on those areagarliamentary or your standard of English. You must stick to
which involve the struggle for the Liberal leadership begin-English and stop shouting.
ning in October last year. On 26 October 1996 (the year The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Mr President, | can
before) theAdvertiserheadline stated, ‘MP anger over poor appreciate you complaining about my saying ‘bugger off’, but
poll result” The article continues: are you complaining about my standard of English? Are you
Liberal MPs will push for Party room talks on the Brown as a President complaining about my standard of English?
Government slump in the opinion polls. The Party was stillreeling  The PRESIDENT: Will you resume your seat,

yesterday as MPs and Party members studied the results of Py :
Advertiserpoll which showed a significant drop in Governmentwr Cameron? | am asking you now to be relevant to the

support. motion which is for the adoption of the Address in Reply, and
I have not heard one word in reference to an address by the
Governor.
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Where were you for the
st 15 pages of my speech?
The PRESIDENT: Mr Cameron.
,  The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | will soldier on. Another

The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting:

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Well, disunity in the Liberal
Party, and nothing has changed. It has been going on for o)
years and they are still hard at it. It is only a matter of time
before they get Olsen. On the same day, anofuertiser
Efgr?]“r,:ﬁ :Xﬁgg;ﬂSétrtg;dg’pNLgsetgga;tefggtg_sg%L'Ibs\;ﬁ‘lls'alil_rgcle,l und,er the heading, ‘| will survive—Brown cool in
provide these references for the Hon. Legh Davis because {peral row, states:

know he likes to go back through my speeches to check that The Premier, Mr Brown, embroiled in a Liberal Party leadership
crisis declared last night, ‘I will survive." Prominent MPs were

my facts and quotes are entirely accurate—an article stateg;ggesting a leadership vote as early as Tuesday could be the only

Liberal MPs have been warned by the Premier, Mr Brown, to halvay to quell the discontent. Even members of his own faction
a bitter row that is threatening Party— attacked Mr Brown for bad communications with backbenchers and

The Hon. A.J. Redford: 19962 "Otersh' endi , tonl ot
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Well, | could have gone Another headline was, ‘Peace deal saves Brown'—not for

back 20 years but | decided to go back only 12 months in dul@ng' The article states:

deference to the Legislative Council— The embattled Mr Brown has won a reprieve but could still face
o ] aleadership challenge before Christmas. Senior Liberals say a peace

discipline and could lead to a split. deal was hammered out over the weekend. However, it has already
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prompted warnings of further rifts in the Party with one senior MP  The National Party plans to capitalise on the troubles of the South

saying yesterday— Australian Liberals by launching a campaign to win a host of State
seats.
and | wonder who that was? o
The Hon. R.R. Roberts:Angus. They ended up winning a few Independent seats but none

themselves. An article, headed ‘Dear Dean: Lift your game
or I'm leaving’, in the Advertiserof 21 November 1996
states:

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: It can’'t be Angus because
he is an MLC—

‘It's just left us with a festering sore. All it will need is another crisis . S .

f Pl Influential multimillionaire businessman, Mr Allan Scott, has
to start the whole thing over again. threatened to pull his companies out of South Australia. In a blunt
Under a headline in thadvertiserof 13 November 1996, letter which could reignite leadership tensions in the Liberal Party,
‘Olsen victim of bitter campaign’, an article states: Mr Scott has told Mr Brown ‘he is most disappointed with his

’ ' Government's performance’.
) ) ] o One week later, thadvertiserof 28 November 1996 carried
Well, it was not a whispering campaign in here as allthe headline ‘Exit Brown, enter Olsen’ and stated:
members would know. You only had to walk around the Dissident Liberal MPs finally claimed the scalp of Premier Dean

corridor and you would run into a few Liberals whispering grown last night and replaced him with long-time rival John Olsen
how long it would be before they could get rid of Brown andin a dramatic leadership coup.

get Olsen in. The article states: Another headline in thAdvertiserof 2 April 1997 was ‘Libs

A whispering campaign aimed at undermining the Industrywant Brown out of politics’. | think they had better keep him
Minister, Mr Olsen, is under way in the strife-torn Liberal Party andthere, because you are getting close to needing another
@ggﬂéﬂgi{,“f}ﬂﬁg {ﬁgp%ﬂ';e a peace deal hammered out over trLeefader, and you are not backward in recycling Leaders. The
Another headline is. ‘Liberal brokersi d article stated:

notherheadline s, Liberal powerbrokers in secret rendez- Internal brawling within the Liberal Party is set to flare again

vous.’ o o with attempts to move former Premier, Mr Dean Brown, out of
The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: politics. The latest uproar in the Party comes at the same time as a
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: The necessity for going "eW opinion poll shows the ALP gaining support in the electorate
through some of these things is that | want the people o‘f"h"e Government support appears.to b‘e remaining stagnant'.‘ )
South Australia to see what the Liberal Party was busy doin?\n?ther quote under the headline ‘Dean Brown kept "dirt
in its last term of office. The article states: lle” on me, says Baker’ states:
A secret meeting of senior Liberals including influential Federal __ The Liberal Party has been plunged into further turmoil with
and State MPs has renewed speculation of a challenge to trgiood-down finance Minister, Mr Dale Baker, accusing the former

leadership of the Premier, Mr Brown. It was held last night atPremier, Mr Dean Brown, of keeping a ‘dirt file’ on him. Mr Baker
business premises owned by former State President, Mr Brud@!d theAdvertiseryesterday that Mr Brown has been involved in the
McDonald, and came only hours after a Party room showdow: ompilation of a ‘dirt file’ on his business activities which was

agreed to a peace deal at ending disunity. eaked by an unknown Liberal to the Opposition.

If the meeting had not occurred at 2 o’clock in the morning! Wonder who that was. , .

somebody from the Liberal Party would have been on the The Hon. L.H. Davis: It doesn’'t happen in the Labor
telephone to us telling us that it was taking place. Here i§arty, does it!

another heading, ‘Gang of 12 to guard Brown’. Thatdid not The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: The Hon. Legh Davis is
work too well. The article states: interjecting. | hope that is no indication that | have pressed

A group of at least 12 backbenchers has swung its weight behin@ bruise or | have.tou.che.:d a sensitive spot.
the Party’s leadership in a move aimed at heading off any future Members interjecting:

A whispering campaign—

challenges. The PRESIDENT: Order!
Those 12 backbenchers either all went or they are all still  The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | just can’t believe that the
sitting on the back bench. | continue: Hon. Legh Davis would leak a negative story about Dean

Despite the new group, many Liberals were predicting yesterdaBrown to theAdvertiser | just could not believe that of you,

that Party room unrest would continue, even with the State electiorregh- However, I will not dwell on that. Another article in the
looming. The feeling in Liberal circles is that the back bench is nowAdvertiserof 7 April 1997 under the headline ‘Libs order

irretrievably split. silence on in-fighting’ states:
Another article, headed ‘Liberal MP restrained in clash’, State Liberal backbenchers have been told not to speculate
states: publicly on Party unity in the wake of an unprecedented

A backbencher had to be restrained during an argument with ttack on former Premlgr Mr Dea.n Brown by colleague
colleague over the Liberal leadership turmoil, it was revealedVIl Dale Baker. A little bit later on in the year, under the
yesterday. Mr Brindal had to be held back during a heated argumefteading ‘Liberals bid to put brakes on brawling’, in the
with Mr Venning. While confirming the incident yesterday he Advertiser—and | do not think theAdvertiserlikes the
refused to comment further. Premier too much—the following appears:

I'think the Hon. Mr Brindal has had his due reward forlong [ iberal MPs will meet this month in a bid to head off further

and loyal support for the current Premier, and good luck tdParty brawling. As pressure mounted yesterday for the Premier,
him. ‘Nationals target— Mr Olsen, to act to prevent further Party disunity, a senior Liberal

The Hon. R.R. Roberts: Yes, but he attended the Steve said—

Condous school of back-flipping. He changed, but he’s bee@ind we don’t have too many senior ones up here—

well rewarded. ‘We have three or four loose-lipped bastards who don't realise the
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | guess that's everybody’s Narm they are doing to the Party.

prerogative, and not just awoman’s. Another article, headet apologise to the House for using the unparliamentary

‘Nationals target Liberal seats’, states: language of ‘bastard’, but | was quoting tRelvertiser



390 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Tuesday 24 February 1998

Another article, under the heading ‘Leaks put early poll in ~ The Hon. J.S.L. Dawkins interjecting:

doubt’, states: The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Did | just hear a maiden
Further Opposition claims about top-level leaks of Cabinetinterjection? I can understand that members here in the

information are likely to rock the Government. The Liberal Party isLegislative Council may be happy to continue to see the

still reeling from statements last week that the Premier, Mr Olsenprawling go on. But when are you going to start listening at

leaked information to the ALP. least to your own constituency—the business community—
Another article entitled ‘Patch up rows, Lib presidentbecause itis saying that ‘enough is enough’? How many more
warns'— times does it have to stand up and publicly give quotes to the
The Hon. Caroline Schaefer interjecting: Advertisercalling upon you to lift your game?
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Well, | have a quote here In the interests of our State’s future, the current insanity
for you. If it's not right | will provide you later with the Of the Liberal Party’s internal machinations must stop—for
details of where | got the quote from. It states: the sake of the 10 per cent of South Australians who are

The Liberal Party has been told to put aside its differences aanemlponed and for the thpusands of young kids vyho cannpt
focus on unity in the lead-up to the State election. On Channel B€tajob. Members opposite were elected to do a job, that s,

yesterday, Howard Government frontbencher Senator Robert Hifo try to get this State moving again. They wasted the last
described the brawling with the South Australian Liberal Party agerm of office and they all know it. They wasted the last term
one of the worst outbreaks of Party factionalism in recent times. Hgyt ffice. They got dealt a body blow at the last election and
blamed the brawling on the leadership struggle between Mr Browrilf they do not get in behind John Olsen, the entire State W”i

and Mr Olsen.
. . _suffer, particularly the unemployed and the young kids.
It was very perceptive of Senator Robert Hill to come up with 5,4 only has to examine some of the material | have put

October the voters of South Australia made their judgment g payis has been singularly quiet during this address. He
on .the Brown-Olsen Governmgnts relentless infighting. Irlusually interjects when he disagrees with what | am saying.
a kick to the guts for the Premier and his Government, they ;¢ t1e Olsen Government is failing to create jobs, it is
record Liberal majority of 36 seats was reduced by 1310 jusyjjing 1 create job security, it is failing to create economic
23. The swing against the Liberals and two Labor was they o\t that will lead to new jobs and it is failing to engender
biggest in South Aus'trahanl history .after' one term ofy siness confidence through its constant infighting. That is
Government and the biggest in the nation since 1932. s Achilles heel. Even the conservative Centre for Economic
Well, if that does not serve as a good lesson to you lot a8ydies has stated in its latest briefing, and | quote:
to what _|nf|ght|ng, disunity and publ!cly attacking your Continued number counting despite appeals for unity leaves
leadership does, | do not know what will. We are only somesomething of a question mark over the Government's capacity to
three or four months after the election and it has all starteduild and sustain a long, revitalised economic development strategy.
again. Premier Olsen clings to power only with the supporjiembers opposite have wasted the last four years; please for
of Independent MP, Mr Rory McEwen, Independent Liberaknhe sake of our State do not waste the next four. South
Mr Mitch Williams and National Party MP Mrs Karlene aystralia needs economic growth to create jobs and that
Maywald. If all three voted with the 21 seat Labor Oppositiongyowth is not there under John Olsen. Two per cent growth
the Government would be defeated. Considering the size @i|| not reduce our unemployment. By the year 2002 we
the electoral hammering, one should have thought that thgid be looking at 12 per cent unemployment in this State.
Olsen Government would well and truly learn the lesson thaye need economic growth to create jobs, and that growth is
South Australians despise Governments that are divided. Th&yt there. We need Mr Olsen’s plan for jobs and we need a
their politicians to be accessible and, more importantlyynows anything about it. The Liberals certainly did not know
accountable. They held us accountable for the State Bank an¢hat it was before the last election. They did not put their
they will hold you accountable at the next State election ifyision for the State and their plan for the future as far as their
you do not get your act together and get in behind youpyiyatisation program was concerned. They did not put that
Premier and support him. to the electorate at all. Talk about deceit. Disunity is one
About 60 per cent of you are supporting him at thething but that is deceit on a grand scale.
moment. The only problem you have is that you cannot find  According to the Premier, unemployment remains the
anybody with whom to replace him because you cannot quitgovernment’s highest priority. Has the Premier not read the
stomach recycling Dean Brown. South Australians wanfatest unemployment statistics? Unemployment hit 10 per
politicians who will serve the public, not themselves.cent here in South Australia in the last quarter, with 32.5 per
However, this Government has not learnt from the past angent of 15 to 19-year-olds unemployed. | know that that is a
is therefore condemned to repeat: its internal guerilla waglight improvement, but that was an improvement from a
continues to rage on and on. As a result we have bolggure of around 40 per cent. | do not know how Liberal
headlines in the Adelaidadvertiserfrom business leaders po|iticians go out there and look young pe0p|e in the eye,
attacking Olsen and urging his divided Party to ‘lift your when one in three 15 to 19-year-olds cannot get a job in this
game’. State. Yet, if we listen to the Premier he deems unemploy-
The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: ment to be the Government’s highest priority. Hell’s bells, if
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: The Hon. Legh Davis ought that is his highest priority, and we have the worst record in
to listen to this because it is thelvertiserurging his divided  the country, how must he be performing in other areas that
Party to lift its game. While members of the Liberal Party he does not consider to be such a high priority? How long can
may be happy to continue their brawling indefinitely, thethe Premier possibly remain focused on the economy and job
South Australian business community is crying ‘Enough iscreation when he is constantly forced to look over his own
enough!” While the business community continues to stanghoulder to fend off the knives from disloyal members of his
up and be counted and to tell you to get your act together—ewn Cabinet and backbench as they currently thrash around
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in the corridors trying to find out who in the hell they can of our economy. They used to be the friends of members
replace him with? opposite. They are now casting around looking for friends
For more than three years now Mike Rann has beeplsewhere because they saw the Government’s attitude when
calling for an employment summit, in an effort to forge anit came to the tenancy legislation. The Liberals support for
agreement to create jobs for South Australians. Since Julsmall business has been good in the past but it has now
Mike Rann has on three occasions offered to meet with thdeserted small business. However, it is the Government's
Premier. The Liberal Party should have learnt from the lastesponsibility to support small business both in employment
election and from Mike Rann'’s offers to enter into a jobsand economic terms, and not see them forced to the wall by
summit and to cooperate with the Liberal Party in order to getinfair trading and business practices. They need tough
a better result for all South Australians that that struck degislation, as | outlined earlier, to give them a fair go.
chord with the South Australian electorate. That chord saw  \jr Olsen has been the key economic Minister in the State

this Government majority reduced to a majority of nil. Since| jneral Government since it came to power and he has failed
July, Mike Rann has on three occasions offered to meet witfhe state woefully because he has been too busy trying to
thg Premier to offer his support to sit down With businessgecyre his own job. He should be securing jobs and growth
unions and community groups to thrash out a jobs growths South Australian families. The message from the election
agreement, a blueprint to secure and create jobs for Souffithat people want their politicians to work together to create
Australians. . ) _ jobs; they do not want a Government of MPs fighting
It might be the case that the Premier does not like Mikéymongst themselves for the perks of office. The Liberals must
Rann. | do not know; it may be that he is not prepared to sikpow South Australians they have really heard what the
down and speak with him, or that he is not prepared to Sibegple have said and, mostimportantly, act upon it. We have

down and have a discussion— . not seen any evidence at this stage. Mr Olsen should be big
The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: enough to admit that and be prepared to bring everybody
The PRESIDENT: Order! Interjections across the together to pool their ideas and thrash out a plan that
Chamber do not do us any dignity at all. everybody can commit to.

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: What we are on about, | call Premier Ol t0 sh | leadershi dt
Mr President, is trying to sit down and in a cooperative way call on Frémier LIsen to show real leadership and to

to see what we can do to address some of the problems tH%I ce the needs and aspirations of South Australia before the
nternal bickerings of the Liberal Party. | ask him to join the

we have in South Australia. After nearly four and a half yeari bor Part that Kin a bioarti ¢ i
of Liberal Government, unemployment is mired at the 10 petrPO" arty so that we can work in a bipartisan way o ge
pur economy moving; because, quite simply, no single person

cent figure. So, if unemployment is John Olsen’s highes s
priority why will he not sit down in a jobs summit with the or Party has all the answers to South Australia’'s employment
eproblems. | support the motion.

business community, which is roundly criticising him at th

moment, to do something about what is obviously the State’s . _ .
major problem, namely, unemployment and economic 1he Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: In beginning this Address
growth? in Reply speech, first, | would like to congratulate the

If we were able to sit down with business. unions. Governoron his address to Parliament and | also congratulate

community groups, with the Labor Party and the Liberalh'm_on the_Job _he _has dor_1e in repre_senting this State and, in
Party, we could thrash out a jobs growth agreement and ggtartlcular, in bringing business to_thls State. | suggest he has
a plan going; but none of that will be achievable until Sucht_)een alot more successfyl than his quernment. | would also
time as the infighting within the Liberal Party stops, until like to take the opportunity to pay a tribute to the members
they get in behind their Premier and he feels confiden?f this Parliament who retired at the Ia_st ele_ctlon: Pa_olo
enough. He has no confidence at the moment. Give the m cella, Anne Levy, Peter Dunn and Bernice Pfitzner. | think
a bit of confidence, and then he might sit down with us andl of those members have made a great contribution to this
do something about what he considers to be his top priority.@liament. | would also like to welcome the four new
I would hate to see some of his other priorities. If unemploy-members to the Parliament: Carmel Zollo, Nick Xenophon,
ment is his top priority, heaven help all of us. John Dawkins and lan Gilfillan, and | am sure that those
While Mr Olsen has recently formed the Partnership formembers will, over time, make as considerable a contribution
Jobs Committee, he has stubbornly refused Mike Rann’s offédS the members they replaced.
to be involved. In the final analysis, the buck stops with the  First | will go through the contents of the Governor’s
Premier and his Government, and Mr Olsen should bepeech and comment on particular aspects of it. The great
prepared to put aside his personal views of Mr Rann. For themission from the Governor’s speech—which, after all, sets
sake of South Australia’s unemployed he should be preparealit the policy of the Government for the forthcoming
to sit down with the Labor Party, and the Democrats if theyparliamentary session—is the bit about selling ETSA. Where
want to be involved, so that we can do something abouis the mention of that? We all know that this Government
tackling what has been correctly identified as the State’s maiwent to the people at the last election promising that it would
priority: unemployment. It is the responsibility of the not sell the Electricity Trust. Subsequently we now know, just
Government to ensure that tens of thousands of Souttwo or three months into the term of the Government, that it
Australians are not left waiting forever on the unemploymenhas now broken that fundamental promise. If we judge the
scrap heap, but are assisted to get back to work, througBovernment's program as outlined in the Governor’s speech
realistic and accountable industry assistance made availabd@ that fundamental factor, we can be somewhat cynical
to existing local companies, rather than throwing tens ofibout everything it says. | refer in particular to that part of the
millions of taxpayers’ dollars at foreign and overseas firmsGovernor's speech where he states:

inan at'gempt to buy ]O.bs.'. . . . My Government’s commitment for our future is. . .to engender
This is the responsibility of this Government in relation trust in the political process by ensuring a productive level of debate
to the thousands of small businesses who are the backbowithin Parliament.
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How on earth can you engender trust in a Government whethought that, rather than being a tourism sensitive develop-
that Government has broken one of its most fundamentahent, it will have completely the reverse effect.

promises within weeks of the election? | imagine thatifyou The Governor then goes on to mention some of the
went out to the people of South Australia today there wouldegislation coming up, including some to eliminate avoidance
be absolutely no trust whatsoever in this Government omechanisms in the taxation system, and legislation is being
anything it says again. There would absolutely no trust in théntroduced in another place at this very moment to deal with
Government at all, after what it has done. that issue. The Governor states:

I move on to some of the other parts of the Governor's  Any further avoidance schemes which become apparent during
speech, because again we can see some problems there. Tedife of the Parliament will also be dealt with in a similar fashion.
Governor mentions that the State’s debt reduction strate ese m_easures are to ensure that everyone pays their fair share of
will continue with equal vigour to that pursued for the past™© taxation burden.
four years, as will an emphasis on job creation, particularly Would like to take up that issue. Of course we would all
for our young people. What sort of promise is that—that thewish that everyone paid their fair share of the taxation
Government will continue with equal vigour its emphasis onburden, but | would like to mention the outsourcing and
job creation? | would suggest that it will have to try a damnedPrivatisation program of this Government and how it will
sight harder than it did for the past four years becausesontribute to that issue of people paying their fair share of
although it promised 20 000 jobs a year in 1993, it hadax. This Government has outsourced a number of services,
delivered only a small fraction of that. So, rather than sayingnd the biggest of them have been to multi-national corpora-
it will pursue that target with equal vigour, | would think it tions. We have seen EDS, which is one of the largest
would have to try a lot harder than it has. multinationals in the world; United Water, which is a joint

In outlining his Government's program, the Governorventure of two very large multinationals; Serco running the
states it has listened to and acted upon the message l#ses and so on. On 14 January this year an article in the
October 11. | come back to the ETSA Sa]e; how is theoxdvertisel'stated ‘100 blg firms pald no tax’. It stated:

Government listening to the people on that message? About 100 multinationals operating in Australia and each earning
The Hon. L.H. Davis: What's your view? Are you against more than $300 million a year paid no tax in 1996. . .The Australian
it? Tax Office documents reveal that just under 40 large multinational

. . ies did not tax in 1994, 1995 and 1996.
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: The Hon. Legh Davis will companies didnot pay any taxin an

see when we come to that. Of course | am against this. |t 90€s On to state:

The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: About 55 per cent of multinationals or companies—

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | will not be distracted by The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | rise on a point of order,
the Hon. Legh Davis. He can have his time. The Hon. LegiMr President. The Address in Reply relates to State issues,
Davis had the opportunity to stand up and speak and give higet here the honourable member is talking about corporate
views but, as nobody else was doing so, | decided to stand upx, which is a Federal issue.
and do it. | will cover some of the issues he would like meto  The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Mr President, | am quite

talk about a little later. happy to—
The PRESIDENT: | suggest the honourable membernot The PRESIDENT: Please, Hon. Mr Holloway: a point
listen to interjections; he is doing very well. of order has been taken and | must address it. In light of the

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Thank you, Mr President; irreverent use of the Governor’s speech and many members
| will keep that up. There are some more interesting parts ofiot referring to it | will rule that it is not a point of order.
the Governor’s speech. On behalf of the Olsen Government The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | had quoted from the
the Governor talks about the changes to the ministeriabovernor’s speech, where this Government claims it will do
structure, stating that they are bold and innovative. Heaversverything it can to prevent tax avoidance. The point | was
above! We all know why this Government brought in the fivemaking is how, by outsourcing to large multinationals, this
junior ministries: it did so to try to keep peace within its Government is actually reducing the income that this country
ranks, and that is a subject which my colleague the Honwill receive, because these large multinational corporations,
Terry Cameron has just covered at length. The reason whyhich are getting the benefit of all this outsourcing and
this Government has a policy to change its ministeriaprivatisation that is going on, do not pay tax—and the record
structure has nothing to do with boldness or innovation: it hass there.
purely to do with trying to pacify its opponents from within.  The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: You're not naming Serco as

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: And not doing a good job of not paying tax?

it. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No; | was naming it as an
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Certainly not. The example of the type of company. Because of its confidentiali-
Governor’s speech continues: ty provisions, of course the Tax Office will not name those

My Government has moved with speed to ensure that across gfompanies that are not paying tax, but we do know from the
portfolio areas tourism is treated as a key sector. This can be seen byrvey that about 100 multinationals, each earning more than
the Glenelg and West Beach foreshore developments. $300 million a year, paid no tax in 1996. This Tax Office
I thought it was rather unusual that the West Beach foreshorgpokesperson referred to in this article states:
development could be mentioned as a tourist policy; | cannot  The obvious question which arises is how can a business exist in
see tourists coming down to see it. amarket over a lengthy period, sometimes decades, if it never makes

The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: a profit?

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | will tell you my views on  The answer is that these companies are using all sorts of
it, all right. We all know the risk that that development at subterfuges and are transferring profits out of this country.
West Beach will pose to the beach in that area, but it is also An honourable member interjecting:
right next door to the largest caravan park in this State. How The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: They may well be legal, but
will putting that foreshore at risk help tourism? | would havethe point is that they are not contributing to the development
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of South Australia, and yet it is these companies which hav&nergy, Dale Baker, when he came to office. It has been
been the principal beneficiaries of the outsourcing andvidely accepted throughout this country, but tragically that
privatisation developments of this Government and which arerogram, in terms of its aerial survey component, is at an end.
praised so lavishly in the Governor’s speech. If we go onto  One of the next sections of the Governor's program relates
some other areas of the Governor’s speech, under Educatian, Government enterprises. Reference is made to the new
Employment and Training, we see the following comment:ministry that has been formed to provide greater Government
School closures and amalgamations will be minimal and closure@versight to the broad area of public corporations. It would
will be considered only after a compulsory process of publiche better named the Ministry for Sales because Michael
consultation, as has been the case in the first term of M\ rmitage has become the Myles Pearce of the Government.
Government. Itis clear that all these areas of the Minister’s department will
If this Government is serious, as it claims to be in the speectyradually be dismantled and sold.
in trying to engender trust in the community, how can it The Hon. L.H. Davis: But you supported the State Bank
expect anyone to believe that when we have had what wggle?
have seen in the case of Croydon, The Parks and a number The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes, I did.

of other schools, where there was anything other than proper The Hon. L.H. Davis: And you supported the sale of Gas
consultation with those communities? Again, thiSCompany shares?

Government’s credibility has been very much under question.  the Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes. | did. Some of the

This Government refers, under Human Services, to majogorporations within this new portfolio include the WorkCover
new building projects at the RAH and QEH. The Governor'scornoration. We know that is under question. We know the
speech was given last December. We now know from thgsinister for Government Enterprises has the forests. | guess
Premier's statement, when he announced the sale of ETSfere are problems with Independents in the South-East, so
that funding for these projects required the sale of ETSAat has not yet been announced. No doubt, not too much
According to the Premier, unless ETSA is sold we canno}yther into the future, perhaps when those Independents have
possibly fund these new hospital projects. Who has—  peen |ured back into the Liberal fold, the forests will be

The Hon. L.H. Davis: What do you think? . appearing on the list of sales, along with the TAB, and so on.

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: T'll tell you what I think: I The Minister for Government Enterprises will be the Minister

think this Government has been very dishonest. It ought tgyr Nothing before too many years pass under this
work itself out. Apparently in December it said that we couldGovernment, as there will be nothing left.

go ahead. Back in December the Government said the budget 1o turn to transport, | note that the Minister is here on the

was fine, that we would have a surplus, that there were ngont pench this evening. In this respect, His Excellency the
problems at all and that all these hospital projects were ogygyernor stated:

track—no problems at all. Suddenly it appears that problems Over my first term the Government delivered increased patronage

havoe dE\{ﬁlOpedt.f his G o < t&d improved services in public transport.
ver the past four years this Government has consisten : . . .
underspent its capital budget. In every budget this e know that with the introduction of the private operators

Government has brought down it has underspent the capitaPme peoplhe have had double #ourngys and that haj'ha(.j S?qme
budget for the previous year, sometimes by anything up td-Pact on the megsurer:nento serilnc_es.rllwa_s rea ":jg in the
$200 million. Clearly itis fudging its capital budget to make ity Messengetoday that car parks in the city are doing

; g ; : .boom business, apparently because of the fall in the number
gtl)(\)/(i)(l(u?ytzsg?ir:rlfgr?dge%mg to have a bigger program than ngf people using public transport. It will be interesting to hear

Reading further in the Governor’s program, | see under th%heecgﬂljggfr s reaction to that article in ti@ity Messenger

E'%a\:\clj;\n/gr Ifhneeg%);nr%%i'tnisﬂrfégés no comment on ETSA. The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting: _
M Go;/ernment will be introducing legislation to advance the ~ The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | am saying that in today's
introdyuction of a national electricity m%rkgt. City Messengewe have peoplg alleging that public transport
o . patronage has fallen and not increased.
Under ‘Mines and Energy Resources’ it says: The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: And you are not interested in
Exploration expenditure is now at its highest level since 1986.the facts?
One of the reasons why mining exploration in this State has The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: If the Minister has some of
been at high levels was the introduction of the Souttthe latest statistics and can prove that the people at the city
Australian exploration initiative back in 1992. Under thatcar parks are wrong—
program there was extensive aerial surveying of about 60 per The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: Don't you want public
cent of this State and, as a result of that program, there h&snsport patronage to go up?
been a great increase in exploration. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: That was in the past. We
The tragedy is that in the last budget brought down by thisvill have to see what the truth is. Moving along, also under
Government there was no new money to continue thaflransport’ we note that legislation will be introduced to
exploration initiative into new areas of aerial surveys. Theclarify school zone safety issues. We have had that legisla-
money that was made available under that program wai$on, but the Governor’s speech does not outline why we
purely to process existing information. It is a tragedy that theneeded this clarification. Why did we need to clarify the
Government could not find the relatively small cost of severaschool zone safety issues? We know that there was plenty of
million dollars to enable that exploration initiative, which bungling in the way that the issue was handled in the first
incidentally has been copied by most other States in thiplace. This is why we had to have this legislation.
country, to continue. It was introduced when Frank Blevins The section of the Governor’s speech to which | wish to
was Minister for Mines and Energy. The initiative was turn next relates to Parliament. Itis a most interesting section.
certainly welcomed by the former Minister for Mines and The Governor’s speech says:
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My Government is committed to that goal— moment. If we are to fully capitalise on that, we need to make

this is the goal that the operations that Parliament advance /'€ that we have the skills available within our work force.
recognise the changing needs and demands of thEagically, because of the disintegration of the education and
community— training system that we have witnessed, particularly federal-

and will initiate a review which analyses the processes and proce%_I mustadmititis more the Federal Government th{:\n the
ures of Parliament as well as the accountability and responsibiliiestate that must shoulder the greatest blame—we will face
of members in the parliamentary process. Significantly, currensome real problems. We will not get the best out of the
practices of sitting late into the evening and even into the early hOUFgrowth in these new technologies. In fact, the combination of
of the morning often make it difficult for members to properly assesghe Olsen Government and the Fraser Government—I mean
leg'SIat_'VE matters. . the Howard Government—that was a slip of the tongue
I certainly agree that we have had lots of long sittings, but iinentioning Fraser, but there is not a lot of difference—is a
is worth making the point that since July last year when Weyeaqly and disastrous combination for this State.

broke for the election, up until the budget, which is the last - 114 move on to another issue relating to the national
week of May this year—a period of not quite a year bUtcompetition policy. In her speech earlier today, the

something I|I§e 10 monthsl—we W.'" have had a total of SX11on. Sandra Kanck spent most of the time berating Cheryl
weeks of parliamentary sittings. Is it any wonder that we hav ernot

to sit into the early hours of the morning when the Parliamen .
sits so infrequently? | would like to think that we did not have _ The Hon. L.H. Davis: A very powerful speech, and a
to sit so late and into the early hours of the morning, but on& €'Y interesting insight. She persuaded me.
of the problems we all face is that this Government only ~ The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | am sure that it persuaded
provides copies of its legislation to members of the Opposithe Hon. Legh Davis, but of exactly what he may care to tell
tion in some cases only a day or two before it expects it to b&'s later. The point that the Hon. Sandra Kanck missed was
passed. that, in relation to issues such as the national competition

We had plenty of examples of that during the first sittingPolicy, it is not simply a matter of being for and against. If we
of this Parliament just after the Governor made his speecigl0 through what happened in relation to the national competi-
when we had important legislation such as that relating téion policy, originally in the early 1990s at the Council of
West Beach, where the Opposition had something like 24\ustralian Governments (formerly the Premiers’ Council)
hours to respond. Indeed, there are problems with the way i#iscussions were held on improving the efficiency of
which the legislation is handled, but | suggest that most ofsovernment businesses. Of course, those early meeting
those problems are in the hands of the Government. If it werévolved the Bannon Government. However, it was in 1992
to sit more frequently and provide legislation to Oppositionthat the committee of inquiry, the so-called Hilmer commit-
members in a more timely fashion, we could solve a lot offe€, was established to report on the four principles of
those problems. competition policy.

| have just gone through some of the elements of the The Hilmer report was produced in August 1993, several
Governor's speech on which | think some comments need tmonths before the election in this State. The Hilmer commit-
be made. However, | think we also need to look in this newiee recommended a number of changes to the Trade Practices
session of Parliament at some of the issues that we wil\ct and set out the four principles for competition. The major
address and some of the solutions that we need for theecommendations of the Hilmer committee were accepted by
problems we now face. A few weeks ago, | read an interesthe Council of Australian Governments at a meeting in
ing article in the magazine published by the University ofHobart exactly four years ago tomorrow. On
South Australia. It referred to some comments by Professdt5 February 1994, the former Premier (Hon. Dean Brown)
Ashley Goldsworthy, the Chair of the Information Industriessigned on behalf of this State.
Task Force for the Federal Government. That body has just Some time later, in April 1995, the Prime Minister and the
produced a new report on global information economy. Someremiers of all the States and Territories signed the Competi-
of the comments that Professor Goldsworthy made are usefulon Principles Agreement which was designed to implement
He says: the key national recommendations of the Hilmer report. The

Investment in, and promotion of, high quality education andreason | have gone through that history is to indicate that the
training is one of the mostimportant contributions that can be madglevelopment of the competition policy took some time.

to Australia’s future. The availability of skilled workers is a key to ; . ;
attracting investment, advancing the take-up of new technologQNhereas | think most people would agree—and | include

undertaking innovation and creating sustainable competitivanyself—that there are great benefits to be derived for the

advantage. Australian economy by introducing principles of competition,
The report goes on to say: there ils a Iocr;ghwafy betvx_/eenhtheh intI’OdtL)JCtiOI"I ofI tht?se

We must significantly increase aggregate expenditures oﬁ”nc;p esdan the fine print that has subsequently been
education, including contributions by the private sector. eveloped.

| have some concerns about particular aspects of the

Professor Goldsworthy states specifically: - " . o
development of the national competition policy. Itis interest-
To encourage the development of centres of excellence

Government should fund a redeemable vouchers system to providgd {0 note that, now that the policy has been under way for
15 000 additional tertiary places in information and communicatiorSOme years, some academic research has been undertaken

technology related courses (included engineering) over the next thréeto this policy and how it is working. The point needs to be
to five years. made that many of these principles, particularly that of
That is one of the issues that this State needs to address. l&pplying competition to what were previously Government
certainly a matter that | have raised in this Parliament on anonopolies, were pretty much a theoretical exercise. Some
number of occasions. of the analyses now query some of the assumptions that were

There is no doubt that information technology is one of themade. In that context, we should examine the performance of
most important growth areas in the world economy at thehe national competition policy.
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| refer to a particularly useful article that | found recently ~ Consider the owner of an electricity transmission/distribution
in volume 73 of theEconomic Recoraf September 1997. nethWOF:ﬂ SUChda UEIWOLK i]S ”'Ize')f/ togn\{owe nfatur?l monopoly
; ; " ; . technology and, given the lack of substitutes for electricity in a
The article on_natlone_ll compe_tmon_ policy by Stephe_n Klngvariety of domestic and commercial uses, access to the transmission
of the Australian National University makes the point thatang " distribution network will be essential to compete in the
there were a lot of difficulties in trying to introduce competi- electricity market. Competition, however, may be both feasible and
tion into what were previously public monopolies. Econo-desirable at the upstream ‘generation’ stage and the downstream
mists considered for many years that areas such as tHgtailing’ stage of electricity production. If each of these stages is

. o . ighly competitive and the network owner does not participate in
railways, electricity and so on were natural monopolies andgneration o retailing, then he can still seize monopoly profits by

that there were sound reasons for why they should remain ifaising the price of access to his network. As the price of access rises,
Government hands. It was only when the free markeso too will the competitive final market price for electricity. By
economists started to exert their influence during the 1980%21ting an appropriate access price, the ”let‘l"’orkl owner can raise the
: : : : L Tetail price ectricity e monopoly level, with retail an
that they tried to invent ways of introducing competition Intogeneration competition guaranteeing that all monopoly profits are
what are natural monopolies. gained by the network owner.
The paper to which | refer raises some grave doubts as 0

yvhetherthatpan .be achleved. I recommend that.anyone Wr?e‘?wtities and this is particularly pertinent to the electricity
is interested in this subject look at this paper. | wish to quoteFndustry

what | think are some of the more important parts of this . ; ) :
paper. First, the author makes the following point: thi;?he Hon. L.H. Davis: Are you saying you're against

Corporatisation—the restructuring of the internal organisation . ; ;
of a Government business enterprise to more closely mimic the _The Hon. P. HO'TLOWAY' I yOL_' listen 1 think you
structure and incentives that characterise private firms—has bedRight learn something, and | quote:
transforming the operations of both State and Federal Government vertical integration by the network owner into either electricity
business enterprises since at least the mid 1980s. generating or retailing may help maintain monopoly pricing, but

So, itis not necessarily as a result of the national competitiof€ither integration nor the degree of competition in other parts of the
ertical chain of production change the basic essential facility

policy that these things are happening. The paper Con'“nu‘%roblem. The owner of the essential facility [which in this case is the

The principle behind competitive neutrality that ‘Government networks—the monopoly] can design access prices that lead to
business should not enjoy any net competitive advantage simply asonopoly pricing of final products and enable the owner of the
aresult of their public sector ownership’. means that Government essential facility to seize all the monopoly profits.

business enterprises should be subject to similar, if not identica| P :
regulations to private firms, should pay the same taxes as privalg fact, studies in the United States have looked at the break-

industry and should not receive the benefit of a lower cost of capitalP Of vertical monopolies and much of the evidence should
from Government ownership. lead us to some concern. A study by Kaserman and Mayo
Those are fairly sound principles that were adopted in thnds significant economies of scope between electricity
early days of competition policy and, again, | think mostgeneration and distribution, concluding that:

people would agree with them. ... for a vertically integrated firm producing the sample mean

The problem is that in order to make competition p0|icygeneration and distribution levels, the estimations suggest that costs
: : ...~ of vertically disintegrated production are 11.96 per cent higher than
actually work in some areas, part_lcularly the eIectr|C|t_yfor vertically integrated production.
market, we have had to set up quite large bureaucracies

These bureaucracies, rather like the famous bureaucracies RIS 'esearch is actually raising questions about the financial

Brussels, seem to have taken on a life of their own. Ther¥2lidity of the arguments that we should be breaking up

must be doubts as to how much many of these bureaucraciB¥n0polies because there are benefits in this.

are costing and how effectively they are doing the job that 1€ Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:

they are supposed to do. | think it is important to quote the The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No. Perhaps the tragedy of

following point: the whole national competition policy is that many of these
The Hilmer reforms consider the introduction of competition issues were not debated five or six years ago when they

rather than ownership. In this sense, national competition policghould hav_e been. _
addresses neither privatisation nor contracting out, although some | apologise to the House for quoting at some length what

elements of competition policy potentially may involve these issuesis g fairly technical paper, but | wish to make the point that
I think that is an important point to recognise in this wholeserious questions are now arising about the basic economic
debate. The Hilmer report does not, contrary to what mangpssumptions underlying the application of national competi-
people say, imply questions of ownership; it is purely lookingtion policy to particular industries, especially the electricity
at competitive neutrality principles to which | referred earlier.industry. | think that is something about which we should be
Some of the problems that we face with these naturavery careful.
monopolies—and it is not just electricity but also railways To come back to the point | was making in relation to
and so on—is the question about how you have access 8andra Kanck, the question of national competition policy is
what is clearly a national monopoly. In relation to thevery complex and there are many aspects to it. While most
electricity industry, it is quite clear that the wires which of us would agree, perhaps with the exception of the Demo-
distribute electricity are a natural monopoly. It is unlikely thatcrats, that there are potentially great benefits to be derived
a competitor would want to construct a duplicate set ofrom competition amongst Government business enterprises
electricity wires to service houses. Clearly, one set of wiregn many instances, we do have to look at these things on a
will be used. case by case basis and, instead of rushing into it on an
What has developed under national competition policy isdeological basis, we need to look at all the evidence to make
this artifice of access regimes to try to make what is a natural careful assessment.
monopoly competitive, and | think that is where a lot of  In conclusion, | would like to refer to the Government's
difficulties have arisen. In this article, some points are mad@olicy speech. | think it is a great pity that this Government
about some of these problems and | quote: did not come clean with the electors of South Australia and

is paper also raises the question of breaking up vertical
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indicate to them at the election on 11 October what it reallyAustralia, just as ETSA does, and it had been highly regarded
thought about the sale of ETSA. If it intended to sell ETSA—in the marketplace as a very efficient provider of gas. In July
and there is no doubt now from the evidence that is emergin§§992, when the Hon. John Bannon announced that decision,
that it planned to do so beforehand—it should have coménhe news release of the day from the Premier said:
clean with the electors of South Australia. Instead, it involved The decision had been taken as part of the Government’s ongoing
itself in this exercise of deceit, and the Government deservestion to rebuild South Australia’s economy and to enable the State
to be roundly condemned for it. to emerge from the recession with a secure, long-term future.

_ ~ Hesaid:

The Hon. L.H. DA\{IS: | thank_ His Excellency for his Money raised by the sale would be used to fund the
address to the Parliament which formally marked theGovernment's comprehensive economic development strategy,
commencement of the new session following the Statgenerate employment and assist debt management.
election of October 1997. | pay particular tribute to theThe Government’s involvement with Sagasco resulted from
retiring members from this Chamber, and also welcome tha merger in June 1988 between the largely Government-
new members, the Hon. John Dawkins, the Hon. Carmebwned South Australian Oil and Gas Corporation—I think it

Zollo and the Hon. Nick Xenophon. had a 99 per cent plus interest in that company—which had
I would like to begin my Address in Reply contribution interests in the Cooper Basin, and the South Australian Gas
by quoting from arAdvertisereditorial: Company, which was a publicly listed and privately owned

It is now 18 months since the Federal Government's chieftOmpany. ) )
industry advisory body, the Industry Commission, reported that The Gas Company had always been in the private sector
Australian households were losing $330 each every year becauseﬁﬁd had been reticulating gas into Adelaide since 1861. The

inefficiencies in the electricity and gas industries, and recommende
that all publicly-owned utilities be privatised. The commission ew company that arose from the merger of the South

reported that privatisation would generate 9 000 jobs, cheaper eneg%“sna"an Oil and Gas Corporation and the South Australian
prices for the consumer and save the national economy $2.65 billiolsas Company was called Sagasco Holdings and was listed

ayear. on the Stock Exchange in 1988. The South Australian
It goes on to state that money from privatisation representdzinancing Authority (SAFA), on behalf of the Government,

... awelcome, if limited, opportunity to direct millions of dollars WaS issued shgres which r,epre,sented 82 per cent of the total
back into run-down State infrastructure, into schools, hospitals an§agasco Holdings at the time in 1988. In other words, only
essential services. These and the retirement presently of some of th& per cent of the ownership of Sagasco was in public hands.
spiralling State debt, presently $6.6 billion, are the spending The Hon. Terry Cameron would know better than most of
priorities. the significance of the Gas Company because my understand-
This editorial, in fact, was written on Tuesday, ing is that he was once a very highly regarded employee of
14 July 1992—5% years ago. It was written to comment onhe Gas Company. | can declare an interest in the sense that,
the State Government's decision to sell its majority interestor the whole of the 1970s, certainly until | came into
of 57 per centin SAGASCO Holdings, the South Australianparliament, | raised the moneys for the South Australian Gas
Gas Company listed on the Stock Exchange in which th€ompany by way of public debenture offerings in the
State Government had a 57 per cent interest. That editorigharketplace through the broker A.C. Goode, for which | was
began by stating: an investment consultant and manager. | have had a very

The State Government's decision to sell its majority interestclose and long involvement with the South Australian Gas
57 per cent, in SAGASCO Holdings deserves support but itsCompany, so | know the company well, as does the Hon.
tardiness was remarkable. Terry Cameron.

In concluding, the editorial states: The Government in 1988 owned 82 per cent of the South
The privatisation of SAGASCO Holdings should be only the firstAustralian Gas Company, which was the alternative energy

step. Next should come ETSA, SGIC, the State Bank and thsupplier to the Electricity Trust of South Australia, which, of

numerous other commercial operations in which the Government haspurse, was a fully-owned Government statutory authority.

interests. The Premier [John Bannon] appears to have seen the i ; ; ;
recognising that the progression from State ownership to commerci lﬁt 1991 the Government reduced its holding of stock in the

lisation to privatisation does not have to be the apostasy he ondg@s Company to improve the liquidity of the stock in the
imagined. A pity his conversion came on the rocky road to the Statgnarket so as to create greater interest. It also benefited from
Bank Royal Commission. the gain that it made—the appreciation in the price of the
It concluded: shares which it sold in 1991.

Mr Bannon must drag the Left and other Party troglodytes alon In July 1992, when the Premier made his formal an-
with him to break the burden of State debt which otherwise willhouncement that the Government was hoping to sell the Gas
continue to visit itself on the present and future generations in th€ompany, he was looking to sell the balance of 57 per cent
form of higher taxes and charges which will kill business investmentof gl| the shares. The clear indication then was that the
jobs and growth. ownership of the Gas Company could either pass to a range
That editorial may have been written today but it relates to anf institutions or, more likely, be taken over by another
event 5% years ago. It is my intention this evening to put ortompany which was involved, or wishing to become
record the facts about Labor's commitment to privatisatiorinvolved, in this burgeoning gas sector. One should remember
in the Arnold-Bannon years. that the gas supplied to the South Australian Gas Company

As | have said, the Government committed itself to sellingwas supplied by Santos, which was also a major Adelaide
the South Australian Gas Company, and it did that in severddased company and which was piping gas into Adelaide and
stages. First, in 1991 it committed itself to selling 20 per cenSydney from its Cooper Basin reserves.
of the South Australian Gas Company, and then it later It was interesting that the Hon. Paul Holloway, with his
moved in 1992 and 1993 to sell off the balance. head down most of the way, did admit that he supported the

The South Australian Gas Company had been listed on th@overnment'’s sale of the South Australian Gas Company
Stock Exchange for a long time. It provided energy to Souttshares. Let it not be forgotten that was privatisation in its
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purest form: that it had sold off over two years an 82 per cenPractices Commission (TPC as it was then styled) intervened
holding in a company which provided an alternative energylaiming that SANTOS could not proceed with a takeover
source to the Electricity Trust in the Adelaide market. bid, and so SANTOS had to remain with its 20 per cent limit
The South Australian Gas Company had a proud traditiorand the Government’s plan to sell the remaining holding in
dating back to 1861, of reticulating gas supplies—a muclBAGASCO was put on hold. But that was only for a little
longer standing service to the people of South Australia thawhile, because just a year later in September 1993 Boral
the Electricity Trust, which was created in 1944 as aresultoinade a $760 million bid for SAGASCO after the
the ironic nationalisation of a privately listed company by theGovernment had sold 19.9 per cent of its stake in SAGASCO
then Premier of South Australia, Thomas Playford. How the¢o Boral. At the time the Government made quite clear in
roles have been reversed! selling its 19.9 per cent stake, which raised $146.8 million,
It was interesting to hear what the then Premierthatitwas a debtreduction sale. They sold 43 million shares
Mr Bannon, said at his media conference in announcing thiat $3.40 each. That meant Boral had 19.9 per cent at the time,
sale. He said: SANTOS had its 20 per cent and NRMA and AMP had 11
It is not productive to have those hundreds of millions of dollarsper cent between them. SAFA still had 31.8 per cent after
tied up in Sagasco Holdings when we need that money to address aselling down 19.9 per cent to Boral, leaving just over 17 per
budgetary problems and our employment initiatives. We argent in other hands.
unlocking it and Yve are u.smg it . At the time | was on the record attacking the Government
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: Who said that? over the naivety of the way in which it sold off 19.9 per cent
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: This was MrBannon, and he tg Boral for $3.40, which within a handful of hours put in a
made a special point of saying how it was being used t¢y| bid of $3.50 and subsequently ended up paying much

not altogether gruntled with this idea of the Government'sy pysiness deal.

selling off its controlling holding in the South Australian Gas  Ap honourable member interjecting:

Compa}ny. . . . The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Terry Cameron was probably not

But it was instructive to see that in the days that fonowedadvising them. and it is a shame he was not because | am sure
the public debate the right wing Labor unity faction's highly ey would have done it a lot better. So, in 1993 Boral, which
respected ecor.10m‘|st Federal MP, Dr Bob Catley, added to ﬂ%%pplied Brisbane, Rockhampton, Gladstone with natural gas
debate by saying ‘the sale should signal the start of a widel\y'\yhich had a long experience in the gas industry moved
sale of assets, including the State Bank and the Stajg ong yitimately became the owner of SAGASCO. The
Government Insurance Commission to h(,alp reduce Fhe_Stat‘?ﬁarket did not believe that $3.50 was a fair price, although
mounting dEbt. of more than. $6 billion.” The ALP's right o o6 rse the Government had sold 43 million shares at
wing Labor unity faction publicly supported the sale of thegs 44 \yhich was a throwaway price at the time, and Terry
State Government's $310 million stake in Sagasco. Dr Catleys ameron is nodding his head—he agrees with that. It was
on 23 July 1992, just 10 days after the initial announcement|,te madness. lan Porter who was then Finance Editor of
said: the Advertiserin a very perceptive piece saidqvertiser

The faction’s decision was not based on ideological grounds buf September 1993):

on the need to retire debt and to ensure services were not sacrificed. ’ .
What the market is saying is that the $3.50 offer from Boral,

That §0unds very much. to me like the Hon. John Olsenypile streets ahead of last year's withdrawn Santos offer, seriously

Premier of South Australia in 1998, addressing the membensndervalues SAGASCO and its future earnings potential. In short,

of Parliament in another place just last week. Dr Catley als®AGASCO is one of the industry’s true jewels, sitting on one of the

said: soundest spreads of petroleum industry assets to be found, with all

o that means for profit growth, dividends and share price appreciation.

The Right would support the sale of the State Bank and the State  SAGASCO closed at $3.60 yesterday and analysts suggest that

Government insurance wing. aprice exceeding $6, double what the Government was prepared to

But on the other hand the Left Wing, through its powerfulaccept from SANTOS, is not that far away.

leader, the convenor of the Left, the Hon. Terry Roberts, &hat proved to be optimistic. He went on to say:

member of this venerable Chamber, said, when asked by saGASCO has perhaps the best structure of any petroleum

political editor Rex Jory whether the $300 million the company, with a solid base of reticulation assets in South Australia

Government might make from the sale would be usefuh string of long term gas contracts which underpin future cash flows
(Advertiser24 July 1992): and earnings and some handsome gas reserves in the ground, ready

to go.
Yes, but it is a one-off sale and it is not felt that retiring debt g . . .
is the appropriate way to spend the money. lan Porter, in a later article on 10 September, made the point

Welcome to the real world, Mr Roberts. Even Financethat€amings per sharein SAGASCO had grown by 11.7 per

Minister Mr Blevins who at the time was Acting Treasurer C€Nt PEr annum over the past three years, which beat all but

told the union delegation of the sale plan. He told them thaEOur companies in the 50 leaders index. Ithad also had a 15.3

it was not negotiable and Mr Blevins issued a statement to ther Cent increase per annum in dividend growth over that
Australiannewspaper on 30 July saying: same period, bettered by only three of the top 50 companies.

We've called for expressions of interest to see what the markeAII of the financial experts at the time said that Boral was
price is and the method of sale will be determined by theéemng this company far too cheaply. But the Government

Government after we have received all the expressions of interesfiad given them a flying start with 19.9 per cent at $3.40 and
The sale will be of benefit to South Australia by reducing theSANTOS was locked out by the TPC, and so the

State’s debt and financing our job-creating economic packages. Government, demonstrating all the financial inabilities that
So there was no doubt about the Government's intention twe have come to love and know so well, failed again. In an
sell the assets. What happened in fact was that SANTO®dependent report prepared for the gas company, Grant
acquired 20 per cent of SAGASCO, but then the Tradesamuel and Associates valued SAGASCO shares between
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$4.02 and $4.29 each, based on an estimated 21 per ceagenda for SA,’ Premier Arnold talked about a targeted
increase in annual profit to $63.4 million in the current yearprogram of asset sales which was:
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: What would they with worth ... expected to raise about $2 billion, including the sale of the
today? State Bank, the Government shareholding in SAGASCO, grain bulk
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | would like to see whether we Iohading fac""iﬁisa;ts.ﬁ".ﬂ?l.f\#Sérg'ﬁ,%”E‘fﬁgﬁgfﬁmiﬁiﬁ' I?hned Sagsith
¢ opping cen
.COUId pullthat figure out of the Boral a““”"?" report. | $USpeC%us?rgliaGJn Housing Trust andgl'and owned by the Urban Lénd Trust.
it would aggregate all the gas and other like operations an ) )
so the figure would be disguised; but | would have thoughtPremier Lynn Arnold said—
quite candidly, taking a line through AGL, which | think ~ The Hon. R.l. Lucas: Was Rann a member of that
since that time has appreciated probably by four times, thgovernment?
the gas company assets today might have been worth $10 or The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Of course MrRann was a
$11. The tragedy of all this, just as an aside inspired by thenember of that Government; he was a key member of the
Hon. Terry Cameron, is that if the State Bank had not fallerCabinet at that time. He was there.
over the Government could have sat back on its holding and  Members interjecting:
be privatising it at the current time. This would have beenan  The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | rise on a point of order,

optimum time to be privatising—in the last couple of years.sjr. Too many members of the Government are interjecting;
They certainly would have received much more than thg cannot hear the honourable member's speech, Mr Acting
$3.40 that they received at the time. President.

Fraser Ainsworth, who was the highly regarded Managing The ACTING PRESIDENT: There is no point of order.

E_i(;ect%r of the gas company, SAGASCO, at the time of the - 15 1o | H. DAVIS: Mr Amold's press release stated:

id said:

. . The Meeting the Challenge program included the most far
SAGASCO had outperformed Boral in the market. An investment.q 4 ching reforms of the public sector in South Australia’s history.

of $1 000 in SAGASCO five years ago— ‘Overall this is a blueprint for sustainable change, with a wide and
September 1993— achievable agenda. It will put our economy on the front foot and give

had shown annual compound growth of 36 per cent to $4 700, whilgOUth Australians fresh belief in our future.

a similar investment of Boral had increased by only 7.2 per cent—On top of that there were not only the massive asset sales
barely above inflation—to $1 400. which were touted to raise about $2 billion but also the
So it came to pass that SAGASCO was taken over by Boraherger of ETSA and EWS to create a single electricity and
and, of course, we all know now that SAGASCO is no morewater utility; that was part of the package. We all know that
as a name; itis called Boral Energy. The Liberal Oppositiorthe bank ultimately did proceed to sell. It was not in terribly
at the time did not object to the strateggr se but in a good shape, as members opposite in particular would
guestion in the Council on 9 September 1993 | certainly madprobably know, and it took 18 to 24 months to segregate out
my objection well known about how naive the Governmentthe bad bank assets and revitalise and restructure what was
had been in taking such a low price when it had the whideft. It was interesting to see (and this should be noted,
hand and the control. particularly by the Hon. Mike Rann) that on 3 April 1993 an

The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: Advertiserarticle by political editor Nick Cater stated:

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: We were in Opposition at the Mr Arnold said yesterday he favoured a straight sale rather than
time, of course. So, there it was. | highlight that, having made Qantas style share flotation.
that point very strongly, the Government of the day embracegtp ¢ \yas a straight sale of the State Bank. In other words, he
privatisation by selling off the energy assets of S’/'\G'A‘Scowas saying the Government would maximise the money for

In that same year (1993) the Government announced {he state bank if it was sold to a bank. A report by assessors
would sell off the State Bank. In a press release of 17Baring Burrows and Co, part of which was released—
February 1993 the Hon. Lynn Amold, Premier of South o o0 T.G. Roberts: What long bow are you drawing
Australia, stated: between the State Bank and the sale of ETSA?

I will be recommending to my Cabinet colleagues, my Caucus, .
my Party but most importantly to the people of South Australia that The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: So, Terry Roberts, front bench

the State Bank of South Australia be sold to reduce the State’s deffleémber of the Labor Party and convener of the Left, whom
The sale will be subject to receiving an appropriate price reflecting quoted earlier tonight saying he did not see why SAGASCO

the value of the bank as an asset to the State. shares should be sold and that he would not use the money
Subsequently, in early April he went to the Labor Party Statérom the SAGASCO sale to reduce the debt, has now asked
Council, which agreed to allow the bank to be put on thefand | put this on the record), ‘What is the long bow you're
market. The sale was passed on the voices of counciieeking to draw between the sale of the State Bank and
members and was not put to a vote. The Premier told thETSA?’ Putting it very simply, the State Bank of South
State Council of the Labor Party that the sale was necessaAustralia was set up for privatisation by the Labor Party and
to combat South Australia’s growing debt problems and thait was recommended by Premier Arnold publicly that the best
unless the Party agreed to the sale the Government would negy of doing that was by the sale of the bank to another
be able to present a comprehensive strategy to deal with tigancial institution. That is on the public record.
State finances. Earlier that week he had gained the backing The Electricity Trust of South Australia and Optima which
of Cabinet and parliamentary colleagues to sell the bank oprovide energy to South Australia, as did the South Australian
the open marketin 18 to 24 months’ time. That was reportebas Company, is also proposed for privatisation by the
in the Advertiseron 9 April 1993, the reporter being Nick Premier, John Olsen, and he is also saying that we will
Cater. maximise the return on the sale in a trade sale rather than a
Almost five years ago the Labor Party was in full lease or a public float. In other words, with my lips moving
privatisation mode. Then, in a major media release orms slowly as | can, | think the Hon. Mr Roberts will under-
22 April 1993 headed ‘Meeting the Challenge sets newstand that there is a parallel between Mr Arnold’s argument
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of nearly five years ago in April 1993 and the proposalto sell There was leaking, particularly from water as you would
off ETSA and Optima in February 1998. expect, but also from ETSA about this super department

So, the State Bank was prepared for privatisation througtegislation that would be rushed through in the dying days of
the corporatisation of the State Bank, and that was alsthe Arnold Government. It was hoping to get it through in
assisted by guarantees of financial support from the Keatin§993. It had been announced without any financial plan or
Government. The 23 April statement from Premier Arnold,identified savings. It was confirmed, through leaked docu-
which mentioned selling off assets worth $2 billion, alsoments, that the Government had hoped to have the legislation
revealed that SGIC, which posted a before tax loss ain the House by 16 September, although the financial plan
$52 million for the six months to December 1992, wasidentifying the savings was not to be completed until a month
expected to report a full year loss, but the possibility oflater on 11 October. The by now very desperate Arnold
privatisation of the commission was not raised. That wassovernment claimed that it would save $500 million on the
perhaps not surprising, because the Government had provideterger of water and power over the next 10 years—
SGIC with a significant $600 million bail-out package in the $50 million savings a year.
previous year. In his economic statement, Lynn Arnold states The proposal to slash 600 white collar jobs through the
that in light of this substantial assistance and other changeserger would account for about 20 per cent of the 3 000 job
it is not cuts which the Government had planned. To their credit the

... appropriate for further restructuring assistance to be providedustralian Democrats became increasingly apprehensive and
by the Government. SGIC'’s net worth position and capital structur¢he Hon. Mike Elliott is on the record in July 1993 saying
will be _Considered at a later date within the context of the imprOVe‘[hey were Opposed to the move for several reasons, one belng
mgmsalgdpt?cr)g)rm{rj\lnlcgeg%)-(gzel.CtEd to be achieved by the new managgra; \vater and power do not go together.

. o One of the big arguments the Government used at the time

Clearly, there was a signal that perhaps in time the Labag »'hat this was not a novelty, and that Singapore had water
Party would have sold off SGIC, having presided over that,, power combined. Inquires by the Opposition revealed
extraordlnary loss Wh'Ch arguably reached $800 m'"'on’that Singapore was in the process of disaggregating the utility
which was predominantly made up of the loss of Vel i |5oked after both water and power. So, it was resolved
$500 million on one asset, 333 Collins Street. So, we see | at a select committee be established in the Legislative

1993 the announcement of the sale of the State Bank and t%e;)uncil. The Liberal Party and the Democrats moved for this
actua] sale of SAGASCO; and a range of other assets whig mmittee and that delayed the merger. The public infrastruc-
were intended for sale, announced by Premier Arnold of th‘?ure Minister, Mr Klunder, who presided over such gems as

Labor Party. Scrimber, which lost a lazy $60 million, found that the

At that time he announced that a new super departmefiarger was double Dutch to him. He said he was very
would be created with 7 400 staff and assets worth about $(§sappointed that the select committee had been formed
billion through the merger of the Electricity Trust of South

. - . because by then it was fairly obvious that the Government
Australia and the Engineering and Water Supply Department, o, iq not be able to get through the super department which,

The merger would create a single electricity and water utilityby now. it had decided to call Southern Power and Water.
and would result in a huge rationalisation of services. They The,Hon T.G. Roberts: Who chaired that committee?

talked about shedding 600 white collar jobs and saving, they The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: The Hon. Anne Levy chaired that

claimed, tens of millions of dollars. ; - .
committee as Minister. | was a member of the committee and

The interesting fact that emerged subsequent to th'rc' am not at liberty to disclose the evidence taken by it.

::g;?ﬁ gferyvzr;t der:;n:th ‘Zt tgl\?erlgieitoﬁtrcggg?\ ewcz)afteﬂr] Oasggiowever, the irony was that the Government was in such
Y b gnt. qjisarray that we still had a meeting of that committee which

:)li,ser;ﬁisgﬁtf inspiration that one gets while tucked into be ook evidence from people in r_elatio_n to this p_roposed merger
The H(.)n T.G. Roberts: Susan Lenehan on the afternoon of the da_ly in which Premier Arnold had_
The H ' L.HI DAVIS: .S Leneh ' it2 Thi announced the 1993 election. He_annoulnced the elec.tlon in

e fon. L. 1. - Susan Lenenhan was It: 'S the morning, but the select committee still proceeded in the
announcement came without any strength or Weaknessﬁﬁernoon and | am at liberty to disclose, without breaching

analysis whatsoever. There was no plan or real working 0, o1 that the Hon. Anne Levy chaired the meeting and
of the benefits and costs that would flow from this merger—ity, Hon, Terry Roberts and | made up the quorum

\;,)v:jpfgssta%mg?i? fﬁgy vl\;[e\rIZzagso% gstglﬁig%ewg\(/jvé%g ételylr)a 2?]/ fj It was quite obvious the whole thrust around the world
’ , from my inquiries at the time was that this merger ran against
ETSA (power) perhaps the new name could be 'WETSA ‘general trends, and that governments were looking to break

Th?rthv;asoib%uéa;gggggigugxgre on the select commit- P utilities which had disparate opgrations. There was
tee that tool.< a.II fhat evi de.nce evidence from people_ to whom | spo_ke, |ncll_1d|ng people yvho
- ) . had been involved with the Industries Affairs Commission,

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Indeed. Just to show how bizarre at the merger of water and power might well reduce

it was, shortly before the announcement was made, ETseconomic efficiency. So, this bizarre select committee took

had called tenders to bid for its public relations account?%/idence and, although | am not at liberty to disclose it, |

which had begn han_dled by Stokes King DDB Needham, an member that the Economic Planning and Advisory Council
EWS was using quite someone eélse. They were both fac PAC), which advised the Federal Government, in its

with using different public relations people. They were i - : -
X ) mmen rivatisation an mpetition poli id:
locked into that. Evidence suggested that the costs of actuaIFy0 ents about privatisation and competition policy, said

working on the merger would be around $50 million—never A fundamental aspect of restructuring within these industries—
mind the benefits that flowed from it—although the referring to the utilities—water, power and sewerage—

Government was quick to announce that the new logo woulg the recognition that there is no need to bundle natural monopoly
be designed in-house. elements with conventional contestable businesses. Hence, while the



400 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Tuesday 24 February 1998

transmission and distribution wires in the electricity industryto spend money on hospitals, schools and other priorities for public
constitute natural monopolies, generation and distribution of energgervice was going to choose to invest large amounts of capital in
can readily be undertaken by a number of competing firms. risky electricity ventures. Having to respond rapidly to developments

If that bet t d had th in the competitive market and having to deal with conflict of interest
at merger between water and power had gone througll, owning a number of competing assets were not matters that a

as proposed by the Arnold Government, with the support oGovernment was best placed to manage. And ownership was not the
Mike Rann, where would we be now in terms of our ability best form of regulation c_)f the b_usiness—there were clea_r conflicts
to enhance both the power and water delivery systems i} Governments regulating their own commercial enterprises.
South Australia? Already we are receiving the benefits of SAVr Orchison quoted the committee as follows:
Water's management by United Water and the export ‘Competition will always lead to winners and losers, the
potential which that brings. Also, we are dealing with thecommittee commented. ‘Government can thus expect that some of
reality that from March South Australia will be entering the its businesses will grow while others may start to decline. Ownership
national electricity market of several competing businesses exacerbates the risks borne by
. y : Government.

One of the ironies was that because the Government of t . . . .
day was so desperate to get up this merger between pow atis very telling mgtenal from the Hogg committee report.
and water, and because it had not done any planning befo members opposite know, the New South Wales Labor
it made this announcement, it had to throw all its executiv% overnment is pressing on with its commitment to privatise

: - etween $23 billion and $28 billion worth of assets. It is
staff and many other key people into trying to pull the whole, - - -
merger proposal together—a massive operation. As a resu teresting to note that in New South Wales and Victoria

re are already 20 retail suppliers of electricity. It is also

customer services slipped badly because so many people wi : .

involved in the merger. The complaints about both ETSA an(guesrtfjﬁggarg?j g?tﬁ]éhgéé';r';??é)\:e??r\]/ggeﬁa\?etaé?er?rr?;r:]d

SA Gas and SA Water increased dramatically in that perio N y

of time examples of privatisation. Qantas, the Commonwealth Bank
’ in 1991-92, State insurance offices, banks and power stations

The other point | remember from those times was that th
Electricity Trust had looked at this idea in 1990 (I heard tha%i/régetoqnlfg;et%? tsh\gesllt:tsétgir?lf I;? (;aéifjeigggles that| have

privately from someqne), and they found that the organisa® It is interesting to note that the ETSA Corporation in its
tions were so dramatically different that no advantages coul%,[,[er of 7 January 1998 to the Hon. Dr Michael Armitage
possibly accrgje. ThereE_I\fvSaAs\ not adgreat deal of overlap i1 for Government Enterprises, states: ’
many areas because rovides power to a consumer ’ ’
WhO)i/S enerally on the remiFs)es who ?ives on the propert Looking forward, ETSA will face increasing challenges to sustain

. 9 y prer . property o grow its businesses because competition in the South Australian
oris at the property on a daily basis. The meters can be reagket from electricity companies in New South Wales and Victoria
quarterly and the accounts can be rendered quarterly, wheregsxpected to erode ETSAs future earnings. Electricity industry
EWS sends its accounts to property owners who often mafgvenue regulation is expected to reduce real electricity franchise

i prices in South Australia and reduce financial returns on ETSA's
not be at that property, and it reads the meters half yearly. assets. This will erode the value of ETSA. Competing demands on

So, there was not a great deal of overlap in many casegrsas cash flow including capital investment seeks to protect
The other point that emerged was that there was no compat:TSAs existing market position and/or for it to enter new markets

bility between the computers of EWS and ETSA, both ofto replace potential market share losses in South Australia and return
which had recently invested heavily in new billing equip- ©© the State by way of dividends and tax payments.
ment. It was agreed by experts in EWS and ETSA to whonThe arguments are irresistible and relentless. As the Auditor-
I spoke that it would not be possible to have a joint electrici-General has said, there can be no guarantees that ETSA and
ty, water and sewerage account. The leaking was quit®ptima can deliver an annual dividend to the Government,
bizarre: the Liberal Opposition, on the eve of Governmentwhich last year was a heady one: $220 million to
as it turned out, had great difficulty in keeping up with all the $230 million, distorted admittedly by a one-off $77 million
information that was pouring in. That was a timely reminderpayment from a lease arrangement. However, even at its peak
to the House. That proposal to merge power, water andf $220 million, that falls well short of the $400 million in
sewerage—a desperate act by a desperate Government iniftéerest savings that we get from the sale of the asset, which
dying days—fortunately failed. If it had not failed, | suspectis estimated, at the maximum, to range between $4 billion and
that this Government would have faced an extraordinar6 billion.
mess. The Hon. T.G. Cameron: That is for the total sale of all

In conclusion, | come to the reality of the present. In histhe assets, not just for the sale of ETSA.
contribution tonight, the Hon. Paul Holloway skirted around ~ The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Yes, of ETSA and Optima. In
what he personally thought of the proposal to privatise ETSADecember 1997, the Institute of Public Affairs published a
However, it is instructive to note what the Hogg committeepaper headed ‘South Australia Energy Situation and Policy
said in New South Wales when it reviewed the electricityApproach’. Itis a very detailed paper, and | urge members to
options in that State. In his column in tEéectricity Supply read it. Inits executive summary, with reference to the State
Magazineof September 1997, Keith Orchison, the well Government, it states:
respected Executive Director of the industry, refers to the The Government should move to further disaggregate its

Hogg committee report of August 1997. He states: businesses by splitting the generation facilities into two separate

. . . firms and existing ETSA into a transmission business and two retail

They were persuaded that the time was right for a sale, with @jstrioutors. The Government should exercise leadership in
large number of cashed-up and willing buyers likely to bid—and thabromoting privatisation of its electricity assets. Privatisation is likely

it was the right time from the point of view of development of the o bring improved efficiencies and to offer greater assurances of a

competitive market. [The report states:] ‘If privatisation were to becontinued stream of income similar to that presently obtained from

delayed, and the New South Wales (electricity) businesses fail tfs electricity assets. With a likely sale price of in excess of $4 billion
compete effectively over the next few years, then there is no doulrivatisation would more than halve the debt.

that their value will decline.” The majority of committee members . . . . . .
were also straightforward about Government ownership. In amarkd$ it not interesting to see that it is encouraging, just as the
environment it was too risky. No Government faced with the needtHogg committee and others have encouraged, the
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disaggregation of businesses? Yet, the Rann and Arnold teafihe Hon. Legh Davis in trying to defend this dishonest
of 1993 was looking towards aggregating businesses, goingovernment in his usual loyal way has thrown himself to the
in exactly the opposite direction to the rest of the world byfore to try to defend the indefensible. The Liberal Party ought
proposing to aggregate water and power. How banal; howo make Legh Davis a life member. He ought not to have to
bizarre. pay another contribution or levy. He must be the most loyal

The Liberal Government has already prepared ETSAerson in the Liberal Party. He is continually kicked from
through corporatisation. The ETSA Corporation has thre@illar to post, but he always comes out and defends these
subsidiaries: ETSA Power is responsible for retailing andogues who have put this package together.
distribution; ETSA Transmission for transmission and system | must commend Sir Eric Neal on the presentation of his
control; and ETSA Energy for gas trading. ETSA Corporationspeech. | do admire Sir Eric James Neil. | have had the
owns virtually all the State’s assets in transmission andlistinct pleasure of being in his company on a number of
distribution. It is interesting to note that ETSA has a largeroccasions. | am sure that when he made his speech he did it
home base than any of its Victorian businesses. It rankwith the utmost sincerity, believing that his Government, as
number two or three in the nation in terms of customers anbie continually calls it, had done the right thing and had
sales. As | have said, we have already moved tovritten a speech which was accurate and honest. But he has
corporatisation, because that is an important element ieen lied to. His speech is premised on a lie—on a number
making the businesses more competitive for the nationaf lies.
electricity market which we will move into in March 1998.  An honourable member. Well, tell us what they are?

The final point that | want to make from the IPA Energy ~ 1he Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: Nowhere in this speech is
Forum is a very good one, and | quote this comment ofhere any mention of asset sales. What we are being asked to
privatisation: believe, and what Sir Eric Neal was misled into believing—

While there is often a knee-jerk reaction against any privatisatio ar\q itis on the front page of th@dy ertlsertosjay—ls a'$1
(and nearly every candidate for privatisation is claimed to b illion h0|e bUt, no-one told Premier Olsen. . .
especially Sensitive), the outcome of privatisations in Australiaand In his contribution yesterday at the standing committee,
the rest of the world has been universally beneficial. Politicians neeMr Ken MacPherson pointed out that he made his draft report
B e Dok s o vt aegalable on 28 July last year—uiell before the electon.
businesses out of gublic ovF\)/nership and p?esent the business risk§§ven heads of departments had this report. Premier leen
entrepreneurs and not taxpayers. Businesses in Governmedfd the Treasurer, the Hon. Rob Lucas, want us to believe,
ownership will always be vulnerable to political patronage and armand they now want Sir Eric to believe, that the seven heads
twisting to promote some short-term political advantage to the Partyf departments did not mention it to John Olsen.

) p_lc_>rv]veer. Victorian Government has demonstrated that it Well, the Opposition has been getting leaks and docu-
privatisations bring a steam of additional income to the State in thsénen_tS for the past couple of ye‘ars. Some 18 months_ ago, |
form of an annuity equivalent to over $500 million per year. Thisfeceived a document headed,'How to sell ETSA without
will be increased as a result of the sale of PowerNet and thgoing through the Parliament’. We raised all those matters
subsequent sale of the gas assets. The [Victorian] Auditor-Generghd we suggested through a number of pieces of legislation
estimated the savings at $622 million in 1997-98. that the Government was setting up these organisations for
The challenge before this Parliament, and in particular thigrivatisation. Why would we do that? It was quite simple. We
Chamber, will be the greatest any of us face, | would suggessaw what it did with the water contract and we saw what it
in our period in Parliament. This is a once in a generatiorwas doing with ETSA. We have seen the job losses. We have
decision; this is a decision where there can be no equivocaeen the con they put over the workers to become efficient
tion. The rest of the nation is embracing, as it must, theand competitive. They then sacked two-thirds of them. They
national competition policy which will be worth $1 billion make it efficient and profitable and then flog it from under-
maximum to South Australia if we do embrace it to the fullestneath them. That is what they were setting up here.
extent. If we do not privatise ETSA and Optima we run the  During the election campaign, a concerned member of
risk of losing money in the marketplace through the risksETSA walked into the Labor Party office, threw documents
associated in operating in an increasingly unpredictablen our bench and said, ‘This is what these mongrels are doing
market at a national level. More importantly, we run the riskto the State and to ETSA.’ Ralph Clarke travelled that day to
of losing perhaps $1 billion or $2 billion from the worth of Port Augusta and produced the documents. The Government
those assets as the Hogg committee emphasised in its repa@nts me and Sir Eric Neal to believe, despite all the
to the New South Wales Government in recent monthspublicity which was taking place, the protestations which
Whilst the Labor Party may make cheap political pointswere loud and thick, ‘No, we are not going to sell ETSA!
today, it must make a decision which will ultimately benefit The Hon. Mr Gunn was in Port Augusta saying, ‘We are not
the State tomorrow. Let us hope that the right decision iselling it He was telling all the Optima workers, ‘We know
made. what happened with water and it will not happen with ETSA.
The Premier and the now Treasurer want us to believe that

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | support the motion. | was the Premier never said, ‘Let me find out what is going on
looking forward with some anticipation to the contribution here.” Seven heads of departments have this document in their
by the Hon. Legh Davis. | thought that it would be succincthands yet the Premier did not ask, ‘What the hell is going on
and to the point because | did notice that he took a point ofiere?’ That is what they want us to believe. They want us to
order when another member was making a contributionhelieve that they did not know about it until later.
suggesting he ought to have stuck to the Governor’s speech. According to the Premier, he did not know anything about
But, unfortunately, the Hon. Legh Davis in his usual loyalthis $1 billion black hole until December. Let me point out
way has now made a speech that he wishes his Excellency ttee the Council that Sir Eric Neal made this speech on
Governor, Sir Eric Neal, had made. All the matters in his2 December. This is the time when the Premier, and presum-
contribution were nothing to do with the Governor’'s speechably the Treasurer, found out. But, did the Hon. Premier say,
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‘Rob, you better shoot over and tell Sir Eric that this is notenough guts to go back to the people and say, ‘We have lied
true and we must amend the speech’. No, the Treasurer (Hom you. Let’s have an election.” But he will not do that
Rob Lucas) and the Premier sat there and watched Sir Erlsecause he has been running and hiding, just as he has been
Neal make this speech knowing full well that it was premisedunning and hiding from his own people for 12 months. If he
on alie. has been dishonest enough to say it once he will be dishonest
With the greatest of respect to Sir Eric Neal, | say that heenough to say it again.
has done his job and | commend him for what he has done. | have been extremely concerned about what has been
He can only recount what the Premier's speech writer and theappening with ETSA. We were told when we broke up the
Hon. Rob Lucas have written for him. They have grosslyETSA Corporation into Optima Energy and ETSA that we
misled the Governor. In fact, they ought to apologise to himwould achieve great gains. We were told that we were to get
They should be made to front Sir Eric Neal to explain to himthe head office here in South Australia—but we did not get
what they have done. Sir Eric Neal must have thought, ‘Thighat. However, we still signed the documents.
is pretty right. There was only one indication that anything  Other disasters have been perpetrated by this Government.
was going on with State finances, because we have now hedrtits vain attempt to make out that it is doing something, the
the Treasurer, the Hon. Mr Lucas, starting to repeat thes@overnment has been giving enormous incentives to
lines: multinational companies to come to South Australia. The
Everything that needs to be accomplished in South Australia—Government is that dumb that it has been giving these
Sir Eric repeated what the Government had written for him—companies the money on a promise that they will set up an
office in this State and employ 300 people. However, these
and can be accomplished is predicated on the finances of the Sta&)mpanies come in, employ 50 people, take the money and

Itis predicated on achieving a balance between spending to stimul f f "
the economy and critical debt reduction to reduce South Australia’ en say, ‘No, we are not going to do it—and shoot through

still massive interest payments on its debt and to facilitate a returdVith the cash in the back pocket. Galaxy is an example of

to this State’s triple A rating— that.
and we have heard the Treasurer in the last few days repeat- e were assured that if we passed the legislation to break
ing that— up ETSA the head office would come to South Australia.

That is another failure for John Olsen: that office went over
) ) _ the border. The Government did not tell Sir Eric Neal that the
| am not convinced that the Government did not know ingther entities that would go on the chopping block were
December that this was going on. Sir Eric would have beepjomeStart Finance, the Ports Corporation, the TAB and the
aware that this Government had been saying to the publicptteries.
throughout the election campaign that its debt reduction The Government is now talking about flogging off the
strategy was working and that everything was tickety-b0OTAB and the Lotteries. Let us look at the TAB and the
and that it was going to be down hill from now on. Lotteries and the history of the Liberal Party with respect to
We now see this Government with privately run busthese bodies. The Lotteries and the TAB were mooted to be
systems and we have a privately run prison, water manageold for a long time. The racing industry in particular was
ment corporation and a hospital. The Governor would havgery keen to get the TAB in South Australia but the wowsers
known that in 1994 the Liberal Government established thepposite did not want that and raised all sorts of arguments,
Assets Management Task Force, which surpassed itgs they did with South Australian Lotteries. They said that it
$1.8 billion in sales and debt reduction target and reached thaust be run by the Government because the crooks would get
magical figure of $2.1 billion—and we should be thankful for in there: we would have SP bookmakers: and we could not
that because it cost only $30 million to sell it! have a Lotteries Commission because it had to be run by the
Sir Eric would have known that we had sold the Bank ofGovernment.
South Australia for $730 million, the former SGIC for  When the Government was in Opposition it came up with
$170 million, Austrust for $43.6 million and the former State all the arguments. When the Hon. Frank Blevins introduced
Fleet for $195 million. Then there is SAMCOR, which is a this legislation, he went through all their arguments against
tragedy all on its own. | could speak for an hour on that buit and satisfied the lot of them, including the ownership by the
I will not do so night. What the sale of SAMCOR will do to Government of the TAB and the Lotteries licences. Having
the livestock industry in South Australia is outrageous, withmade all those pious remarks, this Government has now gone
none more affected than the Stockyards Corporation. Thig there and grabbed every cent it could from the South
handling by this Government of that function was abominable\ustralian Lotteries Commission and from poker machines
and has left the livestock industry in South Australia in a veryin particular.
vulnerable position. The overwhelming majority of Government members
Before too long, if the Environment Department does itswere opposed to poker machines on the basis they were bad
job at SAMCOR and makes sure there is compliance wittand improper, but when it got into office the Government did
environmental regulations—this is in the paper, and thenot take long to get its grubby little fingers into the poker
Salisbury council knows all about it—we will have the machines. It upped the ante straight away and, along with
situation where there will not be any meat saleyards betweelmtteries, RBTs and speed cameras, it has milked the South
the Northern Territory border and Millicent. This could have Australian public dry. If it were not for the RBTs, poker
been overcome by a bit of diligence by the Minister—but thaimachines and other fundraising activities, this State would be
is a long story. We have sold Forwood Products forbroke.
$130 million, the Pipelines Authority for $304 million and the | do not want to go on much longer. The combined profit
property in Collins Street for $240 million—and | am sure thefor all Government-owned assets in 1996-97 was
Hon. Legh Davis will be very happy about that. $140 million. If we add to that ETSA and Optima Energy, we
We now have the announcement about ETSA, which igome up with $342 million. All these assets are making
absolutely a broken promise. The Premier ought to havenoney for the State and employing South Australians and,

a vital outcome to ensure business confidence.
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overall, contributing to the strength of our economy. But whaimight say that that will be for only one year, but it means that
does the Government do? These companies are efficient amarks that ought to be done will not be done. That has a
they provide employment and income, but the Governmentonsequential effect on the work force. Those people will be
will flog them off. No-one opposite has said, ‘When we sellunder employed. What really happens is that as soon as they
these valuable assets, where will we get the income that thégecome under employed they are pushed out the gate. That
have been generating?’ | know where it will come from, asis another offshoot of the privatisation, which affects badly
does the public—out of its pockets. That is why John Olserthose people living in country areas.
did not have the guts and honesty to tell the electorate of The Hon. T. Crothers: What about Auckland?
South Australia before the last election that he was goingto The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: My colleague the Hon.
flog off its assets. On behalf of his Party, Mr Olsen told theTrevor Crothers reminds me that we are also seeing problems
public deliberate lies. Mr Olsen was challenged time andn other areas where there has been corporatisation and the
again about whether he was going to sell ETSA, and heetting up of companies for privatisation. He has mentioned
denied it. Auckland and | concur in his observation. Briefly, in relation
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | rise on a point of order. The to SAMCOR, | see that Mr J. Weatherall, representing the
honourable member said that the Premier had told ‘deliberatmeat workers, is taking the Government off to court again to
lies’. | ask him to withdraw that, as it is a reflection on a make sure that those people who worked at SAMCOR get

member of another place. some justice in their superannuation. We had the ridiculous
The Hon. R.R. Roberts:He told political lies on behalf situation with the former Treasurer, Mr Baker, saying, ‘The
of the Government. Government is going to sell SAMCOR,’ and when he was

The PRESIDENT: | ask the honourable member to asked, ‘What about the Public Service superannuation for the
withdraw any reflection on the Premier with respect to themeat workers so that they can get a decent package?’ he said,
words ‘deliberate lies’. ‘No, they are not public servants.’ If they are not public

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | withdraw the remark, Sir. servants how come the Government was selling it? He had
| assert that the Premier relayed untruths with respect to theome flimsy excuse that, during a time of stringency, the
sale of ETSA to the people of South Australia on behalf ofwork force in cooperation with the Government decided to
the Liberal Party during the last election. If anyone has anyake a reduction in wages to try to keep the thing afloat. They
truck with that, just let them ask Joe the punter on the streehave now been kicked in the guts and denied what is
Channel 7 did it. It asked the public whether they thought weightfully theirs.
ought to sell the State’s assets, particularly ETSA, and ina The Government could not even handle the Gepps Cross
telephone survey 91 per cent said ‘No.” But what have thé&owls Club. Two Ministers had a go at it. Dale Baker was
Liberals done? They have run around and have got Jeffoing to fix it up and so was Rob Kerin, and there was also
Kennett to say that it is a great idea. They could not eveimvolvement of the previous Treasurer, Stephen Baker. What
keep the Grand Prix; Jeff Kennett whipped it out fromdid they do? They flogged of SAMCOR at a bargain base-
underneath them. ment price; they gave it away. They never even had the nous

Members interjecting: or ability to sort out the bowls club. | am now told that the

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: You did not know anything new owner of the bowls club has upped the rent considerably
about it. Graham Ingerson’s son in law was over here andnd it has also been asserted to me that the Government has
was staying with him but he did not say during the electiomow reached an agreement that it will pay the rent. We do not
campaign, ‘Oh, by the way, Jeff is going to take your Grancknow how much or for how long. This is indicative of this
Prix.” If you believe that, you believe in fairies. | am deeply Government’s record in privatisation. It has been abysmal.
troubled by the decision taken over the past few weeks. | feel The effect of these sales has been dramatic in country
that in the long term the sell-off will be of detriment to our areas and, with your affinity with the country, Mr President,
State. | am certain that the Government is short-sighted.am sure you would realise that we have lost jobs from
These assets are South Australian and they ought to remaiiTSA and the Pipeline Authority and this has devastated
so. We do not want overseas and interstate companigsaces such as Peterborough where they have gone from 43
running these services. | do not want it and the public doesmployees to 16 in a critical area of unemployment. We have
not want it. John Olsen and the Treasurer (Hon. Mr Lucas$een the consequences of the cavalier way in which the
know that, too. That is why they would not come clean duringGovernment has closed down Government departments
the election campaign. The people out there see thearoughout South Australia without any consultation with
Government having responsibilities in five key areasschool councils, local councils or development boards or even
including water, electricity, health services and law and ordether Government agencies, and this has led to the closure of

We have seen some of the effects of privatisation, and onganks and the alienation of people living in country areas.
of the tragedies was the privatisation of the water contracDuring the last election when | was moving around, many of
What did that lead to? We privatised the management antthose people were asking questions about the privatisation of
then we got the Bolivar stink. Are the French going to fix thatETSA. They were all very concerned about the further
up? No they will not. We got ourselves a pup. The people oprivatisation of water in metropolitan management and were
South Australia will go out and fix up the infrastructure deeply concerned that the next step was to go out to country
problems. We find that country divisions of SA Water wereSouth Australia—and they have good reason to be concerned.
told clearly that the capital works budgets would be cutby at The Government may wish to offer platitudes and assure
least 50 per cent and that the money would be put into fixingpeople that everything will be all right, but the real question
the Bolivar stink. So, we have a situation where theis why we would believe it. It is an absolute indictment that
Government has fumbled the sale again. It has sold thgou cannot believe anything that this Government tells you.
facility and is left with a responsibility to pay for the debts. When on numerous occasions the Premier has been chal-

It will mean that capital works in areas around Port Pirielenged to come clean he has given unequivocal guarantees
and Crystal Brook, and so on, will be cut in halves. Youthat these things would not happen, but after the election
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members opposite came in and slashed and burnt once again.The Government has previously announced its intention to
The real tragedy is that, even if they had not found out abougbolish the MFP. This Bill gives effect to the decision. It has been
it until December (and | dispute their claim that they did notewdent that the original MFP concept to build a high tech city in the

. : ; Gill flawed.
find out until then), they did not have the decency to tell the ! ?}ﬁg %ﬁ%@ﬁ,ﬁnﬁﬁ W%V;i it came to office in 1993 made the

Governor that this thing which they had cobbled together andecision to refocus the MFP around Technology Park and The
asked him to deliver on their behalf in his exalted position ag-evels campus of the University of South Australia. This is now
head of the Government in this State was all premised on }%kmg shape in the Mawson Lakes development. However despite

lie. They ought to apologise to Sir Eric Neal and give him aco'fﬁeptrg’ﬁﬁ}tsioﬁs_soc'amd with the MFP have taken a long time to

proper briefing. It was clear that the Corporation was not sufficiently linked to the
Most of all, if they had any decency whatsoever theyneeds and priorities of Government. The current MFP legislation,
would go back to the people of South Australia. Can yo greed to with the Commonwealth and put in place by the former

- - : ederal and State Labor Governments, has given this State
imagine how the member for Davenport must be feeling overnment and the relevant Minister virtually no say in how funds

present, given that | see in today’s paper that next week hgere to be spent and staff resources deployed.

will find out whether there will be a challenge? Can you Itis for these reasons that a decision was taken earlier this year
imagine how he is feeling now, when he may have to face thi® bring together other activities with the MFP and to foreshadow
electors? Do you think that in that short time the people Oﬁganges to legislation which would address these matters. This has

Davenport will forget all the broken promises that ETSAde:R,(z? F'ﬂ&%%?gg?g:gﬂ%égigﬁﬁ ttﬁedgltg/t%r. tangible results and to

would not be sold or that they will cop that? | look forward  This Bill now provides for the winding up of the MFP Devel-
to seeing the first Democrat in the Lower House if thisopment Corporation. The Minister for Government Enterprises will
Government is forced to a by-election. Moreover, if thishave the responsibility to deal with the assets, liabilities and staff of

the Corporation prior to the formal expiry of the Act.
Government had any decency whatsoever or any honesty— The Government will be establishing a new Land Management

The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: Corporation under the Public Corporations Act. This body will
The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS:Don't you start, because you manage the land and property assets of the MFP which will be

are part of this duplicity; you could have told the Governor.transferred to it. Major projects currently managed through the

o N - Corporation will transfer to other agencies in the public sector.
You were sitting there basking in the glory at his right hand, ™", tunity will also be taken to terminate some of the more

and you did not have the decency to say, ‘Hey, hang on gontroversial aspects of the Corporation. It has been decided to
minute. We're going to flog off ETSA; we didn’t tell you terminate the Australia Asia Pacific Business Consortium (AABC)
that.’ The first indication we had that something was Wron@.nd to transfer the intellectual property to local universities as

; propriate. All marketing and promotional activity will be
was when the Treagurer came outand said our power Wo.ufg)rminated and activities that are more appropriate to the Department
go up by $40. We did not realise that there was such a things Industry and Trade will be passed across.
as power loss, because if we buy electricity from Victoria it One of the concerns of the Government has been the number of
could go up by $40. It is obviously the same old routine:highly paid executives in the Corporation. The Government has
soften them up and then say they will have to flog off thedecided notto renew the contracts of a number of these and the new
facilit Land Management Corporation will have a lean and responsible

Y- . . . executive structure.
Many things are referred to in Sir Eric Neil's speech. | The Government has made a commitment that there will be no
commend him for his presentation of the speech. | commenfibrced redundancies and that all staff will be transferred to new
him on his honest effort to portray what he was led to believedrganisations within their existing terms and conditions of em-

: : : ployment unless otherwise negotiated by mutual agreement between
| condemn the Government for misleading him and'the parties. Discussions with staff will take place during the

Mr President, if | was able to say it without breachingjmplementation of these changes and it is anticipated that the
Standing Orders, | would say that the Government had lieGovernment will be in a position to finalise them as soon as the Bill
to him. However, you would rule me out of order. has passed through the House and been proclaimed.

The winding up of the MFP Development Corporation will be

. : ; completed quickly so that staff will be able to continue their
. Tf;e PRESlDr:ENIT' | make tl\(No OF?.ervlat'%nsl.' and rr]]Otjuﬁt important tasks of managing assets and projects on behalf of the
in relation to the last speaker. | firmly believe that théovernment and in accord with the Government's priorities, and at
Governor of South Australia should be referred to as ‘Highe same time there will be more clarity in roles to assist the private
Excellency, the Governor’ and not by his proper name. Thgector in its dealings with government. It is anticipated that the

; it ; inalisation of the transfer of assets, liabilities and staff can be
(I\:/(I)a:rnecﬁnfgr;rrtl)jstgr:stirglvsvi::tlecir:id tlimt his peI’SCf)na| n%me];ffected expeditiously after the passage of this Bill, so that the Act
y g stan names of MeMDErgan pe brought to an end by proclamation.

Ministers and former members and Premiers across the | commend the Bill to the House.
Chamber, and | ask members, who should know the rules, to Explanation of Clauses
refer to them by their title and proper name. Clause 1: Short itle

This clause is formal.

: Clause 2: Commencement
The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES  secured the adjourn- The measure will be brought into operation by proclamation.

ment of the debate. Clause 3: Amendment of s. 3—Interpretation
This clause strikes out definitions that will no longer be required
MFP DEVELOPMENT (WINDING-UP) after the passage of this Bill and inserts definitions of ‘asset’ and
AMENDMENT BILL ‘liability’ in view of the fact that the Corporation is to be wound up

and its assets and liabilities vested in other entities.

; . Clause 4: Repeal of s. 4
Received from the House of Assembly and read a fIrS?his clause will repeal section 4, which is a previous repeal and

time. transitional provision that is no longer required.

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Treasurer): | move: Clause 5: Repeal of Part 2

That this Bill be now read a second time. This clause will remove the detailed provision setting out the objects
| seek leave to have the second reading explanation insert@&the Actin view of the fact that the Corporation is to be wound up.

. . o Clause 6: Amendment of s. 6—Corporation
in Hansardwithout my reading it. The MFP Development Corporation will continue to exist under the
Leave granted. Act pending the disposing of its assets and liabilities.
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Clause 7: Substitution of s. 7 Currently, a concessional rate of duty (0.005%) is applied to short
The Corporation is now to be constituted of the Minister. term money market transactions. Such transactions comprise

Clause 8: Amendment of s. 8—Functions of Corporation amounts greater than $50 000 invested for a term of less than 185
These are consequential amendments. days, or at call. Transactions falling outside of this category attract

Clause 9: Amendment of s. 9—Powers of Corporation the full rate (65 cents/$100) of financial institutions duty (‘FID’).

Various approvals from the State Minister will no longer be required ~ Where short term money market deposits mature and are rolled
by virtue of the fact that the Corporation will now be constituted of over, no duty at the prime rate would result, provided no accounting

the Minister. entries have been made nor any substantial changes made to the
Clause 10: Repeal of s. 12 terms and conditions.

Section 12 of the Act is now redundant. Where however, the character of those transactions changed on
Clause 11: Amendment of s. 13—Compulsory acquisition of langollover so that they no longer reflected short term dealings, FID at
Clause 12: Amendment of s. 14—Delegation the prime rate would be applicable.

Various approvals of the State Minister will no longer be required Until recently, it was the common accounting practice of

by virtue of the fact that the Corporation will now be constituted of financial institutions to effect rollovers by the debiting and re-

the Minister. crediting of accounts. As a result, rollovers shifting status from ‘short
Clause 13: Substitution of ss. 15 to 23 term’ to ‘long term’ were adequately covered.

The provisions relating to the constitution of the Corporation by New technological advances to banking systems, however, have

persons appointed by the Governor, and to the proceedings of thi@w enabled financial institutions to rollover investments without

Corporation, are to be repealed by virtue of the fact that thegiving rise to any accounting entries upon which FID would

Corporation will now be constituted of the Minister. normally be payable. Consequently, short term money market
Clause 14: Repeal of Part 4 transactions that no longer constitute short term dealings on rollover,
Part 4 of the Act may be repealed in view of the winding up of thehave no basis for attracting the prime FID rate of duty in the absence
affairs of the Corporation. of a physical receipt or the crediting of an account.
Clause 15: Substitution of Part 6 New South Wales, Victoria and Western Australia have already

It is proposed to replace Part 6 of the Act with new provisions thaincorporated deeming provisions into their respective FID legislation
will facilitate the winding up of the Corporation and the expiry of the to counter this problem. _ _
Act. New section 33 will provide a mechanism that will allow the  Inorder to restore the status quo and to combat potential avoid-
Corporation, by instrument in writing, to vest assets or liabilities ofance issues, it is proposed that the Act be amended to ensure that
the Corporation in the Crown, a Minister, an instrumentality of thesuch roll-overs are dutiable at the full rate of duty.
Crown, or another authority or person. New section 34 will allow the | commend this Bill to the House.
transfer of the employment of staff to other instrumentalities of the Explanation of Clauses
Crown. New section 35 preserves the ability of the Governor to make Clause 1: Short title
regulations for the purposes of the Act, pending the winding up of ~ Clause 2: Commencement
the Corporation. New section 36 will allow the Governor, by These clauses are formal. )
proclamation, to fix a day on which the Act will expire. Any Clause 3: Amendment of s. 3—lInterpretation
remaining assets or liabilities of the Corporation will then vest in theClause 3 inserts a definition of ‘rollover’ into section 3 of the
Crown. principal Act. This definition is included for the benefit of section

6 of the principal Act.

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY secured the adjournment of Clause 4: Amendment of s. 6—Receipts to which this Act applies
T Clause 4 adds a new subsection to section 6 of the principal Act, to

the debate. include as a dutiable receipt, a term deposit which starts out as a
short term dealing and which is rolled over into a deposit or
CHILDREN’S SERVICES (CHILD CARE) investment which does not constitute a short term dealing. The

AMENDMENT BILL rollover will be regarded as a receipt of money of the amount so
rolled over. The effect of this new subsection is to subject such

Received from the House of Assembly and read a ﬁrsiollovers to the full primary rate of duty under the principal Act.
fime- The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY secured the adjournment of
FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS DUTY (DUTIABLE the debate.

RECEIPTS) AMENDMENT BILL PASTORAL LAND MANAGEMENT AND
CONSERVATION (BOARD PROCEDURES, RENT,

Received from the House of Assembly and read a first ETC.) AMENDMENT BILL

time.
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Treasurer): | move:
That this Bill be now read a second time. time

| seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserte(g1 '

in Hansardwithout my reading it. ADJOURNMENT
Leave granted.

This Bill seeks to amend tHénancial Institutions Duty Act 1983 At 10.45 p.m. the Council adjourned until Wednesday
to remove a potential avoidance issue. 25 February at 2.15 p.m.

Received from the House of Assembly and read a first



