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The requirement for a road train to have a speed limiter is

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL included in Australian Design Rule (ADR) 65. The (Road Transport
Reform) Heavy Vehicle Standards 1995 specifies a maximum road

Wednesday 1 July 1998 speed capability of 90 km/h for a motor vehicle used in a road train.

This speed capability limit of 90 km/h has been adopted in all

. . jurisdictions except Western Australia where a speed capability limit
The PRESIDENT (Hon. J.C. Irwin) took the Chair at of 100 km/h is applied. These speed capability limits are mirrored

2.15 p.m. and read prayers. as State speed limits.
The ‘Review of Road Train Speed Capability Limits’ has been
QU ESTIONS ON NOTICE classed by the NRTC as a major project. A consultant’s report is now

being considered by the NRTC. A policy paper will be released for
consultation in approximately two months.
The PRESIDENT: | direct that written answers to the
following questions on notice be distributed and printed in SOUTHERN EXPRESSWAY

Hansard Nos 132, 133, 141 and 192. 192. The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO:

1. Isthe traffic management system and its components of the
Southern Expressway Year 2000 date problem compliant?
2. If not—
(a) How much will it cost to repair the systems; and
(b) Who will be responsible for the repairs/replacement costs?
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW:
1. The Southern Expressway Traffic Management System is

MOTOR VEHICLES, MOBILE PHONES

132. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON:

1. Have any studies been undertaken by the Government into
the number of accidents caused by motorists using hand held
telephones while driving?

2. If so, what were the figures for:

(a) 1995-96; and Year 2000 compliant.

(b) 1996-97? 2. Not applicable.

3. Isthe Government considering introducing legislation to ban
the use of hand held mobile telephones by the driver of vehicles PAPERS TABLED
while the vehicle is in motion?

?"h |f|_f|10t, VISTXIGXTAIDLAW The following papers were laid on the table:

e Hon. : o

1. and 2. No studies have been undertaken by the State Govern- By the Attgrney General (Hpn. K. T. Griffin)
ment on the number of accidents, if any, caused by South Australian Regulation under the following Act—
motorists using hand-held mobile phones while driving. Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act 1986—

3.and 4. There is no specific legislation in this State which bans Fees

the use of hand-held mobile phones while driving. However, By the Minister for Transport and Urban Planning (Hon.

motorists can be charged under the provisions of the Road TraffiE). .
Act for driving without due care or attention. iana Laidlaw)—
A set of draft Australian Road Rules, prepared by the Federal Regulation under the following Act—
Office of Road Safety for consideration by the Australian Transport Water Resources Act 1997—Extension of Adopted
Council, provides for a ban on the use of hand-held mobile phones Management Policies.
while driving.
South Australia will not move to ban the use of hand-held mobile LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE

phones by drivers, at least until the formal adoption by all States and
Territories of the proposed Australian Road Rules. .
prop The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | bring up the twelfth report,

MOTOR VEHICLES, SMOKING 1997-98, of the committee.

133. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON:
1. Have any studies been undertaken by the Government into INTOXICATION AND THE CRIMINAL LAW

the number of accidents caused by the driver of a vehicle smoking

while driving? The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN (Attorney-General): | seek

2. If so, what were the figures for: leave to make a ministerial statement.
(a) 1995-96; and Leave granted.
(b) 1996-972 The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: On 18 February 1998 | made

3. Isthe Government considering introducing legislation to bal . . - X o
smoking by the driver of a vehicle while the vehicle is in motion?na ministerial statement on the subject of intoxication and the

4. Ifnot, why not? criminal law. Members may recall that the general subject of
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: No studies have been under- the criminal responsibility of those who have become
taken by the State Government on the number of accidents, if anjatoxicated by their own actions had become a nationally

caused by the driver of a vehicle smoking while driving. Nor has thi : ; ; ; :
issue been addressed as part of the draft Australian Road Rulsggntroversml subject. The immediate reason was the acquittal

prepared by the Federal Office of Road Safety, to be considered t%n charges of assault by a magistrate in the Australian Capital
the Australian Transport Council. erritory of a rugby player known as Noah Nadruku.

However, it must be said that the Labor Party had previously

ROAD TRAINS raised this issue in the Parliament in a general way and | had

141. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: responded in the same spirit.
1. Has the review by the National Road Transport Commission  The Nadruku acquittal, however, focused public attention,
been completed to determine whether the current national road tragnd no doubt that of members as well, in an immediate and

speed limit of 90 km/h should remain in force? public way. In my ministerial statement in February | made
iew? ) :
2. If so, what were the results of the review? the following points:

3. Will the speed limit for road trains in South Australia be .
increased to 100 km/h? 1. The legal problem involved goes to the very heart of

The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: The review being undertaken the notion of criminal responsibility. Nothing less than the
by the National Road Transport Commission (NRTC) relates to roa@ re Va'ues of the Ang'o_Australian prlnc|p|es of Criminal

train speed capability limits, that is, speeds as controlled by a spe P . :
limiting mechanical or electronic device on the vehicle. The. sponsibility are involved, such as (at least) the notions of

honourable Member will appreciate that the speed capability limitdustice, the presumption of innocence, social accountability,
may vary from other speed limits that are set by law. deterrence and community values.
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2. There is nothing new about this criminal law problem.than a thorough and responsible job. In passing, it should be
It has been around for a century and has been hotly debatedted that the Australian Capital Territory has not yet passed
from time to time during that period, usually in the contextthe amending legislation introduced by the ACT Attorney-
of specific cases, but also by judges, academics and la@eneral last year, and Victoria has not moved to amend its
reform bodies as a matter of principle. It has been litigateédherence to the common law proposition.
repeatedly in the highest courts. The legal and philosophical
material on the subject is vast. SITTINGS AND BUSINESS

3. There is no consensus on any one appropriate and just ) )
legal solution to the problems thrown out by such cases. Any The PRESIDENT: Order! Before calling on Question
proposed legislation dealing with the subject will be complexTime, may I just run through with honourable members the
either in form or in practical results—or both—and should befact that we are working with a sessional order at the moment

scrutinised with the utmost care. It follows that simplistic Where, in a minute, | will call, ‘Have any honourable
solutions should be avoided at all costs. members any notices of motion or questions without notice?’
4. Cases of Nadruku acquittals are very rare in Australid indicate that I will recognise those who stand purely on a
and like jurisdictions. The South Australian Director of hotice of motion, and that will not count as a question, if I am
Public Prosecutions has no institutional memory of anydoing my sums right. However, under the new arrangement
serious charge failing on this ground. It may be that soméhere is an hour of questioning when | hope that every
have happened without any fuss at all in relation to minofionourable member will have time to stand to be recognised
offences, and | have become aware of one since my statemdHgt to put a notice of motion. | now ask whether any
in February. It did not appear to cause any public anger dponourable members have any notices of motion or questions

sense of betrayal. without notice.
In my statement in February, | undertook to have a
discussion paper prepared by my department on the subject QUESTION TIME
for the purposes of parliamentary and public consultation.
That paper has now been prepared and | am presently ROAD SAFETY

acquainting myself with its contents. It is not a simple

document for the reasons that | have given and now reiterate, The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: |seek leave to make

although every effort is being made to make it understandable brief explanation before asking the Minister for Transport

to the average literate citizen. | undertake to release it as so@nquestion about road safety.

as | am satisfied that it is suitable for the difficult task of  Leave granted.

explaining the issues that must, of necessity, be addressed. The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: | recently received a
Just to give members an idea of what is involved, thecopy of a letter, dated 29 May 1998 and sent to the Minister,

discussion paper must canvass the deliberations and recogigned by Sir Dennis Paterson, Chairman of the South

mendations of law reform bodies. | seek leave to table a lishustralian Road Safety Consultative Council, a body

of the most important of those reports. appointed by the Minister for Transport. | quote from that
Leave granted. letter:

_ The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | also promised to introduce  pear Minister, Mr Trevor Argent (Executive Director, Transport
into the consultation process a draft Bill. This arose from mysa), Mr John Spencer (Acting Manager, Office of Road Safety) and
firm view that the Bill sponsored by the Labor Opposition in | were pleased to meet with you on 29 April 1998. Despite numerous

another place on a number of occasions is not the right waf rbal and written requests, this was the first formal meeting to

. . . iscuss road safety issues since Mr Andrew Bishop (then Director,
to proceed. It also arose from my firm view that if there wa ransport User Management, Transport SA) and | met you on

a determination to change the law such a determinatiopg August 1996. There have been only two or three brief discussions
should proceed from an informed perspective about the natuvath your Chief of Staff during this time. _
of such a change and the consequences that it would entail for You indicated that the council which you appointed, and the

" et ; ; terms of reference which you approved, had caused difficulties with
the criminal justice system with which we have worked for our Cabinet and parliamentary colleagues. You said that you were

very many years. | adhere firmly to that attitude. | have beee‘,onsidering a different approach in the future with the formation of
fortified in this approach by the contacts that | have had froman advisory body which would be required to give greater emphasis
the legal profession on the subject. But that is by no meant® community involvement in road safety measures, as well as a
the end of the matter. parliamentary committee.

: . It was apparent that you did not support a mid-term review of the
| have already said that the issues are complex. | havéouncil of Road Safety SA and the development of a yearly

already said that the issues go to the fundamentals of crimingletropolitan Road Safety Action Plan, that the Rural Road Safety
responsibility. | have already said that there is no cleaftrategy was referred to a parliamentary committee and that you
solution. In those circumstances, | have chosen to have ve chosen not to replace or reappoint the appointed members of

; : his council despite requests to do so.
dratft Bills prepared by Parliamentary Counsel, each encont You requested the council to continue to meet and to specifically

passing an entirely different reform approach. These are ievelop a community road safety proposal until an advisory body
addition to the Bill sponsored by the Labor Opposition. Thiswas established. You would be aware, however, that the council has
has taken time, resources and negotiation. The drafting afisuccessfully tried to develop such a proposal over the last two
these Bills is near finalisation. When the discussion paper arff2s s it was one of the priority actions announced by the

. : . overnment in 1995.
the draft Bills for consultation are ready for public consulta-~" =, ncil believes it is more appropriate for Transport SA to

tion, they will be released with the straightforward requesprogress community road safety. It should be stated that members
from the Government that they be seriously consideredyf this council have given a considerable amount of their time to

discussed and debated. aollld_ress mgjor ro$?1 safety inlitir?tives LQ redgce thg?unacceptable road
; ; oll in our State. The council has achieved significant cooperation
While | regret that. the issue has take'? so long, | a"iind coordination of road safety activities by the Departments of
hopeful that the Parliament and the public who have amransport, Police, Health and Education in a way which had not
interest in this issue will see that this will result in no lessoccurred previously. Members of the council at their meeting today
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were informed of the discussions of 29 April 1998. Council agreedoeriod because of the members’ dissatisfaction with the way
with th‘?'gglIgg\ﬂ?}?:‘O?g?aang(gntjhstgfecogtgﬁstaIthItit\t]eisclgtJﬁ(r::i| atit in which the council was operating, but also in terms of
meeting ofu29 Ml(:.llfl r19|95r31wa:5 made ;}\/Nare of the discussions Witsmeetlng the Government s goals. Members WOUlq appreciate
the Minister for Transport on 20 April 1998. Council believed it that while the council has been there it has achieved many
was unable to fulfil its terms of reference and that the communitygood things and one of them was the successful lobbying of
road safety program could be better actioned by Transport SAurther funds through the Motor Accident Commission for the
Accordingly, further meetings were inappropriate. road safety campaigns. Certainly | have been on record in the
| believe that the letter speaks for itself and clearly demonpast, and repeat again, that | have appreciated the strong
strates a very strong undercurrent of dissatisfaction and angsupport from the consultative council in lobbying for those
within the State’s peak road safety body. The letter providegxtra funds. It is also true that, without the council’s instiga-
an insight into why South Australia has the fastest growingion or support, a further $7 million was provided to the
road toll in the country. Indeed, it is shaping up to be thepolice for this financial year’s budget to focus on the specific
worst year since 1993, and that is absolutely regrettable. areas that the consultative council had focused on in terms of

The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: their research; that is, speeding, drink driving and seat
The PRESIDENT: Order! | ask the Leader not even to restraint. The police, in terms of their enforcement and
attempt to answer it. education activities, will have an additional $7 million

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: No: | was just through the transport budget, making $14 million in all for
wondering what he was referring to. Although the Ministerthose activities.
claimed that she canvassed the future of the council with Sir | have never dismissed the idea of a mid term review and
Dennis PatersorHansardof 27 May 1998), what she did not in fact in meetings today with the Executive Director of
reveal were the concerns of the council and its disappointfransport SA that mid term review is one matter of which he
ment with the Minister's strategy. The overwhelming is aware that the new consultative council—which will report
message is that the Road Safety Council has lost confidente the Executive Director in future—will undertake as a
in the Minister and the Government. At a time when allpriority task. It is also known that, if the honourable member
efforts should be focused on the State’s spiralling road tollwas aware of research across the country, community road
what we have instead is the Government’s fragmented policgafety and community ownership of road safety is the way to
approach and no clear direction to manage road safety. Myo in the future. The chairman’s own letter indicated that that
guestions to the Minister are: has been one of their objectives over the past two years and
1. Given the State’s road carnage crisis, why had thevas one of the Government's wishes in relation to the terms
Minister not met with the Chairman (Sir Dennis Paterson) forof reference.
20 months from 29 August 1996 until she met with himon  The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:
29 April 1998, a period of almost two years, despite ‘numer- The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: No, just listen here. Itis
ous verbal and written requests by the council? one of the Government’s terms of reference and one of the
2. Will the Minister outline the difficulties caused in council's objectives, yet the council indicated it had spent two
Cabinet and with her parliamentary colleagues as a result giears on this but had not succeeded. Yet the States where the
the Road Safety Council and its terms of reference, whicload toll has gone down are those States where community
were approved by the Minister? road safety has been successfully implemented, which is what
3. Will the Minister list the members of the council whom the Road Safety Council could not get its head around. If
she chose not to replace or reappoint, despite requests to d@mbers look at the figures in Victoria and Western Aus-
so by the Road Safety Consultative Council? tralia they will find that that is so, and that is the direction in
4. Why did the Minister not support a mid-term review which we wish to go in South Australia. | discussed those
of Road Safety SA and, given that, what is its future? points with the chairman and it is those points that the
5. When will the new advisory body be appointed andchairman indicated they had not had success with and then,
what is its proposed membership? as the resolution identifies, they do not wish to pursue them.
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: That is a series of Yet that is the way in which the Government wants to go
questions, Sir. | received the letter from Sir Denis Patersobecause we believe that, from the success of research
with a sense ofleja vubecause, as the honourable membeoverseas and interstate and from our own research in South
noted, | had already advised this place two days beforehanilustralia, road safety will be most successfully undertaken
that the council would not be continuing and that there wouldvhen it is not seen to be driven from the top down but is
be a new arrangement. Whether it was a sense of power plaglopted by the local communities and local communities
or satisfaction on behalf of some, although not all, memberanderstand the rationale and take a sense of ownership and
of the council, wanting to say that they did not wish to responsibility for the issues.
continue, when in fact | had already advised this place that For that reason, we have specifically allocated in this
the council would not be continuing, is up to the Chairmanyear’s budget $100 000 for our pilot community safety focus
to work through. Since the Chairman wrote to me | havethat we will be undertaking this financial year. That will be
received two letters from two members of the Road Safetyo work with the Adelaide Hills area and the southern suburbs
Consultative Council who wish completely to dissociateand also to start to augment the work that is already being
themselves from the resolution passed by selected membarsdertaken in areas such as Tatiara council—an area that you
of the council. used to serve, Mr President, as chairman—and the Millicent
Itis interesting that a motion of this nature was not on thalistrict, which are outstanding examples of community road
agenda, or members were not given notice of it, and that tweafety but ones which have not been advanced further in
members of the council have said that, if they were preserBouth Australia. The $100 000 will again allow for the
and had been made aware that such a motion would be putémgagement of a coordinator and for pilot projects to be
the council, they would have strongly voted against it. | havaundertaken in the areas identified—the Adelaide Hills and the
met with a number of the members of the council over somsouthern areas—plus to support the community road safety
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initiatives in the two country areas that | mentioned. ThatLabor Party is to oppose, as has been suggested by the
effort and focus we have not seen in the past, and thimterjection by the Hon. Terry Roberts, a very significant new
Government knows that this will be successful at a time wheimvestment in South Australia, with some obvious job
the State is facing an increased road toll. creation involved, | am not surprised but | am disappointed

I know from evidence overseas and interstate that thiat that approach by the Labor Party, which opposes virtually
approach is the way to go, yet it was the consultative councikverything that this Government seeks to do.
in the letter that the honourable member read herself, which Our advice is that there are key players who, as | said, are
said that it had tried for two years to get it going, could notvery interested in pursuing this proposal. Our advisers believe
do it and did not wish to take it on as a longer term projectthat the proposition involving Peak Co, as it is referred to in
Therefore there was hardly any point in continuing in thatthe policy statement issued yesterday and which involves the
form. They will be asked to continue in another form, andprovision of a site and assistance in terms of getting the
that | have already reported to Parliament. That group will bevarious approvals that might be required for the establishment
established in the very near future. It will be chaired by theof a new plant, will make that package most attractive to
Executive Director of Transport SA, and the Motor Accidentsome of the people who want to invest in South Australia and
Commission is fully supportive of that objective. to help create jobs and be part of our electricity industry. In

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: | have a supplemen- the end, the Government’s position in relation to a possible
tary question. Will the Minister bring back a reply if she doesrepowering of Torrens Island, if the Government’s policy is
not have it with her today on the detailed questions | askedllowed to be put into action, will be a decision for the new
her about the composition of the committee? owners of Torrens Island.

The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW:  They were detailed Torrens Island will be operating at a disadvantage against
questions and | indicated that there were many of them. | wila new gas fired plant. Torrens Island’s efficiency is some-
bring back a reply. where in the low 30 per cent: a new gas fired plant, we are

told, has an efficiency level of just over 50 per cent. Obvious-
RIVERLINK ly in this new cutthroat national electricity market that sort
. of efficiency and cost advantage will be a significant factor.

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | seek leave to make a brief |t may well be that the new owners of Torrens Island might

explanation before asking the Treasurer a question aboyk prepared to invest whatever the sum might be—

Riverlink. . o $150 million or $200 million of their money—to repower
Members interjecting: Torrens Island.
The PRESIDENT: Order! What the Government is concerned about is whether the

Leave granted. State should be investing taxpayers’ money—perhaps up to
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Last week the Treasurer g150 million or $200 million—on the risky business of

announced that the State Government accepted and welcomeghowering Torrens Island (and members of the Labor Party
the NEMMCO decision to refuse the Riverlink interconnectare concerned about our budget issues not only for this year
regulator status. The Treasurer said that it would be immediyyt in coming years), as opposed to investing in capital

ately obvious why Riverlink is no longer part of South jnfrastructure in schools, hospitals, roads and other infrastruc-
Australia’s future power requirements when the Premiefyre that this State has to provide. Clearly there are options
made his statement yesterday. The NEMMCO report angyajlable for Governments. What the Government is saying
determination on SANI (Riverlink) dated 15 June 1998, injs that we would prefer to spend taxpayers’ hard-earned
relation to the Torrens Island Power Station (page 27),state§ioney, which they pass on to Governments, on social
Optima cites studies that show the most cost effective newnfrastructure in schools, hospitals and roads as opposed to

capacity option for South Australia is repowering the Torrens Islan i illion i ; i i
Power ‘Station as combined cycle plant, They also note thq vesting up to $200 million in a risky electricity business

repowering TIPS and SANI (Riverlink) are not dependent on ond EPOWering Torrens Island. ,
another and believe that the needs of South Australian customers for The Hon. A.J. Redford: How many hospital beds would
the most cost effective provision of energy may best be served bythat provide for?
combination of both solutions. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: A significant number. The Labor
My questions to the Treasurer are: has he rejected the OptinfRrarty clearly has a different view—that hard-earned tax-
studies referred to and, if so, why? Given information in thepayers’ money should be spent on Torrens Island as opposed
NEMMCO report concerning the options for South Aus-to being spent on the other priorities that this Government
tralia’s future power needs, how confident is he that thénas. The policy yesterday outlined the Government's
opportunity, as the Premier described it yesterday, to makessponse in terms of generation capacity in South Australia.
a $500 million private sector investment at Torrens Island am sure that we will have the opportunity on many other
will be realised? occasions to debate it in detail, but from the Government we
The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: All of the advice provided tothe have a coherent policy in terms of generation capacity. We
Government is that there are people at the moment witlook forward to any policy from the Labor Party, coherent or
money in their pockets waiting to involve themselves in parbtherwise, in terms of generation capacity.
of the South Australian electricity market. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | have a supplementary
Members interjecting: guestion, Mr President. Will the Treasurer tell the Council
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Terry Roberts talks what is the capacity of this new power station that he expects
about a fire sale, but what | am talking about is a newwill be built at Torrens Island for the $500 million?
investment opportunity for a new gas-fired plant. We are The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | refer the honourable member
talking about South Australian jobs being created as a resuit the papers that were released yesterday. Obviously he has
of a significant potential investment in South Australia’snot read the document.
generation capacity, as opposed to potentially transporting Members interjecting:
electricity from New South Wales to South Australia. If the  The PRESIDENT: Order, the Hon. Mr Cameron!
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The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: He is the only person in the State morse code. This analysis makes some reference to the
who does not know that the capacity that has been talkedery—
about is a 500 megawatt base load plant. For the benefit of Members interjecting:
the honourable member | refer him to the documentation that The PRESIDENT: Order!
was released yesterday, the questions that were asked in theThe Hon. L.H. DAVIS: The Labor Party is firmly rooted
Houses and a number of other media reports which havy the nineteenth century, and we are about to enter another

talked about the issue. one, the twenty-first. This analysis deals with the all import-
ant question of Optima, and whether the monopoly position
THOROUGHBRED RACING AUTHORITY should be retained or whether Optima should be dis-

aggregated. My question to the Treasurer is: would he care
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | seek leave to make a brief to comment on the Democrat attitude towards this all
explanation before asking the Attorney-General a questioimportant question of what should happen to Optima in the
about the South Australian Thoroughbred Racing Authorityevent of a privatisation?

Leave granted. The PRESIDENT: Before | call on the Treasurer, | ask
The Hon. L.H. Davis: There aren’t too many thorough- the honourable member to rephrase that and ask a more
bred racers on your side. specific question, rather than asking for an opinion. Does the
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: Whatever they are, they are honourable member want time to do that?
a little quicker than those on your side. The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: No, | can do it straightaway.
The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: Members interjecting:

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: If only the old grey mare The PRESIDENT: Order!
would stop interjecting | might be able to get on with my  The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: My question to the Leader is:

question. will he advise the Council as to the importance of the
The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member will disaggregation of Optima in the privatisation of ETSA as
get on with his explanation. planned?
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | will withdraw ‘old’, The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: This issue was raised briefly

Mr President. Concerns have been raised with the Oppositiofesterday in Question Time, when | indicated, in response to,
regarding the involvement of a Government Minister in thel believe, a supplementary question from the Hon. Angus
contract of employment of a statutory body. | have hereRedford that, in relation to the disaggregation issue, | was not
copies of two letters and a statutory declaration which relateure what the Democrat position was. | said that in the
to this issue and which | seek leave to table. discussions | had with the Deputy Leader of the Democrats,
Leave granted. the view that she put to me was contrary to the view that she
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: The letters allege that the announced last week, to which the Deputy Leader interject-
Deputy Premier attempted to influence the then Chairman afd—out of order—and said that that was not true and that |
the South Australian Thoroughbred Racing Authority inhad misrepresented the discussions that | had with the Deputy
relation to the employment of the CEO of that authority, and_eader.
| invite the Attorney-General to examine the documents to  The Hon. L.H. Davis: That's right. She is nodding; she
allow an explanation. My question is: will the Attorney- has agreed to that.
General advise whether it is lawful for the Minister for  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: She is nodding. Later in the
Racing to direct or attempt to direct the Chairman of SATRAafternoon the Deputy Leader, accompanied by her Leader,
in relation to the employment of staff of that authority? visited me in my room, where we discussed a number of—
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | am not able to give advice The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:
on the run in relation to that—and | may not actually give  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: No—where we discussed a
advice on it, in any event. However, the material has beegumber of matters in relation to the sale of ETSA and
tabled, and | will undertake to have the matter examined angptima, and she again indicated that she felt that | had not

endeavour to bring back a reply. reflected accurately her views during those conversations.
With the benefit of the evening, and some assistance, |
ELECTRICITY, PRIVATISATION have had the opportunity to explore the public record. | will

not place on the record notations taken of the meeting that |
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | seek leave to make a brief had with the Deputy Leader but | now place on the public
explanation before asking the Treasurer a question aboutcord the statements that the Deputy Leader has made in

ETSA privatisation. relation to this issue. Last week, the Deputy Leader released
Leave granted. this document—and | was watching the video only this
Members interjecting: morning. She held this document up and explained why the

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: They are obviously looking Australian Democrats will vote to keep Optima Energy and
forward to it. Last Thursday, 25 June, the Australian DemoETSA and said that this had been the result of a thousand
crats announced their opposition to the privatisation of ETSAhours or more of her work, and a lot of research had gone into
I have examined the six page analysis justifying this decisioff. This was the considered Democrat position on one of the
which appeared on the website on the Internet, a modern forkey issues, which is the importance of disaggregation or not.
of communication technology which the Democrats appareniFhe Kanck position and the Democrat position, as outlined
ly have embraced— in this document, is stated as follows:

Members interjecting: Under these circumstances Optima should be maintained in its

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | know this; | use it myself. But current structure _and other_priyate companies_encouraged to setup
| am just making the point that the Democrats are no@@s-fired generation capacity in South Australia.
unhappy about using it—rather than, say, carrier pigeon ofhe following paragraph states:
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If Optima is to be separated it's possible that dividends would The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: I guess | have no response to that
suffer. Conversely its potential sale price would be reducednterjection. This issue is critical to the future of the State and
undermining the Government’s debt reduction arguments. it was one of the reasons why we said to the Hon. Sandra
| then went to the public record and, in an article producedanck and the Hon. Michael Elliott, who drove this particular
and written by the Hon. Sandra Kanck just the previougolicy within the Democrats (and | make no criticism of
month in the electric newspaper headed ‘Who Knew Whatthe Hon. Mr Gilfillan)—

When? by Sandra Kanck, Australian Democrat, MLC, dated Members interjecting:
in May of this year, it is stated: The PRESIDENT: Order!

Disaggregation should be a priority of the Government. Notonly ~ The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: —'You have asked a series of
would it guarantee competition payments but it will also result inquestions over weeks of meetings with me. The answers will
greater efficiency within the industry. be delivered tomorrow (that is, yesterday) in terms of the
There were a number of other statements that, for the benef@overnment’s position.” We asked the Hon. Sandra Kanck
of competition payments, clearly disaggregation is requiredand the Hon. Mike Elliott to wait until they had at least heard
That statement, as part of a thousand hours of research tlthe Government's policy.
the honourable member was undertaking, was exactly the After hearing the Government's policy, the Hon. Sandra
same as the statement that she made to me in the conver$anck said that she is comfortable with the disaggregation,
tions that we had. As | said to her yesterday afternoon, shget last week, after her 1 000 hours of research to reach her
admonished me for not having arrived at the same positiorgecision, she cites as one of her reasons for reaching her
with all the highly paid international consultants— decision something that is completely contrary to her

The Hon. L.H. Davis: And that’s on the Internet for the Statements today—after she had listened to the Government’s
world to see. Hundreds of thousands of people have read th@olicy position on this issue. That is why we asked the

The PRESIDENT: Order! Democrats to listen to the answers before they made a

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: —that | had available to me, as decision. If they had listened to the answers and then made

she had. And she said to me that in fact | could have got thi1€ir decision, we might not have liked it but at least we could

advice from her much more cheaply; that she had been abiot have criticised the fact. ,

to arrive at this conclusion after only one month of work. So, ~ The Democrats would have at least given the Government
we have two entirely contradictory statements. | waghe opportunity to listen to the answers to the questions they
therefore intrigued to read in this morningflvertiseran ~ had put to me. But when | spoke to the Hon. Sandra Kanck
article—I am not sure, but | presume by Phillip Coorey—and the Hon. Mike Elliott they steadfastly said to me and to

where the Deputy Leader of the Australian Democrats i$he media, ‘Nothing in the Government's policy statement

quoted as to what the Democrat position is on disaggregatioR€xt week will affect our decision.’ That was the position that
Let me quote what the Deputy Leader said today: both the Hon. Mr Elliott and the Hon. Sandra Kanck put to
Ms Kanck said that, while she had concerns about how Optimffrxne when | implored them at least to wait four or five days to
would be split, she felt ‘comfortable’ with seven Government-ownediSten to the answers to the particular questions. | know that
corporations competing in the national electricity market. the Hon. Mr Elliott is most uncomfortable about this, as is the

That is the disaggregation policy— Hon. Sandra Kanck.

. : Members interjecting:
The Hon. L.H. Davis: Are you denying that 11 May )
article on the Internet? The PRESIDENT: Order!

) . The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Mr Elliott says that |
ord-(ra?e PRESIDENT. The honourable member is out of am telling lies. We have not only this paper written by the

. . Hon. Sandra Kanck—
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The Government corporations— An honourable member: Show her the document; it's on
and | am not sure where the seven have come from—but tr}ﬂe Internet
number of corporations involves the three generation '

. g The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: —and it’s on the Internet—and
companies—the gas trader, the transmission company and tHSr quotes appearing in thelvertiser They are the words

distribution company—and it. may well be that _the honourablg)f the Hon. Sandra Kanck, the words of the Democrats. Al

memt_)er has adqled_the retail company as being separate. m doing is sharing with members the information that the

that disaggregation is where the six or seven comes from, a emocrats have put on the public record, depending on which

we have the Deputy Leader of the Australlan Democrats "’farticular week it happens to be. | implore other members of

of today qyoted In our much _respected morning NEwspapeg,;q Chamber, as they look at this issue over the coming

the Advertiser as saylng she IS comfortablg— weeks, to remember that this issue is too important a one with
The Hon. L.H. Davis: It's our l:’)est mMorning NEWSPApEr. \yhich to play politics. | ask other members to look at the
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Yes, it's our best newspaper by jnconsistency of the Hon. Sandra Kanck’s explanations on

along way. The Deputy Leader of the Australian Democratshs issue and at least look at the merits of the Government’s

is comfortable with the Government’s disaggregation pollcypo"Cy position that it put down only this week.

which includes the disaggregation of Optima. In response to

the question asked yesterday about the Democrats’ policy ELECTRICITY, PRIVATISATION

(and we were told about the 1 000 hours of research and the

carefully considered position in terms of the sale of ETSA  The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: |seek leave to make a brief

and Optima and its ability to compete in the national electrici-explanation before asking the Treasurer a question about

ty market), we have a statement today from the Australiafprotection for country people in relation to ETSA's electricity

Democrats; we had a statement last week from the Australigpricing.

Democrats; and we had a statement from the previous month Leave granted.

from the Australian Democrats, none of which is consistent. The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: Regional and rural South
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Why are you so surprised?  Australia have had conflicting, not consistent, messages from
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the State Government over the past 24 hours on the issue of 2. Is the Government promise of rural price protection to
what protection, if any, they will have in the new national extend past 2003 and, if so, for how long?

electricity market if the Government sells its electricity 3. Is the Government’s promise of rural price protection
assets. As far as | can discover, they have had no assuranegsplicable regardless of whether ETSA and Optima are sold
at all as to what would happen if the assets were not soldind, if not, why not?

First, the Government yesterday issued a package of materials The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The first point to make is in

describing, amongst other things, what protections would beesponse to the last question. This issue of country pricing is
offered to country people if and when ETSA and Optimaactually an issue for members whether or not ETSA and
were sold. Government information states: Optima are sold. | know that our political opponents are
Prices for households and small business will be controlled untis€€king to portray this issue of country pricing as one that
January 2003, so they will not rise by more than CPI. Householdselates solely to the decision to privatise ETSA or Optima.
in the city and the country which use similar amounts of power willThat is in fact not correct. If Sandra Kanck or Mike Rann

pay the same. After 2003 competition will keep a hold on price - - -
while the structure of the industry has been designed to ensure th ve their way and we retain the ownership of ETSA and

prices between city and country for these consumers will stay a®Ptima, exactly the same issues in terms of country pricing
close as possible. policy will have to be put in place one way or another. It is

This package, which the Government is making available téhe issue of the national electricity market that is critical in

the public, therefore gives no guarantees to rural consume grms of country pricing policy.

after the year 2003. However, yesterday in the other place the | refer the Hon. lan Gilfillan to the ministerial statement
Premier. in answer to a ques,,tion said- made by the Premier in the House of Assembly yesterday. He

4 in effect. t o the sal referred to a statement that might have been one of the
... We are prepared, In effect, to compromise In par e sale H
price to putin place an account to ensure that the disparity at the fiartt;?rfl?ianlggi %Suvéiltli gr? '}'?rrsl(e)mees?é?dsz am) vrcee\(/jé? rt(re]goargl,]glnd
end of a line is no greater than 1.7 per cent of any country and“ ' - | Y/ y. Ve ) '
regional consumer of power in the household and small busineg®inisterial statement is the clearest exposition—and I will
category. That is a maximum of 1.7 per cent, and that 1.7 per cergtdd to that—of the Government’s position. It is not correct
would be right at fhe end of the fine. By far, the majority of peopieto say there was no reference to 1.7 per centin the documen-
In what we wou erm country-regional areas or Sou ustrall . . .
would pay the same as in the metropolitan area post the year 200 ition that was releas_ed to the media and_to the Parliament
o . . yesterday, which | think was part of the inference of the
In that statement the Premier is making clear that, if ouhonourable member's question. He read the first quote which
electricity assets are sold, there is an assurance to countgyiq, ‘Keep it as close as possible’, and there was no refer-
consumers to apply after 2003. The Premier did not put angnce to a figure of 1.7 per cent. He said the first reference to
time limit on it: it was an open statement and could be takefihe 1.7 per cent was in Question Time, and he then read a
as an assurance, in part targeted at the Independent membgpte from Question Time in the House of Assembly. What
who wanted such an assurance in order for him to support thesm correcting for the honourable member is that that was
legislation. . . . _not the first reference to 1.7 per cent. It was actually in the
However, with respect to the issue of consistency, thisninisterial statement, a copy of which the member would
morning on ABC radio, one of the Government'’s advisershave, and | refer him to page 10, which states:
Mr Ray Spitzley of Morgan Banks, said that in regard t0  pgwever, the Government's restructuring strategy is designed,
subsidies for country consumers it will be for a limited time as far as possible, to effectively average costs for small customers
of perhaps five or 10 years. Mr Spitzley said: across the whole State. Our objective has been to develop a system
in which the cost differential between different areas of the State for

We are again working with Government to finalise what thatpoyseholds and small business is kept at no more than 1.7 per cent
would be, but that is exactly right. This will be for a period of years after the year 2003.

and then it would transition away. .
A number of other statements are made, but the first reference

‘Transition away'—very comforting words for the rural ¢4 1 7 per cent is where it should be, namely, in the minister-
consumers in South Australia, | am sure! The Premier lateg statement made by the Premier on behalf of the Govern-
confirmed on radio himself that his 1.7 per cent guaranteg,en to the Parliament yesterday afternoon. In announcing
would last no more than five or 10 years and that thaa¢ the Government has undertaken a lot of work—and there
constitutes [ong-term protection. The Premier said that it many members of the Government who have either come
would constitute long-term protection. from regional South Australia or who have a continuing

The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: association in some way with regional South Australia.

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: That is not our problem. One of the key criteria for the Government and, | know,
He did not say why he failed to mention this time limit when other members in the Parliament has been to try to give as
he was questioned yesterday in Parliament. In response to theuch protection as possible to regional South Australia. | am
issue of consistency, which was mentioned in a previousure that the Hon. Mr Gilfillan would warmly support any
longwinded answer to a question, there is far less consisteneyhndeavours from the Government or any Government to seek
in the current situation, as far as rural consumers are cone do that in the context of the national electricity market. We
cerned, expecting any relief from price disparity if the saleconsciously rejected the Victorian model for part of that
goes ahead. My questions to the Treasurer are: reason: that is, in Victoria, they have divided their distribu-

1. What is the current edition of the Government’s newtion network into three broadly metropolitan companies and
promise of limited-term protection to rural consumers? Willtwo country companies. As a result of that, there are and will
it apply equally to the fixed quarterly supply charge or merelycontinue to be some significant differences between the
to the supply of kilowatt hours? What would stop a privatecountry and the city in terms of pricing.
supplier jacking up the price of a fixed charge, yet keeping In South Australia, we consciously adopted the policy—
the kilowatt hour charge at a level similar to that for countryand this was one of the issues for which we had to get
consumers? approval from the ACCC and the NCC—to have one
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distribution company which includes both city and country  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Well, up to 10 years, and the
consumers, so that we could postage stamp, or equalise, tB@vernment’s position is 10 years. The money will be there
costs throughout the whole of South Australia so that theré ensure that if there are any pressures on this 1.7 per cent
was some ongoing benefit to country and rural Soutltommitment, the money from the sale proceeds as a backup
Australia. will be used to make sure that we can keep that promise of
The Hon. lan Gilfillan: For how long? the 1.7 per cent.
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am about to talk about that. If ~ The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting:
we had not done that, we would not have been able to The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: The Government is still working
implement that protection as part of our policy. In terms ofon what that lump of money will be, but | am sure the Hon.
the time line, for the next five years, whether it is Govern-Mr Gilfillan, on behalf of rural South Australia, will not
ment owned or privately owned, the Government has giveRegrudge the Government's endeavouring to make a commit-
a commitment that for households and small businesgent to rural South Australia, because, if we do not sell the
customers there will be no increases greater than the CPI aggsets, we will have the same problems for country South
that the current maximum uniform tariff will stay the same Australia but we will not have the money to put aside in the
for city and country. So, for the next five years, irrespectiveaccount. If the Hon. Mr Gilfillan maintains a position of
of Government or private ownership, that commitment carPPposing the sale of ETSA and Optima, he may well have
remain. some differences in price after 2003, but we will not have a
From 1 January 2003, the ACCC, which is a completelysmall amount of the money from the sale of the assets to put
independent body, takes over control of our transmissioASide to try to help meet this policy commitment.
pricing, so an element of the final price then goes out of the AS t0 the 10 year issue, the Government has said that
control of the State Government. It does not matter whethe#/€—o0r whomever the Governmentis in 2013 (it is not likely
it is Mike Rann, lan Gilfillan or John Olsen running the {0 be me personally, | can assure you, or indeed the Hon. Mr
Government of South Australia: the ACCC will be control- Gilfillan)—will have to decide whether it is prepared to top
ling transmission pricing in South Australia. What the UP thatfund, ifitis required then. It may well be that it is not
Government did was create a structure which we believé€duired, and that money can continue to be used to make
from here on, with no time limit, and based on our advice—Sure that the 1.7 per cent commitment is given. We have
and a number of assumptions have been included in that0dicated today, because of the misinterpretation of this, that
will keep prices between up to a maximum of 1.7 per centf ithappens to be a Liberal Government n office in 2013, the
differential to city prices. It is important to note that that is Liberal Government is prepared to top up that fund if it is
not for all country consumers. In fact, in Mount Gambier—réquired to make sure that the 1.7 per cent commitmentis an
The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting: ongoing commitment. | cannot think of any more generous,
caring or understanding policy that a Government could adopt

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: If the honourable member listens, . .y . g
I will explain. in terms of a country pricing policy to try to minimise the

The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting: difference.
' ) : In summary, we are saying that some country consumers
_The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The honourable memberwould, \yijj actyally have a better price than those in the city. If you
with due respect, benefit from an explanation or backgroung{ .« in Mount Gambier—and we are doing some figures on
information in terms of this issue. The 1.7 per cent figurepq i aygusta because there happens to be a generation plant
which a lot of people think all country consumers will pay,

. there; it might be the same there as well—or if you live in
is not correct for all country consumers. For example, aftefqriain parts of the country, you might do better under the

2003, our analysis shows that the Mount Gambier price i%olicy. The Hon. Mr Roberts, with his connection with
likely to be 1.3 per cent cheaper than that for city consumersyicent, wil probably do marginally better than city prices
The Hon. lan Giffillan interjecting: under the sort of policy that this Government is putting. |
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am saying to you thatin some cannot give a commitment to country consumers if the sort
country areas, going up through the transmission networkf policy that Mike Rann and Mike Elliott are adopting is to
through the South-East, even as far as Keith on the earlye implemented, because what the Government is putting

figures that we have done, the price will be marginallytogether is a total package in terms of trying to protect
cheaper than the city price after 2003, the reason being tha@buntry consumers.

they are close to a transmission line; and that is one of the The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: As a supplementary
issues in terms of the pricing policy after 2003. So, someyuestion, what does the Treasurer's chief adviser Ray
significant numbers of people in the country will actually Spitzley mean when he says ‘then it would transition away’?
have better prices than in the city. Some willbe upto 1.7 per - The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | would imagine that what
cent higher; some will be the same; and some, obviously, wilMr Spitzley is talking about is what | have just said; that is,
be between those parameters. that we will put aside a certain amount of money out of the
The Government then said that there were a small numbeale proceeds which we believe will be sufficient to manage
of complications which might mean that a few people couldthis commitment, the backup commitment of the 1.7 per cent.
go beyond this 1.7 per cent barrier. The Government said that The Hon. T.G. Roberts interjecting:
it would establish a fund out of the sale proceeds and putit The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: It is a country customers’
into a separate account. We will not have to use it for the firsequalisation fund, if the honourable member wants to call it
five years because, by policy effect, we will be controllingthat. In 10 years time that money might have ‘transitioned
prices, but that money from the sale proceeds will be used faiway’ or expired, or whatever else it is. On behalf of the
a period of up to 10 years, and that is the figure about whicPremier and the Government today | am saying that if there
Mr Spitzley was talking. It is not up to 10 years from now butis a Liberal Government in 2013 and if that money has
up to 10 years from 2003. ‘transitioned away’, the Government will top up that fund to
The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting: maintain the commitment. That is a commitment from the
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Liberal Government: | cannot answer for how Mike Rann andTreasurer anticipate that the pricing of electricity to country
Mike Elliott will seek to protect country consumers in this households and small businesses in the South-East is likely
National Electricity Market if ETSA and Optima are main- to be affected by the proposed sale?
tained as publicly owned entities. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: If | can summarise, the earlier
The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: As afurther supplementary announcement shows that up until 2003, obviously, there will
guestion, in relation to rural pricing | asked specifically be equal prices. After 2003, we are advised, people in Mount
would the Government give any undertaking or was there aambier itself will see potentially a 1.3 per cent positive
intention of giving an undertaking to protect equalisedadvantage compared to city prices, and as we move up
country prices if ETSA and Optima were not sold. | under-through the South-East as far as Keith there still seems to be,
stand from the Treasurer’s answer that, if it is not sold, theren the analysis we have done, an advantage in terms of
will be no protection of rural policies. country pricing for those constituents in the lower South-East
The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member of South Australia.
cannot explain any further.
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Itis not for the Government to COMMUNITY SERVICE ORDERS
be arguing a case for Mike Rann and Mike Elliott. The policy )
position that the Hon. Mr Gilfillan is putting is what happens ~ The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | seek leave to make a brief
in the unfortunate circumstance that the Mike Rann-Mikeexplanation before asking the Attorney-General questions
Elliott policy is supported by the Parliament. This Govern-about community service orders.
ment is not supporting that. One of the reasons why we are Leave granted.
passionately arguing to members here about protecting The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: My office has been
country people is that we do not believe the Rann-Elliotcontacted by Ms Mireille Desdame, a pensioner from
policy can work. It is for Mr Rann and Mr Elliott to argue Aberfoyle Park, who recently received an expiation notice for
how they will protect country consumers under their ‘don’tspeeding at 75 kilometres in a 60 kilometre speed zone on
change anything’ policy, when this cutthroat NationalSouth Road, Reynella. Ms Desdame is a 71-year-old
Electricity Market descends upon us and country people afeensioner who survives on a small pension and who was
left to the mercy of cutthroat competition under the sort ofunable to afford the $183 fine. After contacting the Christies
policy that the Hon. Mr Elliott and Mike Rann are supporting. Beach court she was told she would be able to undertake
It is not the Government's position to argue how acommunity service. Ms Desdame spent a day working in a
particular policy, which we strenuously oppose, will becold and draughty shed cutting cardboard and paper. By the
implemented. We will fight to the end to convince membersend of the first day Ms Desdame, who has recently undergone
in this Chamber and another Chamber that the package tHi&0 serious operations, was feeling weak and ill.
Government has put together is the best package, and that it Ms Desdame was under the impression that she would
is the only plan on the table that will do a whole lot of things have to work only part of the second day to finish paying her
from reducing the debt and giving bottom line benefit to thefine. However, she was shocked to learn that to pay off the
budget, but also will try to protect country consumers. Let ugemaining $33 she would need to work another full day.
hear from the Hon. Mr Elliott and Mr Rann as to how underConsidering her health, Ms Desdame felt she was not up to
their ‘let’s stop the sale of ETSA and Optima’ policy they it and, instead, chose to pay the remaining $33 from her
will protect country consumers. | think we will be listening pension, which left her short of food money for the rest of the
for a long time if we are waiting for a policy response from fortnight. She feels that she was shabbily treated and believes
either of those two gentlemen. that the Government should look at alternatives to the current
system for people who are old and physically impaired. | also
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | seek leave to make a brief take this opportunity to congratulate Channel 7 for the speed
explanation before asking the Treasurer a question aboaamera series it is currently running. My questions to the
future electricity prices. Attorney-General are:
Leave granted. 1. Will the Government consider alternatives to the
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Yesterday the Hon. Legh current system for people who are too old or are physically
Davis asked the Treasurer a question about the regulatory rigkipaired, or is the Government so strapped for cash that it is
of the poles and wire business in the National Electricitywilling to force sick and aged pensioners to undertake manual
Market, in response to the Hon. Sandra Kanck’s statememtork in unacceptable working conditions?
last Thursday that this aspect of the electricity business was 2. What precautions are currently taken by the Depart-
no risk. Indeed, three weeks prior to the Hon. Sandra Kanck'ment of Correctional Services to ensure that people who
release of her views last week, the member for Gordon (Roryndertake community service in order to pay a fine do so in
McEwen) was saying that there is no risk in the poles ana safe work environment?
wire business. Today | draw the Treasurer’s attention to 3. Is it true that a fine of $183 requires two days com-
comments made by the Hon. Sandra Kanck in her documemtunity service work to pay off, the same as a fine of $283?
concerning regional South Australia, where she says: If this is the case—and | am asking whether it is—does the
Regional consumers run the risk of being cut adrift by aAttorney consider this fair and will he review this anomaly’?
privatised ESI. Private companies will not pick up the high costof The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | am not familiar with the
transmitting and distributing electricity to remote areas. details of that matter, but if the honourable member gives me
Sandra Kanck’s comments again were a mere echo of thbe spelling of the name of the person to whom he referred
member for Gordon’s comments made some three weeks ago.the explanation, | will have the matter investigated. There
Yesterday, and this is referred to in the previous question, there some unsatisfactory aspects with the current system of
Premier announced the Government’s policy on prices foenforcement of fines. That is the reason why the Government
country households and small businesses. In the light of théitas decided that it will seek to significantly reform the
announcement, my question to the Treasurer is: how does tleaforcement of fines through the establishment of a Penalty
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Management Unit in the Courts Administration Authority MEMBER’S REMARKS
which will have the complete responsibility for the enforce-
ment of fines and expiation fees. The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | seek leave to make a

personal explanation.
Within that structure we will provide a much more flexible ~ The PRESIDENT: Does the honourable member claim

approach to the payment of fines. Where there is hardshipt@ have been misrepresented?

number of options will be available: time payment; com- The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | do.

munity service orders will not be an up-front option butthey  Leave granted.

will be available; and there will be opportunities for a person  The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Earlier in Question Time

who is dissatisfied with the option available to have thetoday | was misrepresented, | believe quite severely, by the

matter referred to a magistrate. It will be up to the magistratgion. Legh Davis and the honourable Treasurer in answering

to make a decision about the way in which the unpaidhe question. First, | should put on record that the document

expiation fee or the fine can be best addressed, and ultimatelyeleased last Thursday is 10 pages plus appendices, so the

there will be an option for a magistrate in a particularly Treasurer has not even got the number right. The quote by the

difficult circumstance to waive an unpaid expiation fee orTreasurer was taken out of context, but not only was that

fine. However, quite obviously, people who attract expiatiomyuote by the Treasurer taken out of context but the quote of

fees or fines through breaches of the law should be expectge Hon. Legh Davis was only half the sentence—and you

to make some reasonable effort to ensure that that debt t&in get any meaning you like when you quote half the

society is paid. sentence. In the document | released last Thursday | state as
follows:

One of the difficulties with the present system is that many Optima generates a mere 6 per cent of the total of electricity in
people who are fined or receive expiation notices mereljhe three State market and is one of the smallest generators operating.

thumb their noses at the authorities and do not pay. Membek§PPendix 3). Industry Commission findings state ‘The Commis-
on’s analysis led it to conclude the division was unlikely to reduce

can imagine the angst among those who do make a d”'ge'ﬂtarket power to any practical degree. Division could lead to loss of
effort to pay or to satisfy their obligation to society when theyeconomies of scale and scope. Such losses would disadvantage South
hear that many people do not meet their commitments. Whaustralian generators in the national market, compared to much
we want to do, in the context of proper notice to defendant&rger generators in New South Wales and Victoria.

and those who have unpaid expiation fees, is put in place a The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Whom are you quoting?

system that will secure the best prospect of ensuring that the The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: |am quoting the Industry
debt is paid to society, that their obligation is met by commission. In my report | then go on to say:

offenders and those who attract expiation fees and that, if Under these circumstances Optima should be maintained in its
they do not pay, they are followed up. In South Australia, MY, rent structure and other private companies encouraged to set up
recollection is that approximately 51 per cent of fines andjas fired generation capacity in South Australia.

approximately 75 per cent of expiation fees are paid but th . . . .
rest just accumulate as unpaid liabilities to the State—whichﬁ"here is absolutely nothing different from anything that I put

ultimately, reflect upon the burdens that are imposed upon '[hoen the publlc_reco_rd yesterday—
Members interjecting:

taxpayers of South Australia.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

. . . The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: —when | was addressing
Whilst the honourable member’s question raises som . -
important matters in respect of Ms Desdame—and | willg press conference. The item from the electric newspaper,

undertake to have the issues pursued—it does give me tl%hICh the Hon. Legh Davis half quoted, reads:
opportunity to say to the honourable member—and to T0 qualify for competition payments the electricity industry
members in this Chamber—that the Government is Seekin@gedsm be disaggregated (separating generation from transmission
. o . ffom distribution from retail).
to put in place a better system and, hopefully, legislation will . . o .
be introduced next week (subject to a number of procedurd} Says nothing about splitting Optima into smaller units.
matters being satisfied) that will give everyone an opportunityAIS0, in relation to the comments that | had made to the Hon.
to look at the way in which we intend to reform dramatically Mr Lucas when I met with him in early May and the fact that
the payment of fines and expiation fees. If, as the honourabfé® has repeated them again today, despite the fact that
member has indicated in his explanation, all of it adds up—yesterday afternoon | had spoken with him about it to clarify
and | am not saying that he is asserting something that do&¥¢1at had occurred in that conversation, | am very disappoint-
not add up to his knowledge, but it may be that we will neectd.
to check the background to it—I can be fairly confident that At that meeting in May | had come back after a meeting
in a reformed system that issue will be met at a much earliewith Ed Willett from the National Competition Council and
stage, not way down the track, months later or even a year dvad reported to him what Ed Willett had said to me. He said
so later but when the fine is incurred or the expiation fedhat the chief sin of the South Australian Government in
imposed, and the opportunity will be given for the proper andelation to its power utilities was that it was failing to further
responsible management of those liabilities and obligationgisaggregate, and | asked the Treasurer, perhaps somewhat
to society. In one sense, | thank the honourable member fdacetiously—and | guess | learn from my mistakes—why he
his question but, in another, | will undertake to have thewas not doing that. He has now read this to mean that this
matter followed up. was what | personally was advocating. As to Aavertiser
guote yesterday, again it was taken out of context and anyone
who was at that press conference yesterday would have heard
me express concern about the structure that the Government
is proposing.
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The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | seek leave to make a personal  Seven years later, he laughed at Liberal Party members

explanation. who, over a period of two years, raised a series of very
The PRESIDENT: Does the honourable member claim critical questions about the financial stability of the State
to have been misrepresented? Bank. InHansard for all to see, there is a sneering, snide
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | certainly do. | claim to have Speech by the now Leader of the Labor Party, the Hon. Mike
been misrepresented by the Hon. Sandra Kanck. Rann, laughing the Liberal Party out of court, describing Tim
The PRESIDENT: Will the honourable member tell us Marcus Clark as one of the great leaders in the financial
exactly where he has been misrepresented? community in Australia. For two years he laughed at the

i Liberal Party. On the two biggest things that have happened
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: The Hon. Sandra Kanck has , the last two decades in this State—Roxby Downs and the

made certain assertions in her personal explanation abo . L2
what | said in my question which are simply not true. g‘ea\tﬁgﬁglf(;glfhﬁg?{m'\gke Rann was wrong. He is going to

Leave granted. : Why is he wrong for a third time? Why is he obliged to
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: I simply say that the Hon. Sandra. gjstance himself from the privatisation of ETSA? Itis not for
Kanck has totally misrepresented my question. | made ngny cogent reason. It is not based on fact. It is based on the

quotation of what she had said in the electric newspapgg ity that the ALP platform from October 1996 locks the

article. She made an erroneous aII_ega_ltion that I had misquqtspor Party into opposing the privatisation of ETSA. On
ed her or only half quoted her: that is simply not true, becausgage 49 it states:

| did not quote her at all. She also claimed that the full

document— Labor believes that an efficient public sector can compete

o successfully with the private sector in economic services.
Members interjecting: Further on page 60 it makes it quite clear that:

The PRESIDENT: Order! . . o , . .
. . Labor is committed to maintain ETSA' generation, transmission
The H0n. L.H. DAVIS —from the Austl’ahan DemO- and distribution assets in pub“c Ownership.

cratst, reletased_ last Thu(rjsday 25 E]u'r&e, \_/vastl? 1% page d&%at is why the Labor Party is opposed. For two years it has
ment, not a Six page document. Again, the NONOUTAbIg, y 4t policy. Can anyone in this Chamber tell me of

;netr?i?etriltsv:/n errori,Xbecausde I Wr?]s tnfle mﬁ er;l(t) rrenfetr regéﬂﬁgwother business in this State, in this country, in this world
actthat it was a six page document on the nternet, a at would lock itself into a position, notwithstanding

Il?atr?cl:ﬁ.a-ls—ge: qnogument of 7May quotes the Hon. Sandrgy,,,qing circumstances? | cannot. There is total inflexibility
ying: here; there is the threat of blood on the floor if anyone dares
Disaggregation should be a priority of the Government. Not onlyignore the Labor Party platform.

would i ran mpetition men Iso it will result in ; ; ; ;
grc()aua;jert %L#f?c%ntgye (\:Ac/)ithﬁ]ettth% %%stt?y.ts'lp#é aégvérnme%?uéan . In New SOUt.h Wales there is quite a different pom_t of
disaggregate by regulation. view. Although its platform also locks the Labor Party into
opposing the privatisation of power assets, Premier Carr and
Treasurer Egan are actively seeking a special conference, |
understand in October, to again put the proposition to the
Labor Party that the power assets should be privatised. The
irony is that we are being forced to face the reality of the
global networking of businesses and changing circumstances.

Those are the words of Sandra Kanck.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The matter has gone far
enough.

MATTERS OF INTEREST The national electricity market and the COAG competition
principles were both introduced by a Federal Labor Govern-
ELECTRICITY. PRIVATISATION ment and embraced without a whimper by Premiers Bannon

and Arnold and also Leader Rann. Shortly we will have the
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Almost exactly 16 years ago in ETSA Bill before us, but | hope that the Hon. Mike Rann and

this Chamber, there was a historic debate and vote on tHiS Labor colleagues might do what they have done in New
Roxby Downs Indenture legislation. The Labor Party at the>0Uth Wales and call for another conference to look at the
time was against it, but there was one brave member whigSue of privatisation. ,
resigned from the Party, became an Independent and crossed "€ PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member's
the floor, so making possible the passage of the Roxb{fme has expired.

Downs Indenture legislation. That man’'s name, immortalised

in history, was the Hgon. Norm Foster. Ironically, in the 1996 MULTICULTURALISM

ALP pIatform,_the following words appear, talkln_g a‘bout The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: In my maiden speech last
development in country areas of South Australia, otherD

nir in particular. Roxby Down re enioving maior. ecember, | called on the Federal Coalition Government and
gipaﬁ:i’on’ particular, Roxby Downs, are enjoying major, particular the Prime Minister to follow South Australia’s

i . lead and its support for multiculturalism, and | added:
It was Mike Rann who was the leader of the pack in the . .
We need a strong, clear, unequivocal statement from the Prime

Labor Party, then as a key adviser to the Leader of thgyinister as our national Leader in full support of a non-discrimina-
Opposition, who was dead against Roxby Downs. He evefory immigration program and the concept of multiculturalism. There
wrote a booklet against Roxby Downs. Now we have jusinust also not be any equivocation about Party preferences for any
seen the completion of a $1.6 billion upgrade of Roxbycandidate who espouses racist views.

Downs, with 4 000 people there, one of the great exportam proud to say that my Party, the Australian Labor Party,
earners for South Australia, and one of the great undergrourdid and will continue to stand on principle regarding prefer-
mines in the world, predominantly copper and also uraniunences for Hanson and the One Nation Party. If the Coalition
and gold. Mike Rann, in his earlier days as an adviser to thkad had the courage and decency to put One Nation last in the
Bannon-led Labor Party, was against Roxby Downs. Queensland election, the ALP would probably have won a
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few more seats and the end result would have been the same YOUTH UNEMPLOYMENT
in terms of forming a Government, but the result for One
Nation would have been dramatically different as it would The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | wish to focus my remarks
have won only a couple of seats and therefore it is also likelpn unemployment, particularly youth unemployment. Itis a
that it would have had only a minor impact on the comingtragic reflection on so many of us that although we have
Federal election. acknowledged the devastation that unemployment is having
The Queensland election flushed the Prime Minister oun young Australians we seem to be waiting for a mystical
and got him to make a belated commitment to put One Natiogure that will transform the current situation into a feast of
preferences last in his seat and to urge other Liberal candiob opportunities for young people. I think that most of us
dates to do the same. He had the nerve to say that he hi§gow in our heart of hearts that that will not happen, or if
decided on this course of action before the Queenslandoes it will not be within generations of this current genera-
election but that he did not publicly come out and say so irfion of young people.
order not to influence the outcome in Queensland. | personal- Therefore, the answer is to look at what we can do to give
ly would not have expected to hear such a statement from thees many of those young people as possible the opportunity to
Leader of the nation. benefit from having some form of formal work. One proposal
In my maiden speech | also said that | believe that théhat went past the thinking stage was that of permanent part-
concept of multiculturalism and the post-war migra’[iontime work. This suggestion was first articulated in detail by
program have been Australia’s great success stories andSenator John Siddons when he was in the Federal Parliament.
asked why they were suddenly under threat. | went on to sallis idea was that there be a legislative requirement on
that all of us would accept that most individuals and ethnic@mployers of substantial numbers of people—on those who
groups are to some extent prejudiced against others and ttemployed more than 25 people—to have a position, a work
it has probably been the cause of more wars throughotation, for the young unemployed who would fill that job
history. However, | believe that our Australian experimentwith all the trappings that would apply to a formal full-time
was unique because of the bipartisan commitment ani®b—training, discipline, wage structure, superannuation and
support of both the migration program and the concept ofeave entitements. In fact, John Siddons, through his
multiculturalism over the last 25 years. company, Sidchrome, Siddons Industries, Ramset, very
What concerns me about Hanson and the One Nation Pal ccessfully used that sche_me for several years, and there was
is not its so-called policies on foreign investment, the? Ve high follow-on full-time employment rate for those
economy, or guns. Reality will sort those out. Rather, itis itsVh0 took partin it.
simplistic and misguided nationalistic fervour concerning Since then we have both travelled to Whyalla and we tried
immigration and the scrapping of multiculturalism. Multicul- to interest the local community into instituting that scheme
turalism is not about exclusion and division: it is aboutthere but with certain variations—it would need to apply to
inclusion within the laws of this great nation, enabling us tosmall business (not necessarily big business) and there would
reach a better understanding of each other’s culture. be no legislative compulsion. It is with some satisfaction that
The overwhelming majority of people who have migrated' want to shar_e with members the good news that Whyalla has
to Australia have worked hard and enriched this nation@mbraced this scheme. Not only have several of the small
During difficult economic and rapidly changing times, business employers, whom | approached to take part in this
pointing the finger at people who are not breaking any lawgOP sharing scheme, offered places but also the Whyalla
but who look different, speak differently or behave differently council has appointed its CEO to a working party that | am
is not only misguided but is also dangerous, as history shogonvening to look at the application of this scheme in
Ms Helen Sham-Ho's recent resignation from the LiberalVhyalla. The CEO of the Whyalla Economic Development
Party seems to suggest that the racism that one comes acr&&@rd has been nominated and has agreed to be on the
from time to time is on the increase. It appears that Ms Sham¥orking party. The Premier himself wrote to me in early May
Ho took her stand because of suggestions from some of h#dicating strong support for this suggestion, for which |
former colleagues that a person of Asian background standirfg®ndratulate him. | want to put on the record that | believe
as a candidate for the presidency of the New South Wald§at itis to his credit that he has shown no desire to play petty
Upper House might not be acceptable to One Nation supporPolitics about the matter, and if it is @ good scheme he will
ers. She also expressed her disappointment at the Prifffow his weight behind it and will provide people in his
Minister’s lack of leadership concerning the distribution ofdepartment to continue the discussion.
preferences by her former Party. The Whyalla Employment Brokers, which unfortunately
All Australians should be justly proud of both our iS one of the victims of the new era of employment broking
Aboriginal and European heritage, traditions, language anBut is still working as a sub-agency in Whyalla, has offered
way of life. There is room for people who come to Australiato broker the scheme at no cost if need be, because there are
to call this nation their home also to be able to express thefractical complications, and the State Government has
customs, traditions and language, as well as embrace thogiered WorkCover and, if it applies, payroll relief, so that the
of their new home, Australia. | take this opportunity to Onerous aspects of employers taking on these young people
congratulate the Queensland Independent Peter WellingtoWill be minimised. | feel that this is the dawn of an idea
not because his support enabled a Labor Government to éhich can take root not only in rural South Australia but also
formed but because it was the right and decent thing to ddf the cities whereby four times as many young people will
not only for Queensland but also for Australia. Even Premihave the advantage of real work opportunity to build up their
er Kennett supports that view. The National Party is still toSelf-respect, experience, and training. It will give them the
make a commitment concerning preferences, but given it@ferences which will put them in much better stead to
track record it will probably not only continue to exchange Moveé—
preferences but is likely to lurch further to the right. The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting:
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The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: Itis real work, and thatis project officer who compiled that report and its recommenda-

guaranteed by the scheme and the employers. tions was Mr Graham Inns, who outlined a plan for the future
of the greyhound racing industry in South Australia. The
PORTUGUESE COMMUNITY greyhound racing industry is to be congratulated for that

because it was trying to get its house in order so that the new
The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: Today | wish to speak about regime of all the racing industries under the auspices of
the Portuguese community in South Australia. Recently | waRIDA would put it in good stead to have a future in the
honoured to be invited to share in the important national dajhdustry. This industry has for some time been racked with
celebrations organised by the South Australian Portuguesfissent amongst people. There are divisions between the
community. In April last year | was also privileged to metropolitan code and the country racing code, and this has
participate in the official opening of their new premisesgone on for some time.
which are located in Sixth Avenue, Woodville Gardens, and As a result of the report to which | have referred, Mr
represent a significant achievement by the Portuguese peopgraham Inns was appointed Chairman of the Greyhound
The establishment of these community facilities representRacing Association by the current Minister, Mr Graham
a major achievement which was accomplished through thggerson. Since that time, the allegation has been put to me—
hard work and leadership of the president and the membeggd it was put to me after a great deal of concern and a lot of
of the executive committee, as well as all members of thgoul searching within the greyhound industry, and report after
Portuguese community who have contributed in many speciakport on the lack of information, the lack of consultation, the
ways to build their new clubrooms. lack of information sharing and the obvious bias against
We are all aware that the Portuguese explorers wereountry greyhound racing clubs in favour of the metropolitan
amongst the very first people to sail around the world, andlubs. Since he has been the Chair of SAGRA, Graham Inns
since that time the Portuguese have settled in many countrigsas embarked on a mission that seems to fly in the face of all
The early presence of Portuguese settlement in Australia walse recommendations in his report, on which he was appoint-
recorded in the colonial census in 1871 and by the end of thed.
nineteenth century there were approximately 400 Portuguese Earlier this year, after the great concern and the heartburn
living in Australia. Among the families who arrived in the being generated by the non-setting of dates, the future of the
nineteenth century was Emanuel and Ana (De Freitas) Serrapeyhound industry was quite tenuous, and the country clubs
and their infant daughter Selena. They arrived in Australidn particular were concerned—so much so that a meeting was
from Madeira on theAlfred in 1824. They found initial held between the Greyhound Federation and SAGRA, at
employment on a farm and were involved in the experimentalvhich people were told that there had to be a great deal more
growing of grapes. In 1828 Emanuel joined the Police Forceommunication between SAGRA and the board. That was
and in 1830 he applied to Governor Darling for a landaccepted overwhelmingly by the country clubs. At that
holding near the Brisbane waters, but this was refusetheeting there was talk of rationalisation. SAGRA outlined
because he was an alien. The Serraos remained in Sydnayroposal for a three tier system for greyhound racing. Level
until 1852 and had 12 children. They eventually settled irone would be Angle Park; level two, Gawler and Port Pirie;
Warrnambool where Emanuel died in 1880. It is interestingand level three, Mount Gambier, Barmera and Whyalla. They
to note that their surname was anglicised to Serong. said that there was some doubt about Strathalbyn in the
Another of the early Portuguese migrants to Australia waguture. They suggested that Port Lincoln should amalgamate
Sebastio Olivera who came from Cape Verde in 1880. Havith Whyalla, and Port Augusta should amalgamate with
married an English woman, Sarah Vost, in 1891 and they hadhyalla or Port Pirie; and that Port Augusta and Port Lincoln
seven children. Sebastio died in 1939. After the Secondould continue if they wished but would not be funded by
World War the migration program to Australia included SAGRA.
Portuguese immigrants from Timor who had supported This has led to a great deal of concern, which is not helped
Australia during the Japanese occupation of the island. by the fact that the Minister and some of the officers have not
Although only a small number of Portuguese migrated tdeen giving all the information to all the people, despite calls
Australia in the nineteenth century, a greater number arrivetfom the industry for meetings with them. | attended a
during the 1950s through to the 1980s. Most of themeeting in Port Pirie on 3 May with all the country clubs
Portuguese population in Australia are relatively new arrivalgwith the exception of one or two), at which a motion of no
who have been residing in Australia for less than 25 yeargonfidence was passed overwhelmingly in the Chief Exec-
Like many other migrant groups, the South Australianutive Officer of SAGRA, Mr Graham Inns. During that
Portuguese community has maintained a strong attachmefeeting | listened to what the people had to say. | encouraged
to its language and culture, sharing its tradition with the widethem to see their local member and to go to the Minister to
South Australian community. | therefore take this opportunityget some relief in an attempt to break this impasse. Unfortu-
to pay tribute to the members of the Portuguese communitgately, the only response received from the Minister was that
of South Australia for their important contributions and they ought to see Graham Inns.

achievements and wish them continued success for the future. Since that meeting, a vindictive attitude has been dis-
played towards the country clubs, particularly the Port Pirie

GREYHOUND RACING club. On Monday, they were told that they would be cut to
about 13 TAB meetings in the north. There are good adminis-
The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | rise to make a brief trative reasons why this cannot work. Requests for meetings
contribution about the greyhound racing industry in Southwith the Minister have gone unheard. The situation is that in
Australia. Some time ago the South Australian Greyhoundhe next two or three days the future of the greyhound
Racing Association (SAGRA) commissioned a report into thendustry could be ruined. The industry is asking for relief
future of the greyhound racing industry in South Australiafrom the Minister, but it cannot get it. That is another
through a firm called Speakman Stillwell. | believe that theindication that this portfolio is not being handled properly—
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so much so that | am taking it upon myself today to write toflexibility of service provision and a lack of continuity in

the Ombudsman, Mr Eugene Biganovsky, to intervene osome service arrangements. There was a need for better
behalf of the country greyhound clubs to ensure that thiplanning and coordination, and greater efficiency and greater
statutory authority and the Minister maintain their responsiequity in the system, so that those seeking to enter the system
bility to look after greyhound racing in the whole of South would have their cases judged upon the basis of their needs,

Australia, and not just the metropolitan area. rather than upon the convenience of particular agencies.
So, five options coordination agencies were established.
OPTIONS COORDINATION They are the Intellectual Disability Services Council for those

. with intellectual disability and the APN Options Coordination

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | want to speak on the subject (adult physical and neurological coordination). The Crippled
of options coordination, which is the little understood Children's Association is the options coordination agency for
mechanism by which the State provides services to those wihildren with physical or neurological disability. A brain
disability. By way of background, in the early 1990s, therejnjuries option coordination agency (BIOC) was established
was significant development in the provision of services tgynd, for those with sensory disabilities, a sensory options
people with disability in South Australia. In 1991, the coordination agency was also established. The system is
Commonwealth-State disability agreement was signed. Thgjorking well and is presently being evaluated by Professor
was the first agreement (only recently renewed for a furthepoy Brown and an evaluation committee.
five years earlier this year) and it produced some rationalis-

ation in the funding of non-government organisations, with TEENAGE BOYS
clearer responsibilities spelt out for the Commonwealth and
the State Governments respectively. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Today | would like to make

A project was established called the Disability Directionssome comments about the problems faced by teenage boys
Project. It reported to the then Minister, and early in 1993 thevho are failing to complete their high school education in
Disability Services Implementation Steering Committee, South Australia. Increasingly, high schools are being
chaired by Mrs Judith Roberts, advised the State Governmehecoming a battle ground. This is hardly surprising, consider-
on further development of services for people with disabilitying the fact that the State Government has cut the education
in this State. It was out of the recommendations of thabudget by more than $50 million; dozens of schools have
committee that the scheme now known as options coordindeen forced to close, with more coming; nearly 300 school
tion was developed. assistants have been made redundant; and there have been

Also in 1993, the State Disability Services Act was massive hikes in school fees and cuts to those with School
enacted and came into force in April of that year. TheCard. Our teachers are over-stressed and underpaid. Kid have
schedule of that Act sets out certain principles, and thdess and less socialisation from home, and the number of male
principles relating to the receipt of services by those withteachers in schools is plummeting. By 15 years of age,
disabilities include the right to choose between services anigenage boys are three times more likely than girls to die from
to choose between the options available within a particuladll causes combined, but especially from accidents, violence
service, so as to provide assistance and support that bestd suicide.
meets the individual needs of the person concerned. So, the Today it is the girls who are far more sure of themselves,
legislation envisages that those with disabilities will have themotivated and hardworking. Girls are staying on to finish
right to choose between the options available to them.  their high school education and out-performing boys in

Prior to the establishment of options coordination, therelmost every subject. By comparison, teenage boys are often
were a very large number of agencies—and there still are@driftin life, failing in school, awkward in relationships and
Over 100 are funded either through the Disability Servicesit risk from violence, alcohol and drugs. More and more itis
Office or the Intellectual Disability Services Council. Other women teachers who must front up to physically intimidating
services are funded through the Home and Community Car@nd disrespectful teenage boys in the classroom.
program. The Commonwealth Government has a responsibili- An analysis of the 1996 Victorian Certificate of Education
ty for funding all employment and labour market programsresults show that boys dominate literary support programs
for people with disability. The system was very complex, andand, in Victoria, account for 80 per cent of all school
a person with disability, or a family, might have immensesuspensions. A classroom has become a battle for survival
difficulty in finding their way around the service system andwith only two goals: getting girls to achieve and getting boys
having their needs met. This was partly due to the largéo behave. In short, in many schools today many teenage boys
number of agencies involved, their different client popula-are trouble. Not only can they be disruptive in class but also
tions and eligibility criteria. So, there were multiple points of they are often apathetic towards their school work.
entry into the service system. A recent study by the Senior Secondary Assessment Board

Independent case managers were not available in mamf South Australia showed that female students have a higher
parts of the sector. For example, if a person with intellectuayear 12 completion rate than males. Last year about 85 per
disability wanted to leave home and live elsewhere, thatent of girls successfully met all the requirements to gain the
person might have approached up to five or six accommodatate School Leaving Certificate. In contrast, boys had a year
tion agencies, seeking the services that were required. THe& completion rate of 78 per cent—a gap of 7 per cent.
person might have been put on three or four waiting listsand There is growing evidence that many of the boys’
might have had to undergo a number of different assessmentsehavioural problems may be explained by their perception
So, the system was difficult to fathom. Many services werdghat school is increasingly irrelevant for them. This has
not culturally appropriate. There were inconsistent servicégnited concerns about whether the education system is
standards, a lack of consistent approach to consumeneeting the needs of teenage boys. Dr Murray Drummond,
complaints and a lack of community involvement in many,a University of South Australia lecturer in health and mascu-
although not all, service areas. There was a lack of choice arhity, in an interview with theAdvertisersaid this about the
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poor academic performance of teenage boys compared fiom time to time, that will be a problem for the aged and the
teenage girls: infirm in our communities. That is something to which the

Girls now understand they have the ability to achieve and hav&lousing Trust, which looks after public housing, ought to
role models to aspire to but boys do not have the same role modegive consideration.

in their formative years (because there are so few male teachers). Also, despite the best efforts of the Federal and State

Dr Drummond further said: welfare systems to give support and succour to our aged and
We definitely need more male teachers who have to be mortfirm, some people live on their own and do not have the
compassionate, more caring and more nurturing. skills or expertise to install a smoke alarm, yet they are still

Steve Biddulph, in his influential boolRaising Boys Subject to the vagaries of fire in their homes.
suggested a number of ideas that could be implemented if we | hope that the Government, when implementing this
are serious about improving the academic performance gfolicy, addresses itself to providing support to those people
teenage boys, including: vigorously recruiting males intowho are living on their own through some of the agencies that
teaching and also involving more of the right kind of menhave already been established. | suggest that one very
from the community to provide one-to-one coaching andvorthwhile agency that should be considered is Meals on
support; redesigning schooling to be more physical, energeti®yheels, which not only provides food for our aged and infirm
concrete and challenging; targeting boys’ weak areasight across our State—and its record does not need repeating
including literacy with boy-specific intensive languagein this place—but whose members visit, on a daily basis,
problems right from the first grade and separate Englissomeone who lives on their own. Meals on Wheels may be
classes in mid-high school; building better personal relationable to play a role in encouraging the installation of smoke
ships with boys through smaller groupings and fewer teachatetectors.
changes in high schools so as to meet boys’ needs for However, in many instances a cost is involved and | hope
fathering and mentoring; and for schools to be alert to the faghat, as part of our community welfare program, funding is
that problem behaviour can be a sign of learning difficultiesprovided in those needy areas for the installation of these
and for this to be investigated and acted on as soon agorthwhile protection devices in the homes of all South
possible. Australians. | commend the report to the Council.

Itis clear that the way in which high schools operate must
change if we are to see improved outcomes from boys in The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW (Minister for Transport
education and to life in general. As a society, we need t@nd Urban Planning): | thank the committee for its prompt
question where we have gone wrong with teenage boys angbnsideration of this issue. The regulation was one that
to consider introducing structures that provide a mor@mplemented Government policy. We considered that, as
nurturing, caring and educational environment for both boysighlighted by the Hon. Ron Roberts, if we could save one

and girls. life through fire in the home that was one life that was
critically important to save and that this initiative was
worthwhile.

| also commend the committee’s Presiding Member, the
Hon. Angus Redford, for facilitating consideration of this

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE: SMOKE regulation, and for speaking to the motion that he moved,

because he did so in order to give greater focus to this
ALARMS : X .
important community measure, and | support that aim.
Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. A.J. Redford: | advise members that the intent of this change and focus

That the report of the Legislative Review Committee on©" SMoke alarms is to ensure that eventually all dwellings
regulations under the Development Act 1993 concerning smokwill have hard-wired smoke alarms installed. This will be
alarms, be noted. done in two stages, with regulations requiring battery

(Continued from 3 June. Page 835.) powered or hard-wired alarms to be installed by 1 January

2000, with an additional requirement, in the event of a house

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: My contribution will be brief  being sold, that a hard-wired unit be installed within six
but, as a member of the Legislative Review Committee, months from the day on which the title is transferred. |
wish to make a couple of observations. There is no doubt thatighlight that the cost of a battery powered alarm is $10 to
the legislation in respect of the fitting of smoke alarms, whichH20 per unit and that most houses will require at least one
will be made mandatory in the future, is probably a goodunit.
thing overall. All the arguments about costs and who should The cost of a hard-wired unit is approximately $70. Over
and should not have smoke alarms and whether the legislatiahe past four years | am advised that more than 225 000
should apply to new or old houses have been canvassesinoke alarms have been purchased in South Australia, of
Nevertheless, the underlying principle is that it is in everywhich more than 60 per cent are battery powered. Certainly
person’s best interests to have the protection of smokghe message is getting through to the community. This change
alarms, as the cost to the community of not having them iso the development regulations will mean a much stronger
clearly too high. If smoke alarms save one life itis probablyfocus on the hard-wired alarm systems and, as | have
worth the effort. indicated, it is our goal to have all dwellings hard-wired. That

One observation that was made by a female colleague iwould, in turn, overcome the issue that the Hon. Ron Roberts
the past couple of weeks was that her home has very higind the Hon. Angus Redford have highlighted, in terms of
ceilings and she finds it very difficult to change them. elderly people living alone and others with high ceilings who

The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: What, the ceilings? have difficulties in just changing batteries. | can confirm that,

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: She finds it difficult to when the batteries run down, the squealing noise is extraordi-
change the batteries in the alarms on the ceilings. Obviouslnarily irritating—and the Hon. Sandra Kanck nods in
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agreement—until you do get up the ladder and change th&bn, but when | gave notice about the tabling of the report,
battery. a journalist from theéddvertisercame and saw me and asked

| am therefore particularly pleased to advise today thator a copy of the report. | said | could not provide it until it
Rotary and RAA Insurance are supplying, installing andwas tabled, but | made sure that the journalist concerned
maintaining smoke alarms for the elderly, and we believe thatbtained a report and a rough draft of my speech in support.
very shortly we will have a comprehensive network for thatUnfortunately, because it was a bipartisan good news story—
purpose across the State. | also highlight the fact that thend | acknowledge the support of both the ALP and the
South Australian Housing Trust has agreed on a specifibemocrats—not a word was printed. That was disappointing.
budget allocation for this purpose, that all trust properties will  We all wonder from time to time why One Nation and
be installed with smoke alarms. So, in that regard, the needsher fringe dwellers seem to get so much support electorally.
of trust tenants have been addressed. | believe that the neg@lsrhaps we might look at some of these media outlets and,
of the elderly in particular will be addressed through Rotarywhen something positive is done, seek to ensure that it is
RAA Insurance and other support groups we can muster faeported to the community. Some important issues were
this purpose. raised in that report, and one came to light only last week

We predict that smoke alarms will save at least 50 per centhen | watched a news service. It was clear that the lives of
of the lives lost currently due to fires in dwellings. That is aa woman and her young family were saved, both on the
conservative estimate. Our goal is 100 per cent of those livestatement of the fire officers concerned and also by their own
where smoke alarms are installed. Every year about 178dmission. Their lives had been saved, and that was a good
Australians die or may be injured in approximately 10 000news story.
residential fires. We believe that the 11 deaths in South The Hon. T.G. Roberts interjecting:

Australian house fires in the past year could have been Tne Hon. A.J. REDFORD: The honourable member
avoided. o , . interjects, ‘Page 3 and a photograph’. In fact, with some of
| wanted to highlight the Government's decision not t0the stuff we get, it could have been page 1 and a photograph.
police the requirements to ensure compliance. This has be¢know there is less of page 1 than there used to be. But |
raised with me as a weakness in the Government's proposghyst say it is disappointing. We do so many good things in
| believe that the cost and intrusion for effective policing ihis place and so many good things as members of Parlia-
would be prohibitive. Also, owners who do not comply after ment, and it is never published or reported. Is it any wonder
two years will be subject to a prescribed penalty under theyat it is often reported that politicians are not highly regarded
development regulations if cases of contravention of the AGh, the community. At the end of the day, the media will finish
are reported. Itis not my intention in this area to focus on the,, with the politicians they deserve. Quite frankly, One
penalties for not doing so. It is our intention, as the committeyation is a creature of their desire more than that of anybody
noted, to focus on the positives, the reasons why we shoulglse | reiterate my thanks to the committee, both to the staff

be taking this action, through various education campaigng,nd members, and also acknowledge the contributors to this
leaflets, advertising, radio advice, through the Real Estatgapate. | commend the motion.

Institute, the Housing Industry Association, aged groups and Motion carried
the like. We have an ongoing education campaign to alert the '
public about the benefits of the installation of smoke alarms.
| repeat an earlier undertaking that there will be an
ongoing education campaign to remind the community to
change batteries‘f used ejther asa main source of power or as Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. A.J. Redford:
aba_ck-up.V\_/e will be do_|ng thl$ partlcularly at the_ change o That the policy of the Legislative Review Committee on
daylight saving. We believe this will be a good time, when_ _ 1€ :0¢ B reg)lljlations be ool
we are talking to people generally about turning back the )
clock and when they are listening, to actually latch onto that  (Continued from 3 June. Page 839.)
sort of campaign, through the media and the like, to remind ] ]
people that, when they turn back their clocks, they should The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | support the motion. This
also look at the batteries in their smoke alarms. That mighfhatter has come about after a great deal of debate over a long
be an effective way of grabbing their attention for somethingPeriod of time by the Legislative Review Committee. | have
in the community interest which is certainly focused onPeen a member of the committee for only this year, and |

saving lives, and one that | am particularly pleased has th@ust commend the work of the Hon. Angus Redford as
united support of all members of Parliament. PrESIdlng Member for his dedication in gettlng this matter

formalised. Since the review of the Parliamentary Commit-

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | will be very brief. First,1  tees Act some years ago, and the change in the structure of
thank members for their contribution to this debate. | musthe committees in our Parliament, there has been a bit of a
say | am pleased to hear of the initiative in relation to Rotaryoid in the statutory or legislative responsibilities of the
and the RAA in relation to the installation of smoke alarms.Legislative Review Committee as to what criteria it measures
It does remind me of a service scheme that Apex waproposed new regulations against.
involved in about 10 years ago where we spent many of our There has been a great deal of research, and most Parlia-
weekends going out installing smoke alarms. | suspect thahents in Australia have been scrutinised for some bench-
Apex was not asked again because they probably inspectedarks to be put down. Prior to the rearrangement of the
a couple of the alarms that | inadequately installed! Be thatommittee’s legislation sometime ago, there was criteria by
as it may, it is a wonderful initiative. which the Statutory Review Committee was to operate. In the

I am also pleased to hear about trust tenants and thebsence of written criteria, the committee has had to operate
Government’s intention in relation to that. It is certainly aunofficially on the same criteria that existed prior to the
wonderful initiative. | did not say this in my initial contribu- review of the committee’s legislation in this place. That has

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE:
REGULATIONS
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worked reasonably well, but from time to time things dois important that we decide amongst ourselves in this
occur which may need some further consideration. Chamber how best to formalise that. | am not concerned
A review of the criteria in other States shows that mostwhether it becomes part of the Standing Orders or whether
Parliaments provide either in an Act of Parliament or inwe amend the committees Act and say that this is the criteria
Standing Orders that this criteria should be laid down. Whaby which this very important committee must judge regula-
has happened in the Legislative Review Committee is thatons to ensure the protection of the rights of those people
over a number of years there has been a tendency to undevho have rights now, those rights that are going to be altered
state the importance and the role of the Legislative Reviewr changed and the imposition of new rights, which generally
Council in the governance of our State. Governments arentail the diminution of something else—important things
more and more taking the regulation route in changing théike the cost of regulations.
way that business is done, how things are regulated, how If members have been following the proceedings of the
things are controlled in this State. It is an important partLegislative Review Committee they will see that a number
although some would argue that it is not as important as thef regulations have been altered in recent weeks. It is noted
mainstream legislative program. | have some views about thia the minutes of the Legislative Review Committee that now
Legislative Council, which | could take some time to recountthe minimum fine, which just off the top of my head used to
but I will not go into all of them. be $1 500, in almost every piece of legislation that has gone
However, one view that | hold is that the regulations thathrough has been lifted to $2 600. This may be the actions of
are put through are Government business. It is interesting @ Treasurer looking for extra money, but | would assert that
note that we debate this today in private members’ time. That is a way of gathering funds through the back door and not
is the only time that either House of Parliament can debateut in the open, because people do not realise that, when
the issues around the Legislative Review Committee andhese regulations go through, for any impositions that are
indeed, can put a motion for disallowance. What this has letieing applied to breach of regulation, the minimum fine has
to over some period of time is an undesirable aspect of throw gone from $1 500 to $2 600, regardless of the severity
legislative review process, and a diminishing of the confi-of the infringement or the breach of the regulation.
dence of the public in the process of the Legislative Review | think that the report and the criteria laid down by the
Committee. What tends to happen if a regulation is controveleommittee, after its deliberations for a basis on which the
sial and is placed on the table and a member of this place @lecision making process or the standard by which we judge
the other place feels moved to apply a disallowance motiora regulation, are pretty fair regulation. My hope is that, after
we have a situation where there is a certain time period ithe adoption of this report, the Government moves to make
which it can be disallowed. it a formal process of the Parliament, or | give notice that it
What tends to happen is that on one day a week regulavould be my intention to introduce a private member’s Bill
tions, which have been generated by Government, are able do just that. | commend the motion to the Council.
then to be discussed. That is fine. Importance is placed on
Government legislation; | do not blame the ministry or the The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | support the motion.
Government. They want to get their legislation through. ButAlthough | did not hear all the comments of the Hon.
for all those people who are affected by the regulations whicfRon Roberts, | would certainly support those of his comments
we consider they are vital. In some cases they wait monthshich related to the significance to the parliamentary process
for those matters to be finalised. | think that must change, andf the Legislative Review Committee. The Legislative
itis something that in a future deliberation | hope within theReview Committee does undertake important work of the
Legislative Review Council we can make a recommendatiofarliament. It is a committee that over the years has worked
to the council that we do something about that aspect of theery well in my view and | think some of the strength of the
legislative process. Legislative Review Committee derives from the fact that it
The Legislative Review Committee, as | said, plays arhas approached issues in a bipartisan and non-political way
important role. | think as a Parliament we have downgradednd has sought to avoid embroiling itself in partisan policy
the importance of the committee. All members have heardebates. A policy is a matter for the Executive in relation to
about the powerful Economic and Finance Committee, theegulation making, and the Legislative Review Committee,
powerful Environment, Resources and Development Commitf it were to find itself embroiled in policy issues on every
tee, the powerful Public Works Committee, but this commit-regulation which came before it, would find its usefulness to
tee, which undertakes one of the most important functions ithe Parliament undermined and the confidence of the
this Parliament, is put aside and discounted in the importana@mmunity, especially that which those associated with
that it holds. This is the second most important function ofmaking regulations have in the committee, would very
the Government of this State. First, obviously there is thejuickly evaporate and, as | say, would be undermined.
legislative process, but to allow that to operate efficiently, the | commend the committee for seeking to lay out its policy
second one, and almost equally as important, is the legislative connection with the examination of regulations. When |
review process of the Parliament. had the honour to be Presiding Member of the Legislative
I hope that we can in fact allow this committee moreReview Committee, it was the practice of the committee in
importance in our considerations. | would strongly suggesinost of its major reports to include at the beginning a brief
that we change our Standing Orders to allow the deliberationsection on the policy adopted by the committee, but it is
by our Parliament of all matters connected with the Legislaappropriate and a useful innovation for the committee to have
tive Review Committee. The other suggestion | make by wayhe Parliament note the criteria. It is worth mentioning that
of this contribution is that the guidelines, which have beenJoint Standing Orders 19-31 were adopted by the Parliament
established after wide-ranging debate, and finalising what i; 1938 and those Standing Orders specifically governed the
a code of practice for us, ought to be done formally. To giveoperations of the Joint Committee on Subordinate Legislation
credence to my assertion of the responsibility and thend that committee was the predecessor of the Legislative
importance of the Legislative Review Committee | think it Review Committee. Standing Order 26 simply states:
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The committee— amend an existing regulation,” ‘Let us extend the existing
namely, the earlier committee— regL_JIation,’ or ‘Let us finetune the regulati_on_s‘ without
having regard by some process of lateral thinking to other
R ) possible means of achieving the same policy objective. Too
and regulations include rules, regulations, bylaws, orders angtten regulators overlook this important consideration.
proclamations which are subject to be laid before |, some jurisdictions there is a requirement for regulatory
Parliament— impact statements to be prepared so that those proposing
consider— _ ' ) _ regulations to the Executive Government must produce a
(a) whether the regulations are in accord wnth.the general objects ¢fopcument explaining how the regulator has examined this

the Act, pursuant to which they are made; ___issue of regulatory impact, what studies have been undertak-
(b) whether the regulations unduly trespass on rights prewouslg . - :

established by law; n, what cost benefit analysis has been done, what is the
(c) whether the regulations unduly make rights dependent upoActual cost to the community of complying with this regula-

administrative and not upon judicial decisions; tion and what are alternative means of achieving the same
and ) ) o . policy objectives. In those jurisdictions that have regulatory

(d) V‘?ht%ther the r_?tgulatlr?nslgontameld rBatger "I‘{h'c.?ﬁ in the Opinidimpact statements there is a positive requirement on the part

?,ar”grﬁgmm' €€, should properly be deait with in an Act 0 pf ag.encies and Minjsters, before a regulation is made, to

. identify the steps which have been taken to ensure that there

€are no adverse regulatory impacts. We in South Australia
Joint Standing Orders, the committee, so far as | have beq& g y imp

shall with respect to any regulations—

ble t ain. al to0k a wider vi it dat ve not gone down the route of adopting a policy of
able to ascertain, always ook a wider view OT1ts manaate angy g jatory impact statements. | think there is a feeling

was prepared to consider like matters about regulations. It Smongst some—and | must say | have some sympathy with
certainly my understanding that the committee nev?%)

. . . —that such impact statements simply become angiteer
trespassed into the area of policy or allowed itself to descengl matq pe filled in by a regulator, another set of hoops to be
into the sink that policy debates might establish.

. . - jumped through before the regulation can be made. We
The wider items that are now to be considered by theyready have environmental impact statements, family impact

committee, namely items (@) to (g) (seven items), derive from4;ements, budget impact statements and a number of other
a number of different jurisdictions. Last year, when theimpact statements.

Legislative Review Committees around the country were
considering the national schemes of legislation, one mattey,

which came up for discussion was whether or not som think we ought to examine more closely whether positive

national parliamentary committee ought examine regulationge, o iss have been established in other jurisdictions that have
made L_mder na_ltlonal scheme Ieglsl_at|on, b‘?cé‘us.e _these (%pted them, because, frankly, if it can be shown in other
regulations which are to be made in each jurisdiction an ; ' !

. . ; ; . Turisdictions that regulatory impact statements have a positive
which, for uniformity of the system, must be identical in nd beneficial effect, then we in this State ought to look very

terms. The committees examined the criteria by which eacgosely at implementing them. As | said at the outset, |
of them examined regulations. Some State jurisdictions haéjongratulate the committee for bringing the policy befo're

very wide criteria similar to the seven items identified by theParIiament for noting and | wish the committee well in its
committee in its policy document which we are noting. Somilvork this year

other jurisdictions had no criteria specified, some—and
think the Commonwealth amongst them—had the traditional The Hon. J.S.L. DAWKINS secured the adjournment of
four criteria which were originally embodied in Standing y, T
Order 26 of the Joint Standing Orders.

I think it is correct to say that the Joint Standing Orders GLENDI EESTIVAL
have lost their statutory basis by reason of the abolition of the
committee on subordinate legislation and the establishment Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. Carmel Zollo:
of the Legislative Review Committee and accordingly, at the . . . . .

- - That this Council congratulates the Glendi Festival Chairman

present time, there are no formal requirements for anYMrGeorge Kavaleros), the 1998 Festival Coordinator (Mr Peter

particular matter to be taken into account. | commend th@ouca, JP) and the organising committee of the twenty-first annual
committee and the Presiding Member, who | know is veryGlendi Greek Festival and expresses its appreciation of the wonder-

active in this area, for bringing forward this pohcy documentful contribution the festival makes to South Australia.
for noting by the Chamber. (Continued from 3 June. Page 839.)
The only matter upon which | wish to comment is
regulatory impact statements. Item (g) of the criteria which  The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: | am pleased to speak in
have been adopted by the committee provides: support of the motion because it provides me with another
whether the regulator has assessed if the regulations are likely @PPOrtunity to pay tribute to the Glendi board for its efforts
result in costs which outweigh the likely benefits sought to bein staging the 1998 Glendi Festival. As members would be
achieved. aware, | spoke about the twenty-first Glendi Festival in the
One would hope that any regulator (or anyone producind/iatters of Interest debate on 25 March 1998 before this
regulations) would have regard to this very importantmotion was moved.
consideration, namely, is what is being undertaken by way of The Glendi Festival was first organised in 1978. From
regulation cost-effective; and will it result in costs which 1978 to 1983, the festival was a project organised by the
outweigh the likely benefits? All too often regulators do notHellenic Lions Club Incorporated and the President of the
consider this important aspect. Too often within GovernmenLions Club was also the President of the festival. | would like
departments and agencies the response to any particularpay a special tribute to the people who have acted in the
problem is: ‘Let us introduce a new regulation,” ‘Let us leading roles to stage the Glendi festivals and | seek leave to

However, notwithstanding the cynicism of those who feel
at regulatory impact statements would be just another form,

e debate.
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incorporate irHansarda statistical table for the years 1978  Held annually for the past 20 years the Glendi Festival
to 1998 designating the names of the President of the Lionsiakes an important contribution to South Australia’s proud

Club and the festival President. claim to be the premier festival State in Australia. Glendi is
Leave granted. a project of the Adelaide Lions Club Hellenic in cooperation
1978 Bill Daniels Lions President and Festival Presidentwith Greek clubs and associations, and the proceeds raised
1979 Bill Daniels Lions President and Festival Presidentare donated to assist various community projects and
1980 Arthur Kontopoulos Lions President and Festival Presidengharities. In South Australia for the past 20 years, the Greek
1981 Peter Savvas Lions President and Festival Preside ; ; ;
1982 Peter Spartalis Lions President and Festival Preside%ﬁt? mm.ur:m% hasl(ijdertaken tc_) shafre Its great zehst for ::fehand
1983 Greg Kalyvas Lions President and Festival Presidentdn With the wider community of our State through the
1984 Con Panagaris Lions President and Glendi Board ~ staging of the annual Glendi Festival.
o Chairman Commencing in 1978 as a joint venture of the Lions Club
1085 BBai]?I\I/I/ﬁICI)aSngIS L'fgﬁé"gg%ﬂgpg: | Glendi Boarq  ©"Adelaide Hellenic and the West Torrens Football Club, this
Chairman great family entertainment has grown to be one of the most
John Angelos Festival Chairman successful festivals in Australia, attracting many thousands
1986 Arthur Kontopoulos Lions Member and Glendi Board of people every year and earning the title as one of the largest
) ‘Chairman ) cultural, ethnic festivals in the southern hemisphere. The
Bill Stavropoulos Llcé%i‘ﬁ’;?::]dent and Festival festival provides a wide range of family entertainment. For
1987 Bill Daniels Lions President and Glendi Board  the Greek community, the family is the focus and the nucleus
Chairman of cultural customs and traditions. This community con-
Michael Taliangis ~ Festival Chairman _ sciousness has extended to embrace the entire community in
1988 Peter Savvas %%g?rmg?ber and Glendi Board  gouth Australia and to share the Hellenic way of life with
Fil Galantomas Lions Member and Festival ChairmanfeIIOW S_OUth Australians and other ethnic groups Who. have
1989 Tom Zafiris Lions Member and Glendi Board settled in this State. When one attends the Glendi Festival for
Chairman the first time, one experiences at once the meaning of a
Fil Galantomas Lions Member and Festival Chairmancommunity celebration.
1990 Tom Zafiris L'gﬂszgr']dem and Glendi Board The Glendi Festival provides the people of South Australia
Peter Angelos Festival Chairman with an opportunity to share in the traditional lifestyle of the
1991 Tom Zafiris Lions Member and Glendi Board Greek community—to share the music, dances, songs, foods
Vince Mattali FCP:_airPCar? _ and wines, and to experience something of that Zorba-like
Ince Mattaliano estival Chairman ) feeling for life, love and fun that is created when members of
1992 Arthur Kontopoulos L'&?asim%rnber and GlendiBoard 4,0 5reek community get together for a celebration and to
Nick Hodge Lions Member and Festival Chairman €njoy themselves.
1993 Tom Vartzokas L(i?r?s_Member and Glendi Board In offering my congratulations to the festival organisers
. _Lhairman _ _ and sponsors, | pay a special tribute to Mr George Kavaleros,
Nick Hodge Lions Member and Festival Chairman : : - -
1994 Tom Vartzokas Lions Member and Glendi Board the Chairman of the Glen_d| Festival for 1998, together with
Chairman all members of the Glendi board and the team of volunteers
Peter Photakis Festival Chairman for their outstanding contribution to the ongoing success of

1995 Tom Vartzokas Lions Member, Glendi Board Chair- the Glendi Festival. | support the motion.
man and Glendi Festival Chairman

1996 Tom Vartzokas Lions Member, Glendi Board . ; ;
Chairman and Festival Chairman The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: | take this opportunity to

1997 Jim Tsagouris Lions Member and Glendi Board  Place on record my thanks to the Hon. Nick Xenophon and
Chairman the Hon. Julian Stefani for their endorsement of and contribu-

1998 George Kavaleros Lions Member and Glendi Board  tjon to this motion. The celebration and exposition of all
Chairman things Hellenic has an important place in our South Aus-

The Hon. J.F. STEFANL: | should like to say a few tralian calendar of events. The overwhelming majority of

words about the celebration of the Glendi Festival whichGreek Australians enrich this nation by their contribution to

through the support of many sponsors and the untiring effortsur society. At this time in our history, in particular, it is

of its organisers, has become one of the most successfighportant to reaffirm such contributions and to place such

festivals in South Australia. The Glendi Festival has earneghclusive successes on record. Again, | extend my congratula-

recognition as one of the most significant events in ourions to the board, committee members and, in particular, the

multicultural festival calendar and is a celebration of ourChairman, Mr George Kavaleros, and Mr Peter Louca, the

diversity. It has become one of the brightest attractions irCoordinator of Glendi 98, for their achievements. My best

South Australia’s annual calendar of festivals and celebrawishes for an exciting Glendi 99, and | wish all future Glendi

tions. Festivals every success.

The Glendi Festival is more than a Greek festival. Itisa Motion carried.

festival for the whole community. Glendi is a good example

of the way in which the South Australian Greek community PROSTITUTION BILL

is contributing to and enriching the lives of all South

Australians. Whether it be food, music, dancing or the artand Adjourned debate on second reading.

cultural exhibitions that are an integral part of the Glendi  (Continued from 25 March. Page 639.)

Festival, the success of the festival is an endorsement of the

positive way in which the community of South Australiahas The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | support the Bill introduced

come to enjoy and share in the rich cultural experienceby the Hon. Terry Cameron. | want to paint a fairly wide

traditions, music and hospitality of the South Australiancanvas to explain my support and, to do that, it might appear

Greek community. to members that | am not speaking to the substance of the
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Bill, but as | draw the threads of my contribution together (Iwhat is happening now or yesterday but of what this can do
hope with the tolerance of other members), they will see thén respect of tomorrow if, in fact, we do not sooner or later
rationale that underpins my decision to support the Camerograpple with the facts of life that prostitution is upon us and
proposition, and | use that expression sparingly. always has been upon us. However, today there are other

A history of times when people of religious zeal havereasons of some considerable substance why we should be
opposed particular things is on record for us to look at andlealing with the subject matter and not remain with our heads
learn from. A piece of that history in recent times was theburied in the sand of the past five or six decades.

passing of the Volstead Act, which prohibited liquor in two  There is no doubt in my mind or indeed in the mind of any
thirds of the then States of the United States, and it was gane rationalist who appraises the history of the 1920s and
federal Iayv that remained extant for 13 years. To understangh30s that the Volstead Act, during its 13 years of existence
how the history of that law developed, one has to go back t¢ the United States, of its own volition entrenched organised
the period just after the American Civil War, when a lot of crime in the United States to such an extent that they cannot
people in the States that had been devastated in the souflen deal with it to this day. It is said that organised crime in
determined that they would migrate to wider pastures in thghe United States is the second biggest industry after the
uninhabited and fertile areas of the United States. They werg overnment in the whole of the United States. | do not need
mOStly from the 0|d, Confederate southern States and, as QB tell members how many murders have been Commi[[ed’
members know, those people were mainly white, Angloow many young people have been induced to drug taking
Saxon and Protestant—the WASP syndrome. They wergnd all sorts of nefarious activities because that evil cartel of
amongst the original settlers of the United States of Americghe Mafia exists in the United States and elsewhere—an
It was the State of Kansas that was first settled by peoplgrganisation whose levels of existence today was made
of that hue in the late 1860s and 1870s after the civil war ha@ossible by the actions of well-intentioned people when they
finished. | would have to describe those people as piougould not obviously foresee what the upshot of the introduc-
hard-working, Protestant evangelicals. They settled in th@on of the Volstead Act would be and do to the United States.
State of Kansas, which was very fertile and was part of theytherwise, | am sure that these same people would have
midwestern belt of the United States’ prairie land, andhought twice prior to doing what they did during that time.
because of their work ethics—their hard work and everything  +14re is of course a second area that we can look at to see

else—they succeeded to a great extent in developing thgf, o happens when people, however well-intentioned, say
State and bringing it to the fruition of riches that it still enjoys they fight against decriminalising or making legal particular

to this present day. spects of our society today, and that is in the area of drugs.
But it was in Kansas that the move towards the Volsteaq |- e 1o doubt that the Medelin cartel in Colombia. and

- " . ri1i11deed other cartels (although the Medelin one was the

tShtatf\e/s lthtat, gf/tAh?r OW“.V?I'“C?”' dgtel”t?:nid go go dry beforgq o nner and the biggest with respect to organised drugs),
Ke oIS ead K ct was ('jn r(')d uo(l:? : dm : rfggmmemory, e their very existence to the fact that in the Western world
ansas and mansans decided to go ary in » SOME KYme people, mostly religious but not all of a religious note,

years or so prior to the introduction of the Volstead Act. Thedetermined that it was morally wrong in respect to decimi-
drive for that dry State—that ban on alcohol in Kansas_nalising certain drugs—not all drugs—and making them
arose in the main from the Women'’s Christian Temperanc?egw

Union, which in fact was founded at or about that time in the | ao not need to tell this Chamber that within my own

United States, and they believed that they were right—n iiv th b q q
doubt about it. Their hearts were in the right places but th imily there was a bereavement due to drugs. So | am no
iend, I make it clear, of those who peddle drugs. But when

fallout from the movement that they started in Kansas had t .

be seen to be believed—and I will arrive at that position’V® 9° after the people who do that we have a propensity and
directly—because there is no doubt that that was the impetlrsn inclination to catch only the smaller fish, whereas the
and driving force of the Volstead Act. arger fish in the main remain absolutely untouched.

The Volstead Act was a Federal Act which was got | am mindful of the patriarch of the Kennedy family,
through the American Federal Parliament with great diffi-Joseph Kennedy, who, during the years of prohibition,
culty, given that the States had just fought a war over théucceeded so well in his capacity for supplying hard liquors
independence of the States, the centralists versus the federdat they built the Kennedy family fortune, which is very
ists, if you like. Nonetheless, they got it through. It then wasconsiderable, on the back of the Volstead Act. They were not
made by the lawyer who drove the reaching out for the¢he only people who had high connections in Government
\olstead Act, who decided to stay in the background and wh#ho did that. None of them—and it is a darn disgrace—were
was not even the president of the organisations that ha@ver touched in relation to the part they played relative to that
banded together by this time to advance the Volstead Act iRosition in the 1920s and 1930s in the United States.
respect to States of America being made dry. He was a The Medelin cartel has so much money that it is frighten-
lawyer, and what he succeeded in doing was turning what hadg; it has so much money invested in nations that the
been a religious question into a political one. Governments of those nations cannot touch them in case they

Of course, many parliamentarians, both Democrats andithdraw their money electronically and shift it elsewhere,
Republicans, decided that for their own safety they wouldeaving poverty and levels of unemployment in their wake.
lend their support to Democrat or Republican candidated,have seen a film taken by the FBI and put on public display
contingent on how those candidates were going to vote ihere they had found a room, just one of the many Medelin
respect of prohibition. caches, about 24ft square, stacked from floor to ceiling with

We see that today in society. We see that with the Festiva100 notes. One can imagine how tempted are our people in
of Light, who publish a journal. No doubt my name will be authoritative power—police, the judiciary, and men and
in it next time; | will be disappointed if is not. But | would women in parliamentary office—by the amount of money that
appeal to those people—they mean well—to think not just ofs generated by organised crime and drug trafficking.
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One has only to go back to the 1920s and 1930s in thbehind backs and behind closed doors with the blinds drawn,
United States to see that a few people in high office weravhilst at the same time we provide outlets, if you like, for
caught out and were summarily dealt with generally by theyoung people who are hooked on drugs and who sell their
gangsters themselves who had them executed in order to stbpdies in brothels in an attempt to feed their drug habit.
them singing and spilling the beans. We also understand that the passing of AIDS from one

The same thing applies with drugs today. The Presiderftuman being to another is, to a large percentage, very much
of Guatemala, | believe—and | think they call him ‘old due to the utilisation of dirty hypodermic needles. AIDS used
pineapple face’, because of his pock-marked face—is nowo be thought to be a complaint of male homosexuals solely,
serving time in a United States penitentiary, never to bdut as our scientists have explored AIDS over the past 15 or
released, because of his activities in the field of drugs. It ha80 years they have found that it can be passed on by hetero-
been said—and | believe proved—that the CIA, at the timesexual activity and that it can be passed on in all sorts of
of the American presence in Vietham during the war, wasvays. Yet we continue to allow brothels to operate illegally,
involved in using all its powers, and its access to air powewithout any checks or balances being imposed by society as
and everything else, to transport and sell drugs so that it couldwhole in respect of young people selling themselves to feed
support some of the clandestine activities in which it washeir drug habit and in respect of people who have AIDS.
involved in Vietham. So, you have that much money floating No matter how careful the madam of the brothel is relative
around generated by illegal activity, but everyone gives a notb the utilisation of condoms for safe sex, one cannot have
and a wink to it, because they can be bought—and that is theafe sex, in relation to AIDS, by the utilisation of condoms.
unfortunate thing about human society; some can be boughthat might have been all right for some of the other venereal

| have talked about America and the money there that wadiseases, such as gonorrhoea and syphilis, but a recent test
used to buy power and influence, but let us look much closenas shown that condoms are 95 per cent safe and 5 per cent
to home: let us look at the inquiries into the New South Walesinsafe, because of failings in the manufacture of the condom.
Police and the Queensland Police and see how much graft and The Hon. R.1. Lucas interjecting:
corruption there was there. As a result of the latest commis- The Hon. T. CROTHERS: You speak for yourself. We
sion in New South Wales, something like 100 police havealked about our young people. A recent survey carried out
been dismissed from the Police Force, and a similar situatioby, | believe, the National Union of Students, the peak
existed in Queensland. Sir Terence Lewis, the then Commisrganisation of university students in this nation, has revealed
sioner of Police, had his knighthood stripped from him bythat one in five university students are paying for their tuition
Buckingham Palace, and has just been released after servifegs by working casually and part-time in brothels. In other
seven or eight years in gaol. | believe that we are fortunatevords, they are semi-amateur: they are not the professional
in South Australia, in that we have a fairly honest Policeprostitute, who will at all times endeavour to look after
Force. But even South Australia is not free from the temptaherself. We have only to look at Thailand to see what happens
tion that such quantities of money can place in the way ofn the brothels there. Thailand has one of the quickest
serving police officers. We had the case of the head of thgrowing AIDS epidemics in the world, and it is still growing.
Drug Squad, who has recently been released (then Inspector | understand the church’s moral stand. But not all religious
Moyse) who was cultivating his own crop, apparently, andoeople are blinkered. | have received at least two letters from
was caught and did time for it. Our Police Force is fairly ministers of the cloth who have supported the proposi-
honest and, if | might take the opportunity to say so, probablyion.They wrote to me covertly and said that they support the
the most honest force in the whole of Australia. But, everproposition, subject to reasons which | found to be under-
there, temptation has ensnared its victims. standable. As well meaning as the churches are in taking the

A precied history of prostitution shows us that it has beermoral stand that they do, they are wrong, because they are
around ever since biblical times. The Jews, around whom theondemning generations of young people not to the servitude
biblical history is centred, stoned to death what they calleénd slavery of prostitution but to the servitude and slavery,
the harlots of the city; that was the penalty. The moralistas sure as if they picked up a gun and shot them, resulting in
would say that we have had it for a long time but it has nevethe death of many young people due to drug addiction and
been really legal. Of course it has been legal in some areadDS.
of the Continent for many years. But it has never been legal If we decriminalise prostitution, one of the things that
in any of the English speaking countries, so why worry aboumust happen is that all people working in brothels must be
it now? Apart from the reasons | have already outlined, wemedically tested. There can be no more casuals or no more
must understand that nothing changes like change itself. Wender-age girls and boys working as prostitutes in brothels
must understand that prostitution today is a different beastito feed their drug habit; that cannot happen. That is just how
from what it was 30 years ago, because the factors that haverong these church moralists are in respect of that matter,
a bearing on prostitution (both male and female) are drugand | make no bones about that whatsoever. As well meaning
and AIDS, which is now a fact of life in our community.  asthey are, they could not be more wrong. If we do not learn

At a seminar in America about a week ago, it was revealethe lessons from the Volstead Act and what it has done for
that researchers do not believe they can find a cure for AID8rganised crime, and if we do not learn the lessons in respect
at this time, and the best and only hope for dealing withof the absolutely horrendous global capacity of the Medelin
AIDS, as a killing disease, is to try to find a vaccine for it. As Columbian drug cartel and others, we are not worth a pinch
I said, nothing changes like change. Who would have thoughtf salt as members of the human race.

10 years ago that most, if not all, of the Australian Police | realise that this is a conscience vote, but | must say that,
Commissioners would have advocated the decriminalisatioim respect of my own political Party, the Labor Party, as well
of some drugs: who would have thought that could happen&s the Government Party, the Liberal Party, the issue of
But they now understand that it is not possible to deal withpolitical correctness and worrying about what will happen at
the problems that confront them in respect of prostitution, anthe ballot box will curtail the way some people might wish
even in respect of drugs, if we continue to allow it to happerto exercise freely their conscience. | have no doubt in my
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mind that, if people just use mental rationalism in respect ofuch, should be subject to the purview and overview of the
addressing this matter, then we would immediately legaliséuditor-General, but it is not.
brothels and decriminalise prostitution. If one of those foreign-owned companies determines that
It would be wrong of me, after castigating my own Partyit wants to set up another company in, say, Indonesia and
and the Party of the Government, the Liberal Party, not to sagnake that its head office and run its business from there, then
to the Democrats, ‘Well done’. The Democrats have stuck—what right has the Auditor-General to look at the people’s
not on moral grounds, not on pragmatic grounds and not oproperty for which it is responsible, albeit answerable to the
politically correct grounds—to their guns in respect of theGovernment? What right has the Auditor-General to look at
types of arguments that | hope | have advanced here todajre company’s books if it decides that it will relocate its head
I know that if a person is a rationalist in his or her own office in Jakarta? | am not casting any aspersions on the sale
mind—and the Hon. Mr Lucas will notice that | am looking of public assets, that is a separate matter: | am highlighting
at him; since he has become the Leader he is different—arttiat there is an absolutely desperate need for the Government,
I am looking at those people who are truly liberals, not justand then the Parliament, to look at the Auditor-General’s Act,
liberals because they hold a Party card, and not just Labavhether or not ETSA is sold, or whether anything else is sold.
liberals because they hold a Party card, but those people who There is an absolute need for this Government to look at
have sufficient courage to grasp a nettle—which, if we dahe Auditor-General’s Act to ensure that the Auditor-General,
not, will sting the human race to death—and ask them t®oth now and in the future, is endowed with a sufficiency of
exercise their conscience, not in a politically correct sense byfower that gives recognition to the asset sale in an enhanced
in a way which will enable us to bring prostitution and drugsand different capacity and to deal with those in the interests
under greater control than is currently the case. of the people. Jeff Kennett got so dirty on his Auditor-
The track record of the Democrats is, as | have saidGeneral in Victoria that he wanted to sack him. | do not
second to none in this matter. | have to say that because it ielieve that would happen here with either major political
true. Truth in this life is the best defence one will ever haveParty. There is a bit more decency here, on the part of both
relative to putting a point of view. | am no friend of peddlers Parties, than the way they play it in Victoria.
of drugs. | had a very close and personal bereavementin my The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Well said.
family which almost destroyed me. So | say to the Festival The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | am not saying that would
of Light that | am no friend of the people who peddle drugs.nappen here and | do not believe that it would but, neverthe-
I want to see the drug issue dealt with, but if we do not deajess jt may well be that Parties such as One Nation could get
with this issue of legalising and decriminalising prostitution yower in this State, and who is to say then what might happen
then we leave a very big loophole for the ongoing andq the Auditor-General. | believe that, when looking at this
continuing spread and usage of drugs amongst the younggiport, there is a case to be made for the Government to visit
people in our community. | am sorry | spoke at some lengthine whole of the Act and to bring down a series of recommen-
itis not like me. | commend the Cameron proposition to thisyations to this Parliament that will enable the Auditor-
Council. General to discharge the functions that are currently imposed
. upon him. Itis no accident that he is one of only a handful of
The Hon. R.R. ROBERTSsecured the adjournment of siatytory officers, including judges, the Auditor-General and

the debate. the Ombudsman, who can only be dismissed from office by
an address carried by both Houses of the Parliament. They are
AUDITOR-GENERAL'S REPORT there to serve the best interests of the people and, in my view,
) ) the best interests of the people will be served if we expand the
Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. R.I. Lucas: Act to give credence to his being able to deal with the type
That the report of the Auditor-General, 1996-97, be noted.  of public asset that now exists in the State, as opposed to
(Continued from 3 June. Page 840.) what existed, say, 15 years ago.

The Hon. T. CROTHERS: I rise to speak on this matter, __ 11€ Hon. SANDRA KANCK: I have just a few words
more briefly and, | hope, much less contentiously than for my© S&Y in response to this motion. The Parliament is really
previous contribution. | have been concerned for some timdebted to the Auditor-General, Mr Ken MacPherson. |

about the capacity of the Auditor-General to discharge hi§onsider that as a State we are very lucky to have a man of
functions in this State. | asked a question of the previouSUch high integrity in this position. For those of us who value

Government in respect of this matter several years ago arfystrong and inclusive democracy, the work undertaken by the

we have never visited, to my knowledge and remembrancé‘uditor-General in guiding this Parliament is invaluable. For

the Auditor-General's Act, if you like, since | have been here that reason, | find the Premier’s use of the Auditor-General

I might be wrong, but that has not happened to my know" promoting a particular ideology is really quite reprehen-

ledge. We may have done, perhaps once, but | am not supé!e. The Premier has been all but too eager to use the
about that. Auditor-General to promote his particular political point of

view. That led, | believe, to the Auditor-General’s being

What bothers me, and my Party did it too, is that every_ . . o
time we sell off an asset of th)i/s Sta%/e we diminish the pOW(g/FquUOted in the Government's first propaganda leaflet that

of the Auditor-General to bring down a report such as thiswﬁgtSt?cl)thlslrjArfsvt\)/ 2;23{’ iinvt\;trll(iacdh itEls?;f[gg'_ty Reform—Your
and it gets worse. My own Party leased power stations tg ’ )

some Japanese consortium. The present Liberal Government The Auditor-General’s latest annual report states that ETSA has
has sold off SA Water to a conglomeration of British andthe highest cost for delivering electricity of all Australian authorities.
French interests whilst retaining control of the water itself, This was brought to my attention by an ETSA employee who
soitis said. But my problem is that because the Governmentas querying what was stated as a fact. So | and my staff
retains control of the asset it is still a people’s asset and, agent through the Auditor-General’'s Report trying to find
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where that statement actually was made by the Auditortheir views from time to time. | am reminded of the time
General. We could not find it. | wrote to the Auditor-Generalwhen Mr Steve Condous was Lord Mayor of Adelaide. In a
and asked him where he said it. He wrote back and said thatedia interview some years ago, he made a passionate plea
he had not in fact said that and perhaps | should write to théor the preservation of the ducks on the River Torrens, but his
Treasurer to find out. | duly wrote to the Treasurer and hisview changed over time because of environmental conditions
response was that clearly there had been a mistake, that thed the state of the waterways on the Torrens. | well remem-
comment had been misassigned. | am still not clear from thdger the incident when the Lord Mayor arrived at the River
just who it should have been assigned to, but there certainljorrens for a press conference. | am told it is untrue that he
has been no indication of an apology from the Treasurer tborrowed a pith helmet from Con Polites. He arrived,
the Auditor-General for publicly misquoting him to that chauffer-driven from the Town Hall in his Mercedes Benz,
extent. to announce that he was going to cull the ducks on the River

I turn now to the Premier’s reference to the Auditor- Torrens. His assertion was that they were feral ducks. | would
General in his speech in Parliament in which he announcelike to consider them as multicultural—
the sale of ETSA and Optima. The Premier said: Members interjecting:

In December in his annual report the Auditor-General warnedus  The PRESIDENT: Order!
of the several and severe risks to South Australia in joining the The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: A culling program was
national market. necessary and Steve Condous maintains that he thought it was
Indeed, the Auditor-General did. He set those risks out oin the best interests of the native ducks. The effect on the
page A.3-24 of the report. The Premier then went on to sayducks was rather dramatic. | am told that those ducks died in

The Auditor-General sees that joining as owners as the sharehol@gony. In fact, they have only just started breeding again.
ers of Optima and ETSA leaves us exposed to massive risk. Every time a Mercedes Benz crosses that bridge, those ducks
In other words, another potential disaster of almost Stat8ead for the bulrushes! I believe that they are breeding again,
Bank dimensions if operators make the wrong decisions whe@nd | am sure all members, especially the Hon. Mr Elliott,
they are compelled to act entrepreneurially. However, it igvill be pleased about that. So, | think there is a need to look
important to put back on the public record what the Auditor-at the feral ducks and our native flora and fauna. On a serious
General actually did say, and this is it: note, | do believe that this emotional subject will be debated

The acceptance of corporate commercial risk by Governmentl.Qn_g and strong .bUt’ at the_ end O.f the day, we have to be
is unremarkable and a necessary consequence of Government-owri@fious about this. There is nothing more loved than the
enterprises operating in competitive environments. However, ikkangaroo, and we all agree that from time to time they need

accepting corporate commercial risks, Governments should ensut;? be controlled. | am not saying that some of the things—
that an appropriate control framework exists and is maintained an it ;

should undertake a due diligence process which ascertains the level The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Not W'th.a ShOtgl.m'

and guantum of risk involved. The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: Poisoning is not a very

The Premier needs to explain to South Australians how hgleasa'nt death, although | do admit to being somgwhqt jocular
bout it. But on occasion galahs are culled, native birds are

read those comments of the Auditor-General as leaving U3 led. and h I f time 10 time the highl
exposed to massive risk of potential State Bank dimension§Y''€Y, and we have all seen from tme 1o time the highly

The Premier has deliberately misinterpreted the Auditor-emon.onal pictures of injured birds as a result of duck
General’'s comments to push his particular ideological belie hooting. OF‘ occasion people go to extreme lengths and.put
that ETSA and Optima should be privatised. | am supportin hemselves in danger in their well-held passion for_preservmg
the motion and using this as an opportunity to put on th ucks. In fa}ct, there is o_nIy one way to go aboutit, and that
public record just exactly what the Auditor-General did say.IS an organlsed. professional program so that the needs Of. all
of our community can be met. The Australian Labor Party is

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES secured the adjourn- Certainly not saying that we ought to go and slaughter every

ment of the debate. duck that moves, but there ought to be proper controls on the
number of ducks that can be taken from time to time.
NATIONAL PARKS AND WILDLIFE (GAME As | understand it, the Department of Environment
BIRDS) AMENDMENT BILL actually looks at a list of criteria that says how many ducks
can be shot and when, and that is done against the back-
Adjourned debate on second reading. ground of the environmental circumstances, the proliferation
(Continued from 18 March. Page 543.) of ducks and, mainly, the seasonal conditions. On many

. ) o occasions | agree with the environmental motions put forward
The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: In line with the policies of by the Australian Democrats. Unfortunately, on this occasion
the Australian Labor Party, with which | totally agree, || do not.

indicate my opposition to this motion. The shooting of ducks
is a very emotional subject. For some reason, duck shooting The Hon. G. WEATHERILL: |was not going to speak
and whales seem to have the ear of an attentive public. It isn this topic until | rang someone who works in the area of
a very emotional matter, and the Australian Labor Partythe wetlands in the South-East. | do not have a gun, | do not
believes that, from time to time, wild birds, whether they bego duck shooting or anything like that, but I think that the
ducks or other species, do need to be kept under control. Theeople who do have been extremely responsible over the
policy we adhere to is one where we monitor the movemenyears. As the Hon. Ron Roberts said, when we had a drought
of ducks; we take into consideration environmental factorspn several occasions, these people cancelled the duck
weather conditions, and the amount of ducks available, anshooting. One thing that should be pointed out to members
we support a culling operation which actually provides sporis that the wetlands survive, believe it or not, through duck
and recreation for some people. shooters. In a bad year they raise something like $40 000. In
This is an emotional issue and people’s views change frora good year, when there are plenty of ducks around, they raise
time to time. | know of members of Parliament who change$100 000. That money is not paid in wages for the committee
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that runs the wetlands; that money is used to buy moreot think that an argument is helped—although Governments
wetlands. seem to specialise in this—by the gross exaggeration of what
If it were not for that revenue, we probably would not the Government is seeking to do. Itis certainly not helped by
have areas in which to shoot ducks. The wetlands survivthe level of divisiveness that the Government sought to
because of the shooters, and | thought | would make thamtroduce. It was both the political reasons of the Government
point, since | think it very important. We will not get the itself and the internal politics of the Liberal Party and,
Government to spend revenue on buying wetlands, but iperhaps, at least one aspiring Leader of the Liberal Party—
these people are prepared to go there when there are a lamgew expiring, but he was aspiring—that largely drove the
number of ducks in the area and they are prepared to sperdurse that was being taken.
that amount of money, then as far as | am concerned one How remarkably hypocritical it was to attack the MUA
thing cancels out the other. We are getting more wetlandsind its practices which, as | have said already, were not good,
which are absolutely magnificent, because the revenue It not at the same time ask questions about the practices of
coming from the duck shooters. the employers. We have in Australia what is essentially a
duopoly. In fact, many ports are a monopoly, a single
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY secured the adjournment of company or, as | said, sometimes two and rarely any more,
the debate. carving up the industry between them. So far as there have
been any deals on the waterfront, they have been as much of
WATERFRONT REFORM the making of P&O and Patrick as they have of the MUA.
. . ) The Government was taking on the union and seeking to
Adjourned depate on motion of Hon. T.G. Roberts: destroy it totally whilst giving a free ride to the other half of
That this Council condemns the Federal Liberal Government angh e equation, the monopolists and duopolists P&O and

the National Farmers Federation for their provocative approach t : . .
waterfront reforms in Australia, in particular— Patrick. The absolute hypocrisy of the Government in not

1. their support for current and past serving members of théackling the employers needs to be exposed.
Australian Defence Forces to participate in an ill-fated It also needs to be recognised that in many cases the
2. el supportfor the conepiracy entered ito between Patricf S0 for the lack of competitiveness was not the workers
" Stevedores and a National Farmers Federation front Compeu'ggemselves but the infrastructure within the ports, anq there
to establish a union busting stevedoring company at WebS @ great deal of doubt about whether or not sufficient
Dock, Victoria, _ investment was going into many of the ports. It does not
and calls on the Federal Government and the National Farmeggatter how efficient your workplace practices are: if you do

Federation to recognise that just and fairly negotiated settlemen ; ; _
between management, unions and the workers involved can achie%/%t have the best equipment and best practices more general

more in terms of productivity and improved labour relations, adb, then you cannot compete at the same level. However, the
witnessed by the achievements at the port of Adelaide, than the u§égovernment persistently oversimplified the arguments and
of the jackboot. it did so for its own purposes.
(Continued from 18 March. Page 546.) It is worth noting that in South Australia where Sealand
operates—and I think it is the only capital city where Sealand
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: |supportthe motion and note operates—it was achieving very high productivity and that
a similar motion on the Notice Paper, although | will not high productivity in South Australia probably reflects on the
speak to both of them. | intend to speak to the sentimerfact that the Government had spent some money on the port
contained within these two motions. | believe that the Federadnd also that this company had adopted different approaches
Government, in its handling of the waterfront, has beemwith their workers, that it had sought to work cooperatively
unnecessarily provocative and divisive. In fact, the divisivewith them to improve work rates, which it managed to
line that the Government has chosen to take on a range athieve. Again, that reflects positively on Sealand and
issues has been partly responsible for the genie that has besegatively on both P&O and Patrick. Just for the record, as
let out of the bag in Queensland at this stage, as the Goverhunderstand it, P&O Australia has 37.3 per cent of the total
ment has sought to take some genuine problems, then toarket; Patrick has 33.3 per cent; and BHP Stevedores,
exaggerate them, multiply by 10 and multiply again. And itlargely handling its own product, has 15 per cent. One can see
has done it all for very base political purposes. fairly quickly that that does not leave much for anyone else
There is no question that the Australian waterfront wasand again | suggest that it has been the practices within those
below average, below world’s best practice, nor that thereompanies as much as it has been the practices of the workers
was a need for improvement. But when we have debates, omoa the waterfront that have caused a significant problem.
needs some perspective. My understanding is that the cost of It was always my intention only to speak briefly to this
productivity increases that we can reasonably expect tmotion. It is a matter which is largely covered within the
achieve are about .1 per cent of total cost of imports. | knowrederal arena. However, it has an impact in South Australia
that .1 per cent can still matter, but it is important that thereand therefore we were certainly wanting to make a contribu-
be some perspective. It is worth noting that in bulk containetion. What comes of the current agreement will be interesting
terminals Australia is at or near world’s best practice alreadyto see. | cannot help but believe that one of the reasons the
and most of Australia’s important income earning exportsagreement was struck was not only because the MUA had
until relatively recently (and this will continue for some won in the courts but because there was a great deal of fear
years), agriculture and mineral exports, have been goingbout what else might happen in the courts in terms of
through those bulk terminals that are at world’s best practicgpotential conspiracy attempts to subvert the law of Australia
So far as there are difficulties, it has been happening morey some people in the political arena, in particular linked with
in the container terminals, and even then it has been som#ie Government. One cannot help but think that that focused
what uneven in that Burnie, Adelaide and Townsville havetheir thinking towards the end finally to resolve the process.
been achieving what could be described as high levels df appears at this stage at least that there has been a good
productivity compared with some of the other ports. But | dooutcome for Australia not just in terms of productivity in the
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ports but importantly a recognition that not only can thelt goes on to say:

Government argue that people have a right not to be a atthe same time, the past s the MUAS Achilles’ heel. While it
member of the union but just as importantly people have thaourishes the union’s will to survive, it ensures barriers to change
right to be a member of the union. that are just as formidable as any of those erected at the docks at the
That is something we entrenched in the workplace law§€'9ht of this bloody dispute.
in South Australia; that is, employers should have no poweNeither party comes to this dispute with clean hands.
to prevent people from becoming members of the uniondiowever, on balance, | support the motion because clearly
That is precisely what Patrick was trying to do and what théhere has been a great degree of subterfuge and duplicity on
Federal Government was assisting it in doing and that is ndhe part of Mr Corrigan and company and, to an extent, the
a good thing for the long-term health of the AustralianFederal Government. | hope that the dispute has been
workplace. With those words, | support the motion and alsgesolved in a manner that will be satisfactory to all parties and
indicate support for a later motion in the same subject aredor the benefit of Australia. | will not speak to the other
motion on this matter, but simply indicate my support for that
The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: | speak on this motion as well—again with a degree of reluctance.
because it is a matter of some contention. | understand a
division may well be called on this issue. It has been anissue The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | thank the Democrats and
of heated debate both in the community and on the docks-the Hon. Nick Xenophon for their contributions. The
and indeed in this Chamber some heated debates have takginments that were made were accurate: it was probably the
place on this issue. With a fair degree of reluctance, | indicatéost divisive action taken against any union in the past
that | support this motion. | say ‘reluctance’ because it seema5 years. People in the community were put into a position
that both parties do not have clean hands in this matter. Thef trying to search for the truth, which was very difficult to
MUA is not an ordinary union in a historical context and it find because the issue became so complex. What it did was
has been a union that has been fairly bloody minded send awarning signal and a wake up signal to many people
Notwithstanding that, clearly this union has been the subjedt the community that the workplace relations Bill brought
of a great deal of provocation over the past few months, aniih by the Commonwealth Government certainly had a lot of
whatever sympathy | had earlier for Mr Corrigan’s crusaddoopholes in it that allowed the employers to escape their
evaporated when it became apparent that he was not givirigsponsibilities in relation to industrial relations programs
the full story and was not telling the truth. when negotiating enterprise bargaining deals. Trade unions
| refer to the Australian Financial Reviewof 13 and certainly had their hands tied when they tried to take action
14 June, the weekend edition, which indicates that sworf! to negotiate a position in relation to protecting the interests
evidence Corrigan gave about the extent of his financia®f their membership.
involvement in Dubai before the Australian Industrial ~ The history of the MUA has been one of single-minded
Relations Court in February this year has been contradictegpllective activities supporting its industry and membership,
by affidavits that have been filed. It also refers to Mrand it is quite true that it has a reputation that is second to
Corrigan’s past, in terms of a report tabled in the Souttone in being able to do that. Of course it was one of the
Australian Parliament (this Parliament) in 1982 that found'€asons—probably the main reason—why the Government
Mr Corrigan and fellow BT Australia executives lied and singled it out as an example to other organisations and unions
invented sham transactions to cover up their role in a complethat, if you could attack and break the MUA, then all other
business deal. Notwithstanding that, | have some sympatHynions were on notice that their time was up in relation to
for those who want reform on the waterfront. | hope thet eir ability to protect the interests of their workers and

agreement that has been entered into will last. employees in any other industry.
It would be remiss of me not to mention something about .
the MUA. | refer to an article in théustralianof 23 June [Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.45 p.m.]

which refers to the MUA's history and Terrence Russell, the
Victorian secretary of the MUA who began working on the
docks some 30 years ago, remembers the late 1960s and

particular wharfie, a retired wharfie. There was a syste
whereby there was a ‘red-board day’ or a ‘seagulls day’ whe
retired wharfies could get some work. This particular wharfieV
was ignored by his colleagues because—and I will not quot¥/
the article because the language is unparliamentary—
scabbed in 1928, approximately 40 years previously. Th
Australiangoes on to say:

More than four decades later—

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: Although | have a whole
ack of material that | would have liked to read into
ansard | understand that we have the numbers, so | will
fake a number of points which need to be made publicly but
hich, particularly in this State, have not been reported
idely. I must pay some attention to the role that the media
ayed in the dispute. Only one paper nationally followed the

Ispute in all its detail, took some chances about what it
reported, made some predictions and spoke to a lot of the key
players who were not cited in the broad-brush approach that
was adopted by the print media in this State. A lot of the

The Hon. R.R. Roberts:What was wrong with that? electronic media was national but the print media in this
The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: Well, ifyou canjustlet State, being th@dvertiserin the main, did not report a lot of
me quote this briefly— the information that appeared in tiideekend Australiarthe
the bitter memories remained. While the wharfies’ legendary Federatydney Morning Heraldnd theAge
secretary Jim Healy pushed to have those who crossed the picket line TheAgepublished a list of features throughout the month
in 1928 readmitted to the union, the members never forgot those whef May, in particular, but not in the format that tAevertiser
scabbed. And they certainly never forgave. presented, that is, small, difficult to follow stories syndicated

Such memories are the lifeblood of the MUA's industrial culture.
An inner strength. They tell of past struggles, of strikes won and Iost(,)Ut of the Eastern States. TAgespoke to the key players

giving wharfies enormous pride in their past and a historical context?h0 had the information that was required to put the jigsaw
in which to place the bitter dispute with Patrick Stevedores. puzzle together. Information appeared in front of people on
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a daily basis in what could be regarded as a media digestible The average person in the street was trying to work out
form, that is, assessments were made but without substantifhether it was a dispute about productivity or whether the
ation in a lot of cases. In the early stages of the dispute, th@lant/equipment and the antiquated methods in some portsin
made it difficult for people to work out exactly what the which maritime services people were working were the
issues were in relation to this very complicated companyequivalent of what was operating in Belgium, Germany or the
structure, to begin with, who was right, who was wrong,American ports. The dispute turned people’s minds to how
whether it was a black and white issue of union power beind\ustralia sat internationally in terms of productivity. | talked
abused, or whether it was a case of employers using theio people who could tell me how many containers were
power against a union that had a history of industrial struggledischarged at particular wharves around Australia and at
It was hard to determine what were the real issues. wharves in Hamburg and Rotterdam. Most people were
Most of the emotional pictures that were seen involvednforming themselves in the early stages of the dispute to try
confrontation on the docks between dock workers and theiio keep abreast of what was happening.
supporters and, in the first instance, security guards. In the |live in a regional area of the State and came in for a little
history of industrial relations in Australia, we have never seemit of good natured stick from what one would call conserva-
security guards with weapons and dogs. It looked more likéive people. However, when talking to them seriously about
a scene from the old South Africa than Australia. In thewhat was happening, even though they were farmers and
deteriorating situation in the early stages of the dispute, itegionally based industrial workers and retirees, in the main
highlighted what a thin veil of democracy covers in mostmost of them said that, despite what Mr Corrigan and the
Western democracies, when capital is confronted by labouPatrick representatives had said on television, they were using
and labour does not give in to capital's demands, but thaa sledgehammer to crack a walnut and, regardless of the
comment might be too broad. issues, they should not have been using these bully-boy
Not all sections of capital supported the method of disputéactics but should have been sitting around a table, as occurs
resolution employed by the Corrigan side of the issue. A lotn most disputes between worker and employer representa-
of people in industry and in rural areas were supposedly beintyves, and negotiating to solve the problems—instead of, as
represented by the NFF’s view of the world and of how tol say, using those pre-independence South African methods
handle disputation on the docks. However, a lot of people didf negotiation.
not accept the methods that were used to confront the MUA The fact that the Maritime Union had signed agreements
in trying to get a settlement to what was regarded as a disputelating to productivity and wages just two to three months
not about wages, conditions or staffing levels but aboubefore the confrontation made it even harder for fair-minded
whether non-union members had the right to work alongsideeople to understand the new circumstances that had been
union members. created in that short time—between the signing-off of a two
In the early days the issues were not as clear-cut as thggear agreement and this heavy-handed attitude by this
became as the dispute unfolded. One does not expect sen@mpany—to try to bring about the changed circumstances,
representatives of major companies to be blatantly lookingomething which did not emerge in the negotiations that had
down television cameras, coming into lounge rooms angreceded the agreement.
telling lies to people who were trying to make up their mind | will not get to the position, as many of the key players
about whether or not there was a wrong way and a right waglid at the end of the dispute, of saying ‘We won,’ because,
to handle this problem. in the end, nobody won: Mr McGauchie did not win; and the
At the end of the day, the tactics used to try to break thé\ational Farmers Federation and its representatives did not
MUA and to force non-union labour onto the docks failed,win—and it will have to explain to its members how much
but not because of the actions of the employer-basethoney was spent in conjunction with Patrick Stevedores
organisations that were involved—and certainly organisationsying to break the MUA. Patrick Stevedores did not win; the
other than Mr Corrigan’'s company were involved. It was alsoGovernment came away very embarrassed; Mr Reith and
not through the efforts of the MUA, although it put up a goodMr Howard did not win; and the people of Australia generally
case and fought a long, hard struggle against the empingere not the winners.
building of the Corrigan forces on the docks to exclude its All one can say is that a lot of money was spent. Some
members from their legitimate work: it was probably thepeople have indicated that more than $20 million was spent
result of the international support that was gained by peopli this dispute, but | would say that that would be a conserva-
in other countries who have a history of working throughtive estimate and that much of the cost, particularly the
their differences in a democratic way. They made sure thatraining program for non-union members in Dubai, will never
if there was to be a forced labour situation with respect to thée aggregated. No-one will acknowledge being involved in
loading of vessels in Australia, they would not dischargethat process, and that makes it very hard to work out the
those vessels, because there are international norms as to heltvmate cost of the dispute to Australia and its exporters.
democracies handle disputation within maritime services. Thiemporters also paid a price, and they are what is regarded as
home of capital, the United States, certainly showed thannocent victims in industrial disputes. Some local importers
labour in that country gets far more respect than thevere caughtand could not get their goods off the Melbourne
Corrigans showed to its labour force in Australia. wharves, in particular to South Australia, during that dispute.
The American unions on the western seaboard were solid Working out the total loss is very difficult, but | would put
in their decision not to discharge any cargo loaded undethe cost of the dispute well above $20 million. As | said, we
duress on this side of the Pacific. This made it an interare back to where we started and back to where we should
national struggle, not just a local struggle, and threw intchave been in the first instance—that is, the parties sitting
jeopardy the plans of the Government in the first stages amaround a table, talking about their differences and agreeing
Patrick Stevedores’ efforts to prevent the MUA from beingon time frames for a settlement.
able to involve itself in its legitimate work. They did not  Traditionally in Australia and in most democracies, there
count on such an international reaction. is a starting point to a dispute, a middle process, which is the
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dispute, and, finally, a negotiated settlement. For some reasolemocracies have a very thin veil that we need to protect.
or other, whether it was greed or need, that situation wa¥here was certainly a challenge to that thin veil of democracy
bypassed. As | said, it could have been concluded fronduring those times, with the greedy stevedores and with a
statements that were well reported in Weekend Australian Government that wanted an issue in the lead-up to a Federal
and theAgethat the key players had more than the intentiorelection on union power and law and order—which generally
of productivity in mind when they started the dispute. follows a clash with militant unions—and a Government that

Fortunately, South Australia was in a position where oumwanted issues that would enhance its ability to win an
Port Adelaide and regional docks were exempt from theslection which it had been planning for some time. We had
dispute. There was some minor picketing and solidaritythe dubious spectacle of a Government, led by a Leader who
measures taken by the MUA here in conjunction with theshows no ability at all in terms of leadership strength as an
national body. Whistlestop tours were made by MUAiIndividual, trying to make other issues important and devise
officials into regional areas to explain to the regional pressways in which to artificially create issues that were going to
radio and television how they saw the dispute and to inforndivide Australia, and the best plan that it had was to create an
regional people that South Australians need not worry abourtificial dispute on the docks which, unfortunately, turned
what was happening on the Port Adelaide docks becausgound and bit it.

negotiations had commenced prior to the national di_spute As | said, the international support was probably one of
which exempted the stevedores here. Those MUA officialghe major factors that protected that thin democratic veil that
also explained that the small presence that Patricks had woulge have in Australia. That international solidarity around fair
notimpact on the wharves’ activities here. Patricks had ong|ay that Australians have protected in other countries over
stevedoring company here and instantly dismissed a numbgriong period of time came home to roost here. All the
of its wharf members, but that dispute was soaked up after thg,pport that our democratically elected union officials and
national dispute was settled. o _ membership have given to Indonesians to our north, to

I have been told that Patricks is now considering settingruggling democracies in Asia, to European countries when
up a stevedoring company in Adelaide, and why would it Nothey have been under attack by avaricious or greedy steve-
Itis a I_|cence to print money. The Na_tlonal Farmers _Federadores or shipping agents and shipping companies all came
tion did not consult its membership when it decided tohome to support Australian workers in their difficulties.

involy e itself with a mgjor stevedoring company. As | §aid Unfortunately, the backwash of a lot of the attacks that
previously, | am not quite sure what finance it made ava'labl%ccurred on the ,MUA has shown some other unscrupulous

to help Mr Corrigan with his struggle, but it is certainly one . -
of the losers in the battle. All the wharf labourers who Wereemployers that there is a new way, under the current indus

X A . trial relations agreements, to try to beat your work force into
gg:]neefgsk%rt?ﬁe:\rl'i:n'?/g;’\?greng:im'ssed and went without aMSubmission rather than capital working with labour to work
. i : A out a program where both capital and labour get a fair share
Itmay be that, in the final wash, those individuals may be n their returns. | referred the other day to a dispute in the

compensated, away from the glare of the spotlight, for th . . ;
outh-East in the meat industry. Had the wharf dispute been
struggle that they put up on behalf of the NFF to try to breaksuccessful, I am sure that it would have indicated to some

the MUA. But in public statements many of those members .
are recounting their bitterness towards the struggle in Whicﬂgnserupulous leaders of capital that you do not have to have

they had involved themselves, because they were the last rﬂ tlrgggftr?llj rgg'g?asr\slgséirp :r? j ebdeg? i(:]?cr)ngﬁﬁgicsgir;nnc'p&sr’
line for consideration in the whole process. They traine y Y

themselves up to a point where they were abie, if no mployees _ifthe cha_llenge is hard enough and if you are able
skilfully, at least in a capable way, or a manageable way, tgo hide behind taxation laws and corporate law and use the

discharge containers and load containers, and wharfies w urts to try to starve small union or.ganlsano.ns,_whlch are
. 8 under-financed, regionally-based union organisations whose

watched from outside said that they were reasonablynembers are thinlv soread and. in manv cases. poorlv led

equipped. But the productivity level of those National Yy sp ’ y » poorlyied.

Farmers Federation employees was not in any way at the Where capital needs to respect labour is not based on how
level of the MUA membership. Yet that was never a con-Strong labour is in being able to defend itself against unscru-
sideration, in terms of productivity, during the whole of the Pulous employers, but there should be a set of principles by
dispute. The number of accidents and the damage to plant a@hich industrial relations can be worked in this country
equipment is one of those costs and considerations that wiiirough mutual respect of each other’s position. If we do not
never be calculated in the final figure as to how much thig€t to a position very quickly, we will be put in a position
dispute cost. where there will be a class war, where capital and labour will
It is okay for me to stand up here and retrospectively b&lash.
critical of all the players in the whole of this process. For It is ironic that, over perhaps the past 20 years, large
those students of history in industrial relations, | refer to thesections of what | regard as fair-minded people in the Liberal
articles that appeared during that period of time—particularlyParty, the leaders of industry in the manufacturing sector and
the Weekend Australianf 9 and 10 May and'he Ageof  in the primary producers’ sector and the unions have been
Friday 8 May, which refers to the affidavits of some of the getting closer together and working out relationships whereby
key players, such as Mr Mike Wells, who signed a wholethey have been negotiating enterprise agreements all around
series of affidavits that involved people including Mr the country based on a mutual respect for each other’s
Howard, Mr Reith, Tim Fischer, Chris Corrigan and all the position and based on industrial democratic principles. We
players who made denials about their understanding of whahen saw this unscrupulous move by a small organisation
was happening at the time. headed by Chris Corrigan and supported by Federal Liberal
We can all see that a lot of mistakes were made and th&arty and National Party Government players in a desperate
a union-crushing exercise that such as that should nevenove to crush an organisation, and then show by bad
happen again. Australia is a democracy and, as | said, moskample that you do not have to have democratic organisa-
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tions within the workplace to bring about the changes that arbetween the capital and representatives of labour. It would do
required. well for all of us to look at the lessons that came out of this,

Enterprise bargaining has been going on in this country foto ensure that such a bitter dispute does not occur again.
some time. There was a move towards, | guess, a watering The Council divided on the motion:

down of some of the principles that had been developed in the AYES (9)

days under previous Labor Administrations. The move to Cameron, T. G. Crothers, T.

change the Labor industrial relations laws at a Common- Elliott, M. J. Gilfillan, I.

wealth level was clearly seen, but | do not believe that Holloway, P. Kanck, S. M.
anybody anticipated the method which the Commonwealth Roberts, R. R. Roberts, T. G. (teller)
would condone on the docks, which were at one stage of Xenophon, N.

major confrontation, where lives were to be put at risk. NOES (6)

As | say, | refer students of industrial relations, and Dawkins, J. S. L. Griffin, K. T.
anyone else who is interested in labour law, rather than Laidlaw, D. V. Lawson, R. D.
readingHansard to have a close look at my definition of Lucas, R. 1. (teller) Stefani, J. F.
what happened with regard to the rhetorical position. PAIR(S)

However, if they want the detail that is required to follow the Pickles, C. A. Davis, L. H.
dispute from day one, then | suggest they read those papers  Weatherill, G. Redford, A. J.
to which | referred earlier, particularly thage and the Zollo, C. Schaefer, C. V.
Weekend Australian Majority of 3 for the Ayes.

In summary, the dispute comm_ence(_j on3 December 1997 \otion thus carried.
when dozens of former and serving military personnel flew
to Dubai to train as wharfies and were dubbed as industrial REPUBLIC
mercenaries by the ALP and other unions. The dispute
finished, after a very torrid time, on 16 June, when employees Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. M.J. Elliott:
of the Producers and Consumers Stevedores, which is backed|. That Australia should become a republic with an Australian
by the National Farmers Federation, were retrenched argitizen as Head of State; and
most of its staff sent packing. Il. That the concurrence of the House of Assembly to this motion
In the final analysis many reforms did take place during’® redquested.
those negotiations. Many promises on both sides have beé which the Hon. Mr Stefani has moved the following
made to try to patch up the differences between both capit@mendment—
and labour to try to achieve a more efficient and effective 1. Leave out all words after ‘That' and insert the following:
work force on the docks, but such a dispute sets back ‘this Council congratulates the Federal Liberal Government for

industrial relations and trust considerably. It has probablfrgﬂr‘iiir?gtggﬁosv?r?g‘gtféifg?;']guom”‘{grgéoﬁéld in 1999 and, if passed

given a fillip to the trade union movement in recruitmenty,, e required majority, this Council is of the opinion that Australia
terms. The dispute has probably made many workers ishould become a republic with an Australian citizen as Head of State;

industries, who are building up relationships between theignd’
employers and union organisations, very nervous. | suspect (Continued from 27 May. Page 772.)
that it has turned the industrial relation’s clock back at least
75 years. It was not a motion that | moved lightly, but  The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: | support the motion and
certainly | moved it at a time—just after the Dubai affair andcommend the Hon. Mike Elliott for putting this motion before
the acceleration of the dispute a little later—to try to bring tothis Chamber. It is a matter that ought to be considered in the
the attention of people in this State what was happeningontext of what occurred at the Constitutional Convention
interstate. earlier this year. It is a matter that cannot be ignored in the
It was also done to serve notice to people that it can beense that, if there is a referendum, and if the motion for
done differently. The South Australian model could haveAustralia to be a republic is passed, clearly there will have to
been used by Patricks and other stevedoring companies. The changes at a State level on this issue.
MUA had negotiated principled positions across the table in  In terms of the Constitutional Convention, or ConCon as
relation to productivity. The State Government was involvedt has affectionately been called, | will express some degree
in some of those negotiations and it played a respectable rolef disappointment, despite the bonhomie, tears and hugs at
The key union representing the Manufacturing Union and théhe end of the conference. | was disappointed with the
Vehicle Builders Union drew up a negotiated position whichoutcome in the sense that | felt there could have been greater
included exemptions for any troubles on the wharves so thacope to look at our constitutional system, our system of
exports could be maintained. They are the sorts of gains argbvernment, in the sense that the options before it appeared
benefits given to what would be regarded as a legitimaté be quite narrow. The proposition that there be a directly
employer organisation that is genuinely interested in sharinglected President, which was the subject of a lot of impas-
an industrial scene. | am sure that the national MUA organissioned support early on, was never tenable. If we continue
ers will find it very difficult for a very long time to negotiate with our Westminster system, the concept of having a
with the Patrick employers in a way in which P&O and otherpopularly elected President to compete with the powers of
stevedores in the industry perhaps would have. Prime Minister and Cabinet seems something that is unten-
| thank members for their contributions and the Democratable.
for their indicated support. As | said, | believe that, hopefully, | would have liked to see some degree of debate on our
people will have learnt the lessons from that dispute. Thexisting parliamentary system, the effectiveness of our
trade unions and those people who have supported tradeirrent Westminster system, and the separation of the
unions as a democratic body for a long time realise that thefgxecutive and Legislature which seems to have been blurred
need to exist in free and democratic countries, to be a buffesver the years. Notwithstanding that, | think the outcome on
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balance was a satisfactory one although, when this matter Barliament went into recess. Anyone who listened to the
debated at a State level, | would like to think we could havaemarks of the Hon. Angus Redford would have been amazed
a broader debate on our system of government. at some of his assertions. | wondered where the Hon. Angus

In terms of the amendment moved by the Hon. Mr StefaniRedford gets his industrial credentials and his alleged vast
with all respect, despite my great regard for the honourablenowledge of stevedoring and matters seafaring. | found out.
member, | will not be supporting his amendments. | do not acquired a copy of th&order Watchwith a front page
believe they add anything to the motion of the Hon. Mrphotograph of the Hon. Angus Redford standing with a
Elliott. For that reason, | will be supporting simply the couple of cray fishermen on the jetty at Port MacDonnell
motion put by Mr Elliott and not the amendments put by Mr pointing out to sea, doing his Governor Hindmarsh imitation.
Stefani. That is the extent of his knowledge of industrial matters,

although | was told—

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK secured the adjournment  The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Did he have a nice feed of
of the debate. crayfish while he was at it?

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | heard that, when he was
spotted on the jetty, he threw the whale watchers into quite
a frenzy. It was only when he put on his raincoat that he was
That this Council— attackgd .by an ivqry hunter. We could be humorous all night,

i;t this is a serious matter. We followed the court case

WATERFRONT MERCENARIES

Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. T.G. Roberts:

I. Condemns the Federal Liberal Government for fostering S
strike-breaking mercenary group of current and former servingnrough and followed the argy-bargy of the Minister for
members of the Australian Defence Force to undertake an oversebzdustrial Relations as he tried to whip up an issue in the
training program designed to allow those persons to scab ominds of Australians. As a person who frequents bars and
members of the Maritime Union of Australia, who may, in the future, j1har places of social gathering around the country, | can tell
be engaged in industrial action to defend not only themselves bL{ H Mr Reith and | h I.’ h
organised labour in general; and e Hon. Mr Reith anc anyone else w 0 wants to listen that

Il. Calls on the Federal Liberal Government to immediately Nobody in the bars said, ‘God, | am worried about those rorts
recall all current serving members of the Defence Force involved imlown on the wharf.” Nobody cared. It was like saying that
this program. people in the bars are saying, ‘We ought to have more speed

(Continued from 25 February. Page 437.) cameras.’ They are not. They are saying they are revenue

raisers. But Governments keep trying to beat up the issue.
~ The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS:In ising to make a contribu- e saw the disgraceful display of the Minister, no doubt
tion, I move: being fed the information by Mr Corrigan day after day,

That this motion be amended to delete paragraph I1. under parliamentary privilege in the Federal Parliament

The reason for that amendment is that events have overtakégnigrating the waterside workers of this country with the

it and it is no longer applicable. This item has been overruf@bscure and sometimes senseless examples of things that
a little by the contributions in respect of the motion carriedWent on on the wharf. We all know that from time to time in
earlier in the evening, again moved by my colleague the Hor{h€ workplace there will be a bad apple who will do some-
Terry Roberts in respect of the waterside workers. | do waniling wrong, but throughout this dispute the Government
to make some remarks about this remarkable event in th&ed to whip the public into a frenzy to make an issue. We
industrial history of our country. This was a dispute whichhad the ridiculous argument about container rates: the d|_spute
has now been proved to be driven by the Minister forWas all about container rates. | can assure members again that

Industrial Relations in the Federal Court, in collusion—and?€Ver, in any bar or any football club that I visited in South
that is the only word to be used—with one of our majorAustralla, did I hear anyone talking about container rates untll_
stevedoring companies. It smacks at the fundamentdl€y were beaten around the head by the news media of this
principle of all Australians that there ought to be a fair go,country that it was all about container rates.
you ought to look after your mates and, at least in the On the very day that Justice North brought down that now
industrial field as we knew it in the past, there ought to béamous decision, half way through the dispute, | was driving
consultation, compromise and adjustment in the industriah my motor vehicle and listening to the radio. There was a
area which would provide a stable environment for all ourreport on the ABC about 6 o’clock that evening about
workers and their families. container rates, and an independent business analysis known

The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting: as the Durie report reporting that day on container rates.

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: We will come to that These people were commissioned for investors overseas
interjection later. The Minister has just interjected and againinterested in investing in the stevedoring companies in
as speakers have tried to do throughout this debate, they wastralia. Part of their findings were that the benchmark for
to sheet the blame for this dispute back to the MUA. | do no€ontainer rate movements was about 19.1 containers an hour,
know where the Minister has been for the last few weeks, bund by virtue of the extensive independent business analysis
her assertion has been blown out of the water where it hate were at 18.5, not too far from the container rates that were
been proved conclusively that the Hon. Peter Reith has mislegccepted as the benchmarks.
the Parliament and lied to the public of Australia, as has Mr  But if one looks at the history of this dispute, we know
Corrigan, on his own admission that he lied. It is not the firstwhat it was all about: it was all about kicking the maritime
time Mr Corrigan has been caught out in the industrial fieldunion and sacking the union workers. On that issue of
at the same game, as was pointed out by the Hon. Nickontainer rates, | am advised that Tim Blood, Container
Xenophon this afternoon. Business Manager of P&O Victoria, explained in an industry

I do not need to go over again this dispute as it unfoldedmagazineContainerisation Internationaln January 1998
but it was my intention to go through the remarks made byhow such high crane rates were achieved in European
the Hon. Angus Redford in this debate some time ago beforeerminals. The article states:
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So he [Blood] asked the terminal manager why his brochurdind $4.5 million to get these people back to work.’ It was a
claimed a higher rate . ‘Because we lied, came the reply. Blood disgusting, one-sided dispute, and the Minister for Industrial
Iég%"gzr‘i",’s%é; All terminals are caught up in this absurd set ofpa|ations, instead of being even-handed and retiring graceful-

o ) ) ) ly and saying, ‘Listen: I've been done over at my own game,
Once again, we put aside the container rate. This was aboHgre is the $4.5 million, said, ‘Let the waterside workers find
getting rid of trade unions and crippling the MUA as a firstthe $4.5 million. They were absolutely dead right in every-
step in crippling the trade union movement. The following isthing they did, but let them find the $4.5 million. What we
illustrative of the Prime Minister’s involvement, when he wasggw was the disgrace whereby those workers had to go to
being interviewed o Current Affait The Patrick employ- work—remembering that they had been on the grass for six
ees were sacked because they were union members. Thispiseight weeks trying to fight for their jobs—and work for
an extract from channel 9'a Current Affair from an  nothing, and it is to their eternal credit that they did that and
interview that took place on 9 April 1998. Ray Martin said: got the wharves working again.

If it was about productivity, then why sack the waterfront | could go on for hours on this subject, but it looks as
workers in Adelaide and the productive ports? though the numbers are there for the motions. But | want to
To which John Howard said: touch on a couple of aspects. | remember when Donald
McGauchie, that poor old millionaire farmer who set up the
o . . PCS, was saying that he blamed the Federal Court for PCS’s
This is despite the fact that the Adelaide port and everyongemise after Justice Tony North ruled in late April that
else were working very well, with high container rates, if we p5trick reinstate the 1 400 unionised work force. | can
want to take that absurd argument, and the employees Weggmember him saying, ‘What are we going to do with our 250
working in a cooperative and businesslike way. But it wasygrkers? When did he ask the question, ‘What are we going
quite clear from the Prime Minister's statement, right fromq 4o with these 1 400 men and their families?’ Where was

the top, that this was about getting rid of the ynion. Anothegpe sympathy that was required then? No, they were happy
disgrace that falls on the head of Peter Reith is that he sackeg ¢'in and sack the waterside workers.

those 1 400 workers at Easter and brought in the scabs. The again, | refer to an article in thadvertiserof Wednesday

MUA has been accused of all sorts of things, but the MUA17 jyne titled ‘War and Peace’ written by Ms Carmel Egan.

showed (as | predicted on 26 May this year) that it was muckshe ta1ks about winners and losers—and | will return shortly
smarter than the employers and this Government and, i that subject. In this article she says:

partlpular, the Hon. Peter Reith, Minister for Industrial Yesterday the PCS sacked its 350 workers. These are the battlers
relations. who genuinely believed that they were putting their lives on the line
If ever there was an illegitimate Minister for Industrial for a job when they crossed hostile MUA picket lines.
Relations, it is this bloke. Instead of trying to resolve thepmembers would think that they were the heroes. These were
dispute, he promoted it. The waterside workers tell me thahe people who were scabbing on their fellow Australians,
he s an illegitimate Minister for Industrial Relations in every taking the bread and butter out of 1 400 families’ mouths—
sense of the word. | would like to agree with that, but itang they say they are the battlers! The article further says:
would be unparllamentary. He was promoting this dispute. While the unionists’ redundancies will be paid from the Federal
We saw the waterside workers when they were under attagovernment's $215 million coffer, the NFF says it can afford to pay
and their workers were sacked. What was the spectacle thie former PCS employees only $5 000 each—on condition they sign
Australians woke up to see the day after? We saw that th&confidentiality agreement not to talk to the press.
waterside workers undertook the lawful process to get amrhat is what you get when you scab on your mates and sign
injunction to save their jobs. What did the Minister for individual agreements to try to smash organised labour in
Industrial Relations and Mr Corrigan do? They ignored it. Australia. If they had any brains they would have joined the
We saw the disgraceful pictures on our television sets ofMUA.
Australians unfairly sacked, yet under the protection, you | make one other observation about these people. | heard
would have thought, of an injunction to say that they shouldanother contribution around the time of Justice North’s
have their jobs. We saw the police and people with batonsomment from a chap on the radio—I think he was one of the
keeping those workers back, and we had the security guardgabs—whose name was, | think, Steve Inovic, Greg Inovic
and police bringing the scabs in the back gate. My questiorgr something similar to that; | have no problem with the
and | am sure the question asked by all Australians, was: hoethnicity of anyone, but when they are a scab they are a scab,
come, when the injunction was there protecting the MUAwhatever nationality they are. He was asked, ‘How do you
workers, the scabs were being brought in? Why were they ndéel being called a scab?’ In reply, he said, ‘Look, | have been
kept out? Then the dispute went on further and further, andalled worse than that.’ | tell members that there is nothing
we saw the disgusting tactics of the employers. After thavorse than being a scab.
lawful protests that were taking place and the court action, in - The Hon. Nick Xenophon in his contribution on the other
every case when the wharfies won there was an injunction teotion mentioned how the waterside workers had remem-
stop them going back on the wharf. They were deprived obered a scab from 40 years past and he was surprised at that.
every occasion. They went right up the judicial ladder and inAny person with any modicum of decency will never forgive
every case they were frustrated. a scab, not even after they are dead—after they are dead they
It was not until they reached the full bench that theyare still scabs. Anyone who will take the food—the bread and
finally got an agreement. Then they still could not get backbutter—out of the mouths of a trade unionist and his family
And that introduced another interesting aspect for watcherafter that unionist has struggled for years to get decent
of industrial relations. Here we had the Government sayingworking conditions, and who then comes in and does not pay
‘We have $24 million dollars to sack the MUA, but as a resulthis dues is not worth worrying about.
of this bottom of the harbor scheme that has been perpetrated After Tony North made his comments, Mr McGauchie
by Corrigan in moving these pieces of paper round we cannaaid, ‘What are we going to do with our 250 work force?’ |

Well, they are all part of the one union.
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make no apology; | do not care what he does with them. | dof labour is the hope of Australia. That is what he did. | thank
not worry about them: | worry about the 1 400 workers andPeter Reith for this: he has done what we ourselves could not
their families. | am delighted to see that | was proven correctlo—because of rationalisation we could not combine the
when | pointed out to the Minister for Transport and the Hontrade union movement into as cohesive a force as we would
Mr Redford on 26 February that the waterside workers wouldhave liked, but Peter Reith has proved by this bad example
win because they were smarter. (not a good example) the worth of that and united the trade

As for the scabs, | suggest that they ought to be sterilisednion movement. One can only congratulate the MUA and
and sent back to the sewers where they belong. Better thdte ACTU because the conduct of the executive of the ACTU
they do not breed, because if there is one thing we do ndtas been exemplary. They would not be forced or intimidated
need in Australia it is the breaking down of the principles andnto doing unlawful acts, as people were hoping they would
that streak of decency that has been in all Australians up untilo. They did what they do best, with consultation, common
now. sense and application of the law.

| ask all members to support this motion and the amend- The final tragedy is that, as we wound this up, we had the
ment that | have suggested. One ought to be able to give thigyreement and everyone said, ‘Well, I'm going to sue you.’
greater credit but it has been handled in two motions, and tave have seen with this debacle of taking industrial relations
continue discussing this disgraceful situation only reflect$nto the common law courts. Mr Reith would say, ‘Our
further on the Minister for Industrial Relations in the Federalsystem actually works—see, it worked with the waterside
Government. | note that one person who will not lose out ofvorkers.” However, it worked only because of his incompe-
this will be the Minister. The scabs, the people of Australiatence. It was not the game plan. If you do not believe me, go
and the taxpayers will lose, because out of this deal betwedyack to the time when they rushed off and tried to appeal
Corrigan and Reith will be a big bill, but who will pay? It will Justice North’s decision. They thought the fix was in and,
not be Peter Reith or Mr Corrigan: all the Australian taxpay-after filibustering for a full day, they were kicked out
ers will pay for this miserable debacle. ungraciously and told that they did not have anything. We

If Mr Fells had been able to sniff out one issue when henow know that Corrigan was relying on his mate Reith to put
turned up at the picket lines to see whether there was going the fix, but it was not going to happen and it did not
to be any argy-bargy by the trade unions, does one think thieappen. At the end of the day, if we look at the scoreboard
waterside workers could have avoided their responsibility t@f winners and losers, itis 10 out of 10 for the MUA and one
pay their fines? Certainly not! They would have been draggetbr the Government.
through the courts, deregistered and dispossessed of their
hard earned funds. The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: | was not going to get into this

After the most disgraceful and despicable effort by anydebate but felt that | should just say a few words. | will put
Minister for Industrial Relations in this country, not only has a few facts on the record. It is true that the Labor Party’s
he not been sacked (and this is another black mark againattempt to reform the waterside workers conduct cost
John Howard; he has not done the right thing and remove#ustralian taxpayers $430 million. We all know that that
Mr Reith), but also Mr Reith says that these things would noachieved very little in the past. We all recognise that Aus-
have occurred had it not been for these people—and Hgalia as a nation was suffering substantial imposts because
wanted to praise these scabs again, saying that they had dasféhe way in which the waterside workers were conducting
awonderful job. Well, they did not do a wonderful job. They their business and performing their work. It is true that we
did about as good a job as he did—and that was despicableere a laughing stock at an international level on the delivery
Mr Reith also says that they take away from the job newof goods and services and that we were held in contempt in
skills and positive experiences. However, it is pretty positiveerms of the strikes that affected our performance as an
that if they did not learn that it is not a bloody good idea toexporting nation to other countries.
scab on their mates they are hard to teach. Through the unfortunate (and | emphasise ‘unfortunate’)

The deal that has now been struck between the watersig@nflict that occurred, some common ground has been found.
workers and Patrick Stevedoring was certainly capable ofhat common ground has been indeed an effort that has
being struck, anyway. Members need look only at the historfinally brought the parties together. Whilst these negotiations
of the MUA and the discussions with other stevedoringwere being finalised and before the peace negotiations were
companies. One of the best examples of this is Sealink at Pazbncluded, Mr Coombs departed for London. Obviously he
Adelaide. They have annualised wages and all these efficiemvas heading off to another place and, as far as he was
cies. They have had all the redundancies; it did not cost theoncerned, the matter was in somebody else’s hands, while
taxpayers anything, and it was all done by consultation, ndte took a first-class flight to London. That was his great
by confrontation. effort in this matter.

The Hon. Mr Reith is trying to dress up this debacle that | return to the reality of the negotiations. A great deal of
he has produced. Again, he is not even gracious enough &ffort went into the negotiations and finally some flexibility
say, ‘| have done arotten thing: | have been caught, and | amvas introduced for better provision for shift extensions of up
done.’ He is now trying to justify the unjustifiable by saying to four hours on day and evening shifts and two hours on
that these scabs, who, | might add, he has abandoned, havight shifts. There was also a one-man/one-machine agree-
done a good job and have created a situation that is quitaent, thereby reducing manning by 50 per cent to world’s
unique. The truth, quite frankly, is the opposite. He hadest practice. Also achieved in the negotiations was the
caused division and hatred between different groups. He hasntracting out of support services such as maintenance.
had families fighting families. This is the Australian way, There was the unfettered call on casual labour to deal with
according to Peter Reith— peaks and troughs that are characteristic of the stevedoring

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: He did one good thing. industry, and this will improve service to clients and reduce

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: It was family against costs. There was also an end to the overtime culture and
family—Yes, he did one good thing: he proved that the unityelimination of the double header.
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Also, there was an end to the complicated clerical ana lie and a half. Of his own volition, Corrigan admitted that,
allocation procedures, which were a contributing factor teand Reith could not get negotiations settled quickly enough
high costs, so this change of practice will reduce nonbetween Corrigan and the MUA in respect of having all
productive manning. Management will have greater flexibili-charges and court processes pursued. He knew that the union
ty in placing labour. There will no longer be a need to trackhad in its possession documents which he denied in Parlia-
earnings equalisation of wharfies—a major obstruction tanent he knew anything about. However, the date and time
efficient stevedoring. As a result of the negotiations there isvere annotated in his writing on the documents and that
an end to the restrictions caused by penalty rates. There witheant that he had seen them prior to the times he stood up in
be a change to non-continuous work in terminals, and thiParliament and said that he had no knowledge whatsoever
will end the excessive manning for meal breaks. There wilabout them. It is almosteja vufor me, when | think of the
be flexible starting times to save manpower and improvether damage that has been caused. How did the National
services to ship owners; and the receipt and delivery of teantsarmers Federation get involved?
to start at different times to ensure that employees are on An honourable member interjecting:
hand to receive and deliver cargo on a continuous basis, The Hon. T. CROTHERS: That is an interesting thought.
thereby putting a stop to excessive truck queuing. These afiehe Minister for Defence, who obviously had some involve-
the reforms that have been achieved through a great deal pfent in Dubai, was also President of the National Farmers
effort. Federation when the live sheep export dispute took place on

Some of these changes—and there are others which | wilur wharves. As a consequence of that, hundreds of rural jobs
not discuss—were endorsed in the Senate on 26 June. Thave been destroyed because processing abattoirs have closed
Labor Party and other major Parties did not refuse the&lown. We are now exporting about 6 million live sheep and
legislation because, if they had, the redundant wharfies would00 000 live head of cattle a year, and we are not processing
not have been paid. Whilst there has been a great deal dfem here because of the supposed necessity for halal
conflict and whilst a great deal of animosity has emanatedlaughtering. Little New Zealand stood to the task for three
from this dispute, some common sense has finally beeyears, refusing to export live sheep until the pressure that was
brought to bear and the issue of reform on our waterfront halseing put on its exporters by what Australia was prepared to
been addressed without penalising the workers. do was felt to the extent that they had to engage in live sheep

Basically, everyone has the right to work, but theexport, too. With those jobs we talk about value enhance-
community has the right to expect that the workplace is ament. What about the value enhancement that was lost there
efficient place where others who depend on a service ari@ Mr McLachlan’s own electorate of Barker? What about the
given the appropriate service at a cost that is competitive amabattoirs there that are closed or operating part-time? This

comparable to other countries. was the same man who as President of the NFF led the
dispute in respect of live sheep on our wharves.
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | was not going to speak in | find it a coincidence, indeed, that, given the fact of the

this debate but, having listened to the contribution from theMinister for Defence’s earlier role and given the Dubai
Hon. Mr Stefani, | want to set the record straight. Wheninvolvement, Darren McGauchie—I can pronounce his name;
Corrigan determined that he was going to dismiss his workinfortunately he has a bit of Celtic blood in him—as
force, he did not just dismiss workers in the ports of SydneyPresident of the NFF, without going to his members, spent
and Melbourne, where even the unions conceded that somsillions of dollars setting up a bogus company on the
matters had to be adjusted. It is on the record that Miwharves. When there was no further use for 400 or 500 of the
Coombs, who went back to his members with the recommeremployees they were automatically discharged, leading one
dations, could not convince those members. That is what thef them to observe that, if they had been members of a union,
Liberals are always telling us: we have to take things back t¢hat could not have been done to them.
the members. They say that the union executive cannot decide The NFF has members and has stood up for the man and
things, and they are right. But those members could not b&@oman on the land—as is its right—by way of fuel discount-
convinced. ing, Telstra and electricity subsidies, the whole bit. | do not
If I wanted to address the problem, | would not havebegrudge them that; it is proper that that should happen. Itis
sacked men who were, in the words of their employers, prettgroper that the NFF should pursue those matters for their
close to meeting world’s best practice. The workers at thenembers, because at the end of the day our farmers export
Port Adelaide wharves were dismissed, as were the workeghout 25 per cent of all Australian exports right across the
up in Townsville, the workers in the port of Darwin, the board, and that includes good and services—everything. |
workers in the port of Fremantle, and the workers in the portinderstand that that is the case, but | may be wrong.
of Burnie in Tasmania and in several other ports. Why would  The only losers out of this will be the Australian farmer,
| dismiss people who were discharging their functions avoth now and in the future, because the motto of the MUA
much as they could to the level of world’s best practice? Whys, ‘Lest we forget.” McGauchie knew that he could do that,
should | compare a port as busy as Antwerp, Singapore drecause he knew he was not going to run again as President
Hong Kong with our ports, which service 18 million people?of the NFF. Does it not seem strange that, in the live sheep
| used to be a crane driver, so | know what | am talkingexport, the then President of the NFF, the current Defence
about. There is double and triple handling to get at theMinister, led the charge? Does it not also seem odd that the
containers that are destined to come across our wharves. Tjust retired President, Don McGauchie, led the charge with
crane drivers might have to make three or four crane lifts taespect to the NFF? Whom did he consult? Did he go to his
get the one that is to come off. However, the crane lifts thamembers over the millions of dollars that were expended in
are made to get at the one that is to come off do not count irespect of setting up the bogus company on the wharves?
the number of units per hour, but they are lifts neverthelesertainly not. He does not have to; that is an employer’s
The Hon. Mr Stefani talked about facts, but as far as | amunion. It is not a question of, ‘Don’t do as we do’ but, for
concerned Corrigan’s and Reith’s definition of fact would besome people, a question of, ‘Do as we tell you.
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Peter Reith—that incorrigible man—has done untoldAustralia and my work with Sealand generally. | have great
damage to this State on at least two occasions. lan McLachlatifficulty in supporting the Hon. Peter Reith’s condemnation
has done untold damage here with live sheep export®f Sealand and what has been achieved in South Australia. |
particularly in his own electorate now where a number of thdeel strongly that one of the successes here is that we have
abattoirs have closed down, because, as | said, we abeen able to introduce competition amongst the operators on
exporting 6 million live sheep and 600 000 head of cattle ahe workfront. That is a key issue in terms of future work-
year. He is the same man who now stands up and says thalace reform in this country.
primary producers have to go for value adding. This is the | would like to place on the record my personal applause
same man who, when President, destroyed hundreds of rufalr Sealand, the Ports Corporation and the MUA in this
abattoirs workers’ jobs. instance for working through an arrangement that has seen

| do not have much more to say, but | know that Peteiproductivity increase, and considerable reforms have been
Reith could not get those cases out of the courts quicklpdopted under an agreement between the MUA and Patrick's.
enough, because the documentation that the MUA wak regret that, in other instances, in a more entrenched
holding, given to it by some farmer friends, was damning ofenvironment and the hardened industrial workplace that we
Mr Reith. John Howard will shortly be removed from the often find in Sydney and Melbourne, the MUA could not
leadership by Peter Costello. | was told five months ago thateach agreements that were accommodated earlier in South
with the unease that existed then in the Federal GovernmeAustralia.
camp over John Howard, Peter Reith had the numbers to o
displace him as Prime Minister. That is most certainly notthe The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | thank Minister for Trans--
case now. Peter Costello p|ayed avery cagey game during t|ﬁ)@l’t for her. contribution. In the pl‘_eVIOUS motion which is
whole of the waterside dispute. That is where | took my windgsimilar to this one (No. 17) | paid tribute to the Government
gauge from: | watched what Peter Costello was doing. It wa! this State and to the MUA negotiators and to the exporters

clear to me that his silence was golden in respect of wherr the way in which they carried out their responsibilities
right and wrong lay. regarding industrial relations: it is what we would like to see,

I will wind up on that note. The only damage that has beerind sell as a modell for Oth?r.s to look at. | know that, at a
done has been to the people of Australia. The grain farmerstate Igvel, the national oﬁ|C|aI§ made Tefefence to SQUth
begged and pleaded with us not to abrogate our agreemet'Stralia’s reforms and the way in which it was done during
with the men and women on the land. not to touch theitn€ discussions, and used it as an illustration as to best
product—and thank heavens that did lnot happen. That jractice in relation to gaining productivity deals and arrange-
where these ideological desperados such as Reith and oth&i€nts—that is, to talk to people and to work through your

of his ilk were leading us. They were taking us down the patHalrrangements so that practical people sitting around tables

where the only losers were the people of Australia, notVith industry knowledge can come to conclusions that are
the MUA. | hope that the Bureau of Statistics puts out arl'€90tiated, and that are fair and reasonable.

estimate of what this unnecessary dispute cost Australia. __nfortunately, as soon as you get people such as the Peter
canlons and the Peter Reiths of the world, who have agendas

We must remember that the waterside workers have mor%at have nothing to do with industrial relations but have
than halved their work force. The Hon. Mr Stefani said that 9

: ) . verything to do with personal power and ambition, the logic
money previously spent had been of no benefit. That is nogf any negotiated settlement goes out of the window. The

true. In 10 years they have more than halved their number, . ;
I will agree with anyone who says to me that there were Somggendas 'that are run thrqugh frqm people out§|de the ".19'“3“3’
nd outside the settled industrial relations climate mitigate

problems in Melbourne and Sydney, that the union tried A ainst any fair and reasonable settlement, because they are

address them but could not get its members to agree. But w here for fai I |
sack the wharfies in the ports where there were no problem ot there for fair and reasonable settlements on returns about

where employees were given a pat on the shoulder? The On&oductlwty and about fair and reasonable wages and
I

reason for that is the one given by the Prime Minister himse rl]gliﬂho'gsc.ase nfortunatelv. it was not in their interests to
in an interview where he said: : » U u Y, W ' "'t

 get a settlement that was fair and reasonable and done in a

Well, I guess they were sacked because they were uniofyiet and reasonable manner. In relation to training people in
members. Dubai in semi-military practices, | only hope that no-one of
That is an absolute breach of international labour law, athe ilk of the Scanlons and the Corrigans, etc., who were
absolute breach of ethical principle, and an absolute breaghvolving themselves in these sorts of paramilitary arrange-
of the Prime Minister’s promise that no worker would suffer. ments and deals, ever get into a position to be able to practise
There is an ongoing continuance of that which may well behose sorts of industrial relations again.
the subject of further debate on another matter in this place. | pay tribute—as have other honourable members—to the

I commend the proposition to the Council. negotiators on the side of the ACTU and the MUA negotia-
o tors—John Coombes, etc.—who put in tireless hours. | spoke
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW (Minister for Transport to negotiators from the national office on the local wharves

and Urban Planning): In his absence, | have been asked bywho were giving report-backs, and they could hardly keep
the Leader of the Government in the Council to indicate thatheir eyes open while they spoke. The National Secretary and
the Government's views on this matter were outlined in termsghe State Secretary of the MUA and others who involved
of a similar motion on this subject (No. 17 on the Noticethemselves in trying to keep the negotiations alive and trying
Paper). On that occasion, the Government called for & calm and pacify other branches of the MUA and prevent
division, but it does not intend to do so on this occasionthem from taking a more militant step, and who assisted and
However, it certainly opposes the motion. supported in solidarity for their membership, calmed the
| would like to add a few of my earlier reflections as waters that could have been inflamed—
Minister for Transport on the reform of the ports in South  The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting:



922 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Wednesday 1 July 1998

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: That is right. There was a lot doubt exists as to the extent of consideration given to the Croydon
of transport diverted to Adelaide. Hopefully, that will be long minority report;

; ; II. Acknowledges the significant campaign by the Croydon
term, because | believe that a lot of exporters and ImporterI§rimary School Council and parents and friends to save the school

might look at Adelaide as a more permanent home for— 5. advance the educational opportunities of their children; and
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw: And reliable. Ill.  Condemns the Minister for Education, Children’s Services
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: And reliable—for exporting.  and Training for closing the Croydon Primary School.
So, we may be one of the winners long term if those com- (Continued from 26 March. Page 693.)
panies want to have a look at a very efficient and effective
port for export. A lot of fair-minded and reasonable people The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Treasurer): | trust that this will
involved themselves, including the courts. The interlocutoryoe the last motion on the Croydon Primary School that this
injunction that was granted by the courts showed that therBarliament will need to vote on. It seems a touch ironic that
were some fair and reasonable people adjudicating arftere we are in the second half of 1998 yet we are still
interpreting the law on behalf of the MUA in that difficult debating a motion on a decision which was taken almost two
position, and there were other fair and reasonable people whygars ago. Given that the motion is before us and that the
came out of that dispute. | would have included the memberslon. Carolyn Pickles, albeit that she, too, has moved on to
opposite in that—and | thank the Minister for her contribu-a new portfolio, is intent on continuing with the motion,
tion—if only they had not voted against the motion: | could obviously | will have to take the opportunity to respond to
not understand that. But, | do understand how State brancheeme of the statements and comments that have been made.
are subject to national branch disciplines, and | suspect thady first point in relation to the closure of Croydon Primary
that may have had something to do with this State branch déchool is a personal judgment about how the parents of
the Liberal Party, being the Government, voting as it did. ICroydon Primary School were ill-advised. They found
cannot understand why it had to highlight the division on &hemselves being used in a political campaign by Janet Giles
previous motion by separating out those who were supportingnd the heavies from the Institute of Teachers.
and those who were against, if only to highlight the factthat The Hon. T.G. Roberts: That is a huge tribute to Janet.
one member who may have joined its ranks disappointed it The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: No. If the parents from the
and joined ours. Itis up to those readidgnsardto find out ~ school genuinely wanted—as | am sure many of them did—to
who that was. put a case to the Premier and the Government about the
| am sure that the media is not interested in the outcomelosure of the school, they would have been better advised
of this motion: it has not shown too much interest in thenot to have got themselves so closely linked tdeafacto
whole of the dispute when compared with the Victorian andParty political campaign led by Janet Giles, given her
New South Wales press, but that may be because we did na@bsolute hatred for anything to do with John Olsen, Rob
have the excesses, as the Minister said, of the divisions withinucas or, indeed, the Liberal Government. | have said on a
this State as the others had. There was certainly a thirst feumber of occasions, and | say again, that | waited four years
knowledge which | do not think was carried here sufficientlyto hear Janet Giles say one positive thing about either John

for us to be able to make assessments. Olsen, the Minister for Education or the Liberal Government
The Hon. Diana Laidlaw interjecting: and, after those four years, | am still waiting.
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: That’s right. One of the | come from the school of thought that says no matter

problems with industrial relations in those ports of Sydneywhat Government one talks about there is no Government so
and Melbourne is that it is a hardened industrial relation@wful and there is no member of Parliament so terrible that
scene. Itis a bit like the building industry: the conditions andthey cannot do one positive thing in four years of Govern-
the pressures under which people work generally make for@ent. | can even think of positive things that the Hon. Paul
more case hardened industrial relations scene than it doeslitplloway has done in his time in the Parliament. If I think
some of the more relaxed ports like Fremantle and Pownery seriously, | can even recall some positive things that
Adelaide and some regional ports. the Hon. Terry Roberts has done, and | am not referring to the
The relationships between stevedores and the MUA i#cidentin the front bar of the Somerset Hotel. | will not raise
difficult to upset because there are personal relationshig§ose particular circumstances. As | said, it is a school of
between the stevedoring companies and the MUA. It ighought, and perhaps it is a weakness of mine, but | believe
probably a good example that Patrick and others ought téhat all politicians, indeed, even the Democrats—and the
look for, that is, to humanise industrial relations instead offon. Sandra Kanck is present this evening—can find
dehumanising them and accommodating the lowest commdiPmething their opponents have done that is good during their
denominator by introducing third world methods of industrial political career.
disputation handling. | thank all members for their contribu-  The Hon. Sandra Kanck: Would you like to name what
tion. As everyone has indicated, the motion has the suppoitis that I have done?

of the Council and will be carried. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am sure there is a list, but | will
Amendment carried; motion as amended carried. not be diverted by the Hon. Sandra Kanck on this occasion.
| was saying kind things about the Hon. Sandra Kanck and
CROYDON PRIMARY SCHOOL other members in this Chamber. My point is that it does the

cause for which you are fighting no good, and this was the
Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. Carolyn Pickles: major error committed by Janet Giles. It does your cause no
That this Council— good if you are so blatantly political and Party political. As
I Calls on the Minister for Education, Children’s Services and| said, the cause of the parents of the Croydon Primary

Training to acknowledge criticisms by the Ombudsman that the finay i

report to the Minister of the Upper West School Cluster Review didSChom- WE}; r,:cj]t asflét-?d by the nature and shape of the
not reflect dissenting views, that documents presented to the Ministc@Mpaign that Janet Liies ran. . .
contained inaccuracies, that the Co-Chairs of the Croydon Primary | Will give a number of examples. During the election
School signed the final report on misleading advice and that graveampaign the bounds of reasonable protest were exceeded
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extensively by Janet Giles and the organised opposition to thground of the decision. As many members will know,
Liberal Government. Members of Janet Giles's team, orbasically a review was conducted by local parents and
public occasions that had nothing to do with education, stoogrincipals who were led by a district superintendent in that
next to the Premier and screamed in his ear as he was tryirguster of schools. At their peak there had been over 3 000
to open a particular environmental initiative, or whatever itstudents in those schools. When the review was done, there
might have been, during the election period. Of course, if yowvere just over 1 100 students in the same number of schools.
want to convince somebody to change their minds on &learly there was a recognition by the local people that a
particular issue— number of schools had to close. There was, nevertheless,
The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: significant opposition from individual schools about their
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Well, when children have been particular school being the one to close.
schooled up at a protest to use four letter words in terms of The recommendation that came to me as the Minister
abuse to the Premier of the State, do you think that will assishcluded a number of options, all involving closure, and the
your campaign? When primary age children are schooled upption ultimately that was accepted by the Liberal Govern-
by Janet Giles, parents and others to direct four letter abusiveent was one where, in essence, two schools were to be
words against the Premier of the State in the middle of ammalgamated on the one site with the closure of one school
election campaign, do you think that that is the way to changa each case. The decision taken by the Government was to
somebody’s mind? As | have said on a number of previouslose Croydon Primary School and Croydon Park Primary
occasions, that is not the way to change the Premier’'s min&chool. Clearly the parents of Croydon Primary School and
Indeed, in terms of other union leaders such as Ja@roydon Park Primary School were unhappy at the decision
MacMahon, John Fleetwood and others from the Premier's had taken as Minister. However, if the decision had been
time as Minister for Infrastructure, the Premier did demon-that Kilkenny and Challa Gardens primary schools had been
strate a willingness on occasions to sit down with themthe two to close, equally the parents from those two schools
provided they were prepared to speak rationally and sensiblyould have been unhappy.
and to engage in reasonable debate, and either reconsider hisBut the recommendation that came to me as Minister was
position or the Government’s position on a particular issuean acknowledgment that there had been a huge decline in
| am not saying that the Government has not disagreednrolments in that Croydon cluster, from over 3 000 down to
strongly with the positions that union leaders have put.  just over 1 100 students. There were still six schools in that
Janet Giles took a key decision that harmed the cause afea, five primary schools and one secondary school, and the
Croydon Primary School. The cause of all the other parentsnly thing they could not agree on was which schools should
and children was not served by the manner and the shape loé the ones to close. They said, ‘We acknowledge there needs
the campaign that was conducted. | remember at one stagiebe change. However, we do not want our particular school
during the campaign that, after the Premier had walkedo be closed but we will leave the difficult decision to you as
through the airport on his way to Melbourne and past aMinister to close the appropriate schools.’
number of small children who were screaming abusive | did not shirk from my responsibility as Minister. |
phrases at him, the media were schooled with the view thatccepted the view that there needed to be change. | strongly
the parents had arranged for people to greet the Premier tatok the view that money freed up from the sale of the
Melbourne airport. When the Premier arrived at Melbourneproperties should be reinvested in the remaining local
airport one lone person, who purported to be a parergchools, and that has been done. There is redevelopment
associated with the Croydon Primary School but whaogoing on at Croydon High School, and Kilkenny and Challa
happened to be a ‘rented’ Australian education union membéBardens schools. We have not yet seen the money that is to
from Victoria, screamed abuse at the Premier as he arrivedome from the sale of those properties, but the departmental
The Hon. T.G. Roberts: With a Victorian accent! capital works budget is already putting in additional funding
The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | am not sure about the Victorian to some of those other local schools within the cluster. All
accent. There are many other examples, but | wanted to gitbat money will be ploughed back into improvements of
those two as examples of how not to conduct a campaign tacilities for local students in the inner western suburbs.
try to change the Premier's mind or, indeed, any Premier’s | therefore will not go over all the detail of the rationale
mind about a particular decision. In my personal judgmentfor the decision. | want now to address some of the criticisms
some of the actions of Janet Giles and the union representaf my decision included in some aspects of the drafting of the
tives were reprehensible. Mr Acting President, | know of yourmotion. The motion acknowledges that the Ombudsman, as
views in a number of these areas. | know of some examplesresult of a series of complaints, in the end made a number
during and after the election period where Janet Gile®f comments about the consultation process and about a
telephoned parents of Aboriginal children at the Croydomumber of other aspects. Certainly, the Ombudsman makes
Primary School and tried to get the Aboriginal parents toone or two comments which, if the departmental process has
come out in a joint protest against me as the Minister andiot already taken up, | suspect will be taken up in terms of
against the Premier on the grounds of discrimination. | knowrying to improve this difficult process of rationalisation of
of at least one of those parents who was mightily offended bgchools and school properties.
Janet Giles’ seeking to play that particular card at that One of the concerns the Ombudsman addressed was that
particular time in relation to the closure of the Croydonthe consultation processes had not been consistent. | want
Primary School. Suffice to say, Janet Giles was unable tgery clearly to put a different perspective and point of view
organise that group of Aboriginal parents to come out on théo the Council. All the school communities were involved in
grounds that she was trying to organise in terms of a proteshe consultation process over a very long period of time. A
against the Minister and the Liberal Government. random sample of parents was taken from each of the school
I do not intend this evening to go through all the detail ofcommunities in line with recommendations from the quality
the background to the decision. | want to respond to some afssurance unit. A total of 180 families, 30 from each school,
the critical comments, and | will refer briefly to the back- formed the random sample. Some 64 per cent of the sample
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responded after two mail-outs (which is a very high figure incomprising local parents and principals, voted in favour of the
terms of response) and two attempted phone calls to nomight to submit dissenting reports. Indeed, Croydon, Kilkenny
respondents. and Challa Gardens Primary Schools all submitted minority
Variation in responses from individual schools rangedeports to the department and to me as Minister. All those
from 47 per cent and the highest was 87 per cent. Othaeports were included in information that was made available
interested parents and all staff were encouraged to resportd. me as Minister for the purposes of making the final
Voluntary responses were received from 52 staff and 168ecision. A number of other concerns were raised by the Om-
parents. There was again significant variation in respondeudsman, of a more minor nature, | guess. Some of those are
rates from individual schools, from two to 65 individual reasonable observations about process and, | am sure, have
responses. In all, 336 responses were received in the consulteeen or will be taken up by the department.
tion. On another occasion other members and | have put on | now want to turn to the further criticism from the
theHansardrecord the results of that consultation and | will Ombudsman. This is the criticism made by the Chairs of the
not do it again, but | highlight that the consultation procesCroydon Primary School Council in terms of the signing of
was extensive and exhaustive in terms of preparing ththe final report. As | said, | received a report from local
position for the final recommendation to me as Minister. parents and principals recommending the closure or amalga-
The Ombudsman raised concerns that, despite all th@ation of a number of schools, leaving the actual schools to
actions of the Cluster Review Group being by consensus ume as Minister. Subsequently, the parent representatives from
to the final meeting, the final meeting was conducted in &roydon Primary School, when | started very vigorously to
formal manner with motions and voting, abandoning theput a point of view that all of them had signed this report to
consensus model. | want to address that issue. The reviewe, found themselves in a difficult political position.
report indicated that the Cluster Review Group had been Here they were, together with Janet Giles, trying to lead
unable to reach decisions concerning the recommendatioagolitical action to defend the school when their names and
to be forwarded to the Minister using a consensus approachkignatures were on the bottom of a report to me recommend-
It was agreed by the Cluster Review Group that formaing closure. As a result of that, the strategy was obviously
meeting procedures would be implemented. | refer membemdopted to indicate that they had in some way been coerced
to page 4 of the report. A copy of a letter sent to all membersinder false pretences to sign the report. | know a number of
of the Cluster Review Group confirms that particularpeople have a view about this, but the one thing that | can say
approach, and that letter was signed by the Chairperson of tkbout Mr Klaus Frohlich and Ms Helen Foster is that | cannot
Upper West Cluster Review Group and the Principal of themagine—how can | put this delicately—any circumstances
Croydon Park Primary School. The Chairperson wasn which Mr Frohlich and Ms Foster would put their signa-
obviously a parent and member of the Kilkenny Primarytures to any document without having read the document and
School Council. supported its recommendations. | find it frankly unbelievable
That letter to all members of the review group describedhat they could put their signatures to this document and the
the processes to be used at the final meeting and the votingcommendations about closure and, irrespective of what
practices to be used. It indicated that short periods, enablirgnyone might have said to them about the process, that they
school groups to caucus, would also be built into the finatould believe anything other than that they supported the
meeting procedure. The Chairperson of the Upper Wesecommendations of the report to me as Minister.
Cluster Review Group has indicated that this process was As | said, the strategy adopted subsequently was that they
described also at the start of the meeting and that the proceasgued that they did not really support the recommendations
was appreciated and never challenged by any member of thamd had signed the report only to indicate that they had
review group. | say ‘never challenged’ because clearly thgarticipated in the process of the review committee. So,
parent representative of the Croydon Primary School was athilst they had signed a report endorsing recommendations
that review group meeting and, if one accepted the word afo me for closures of schools, what they were asking me and
the Chairperson of the group that it was not challenged, ibther members to believe was that they did not really mean
means that the parent representative from Croydon Primarfgr their signature to endorse those recommendations; that
School did not challenge the voting process—it was not untilvhat they understood their signatures on the report to mean
after the decisions had been taken and they had started thaias that they had only participated in the process and did not
campaign. endorse the recommendations.
A copy of the minutes of that final meeting was obviously ~ The Hon. R.D. Lawson: Specious nonsense!
provided to the Ombudsman. | am told that the initiative to  The Hon. R.Il. LUCAS: As my colleague the Hon. Robert
conduct the meeting in this way came from members of th&awson says, ‘Specious nonsense’, and | can only agree. |
group who were concerned that an impasse had been reacHedl it unbelievable that they could have developed an
in using the consensus approach. Standard procedure in taggument along those lines, particularly, as | indicated earlier,
end was adopted where people voted in terms of their finals there is documentation unrefuted by anybody that letters
views. were sent to people about the voting procedure for that final
One of the other concerns that the Ombudsman evidentijeeting and that at the start of the final meeting people were
raised was that the report did not allow any expression ofdvised as to what the voting procedure would be.
dissenting views of the Croydon Primary School, not did it  Also, members were advised and the minutes indicate that,
reflect that final decisions were made by vote rather than bif they wanted to submit a dissenting or minority report, they
consensus. Again, information provided to the Ombudsman-eould do so. None of that has been refuted; they were clearly
the minutes of the meeting of the review group—indicatedhere when they were told that we would vote in this way and
that the review group voted in favour of the right to submitwhen they were informed that if they wanted to dissent from
dissenting reports. That is an important point, which theany aspect of the report they could submit a dissenting or
movers of this motion have conveniently glossed over: theninority report. In the event, they still signed the recommen-
minutes actually indicate that the review group itself,dations to me as Minister and then afterwards had the hide to
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develop the argument that they did not really support the Much play has been made by the Opposition and some of
recommendations but that they really only believed that byhe media that | had received advice and rejected it. Certainly
signing the report they were indicating that they had particithat is what we have Ministers for. If all Ministers are merely
pated in a process and did not necessarily endorse ttie rubber stamp and accept the decisions and advice of our
recommendations of the committee. departmental officers, we might as well not have Ministers:
On another much earlier occasion when my passions werge might as well have Government being run by the chief
much higher about this | might have spoken in greater detagxecutives of various departments and we Ministers might as
about the actions of Mr Frohlich and Ms Foster, but | do notwell take our bat and ball and go home. Certainly, that is not
intend to prolong this debate by addressing some of thethe way in which | believe the office of Minister for Educa-
behaviour and actions during this whole sad and sorry proces®n and Children’s Services should be run, and | do not
of political action undertaken by them and Janet Giles.  believe it is the way in which any ministry ought to be run.
The final issue in relation to the Ombudsman’s report thaBy and large, if you have competent officers, as many of us
| want to address is rather a sensitive issue, and the motialo, the large majority of decisions will be accepted by the
of condemnation of me refers to this issue. The motion statdglinister of the day, butin some clear cases—and these were
that grave doubts exist as to the extent of consideration givapublic cases—I did take a different view and would still take
to the Croydon minority report. That is obviously a referencea different view if the same advice was provided to me.
to grave doubts about the extent of consideration given by me | was the only person who was able to look at the weight-
as Minister and the department to that report. ing of the factors and at the factors which governed my
The Ombudsman has clear powers to investigate adminislecision regarding the closure of Croydon Primary School.
trative acts, but he and his office are clearly prevented fronThrough the department, | advised the Ombudsman that in
reviewing policy decisions taken by Ministers. | think that is making my decision | had available all the dissenting reports
an important distinction that this Parliament and, | wouldand minority reports that had been presented by the three
hope, the Ombudsman and his staff also would acknowledgerimary schools in that cluster and that | also had all the
not only in relation to this case but indeed in future operatioradvice from the departmental officers available to me. Even
and practice. | choose my words carefully, because | havihough the fourth primary school had not submitted a
great respect for the position of the Ombudsman'’s office. Itlissenting report, | certainly took the view that it, too,
is an important part of our democratic process, but it is alstogether with the others that did submit dissenting reports,
important that it operate clearly within the parameters of itsvas highly likely not to want to be the school to be closed in
legislative instruction and do not operate beyond thos¢he decision that | was about to take and announce.
powers. This suggestion by the Ombudsman that grave doubt
If I may venture an opinion, it was not within its powers exists as to the extent of consideration given by me in terms
to review my decision as Minister to close Croydon Primaryof the closure decision, as | said, enters this grey area in terms
School. The Ombudsman can certainly review the administrasf the powers of the Ombudsman and what he is or should be
tive acts and the processes of departmental officers iable to do under his legislation. He certainly is not and was
providing advice to me and managing the process, and thabt able to produce any evidence contrary to the view that |
is quite proper and appropriate. | am sure that a number dfad put, that is, that | had considered all the minority reports.
recommendations have been or will be taken up by théndeed, all he can say—and he did not say it, of course; he is
department, but in my judgment the legislation does notoo experienced an Ombudsman and the staff are too
provide for the Ombudsman to try to review a Minister’s experienced to say it—is that in some way my advice that |
decision in relation to these issues. had considered the minority reports was doubted by the
This reference in the motion to some comments of th@mbudsman and his staff in terms of his final recommenda-
Ombudsman about grave doubts existing as to the extent tibn. However, he was in no position to make that judgment:
the consideration given to the minority report is certainly ano evidence to that effect was presented to him.
grey area. Only | am able conclusively to say what | ultimate- There might have been claims by the parents, but they
ly took into consideration, what the factors were and how lwere in no position to make those claims, and indeed all the
weighted them in making my final decision. As the depart-departmental advice—and my advice—was that | did see and
ment clearly indicated to the Ombudsman—and | shared theonsider the three minority reports prior to making a decision.
views—I took a very strong view that the department and itsAs | said, it is a sensitive area, but | am sure the Ombudsman
officers had a process to go through. They provided advicand his staff, if they come to read my comments or become
to me, but ultimately it was for me as Minister to decide aware of my comments, will appreciate that | have tried to put
whether or not | accepted their advice. my comments in as a constructive a way as | feel | can as a
In a number of cases much play has been made of the fabtinister in this Government.
that the department has given me advice and | have rejected It is an important issue of principle. | took exception to
that advice, and the Sturt Street Primary School case is that particular aspect of the report, and there is also the matter
perfect example. The department went through an appropriaté whether or not it is an issue currently within the legislative
process, made a recommendation, | considered it and, in tliamework within which the Ombudsman is meant to operate.
end, ultimately, as Minister, | took a different view from the | again strongly oppose this motion. | have probably chalked
advice that | had received. Indeed, in relation to Croydonup more motions of condemnation, censure and even no-
whilst three officers recommended that Croydon Primaryconfidence because of the decisions | took about school
School be the school to close, there was one senior officalosures and education cut-backs during the past four years—
who, at one stage of the process, recommended an alternative The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
arrangement which, on my recollection, would have seenthe The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: At great personal hurt, as the
closure of three schools: all to be collocated with the newHon. Angus Redford says. On many occasions | went home
school on the Croydon High School site. Ultimately, | of an evening unable to sleep: | tossed and turned worrying
rejected that piece of advice from my departmental officerfor hours about having been censured by the Hons. Carolyn
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Pickles and Mike Elliott for the dastardly deeds | had ltis clear on the evidence that the committee has received
inflicted upon teachers, parents and students in our schotilat there are enormous difficulties with the Freedom of
system. Information Act as it currently stands, and it is clear that
The only comment | make on this motion's being those difficulties lie not only with the Government but also
adjourned is that, given the passage of time, it may well bavith people making applications under that legislation. | am
sensible for the Hon. Carolyn Pickles to let my good friendnot being critical of either party in that regard. What also is
and colleague the Hon. Malcolm Buckby off the hook, as itclear is that the South Australian legislation, which was
does censure the Minister for Education (although the title isntroduced in 1991, has probably been surpassed by similar
not exactly correct). It will be more appropriate, if memberslegislation in other jurisdictions. Itis also clear that we need
want to censure somebody, that they censure me as th@ensure that there is public confidence, not just at a political
current Treasurer or as the former Minister for Education anénd at a journalistic level in relation to the issuing of
Children’s Services, but that is an issue for the mover. | thanklocuments under this legislation, but also at a public level.

members for allowing me what | hope will be the final | am constrained by the fact that we are in the middle of
contribution to the debate in this Chamber on the closure adin inquiry in relation to this matter. However, we need to
Croydon Primary School. develop a new and innovative approach in freedom of

information legislation to ensure that the public, whether it
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD secured the adjournment of be through members of Parliament or others, have confidence

the debate. that the process works. It is with that in mind that | have
moved this amendment. Some of the matters that are raised
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION (PUBLIC OPINION in this legislation and some of the issues that have been raised
POLLS) AMENDMENT BILL in speeches made prior to this contribution ought to be
considered by the committee in the process of dealing with
Adjourned debate on second reading. legislation.
(Continued from 26 March. Page 694.) | will just make some very general comments—and | am
not committing myself to any view one way or the other—
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | move: about the Bill itself. First, the Bill fails to define what is

Leave out all words after ‘that’ and insert ‘the Bill be withdrawn meant by ‘public opinion polling’. | am not sure whether this
and referred to the Legislative Review Committee for its report andgmendment to the Freedom of Information Act will achieve
recommendations'. what the Opposition and the House of Assembly think it
In moving this amendment | will not directly comment upon might achieve. For argument’s sake, is a focus group study
the Bill. The issue of freedom of information is a very an opinion poll? Is a survey an opinion poll? Is a process of
important issue. Itis important that this Parliament move withconsultation an opinion poll? Is research dealing with
public opinion, to use that term, in ensuring that the expectacommunity groups and members of the community an
tions of the community for open government are met. Thispinion poll? Indeed, is market research an opinion poll? If
Bill came out of a difficulty perceived by the Opposition and this legislation should be passed, | just wonder whether a
the Australian Democrats in relation to an opinion poll on theGovernment that sought to play politics in relation to the
outsourcing of the management of our water services in thigtent of the Parliament, by labelling a public opinion polling
State. process with another name, might avoid the intent of

| do not wish to make any comment one way or the otheParliament.
on that issue, but | am concerned that we are making whatin The other issue that causes me a little concern is the
my view is very important legislation on the basis of sometransitional provision which, on my understanding, has some
form of political point scoring. Indeed, speaking personally,retrospectivity attached to it. | know that members from the
not on behalf of the Government, | believe that the pointOpposition, from the Australian Democrats and, indeed, from
made by the Opposition and the Australian Democrats ithe Government have always expressed their concerns about
relation to freedom of information, particularly in relation to this issue of retrospectivity. In moving this amendment, |
opinion polls, has been well made and well canvassed ihave to say from a personal point of view that | am absolutely
public. | stand to be corrected if | am wrong, but | believe thatcommitted to getting freedom of information right in this
the opinion poll that the Leader of the Opposition spent manytate. Members opposite and | have had some discussions,
days commenting upon in the media has ultimately beeand the Hon. Michael Elliott would know that | am very
released to the public. concerned that the concept of open Government becomes a

I have some problems in relation to this Bill because it hageality and not merely a label, that the community under-
been introduced as a consequence of a political debate asthnds the concept of open Government and that the Govern-
with a particular political viewpoint in mind. | for one agree ment, in dealing with the community and with issues reflects
with some of the sentiments contained within the Bill but Ithe community demand for open Government.
am not satisfied that the Bill properly and appropriately deals If this matter is referred to the Legislative Review
with the mischief that its promulgator seeks to address. WE€ommittee it will be dealt with in a considered fashion, and
all know that currently before the Legislative Reviewin that regard | refer to the member for Ross Smith’s
Committee is an inquiry into the Freedom of Information Act,comments about the Legislative Council yesterday in another
and the Legislative Review Committee is charged with theplace, in which he said that not enough committee is work
responsibility of presenting a report to this Parliament. At thedone on some of this legislation, and this is an opportunity to
risk of commenting upon a procedure that is occurring withinperhaps embark upon some of the suggestions made by the
the Legislative Review Committee, | feel that it is importantmember for Ross Smith. | commend my amendment. | am not
that members at least understand that the Legislative Reviesloing it for any political reason. | am not doing it—and | say
Committee is treating this inquiry with the utmost seriousnesthis from a personal perspective—to enable our committee,
and importance. the Legislative Review Committee, to make proper, con-
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sidered, detailed and fulsome recommendations to this plagairportedly paid by debit or credit cards. Consequential amendments
to ensure that freedom of information legislation works in theare made to the section to ensure that if an amount is recovered it

interests of the public and, most importantly, in the interest%:cludes the additional administration fee and charges payable under
' ! e section.
of good Government. section

: The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY secured the adjournment of
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT secured the adjournment of the 1, d:bat? ]

debate.
MOTOR VEHICLES (CHEQUE AND DEBIT OR POLLUTION OF WATERS BY OIL AND NOXIOUS
CREDIT CARD PAYMENTS) AMENDMENT BILL SUBSTANCES (MISCELLANEOUS) AMENDMENT

BILL
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW (Minister for Transport

and Urban Planning) obtained leave and introduced a Bill ~ The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW (Minister for Transport
for an Act to amount the Motor Vehicles Act 1959. Read aand Urban Planning) obtained leave and introduced a Bill

first time. for an Act to amend the Pollution of Waters by Oil and
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: | move: Noxious Substances Act 1987. Read a first time.
That this Bill be now read a second time. The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: | move:

In view of the hour, | seek leave to have the second reading That this Bill be now read a second time.

explanation inserted inlansardwithout my reading it. In view of the hour, | seek leave to have the second reading
Leave granted. explanation inserted iHlansardwithout my reading it.

The purpose of this Bill is to provide the Registrar of Motor ~ Leave granted.

Vehicles with the power to recover amounts owing where a payment - Aystralia is a signatory to the International Convention for the
made by merchant card is subsequently dishonoured. The Bill alsgrevention of Pollution from Ships (MARPOL’) and Australian
provides for the payment of a level 3 administration fee ($20) tostates are expected to implement MARPOL resolutions once ratified.
recover the administrative costs of dealing with dishonoured chequespyth Australia has, to date, met its obligations througtPtiletion

and merchant cards. . ) of Waters by Oil and Noxious Substances Act 1883 the regula-

The Registrar is responsible for the collection of fees and chargafons made under that Act. This legislation currently implements
associated with the licensing of drivers and the registration of motopznnexes | and Il of MARPOL, which deal with pollution by oil and
vehicles, which includes compulsory third-party insurance premiumgollution by noxious liquid substances carried in bulk, respectively.
and stamp duty. _ _ Annex ill of MARPOL, which relates to the disposal of harmful

Section 138B(1) of the Motor Vehicles Act provides that wheresybstances carried by sea in packaged form, and Annex V of
a cheque tendered for the payment of a Registration and Licensin ARPOL, which regulates the disposal of garbage, have now also
account is dishonoured by a bank the transaction is void and of ngeen ratified and we need to ensure that the requirements of those
effect. . ) Annexes are reflected in South Australian legislation.

However, section 138B also empowers the Registrar to suspend The purpose of this Bill is therefore to amend fallution of
the operation of that subsection, for a period at the discretion of thgyaters by Oil and Noxious Substances Act 1@Bimplement, in
Registrar, to allow the person who tendered the cheque to compleByuth Australia, the requirements contained in Annexes Il and V
payment and to pay any bank charges incurred by the Registrar. of MARPOL.

On becoming aware that a payment has been dishonoured, the Given that these Annexes extend the scope of the Act to include
Registrar will forward a notice to the person concerned. If the persoRarmful substances carried by sea in packaged form and garbage, it
does not complete payment within the specified period, thes considered appropriate that the short title of the Act also be
transaction is void and the person is required to surrender arghanged to better reflect this additional content. It may be noted that
licence, permit, label, certificate, plate or other document issued tghere are further Annexes of MARPOL (dealing with sewage and the
the person. ) management of ballast water) yet to be ratified, so that the content

Subject to the completion of the whole of Government contracbf the Act may be extended even further in the future. In light of
for the provision of merchant card facilities, Transport SA will install these considerations it was thought appropriate to rename the Act the
Electronic Funds Transfer at Point of Sale (EFTPOS) facilities toProtection of Marine Waters (Prevention of Pollution from Ships)
allow for the payment of Registration and Licensing accounts byact
credit cards and debit cards. Explanation of Clauses

There is currently no provision within the Motor Vehicles Act to Clause 1: Short title
enable the Registrar to recover amounts owing, where a payment Clause 2: Commencement
made by merchant card is dishonoured. The Bill therefore seeks tphese clauses are formal.
extend the provisions of section 138B of the Motor Vehicles Actto  Clause 3: Amendment of long title
encompass payments made by merchant cards. Clause 4: Amendment of s. 1—Short title

Although section 138B provides for the Registrar to recover theThese clauses make consequential amendments to the long title and
amount owing from the person, together with any bank chargeshort title of the principal Act.
required to be paid by the Registrar, the person is not required to pay Clause 5: Amendment of s. 3—Interpretation
any fee to cover the administrative costs of dealing with dishonouretthis clause amends the definitions of ‘the 1973 Convention’ and ‘the
cheques. Approximately 2 400 cheques are dishonoured each ye@a078 Protocol’ to reflect the proposed implementation of Annexes

The introduction of a level 3 administration fee for the processindIl and V.
of dishonoured cheques and merchant cards will raise an additional Clause 6: Repeal of s. 10

$50 000 per year for the Highways Fund. This clause repeals section 10 of the principal Act which deals with
Explanation of Clauses reporting of incidents involving oil or an oily mixture. It is proposed
Clause 1: Short title that reporting requirements for all the types of pollution covered by
This clause is formal. the measure be dealt with in one general provision (see clause 25A
Clause 2: Amendment of s. 138B—Effect of dishonoured chequediscussed below).
etc. on transactions under the Act Clause 7: Amendment of s. 10A

This clause provides for transactions in relation to which paymenThis clause makes consequential amendments to section 10A to
is purportedly made by cheque or debit or credit card to be voidemove the references in that provision to section 10.

where the cheque is dishonoured on presentation or the amount Clause 8: Repeal of s. 20

payable in respect of the transaction is not paid to the Registrar byhis clause repeals section 20 which, like current section 10, deals
the body that issued the card or is required to be repaid by thwith reporting requirements in relation to certain substances.
Registrar. It also enables the Registrar to recover the amount owing Clause 9: Insertion of Parts 3AA and 3AAB

for the transaction and to charge an administration fee for dealinghis clause inserts new Parts 3AA and 3AAB into the principal Act
with dishonoured cheques or non-payment or repayment of amounés follows:
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PART 3AA SCHEDULE 2
PREVENTION OF POLLUTION BY PACKAGED HARMFUL Further Amendments of Principal Act
SUBSTANCES This schedule provides for various statute law revision amendments

This Partimplements Annex Il of MARPOL and terms used to the principal Act.
in this Part have the same meaning as in that Annex (unless the
contrary intention appears). The proposed new Part provides that, ;
if a discharge of a harmful substance carried as cargo in packag The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY  secured the adjournment of
form occurs from a ship into State waters, the master and thée debate.
owner of the ship are each guilty of an offence punishable by a
fine of $50 000 (for a natural person) or $250 000 (for a body SEA-CARRIAGE DOCUMENTS BILL
corporate). The provision then goes on to outline, in accordance
\évlljtghAggﬁgrlgljlé.(:lrcumstances that would constitute a defence to Returned from the House of Assembly without amend-
It may be noted that, whilst Annex Il only applies to ment.
discharges that occur due to jettisoning of the relevant substan-

ces, proposed Part 3AA would apply to any diSCharge. VALUATION OF LAND (MISCELLANEOUS)
PART 3AAB
PREVENTION OF POLLUTION BY GARBAGE AMENDMENT BILL
This Part implements Annex V of MARPOL and terms used - - .
in this Part have the same meaning as in that Annex (unless th The House of Assembly |nt|matgd thfat it had dlsagreed to
contrary intention appears). The Part provides that if an intenthe amendments made by the Legislative Council.
tional or unintentional disposal of garbage occurs from a ship
into State waters, the master and the owner of the ship are each
guilty of an offence punishable by a fine of $50 000 (for a natural APPROPRIATION BILL

person) or $250 000 (for a body corporate). As in the other . .
proposed new Part, there are various defences specified in Received from the House of Assembly and read a first

keeping with the requirements of MARPOL. time.

Clause 10: Amendment of s. 25—Interpretation The Hon. R.l. LUCAS (Treasurer): | move:
This clause amends section 25 of the principal Act to include some That this Bill b d d ti
of the terms used in the proposed new Parts. at this Bill be now read a second time. o

Clause 11: Insertion of Division 1A | seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
This clause inserts a new Division in Part 4 of the principal Act asin Hansardwithout my reading it.
follows: Leave granted.

DIVISION 1A—REPORTING REQUIREMENTS On 28 May 1998, the 1998-99 budget papers were tabled in the

25A. Duty to report certain incidents . ‘ __council. Those papers detail the essential features of the’ State s
__Proposed clause 25A provides for the reporting of ‘prescribedinancial position, the status of the State s major financial
!ncggen'{s_ n dref_latlgntto_a |Shc'jp In St;atg_ Wﬁters. A presc[)'bg?institutions, the budget context and objectives, revenue measures and
Incident IS defined 1o Include most discharges or probableyaior jtems of expenditure included under the Appropriation Bill.

discharges— . I refer all members to those documents, including the budget speech
- of oil or an oily mixture (currently covered by section 10); 1998-99 for a detailed explanation of the Bill
of a liquid substance or a mixture containing a liquid sub- ' Explanation of Clauses '

stance, carried as cargo or part cargo in bulk (currently Clause 1: Short title

covered by section 20); . ;
of a harmful substance carried as cargo in packaged form (nc}t_h'?:gﬁgzez'.ségm]nﬁle'n cement

FI_Lr‘]rreng?{ dealt with in the prlncr:pal Act) dent fall first This clause provides for the Bill to operate retrospectively to 1 July
. e obligation to report such an incident falls, at first 1998~ ynjl the Bill is passed, expenditure is financed from
instance, on the master of the ship, who is liable to a penalty o ppropriation authority provided by the Supply Act
$50 000 for failing to report. If the master is unable to report the Clause 3: Interprefation '
incident, the obligation to report falls on the owner, charterer, .

manager or operator of the ship who is liable to a fine of $50 000T h%gﬁgzeﬁIrggbdeezgglg\é%ﬂtcgﬁgg'g?ﬂqséney

(in the case of a natural person) or a fine of $250 000 (in the casgys clause provides for the issue and application of the sums shown

of a body corporate). . apiD the schedule to the Bill.
Proposed clause 25A retains the defences currently available “g,psection (2) makes it clear that appropriation authority

under sections 10 and 20 of the principal Act. ovided b ; is Ri
! . y the Supply Act is superseded by this Bill.
Clause 12: Amendment of s. 28—Removal and prevention & Clause 5: Application of money if functions, etc., of agency are
pollution ransferred

This clause amends section 28 so that the provision applies to t
types of pollution described in proposed new Parts 3AA and 3AAB
Clause 13: Amendment of s. 29—Recovery of costs
This clause makes consequential amendments to section 29 of |
principal Act so that it refers to a ‘disposal’ (which is the term used
in proposed part 3AAB) as well as a ‘discharge’.
Clause 14: Amendment of s. 32A—Recovery of damages . : :
This clause amends section 32A(1) so that it refers to ‘disposal as (Clause 6: Expenditure from Hospitals Fund
well as ‘discharge’ and to correct an error. The definition of | NiS clause provides authority for the Treasurer to issue and apply
‘appropriate person’ in subsection (2) is also amended so that [ON€Y from the Hospitals Fund for the provision of facilities in
includes a reference to proposed new Parts 3AA and 3AAB. public hospitals. - _ » _
Clause 15: Amendment of s. 33—Powers of inspectors _Clause 7: Appropriation, etc., in addition to other appropri-
This clause makes consequential amendments to section 33 of tAHONS, etc. . - . .
principal Act so that it refers to a ‘disposal’ as well as a ‘discharge’. | Nis clause makes it clear that appropriation authority provided by

is clause is designed to ensure that where Parliament has
appropriated funds to an agency to enable it to carry out particular
unctions or duties and those functions or duties become the

ponsibility of another agency, the funds may be used by the
responsible agency in accordance with Parliament s original
intentions without further appropriation.

Clause 16: Amendment of schedule 1 ‘this Bill is additional to authority provided in other Acts of Parlia-
This clause provides for the insertion of the text of the MARPOL MeNt, except, of course, in the Supply Act.
Annexes lll and V into schedule 1 of the principal Act. Clause 8: Overdraft limit _
Clause 17: Further amendments of principal Act This sets of a limit of $50 million on the amount which the Govern-
This clause provides for the amendments contained in schedule fent may borrow by way of overdraft in 1998-99.
SCHEDULE 1 .
Annexes to be Inserted in Schedule 1 of Principal Act The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY secured the adjournment of

This schedule sets out Annexes Il and V of MARPOL. the debate.
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CITY OF ADELAIDE, GOVERNANCE

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Treasurer): | seek leave to table
a ministerial statement made in another place earlier today by
the Minister for Local Government on the governance of the
City of Adelaide.

Leave granted.

ADJOURNMENT

At 10.20 p.m. the Council adjourned until Thursday 2 July
at2.15 p.m.



