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TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: | have a supplementary question.
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Is the Attorney-General arguing that the Auditor-General has

advised the government that these issues should not be made
Wednesday 9 July 2003 public?
TheHon. P.HOLLOWAY: As | said yesterday, the

The PRESIDENT (Hon. R.R. Roberts) took the chair letter from the Auditor-General was released at that press

at 2.17 p.m. and read prayers.

conference.
An honourable member interjecting:
QUESTION TIME TheHon. P.HOLLOWAY: Well, the honourable

member can study that for himself.
CORRUPTION ALLEGATIONSINQUIRY
TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: | have a further supplementary
TheHon. R.I. LUCAS (Leader of the Opposition): | question. Given that the Attorney-General has tabled one
seek leave to make an explanation before asking the Attotetter from the Auditor-General dated 20 December, will the
ney-General a question on the subject of the Rann govermttorney-General indicate whether there was any other

ment corruption allegations inquiry. written communication from the Auditor-General to the
Leave granted. Premier in relation to these issues in December last year; and,
TheHon. P. Holloway: Another fax is it, or is it talkback if he cannot do that today, will he undertake to bring back a
radio this time? response?

TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: At least my fax was actually TheHon. P.HOLLOWAY: | am not aware of any
given to theAdvertiser and to the police, unlike those of the further correspondence, but | understand that one can assume

Hon. Mr Gazzola. that the report given to the Auditor-General was
Members interjecting: Mr McCann’'s report, which would have contained the
TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: We think we have him for recommendation. That is a matter | will have to check. |

misleading the house. assume that, if MrMcCann’s report had contained that
Members interjecting: recommendation, that is exactly what was forwarded to the
The PRESIDENT: Order! The leader will come back to Auditor-General. | have not seen that report. | believe it has

the question. been forwarded onto the police as part of their inquiries.

TheHon. R.I.LUCAS: | am getting a statement from
Mr lan Hunter confirming that; | am waiting for that on my
fax machine at the moment.

Members interjecting:

TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: It will be a big scalp if we can
get the Hon. Mr Gazzola.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Honourable members will
come to order.

TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: On Monday 30 June, the then
acting premier, the Hon. Mr Foley, gave a wide-ranging pres
conference on the subject of the then attorney-general
resignation and, as | have said, the issues that have led to t
referral of these matters to the Police Anti-Corruption

TheHon. R.D. LAWSON: | seek leave to make a brief
explanation before asking the Attorney-General a question
about the corruption allegations inquiry.

Leave granted.

TheHon. R.D. LAWSON: In his media statement on 30
June, the Hon. Kevin Foley (acting premier) made much play
of the fact that a staffer—subsequently identified as Mr
Randall Ashbourne—received ‘a very stern letter of repri-
mand and warning about future conduct’. Yesterday, at the
?equest of the Hon. lan Gilfillan, the Attorney-General
grovided him with a copy of a letter from the Auditor-General

fi this matter, but we have yet to see the very stern letter of

. reprimand to Mr Randall Ashbourne; nor has the government
2§gCh'kAtdthat press confefre”nce, .Mr Simon Royal from th(?:onfirmed precisely what it was that Mr Ashbourne is said to
asked a question, as follows: have done to warrant this very stern reprimand. My question

b Ditd you get glr.‘y,)clonf'{ﬁﬂng ad&’iced%ve”he past Cogp!e 0{ monthgo the Attorney is: will the government now make publicly
about going public? In other words, did you get any advice from an ; :
other part of government that, in fact, you should go public with this’)fL’“/a”"jlble a copy of the very stern letter of reprimand to

' ‘Mr Ashbourne so that the public can judge the matter?
Mr Foley answered: TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: No, and | will repeat the
Look, as | said, we sought the advice of the most senior publianswer | gave on Monday. Mr McCann’s report concluded

servant in this state, who sought the advice of one of the most senighat there were no reasonable grounds for believing that
legal officers in Victoria, who sought the advice of a senior barrister,

at the bar, and then for good measure we gave it all to the AuditorIl Ashbourne breached the code of conduct for South
General, and they signed off on everything, including the recommerAustralian public sector employees. Nonetheless, he was
dation that it not be made public because of the adverse implicationgprimanded and received a warning about his future conduct.
it may have on those who would not be afforded any form of naturajpg these matters are the subject of a police investigation
Justice in this process. which is still current, it would be inappropriate to discuss
My question is: does the Attorney-General agree that the themr Ashbourne’s conduct and, therefore, the bases of the
acting premier's answer is an accurate reflection of theeprimand. So, given that the matter is part of the police
government’s position? inquiry, it would be quite improper for me to do so—and |
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Attorney-General): As |  suggest that discussing matters which were the subject of a
have answered on a number of occasions, my advice is thpblice inquiry would also breach the standing orders of this
the advice from the Chief Executive Officer of the Premier'sparliament.
department was that his report and an attachment should not
be released because of the need to protect the natural justice The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | have several supplementary
of individuals. | have no reason to believe that that informa-questions. Did Mr Ashbourne attend the briefing session for
tion is incorrect. ministerial advisers concerning the standards of conduct
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expected of him? Who provided the briefing sessions? Whaheir crimes. The law is clearly inadequate: we need to protect

was the substance of the briefing sessions? Were ministerialir children by fixing this law.

advisers simply reminded that they should not offer rehabili-  The new law tries to fix the predicament by giving the jury

tation to former members of the Australian Labor Party? an alternative when a verdict of guilty on the principal charge
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: The honourable member’s of homicide, or causing serious harm to an infant, cannot be

guestion contains allegations which are— reached. The alternative does not depend on proof of which
An honour able member: Speculation. defendant was the principal offender, only that the duty of
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: They are speculation, but Caré owed to the baby by its parent or carer was seriously

they are allegations which are subject to an investigation, argféached. The government has been careful to preserve the
I have no intention of responding. But | am sure, following Presumption of innocence and the established rights of

the Premier’s reprimand, that Mr Ashbourne is well aware oftccused people. o _
his obligations. | am very pleased that South Australia will be the first

Australian state or territory to introduce this legislation.
ATTORNEY-GENERAL _Off_ice_rs_have been asked to consult nationally because other
jurisdictions—
TheHon. A.J. REDFORD: My question is to the The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
Attorney-General. Did the Attorney-General (Hon. Paul TheHon. P. HOLL OWAY: Members opposite will also
Holloway) have a discussion with Mr Don Farrell, the statehave the opportunity to comment on the bill when it is
Secretary of the Shop Distributive and Allied Employeesintroduced, and if the honourable member prefers the status
Association, on either Sunday 29 June or Monday 30 Junguo to prevail—and we have seen cases in this state where
about a cabinet reshuffle? Did the Attorney-General agrepeople have gone free (one only needs to look at the Macas-
that only a member of Labor’s right faction could replacekill case)—he can argue for that. As far as members on this
Mr Atkinson and members of the Labor left faction, such asside are concerned, we are proud that South Australia will be
minister Weatherill and minister Conlon, could not bethe first Australian state or territory to introduce such

appointed? legislation. Officers have been asked to consult nationally
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Attorney-General): No. because other jurisdictions have shown great interest in the
proposal and they may follow the South Australian Labor
INFANT HOMICIDE AND ABUSE governments lead.

| also understand that the Blair Labour government is

TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: | seek leave to make a considering similar changes to the law in the United King-
brief explanation before asking the Attorney-General adom. | can inform the council that interested parties can
guestion about the conviction of people who seriously injurecomment on the Criminal Law Consolidation (Protection of

or kill a baby in their care. Infants) Amendment Bill 2003 until mid August.
Leave granted.
TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Ms Robyn Layton QC, FLINDERSMEDICAL CENTRE

in her report into child protection in South Australia, has .
raised concern that in some cases in South Australia it has not The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | seek leave to make an

been possible to convict a parent or carer who has serious planation t_)(_afqre asking the Minister fo_r Aboriginal Affairs
hurt or killed a baby. | also understand that the Sout nd Reconciliation, representing the Minister for Health, a

Australian Director of Public Prosecutions, Mr Paul Rofe, hasquestlon about Flinders Medical Centre.
t Leave granted.

advised the government that prosecutors have found i . o
difficult under the current law to obtain convictions for infant _ The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: A constituent visited the
homicide or abuse that occurs in private where the onlylinders Medical Centre accident and emergency department
people who have the opportunity to hurt or kill the child will Toughly two weeks ago. During that visit, she was placed in
not say what happened, or blame each other. In the absern@&asualty examination cubicle between the hours of 3 a.m.
of other evidence confirming which parent or carer commit2nd 6 a.m. While inside, she noted a container holding what
ted the crime, neither can be found guilty. My question to thétPpeared to be human urine, and it appeared to be in a
Attorney-General is: what action is the Labor governmenf€ceptacle of the sort that is usually given to male patients.

taking to improve the chances of convicting people who! hat container remained in the cubicle alongside her for the
seriously injure or kill a baby in their care? full three hours of her stay. The same constituent returned to

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Attorney-General): The the Flinders M_edical Centre one week Iate_r to vis_it her
Rann government is moving to overcome difficulties inNEWPOr baby in the maternity ward, and while tending to
convicting people who seriously injure or kill a baby or a M she was distressed to find a dirty rolled up nappy
very young child in their care. The Premier has released thgoncealed inside a blanket in his cot. My questions are:
first proposed legislation of its type in Australia for national 1. Are the staffing levels at the Flinders Medical Centre
consultation which will involve all directors of public @dequate to maintain proper standards of hygiene befitting a
prosecutions in Australia and members of the Model Criminal2rge teaching hospital in Australia?

Code Officers Committee in each state and territory. The 2. Were the early hours of Thursday 26 June in accident
Premier and the rest of the Labor government believe tha@nd emergency and the morning of 21 July in maternity noted
anyone who intentionally or recklessly hurts an infant shouldts being particularly busy?

not be allowed to escape justice because of a legal loophole. 3. Isitthe current practice of the Flinders Medical Centre
That also goes for anyone who stands by and allows it t&o overlook routine tasks due to staff shortages?

happen. The Rann Labor government is not prepared to risk 4. Does the minister consider the Flinders Medical Centre
people who hurt or kill children failing to be punished for facility to be under-resourced for basic patient care in areas
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such as the accident and emergency department and tpharliament last week by a river fisher who is now without a
maternity ward? means of making a livelihood. It says:

T_he Hon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal Itis great to see the Labour Government compensate the Glenelg
Affairs and Reconciliation): | will take those important residents using Independent Assessors on the proviso that they don't

questions on notice, refer them to the minister in anotheﬁakf_'|egf’%| ac'tiolnt!h tthe River Fishing Families have beer forced
; ow ironical that the River Fishing Families have been force
place and bring back a reply. to take legal action to try to get someone independent to give fair and

reasonable compensation for the loss of their livelihoods!!
WATER SUPPLY, GOVERNMENT REBATE Are there two sets of standards in this state, one for those living

in an urban community and the other for those scattered in the rural

TheHon. A.L. EVANS: | seek leave to make a brief community? The Glenelg residents were victims of a disaster through
explanation before asking the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs N0 fault ofF}|he|r own. W‘t? dere PO“t'Cg' victims through no_fau!% OfW
e : e our own. Please do not dismiss us because we are a minority. We

and Reconciliation, representing the Minister for Urban keep on fighting for our natural justice.

Development and Planning, a question about government . .
rebate schemes. The minister yesterday, as part of an answer to a question on

Leave granted. another matter, said of the Liberal opposition, ‘“You might not

TheHon. A.L.EVANS: The government recently care for natural jl_JS_tice' We do.” My questions are:
introduced a drought rebate scheme giving householders thedl' aofs the minister a;gree ghat the Rar}n government does
opportunity to apply for a rebate on water saving devices sucjjdeed have two sets of standards, one for 700 residents at
as water efficient showerheads, flow restrictors and taf?/€n€ld and quite another for the 28 River Murray fishers?
timers. Customers are entitled to a rebate of $10 per item up 2- Why does the Rann government continue to deny an
to a maximum of $50. A rebate is also available to householdNdependent assessor and therefore deny natural justice to the
ers wishing to convert from electric hot water systems tdver fishers? . .
solar hot water systems. Given that such rebates provide a TheHon. P.HOLLOWAY (Minister for Agriculture,
measure of financial relief to families, will the minister Food and Fisheries): In relation to the first question, I do not
provide a complete list of government rebates currently ohink there are any double standards at all. For a start, the
offer to householders covering household items and devicésiSes are not comparable. The government has made an offer

such as those to which | have referred, including the expir f ex gratia payments to river fishe.rs based on a formula. It
period for these offers? as been well known that the basis of the formula was, of

TheHon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal ~ COUrSe, the gross income of the fishers. That information was
Affairsand Reconciliation): My understanding is that there @SS€ssed through an independent financial analyst. The
was to be some advertising that made those announcemerfféckage has been amended a couple of times, as a result of
However, | will take those questions on notice and bring bacieedback that the government has received in relation to those

areply. matters.
I have also met on an individual basis with a number of
CORRUPTION ALLEGATIONS INQUIRY the fishers involved to ensure that if there are any particular

anomalous cases they can be addressed. It has been a very
TheHon. R.l. LUCAS (Leader of the Opposition): Will difficult exercise in terms of working out what is fair and just
the Attorney-General assure the council that he has directeapmpensation in relation to those fishers, because of the
all staff in the Attorney-General's ministerial office, who unusual circumstances of that fishery. | guess it is a matter of
were previously personal staff of the former attorney-generajudgment at the end of the day as to whether one thinks that
Mr Atkinson, to cooperate fully with the police inquiries into those fishers should all be provided with the same amount of
the Rann government corruption allegations? ex gratia payment, or whether the ex gratia payment should
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Attorney-General): | vary depending on individual circumstances.
understand that one of the officers in that department has In my view, given the history of the fishery, it would have
already been interviewed by the police, and | would expedpeen unfair to provid a flat rate to all members of the fishery.
any other officers to similarly cooperate. That would not have taken into account the fact that some of
the fishers had a much greater dependence on the fishery in
TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: | ask a supplementary question. terms of their income than did others, and that was the basis
Will the Attorney-General assure the council that he willon which it was worked out. | know there has been some
direct his staff—that is, the Attorney-General’s ministerialdiscussion and in the correspondence we have received from
staff—to cooperate fully with police inquiries in relation to river fishers, one part of which the shadow spokesperson just
the Rann government corruption allegations? read out, there has been some talk about the scheme being
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: If it were necessary | would used in parts of Victoria. From what information | can gather
do so, but | believe that the staff of the Attorney-General'sof that scheme, it applies to certain fisheries in Victoria but

office will continue to cooperate fully with the police. does not apply to others. The compensation that is put
forward in that proposal is, as | understand it, based on net
MURRAY RIVER FISHERY income and not on gross income, as was the case in South

Australia.

TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: | seek leave to If one looks at the South Australian river fishery in the
make a brief explanation before asking the Minister forinformation provided from the financial analyst, one can see
Agriculture, Food and Fisheries a question about the rivethat the average net income of 26 of those fishers out of the
fishery. 30 who provided the information was $10 900 a year. If one

Leave granted. were to take a figure of three years net income, for the 30

TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: | propose to quote fishers it would result in a package of less than $1 million a
from an email that was, | believe, sent to all members ofjear in terms of compensation. The final package the
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government offered to river fishers by way of ex gratiafisheries act. So, there are some unusual features to it. It was
payments was in excess of $3 million, which would havebased on that and, as | indicated in my earlier answer, we
averaged over $100 000 for each of the 30 fishers. have adjusted the package a number of times in response to

One also needs to bear in mind in assessing the value approaches that were made, and each of those changes have
licences, which is also part of the scheme in Victoria as been to make the package more generous. Following the court
understand it, that back in 1997 when there was a voluntargase, the government made the final offer. Itis now really up
buy-out of fishers by the river fishers themselves, the package the river fishers: it is their decision how they proceed. |
negotiated saw the removal of nine licences at a cost dfnow that | have an appointment with at least one of the
$270 000 or $30 000 each. That was the value the fishers pfishers, who has asked to see me. | remain prepared to listen
on a licence then in that fishery. For fishers that would béo any issues that are put to me.
about $900 000. If you put those two figures together, that However, | think that, really, the fishers need to under-
would be considerably less than the package offered to rivestand that the river fishery as it existed in the past is over and,
fishers in this state. regardless of what decisions | might have taken in the past

There has been a genuine attempt on behalf of thi$5 months, we had the announcement the other day by the
government to come up with a package that was completelfigderal environment minister (Dr David Kemp), who has put
fair. An independent financial analyst was responsible fothe Murray cod on the endangered species list, which would
collating the information, but each state has its differentnean that any continuation of commercial fishing would
methods of working this out. The belief of some river fishersrequire his approval under the EPBC Act. There has been a
is that the Victorian model would be more generous thariundamental change in conditions in respect of the river. So,
what is here, but if one takes into account the information regardless of what would be the outcome of the decisions that
provided it may be significantly less generous than the have taken, clearly, the commonwealth’s action has, | think,
package offered by South Australia. As | understand it, 1indicated several things, the first of which is that the river
fishers have expressed interest in taking an ex gratia packafighery, as we know it, is finished. The commonwealth
and that process has not been finalised yet. | understand sog@vernment at least believes that the fishery is not sustain-
fishers have accepted it under protest. They would like morable.
money and one can understand that as well. As | have made An honourable member interjecting:
the point on a number of occasions, | have to be fairnotonly The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: That is arguable. Into the
to the fishers but also to the taxpayers of South Australia. future, if there is to be any continuity of the river fishery,

If we come back to the question in relation to the residentsbviously, the commonwealth government’s approval would
at Glenelg, the government likewise is seeking to be fair tde required—and, given the statement that Dr Kemp gave the
the residents and to the taxpayers by ensuring that if thossther day, | believe that that is unlikely. | think the time has
taxpayers take that compensation, whilst | am not the ministasome (given Dr Kemp’s decision the other day) for the river
responsible | understand those residents would give over thdishers to, | hope, contemplate that. As | said, we have made
legal rights to the government and the government could thethe offer, but, if the river fishers wish to speak to me about
pursue potentially through the courts those who mighsome new proposition that does not involve more taxpayers’
ultimately be held responsible for that issue. | believe thanoney, | am always pleased to hear it.
government’s actions in both cases are appropriate. Obvious-
ly the river fishers would like more money, but at the end of TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: | have a further
the day the government has to be fair to taxpayers as well &lpplementary question. Given his previous answer, does the
to individuals and we have to pay on the basis that igninister now acknowledge that, even though it was only
acceptable by measurable standards. If one compares tH80 000 per licence in 1979 (which is a while ago), there was,
measures used in other states it passes that test. in fact, a saleable capital value to the fishing licence, and that

that value has not been included in the package offered,

TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: By way of whichisincome based?
supplementary question, if the minister is convinced thatthe The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: What one does when one
Victorian formula may be cheaper to the government than thbuys a fishing licence is to buy an income stream. If | were
package being offered, why, since that is a formula agreed tw buy a marine scale fishing licence, which might be $70 000
by the fishers, has he refused to entertain using that formuta $100 000, as is the case when you buy a taxi licence, or
in South Australia? anything else, you buy yourself an income stream, and when

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: A number of formulas are you sell that licence you sell the income stream. In a sense,
used in different states. The honourable member should k&e value of the licence capitalises the income stream. As |
well aware of the history of this matter (and | suspect that wesay, for some of the river fishers the income stream was very
will be debating it again later this afternoon). | had a meetinggmall indeed—as little as $90 a year net for some of the
with the river fishers in Loxton, which lasted in excess of twolowest income earners. For others, obviously, it was more
hours, at which their legal representative was present. | haglgnificant.
some proposals that were, obviously, the starting point for The reach-based system and the income stream were
those discussions. Perhaps unfortunately, over the course @factly what the compensation package that was offered was
that meeting, for the next two to 2%z hours, there was a serigs reflect. It was based on that income stream because |
of legal questions (and | must say that it has prepared me vetelieved that would be the fairest way to do it. How could
well for taking on the role of Attorney-General). one fairly compensate if one said that if the licence value was,

Our procedures were, | think, well known. We attemptedsay $60 000, that was the minimum value that the govern-
to calculate a fair ex gratia payment based on what hathent's package offered? If one looks at the sale of licences
previously happened in other states. As | pointed out beforesince 1997, one sees that they have varied from zero, because
the river fishery is unusual. It is reach-based, unlike fisheriesbviously there were some family transfers (we will ignore
in the ocean—the usual fisheries that we deal with under thinose), but $75 000 was the most paid several years ago.
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The Hon. Caroline Schaefer: $90 000. they be tertiary institutions or not-for-profit private sector

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: It was actually $60 000, organisations, participate in activities associated, first, with
because $30 000 of that included equipment. That is a speciIAIDOC Week and, secondly, with the reconciliation
case that | have looked at, as | have done in great detail witprocess that has been put in place over the last few years.
the individual cases. The licence value was $60 000, butl am The challenge for the government is to take the rhetoric
happy to talk to the shadow minister about that at any timef reconciliation into the community for open discussion and
afterwards. The values paid for the licences were up tdo turn the academic definition of reconciliation into real,
$75 000. Given that people had paid in after 1997, | adjustetheaningful steps, and that is what the university did yester-
the offers made to those fishers in the last offer that was madiay. The people who were involved certainly need to be
following the full court decision in order to reflect the fact acknowledged: Mr Roger Thomas, who organised the
that those fishers had bought in at a high level. In every caggresentation yesterday and the signing of the documents and
there was a minimum of not only a $20 000 package to covewho did most of the spadework that was required to get the
resettlement, retraining and so on, but also at least twice ttetatement together and signed; Jardine Kiwat; Kay Thomp-
current value of what was paid for the licence. That is ason; Professor Mike Innes; and the University Gender Equity
reasonably fair offer for those post-1997 entrants. Committee. A lot of people assisted behind the scenes with

In fact, of those fishers who entered the fishery after 1997he formation of the event and the presentation on the day,
two were better off through that package of twice currentand I would also like to thank those people. Itis a big step for
value of the licence plus the $20 000. The rest of them—tertiary institutions to become involved in the reconciliation
think it was up to 11 of them—were better off with the process in a meaningful way, and to take the intent of the
income-based systems. but we took whichever was the highdeclaration out into the community and have it discussed and
value. | am sure we will be having this debate later thisdebated at all levels is a vital aspect of reconciliation.
afternoon, and | am happy to go through it all again. lam also  The commonwealth contributed funds early in the process
quite happy to put on the record everything that the governef selling the message or putting in place the reconciliation
ment has done and to be judged by the taxpayers of this stgdeocess. Those funds have since dried up, and the states have
who will ultimately have to pay this. We have bent over had to take over responsibility for funding. That has not been
backwards to be fair and reasonable. particularly easy, but the committee’s joint chairs, Shirley

Paisley and Justice Mullighan, have done a good job in

TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: As a further keeping the Reconciliation Committee together. It is cross-
supplementary question, given that the minister is confidengarty and cross-philosophy, and that has been part of its
that the package he has offered is fair in every case, why wittonstitution. It certainly has a good footing but, unfortunate-
he not employ an independent assessor to verify his decisiofy, many people who are doing a lot of hard work are going

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: The formula that has been unrecognised, and | would like to recognise the Reconcili-
used by the government is transparent. An independemition Committee of South Australia for the work that was put
financial analyst undertook all the work in terms of compilingin yesterday.
that. At the end of the day, it is the government that must
provide the money that is allocated under this scheme. 1do ABORIGINAL PRISONER AND OFFENDER
not think there is any justification for providing a blank SUPPORT SERVICES
cheque for this. We have tried to be fair to the fishers and
also to the taxpayers. TheHon. IAN GILFILLAN: | seek leave to make an

explanation before asking the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs

ADELAIDE UNIVERSITY RECONCILIATION and Reconciliation a question relating to the Aboriginal

STATEMENT Prisoner and Offender Support Services.
Leave granted.

TheHon. J. GAZZOLA: | seek leave to make a brief TheHon. IAN GILFILLAN: It is appropriate that the
explanation before asking the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs minister has just concluded a recognition of NAIDOC Week,
and Reconciliation a question about Adelaide University'syith emphasis on reconciliation. It is rather disturbing to find
reconciliation statement. that the Aboriginal Prisoner and Offender Support Service

Leave granted. (APOSS) has been removed from Port Lincoln and that that

TheHon. J. GAZZOLA: | understand that yesterday the happened before the tragic suicide in that place not so long
University of Adelaide launched its reconciliation statementago. The service that has been removed was a full-time
and that the minister attended the launch and signed th&®POSS position, along with resources that were funded with
statement on behalf of the state government. Given that this Originally the position was located with OARS, but at
is NAIDOC Week, can the minister outline the importancesome stage APOSS broke off and moved into the facilities of
of this statement and the Labor government’s commitmenthe Port Lincoln Aboriginal Community Council.
to the reconciliation process? The position was split, about half the time being actually

TheHon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal  atthe prison working with those in custody, and half working
Affairsand Reconciliation): | thank the honourable member with the families and those at risk but outside prison. An
for his ongoing interest in Aboriginal affairs in this state. Theimportant aspect of this position was that of communication
process that was put in place on behalf of the universitypetween the prisoner and his family and also between the
certainly assisted the government’s selling of the reconciliprisoner and/or his family and the prison. This included
ation process within this state and took it to another levelalerting the prison when someone who was considered a risk
The importance in NAIDOC Week of the signing of docu- to themselves came into the system. In the present case, the
ments such as the reconciliation statement at the universityan had a long mental history dating from a period in prison
is invaluable. It is of importance when organisations such as Adelaide, when something happened, about which he
the University of Adelaide and other organisations, whethewould not talk. In everyday life, his family was careful not
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to leave him on his own, and he was regarded as an ‘at ris’lMPOSS position has caused in Port Lincoln. | will take that
person most of the time. specific issue up further with my department and bring back
Had the APOSS position been in place, this situatiora reply.

would have been brought to the attention of the prison and However, a number of other issues need to be examined
hopefully he would not have been left alone, as was the casgnd solutions developed with the Department of Health.
He was on remand, which is a particularly stressful period foContinuing problems are now developing within the Correc-
Aboriginals, and the Aboriginal community say it is particu- tional Services system—that is, more mental health patients
larly important that risk persons are not left alone at such are admitted to prison when, in fact, many of them could be
time. picked up in the health services area. Itis not only a continu-
At the time the original position was established, theing problem in South Australia but it is a continuing problem

Aboriginal population at Port Lincoln was around 500 to 600 throughout Australia. | understand that the women’s prison
with seasonal fluctuations as people moved between centréfas a very high proportion of prisoners with mental health
In 2002, when the position was removed, the Aboriginalproblems who find their way into the prison system.
population of Port Lincoln was between 1 000 and 1 200, g there is a lot of work to be done in relation to mental

about twice that of when it was first made available. health within the Correctional Services system, and certainly
A review of the APOSS position was carried out on ag |ot of work to be done in dealing with Aboriginal prisoners,
statistical basis and without community consultation. It found,, Aboriginal people who find their way into the prison
reduced numbers of Aboriginals in custody and recommendsystem, In addition, there is more work to be done in relation
ed the removal of the position. Members of the Port Lincolryg the overall number of prisoners who are affected by drugs,

Aboriginal community objected, saying—with some justifica- |cohol and petrol sniffing, who now have major problems
tion—that the reduced numbers reflected the success of th@ggciated with mental health from those related drug

position, not the grounds for its removal, and warned of the, oplems; if they did not have them before.
likely outcome if it was removed. | ask the minister: what ’
was the reason for the removal of the APOSS position from  1he Hon. IAN GILEILLAN: Was the minister directly

Port Lincoln, and will he move to replace the APOSSconsylted as to the removal or retention of the APOSS

position at Port Lincoln as a matter of urgency? position? If so, what, in fact, was his decision? If he was not
TheHon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aborigina  -qnsulted why was he not consulted?

Affairsand Reconciliation): | have met with members of the TheHon. T.G. ROBERTS: | will look through the

community council since the death of the Aboriginal PETSOMNe ords in relation to formal notification. APOSS is a body

in custody in Port Lincoln. | have familiarised myself with unded not directly by government. | understand that it gets
the gaps in the support services for people with mental healg

problems in the community broadly. My understanding is tha s funding from applications to Correctipnal Services. The
the individual concerned was released from an Adelaid %rjr? (?ilv;ﬁz gl[(i:l:(%%euspv?l/urt::r P\?vr;rllz I\r/lv?t?:r:\ ?hoemn:ilgr(l)lrt]y
institution and was making his way back to Port Lincoln in y P

. . stem with cross-community prisoners. | will go back
stages. He arrived without any support at all and was foung”, :
Warg1dering on premises. He W{':ls a?Pested for what one cou%;OUQh my records to find out whether APOSS contacted my

Lahiae ' . ice directly, or whether it contacted the department, and
regard as a minor incident of being unlawfully on premises, .. bring back a reply.

He was then taken to the Port Lincoln prison and remanded.
One of the major issues there is perhaps not the role that
APOSS might have played once the person entered the prison CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS

system—although that is an important role and function that TheHon. T.G. CAMERON: | seek leave to make a brief

should be developed when an Aboriginal person arrives to ng lanation before asking the Attorney-General questions
processed to go to prison—but the difficulties (and | have P 9 y q

discussed this with the community) in country and regionafibom the number of criminal prosecutions in South Australia.
areas for people with mental health problems who fall Leave granted.
through the gaps. There is a lack of resources—particularly TheHon. T.G. CAMERON: Figures recently issued by
temporary accommodation—for someone who has no fixethe Australian Bureau of Statistics show that South Australia
abode, no alternative means of income other than soci&las the highest number of dropped criminal prosecutions in
security and—if they consequently make no contact with théhe nation—almost double the national average. The ABS
community—no support. The community has made itfigures show South Australia’s Director of Public Prosecu-
feelings known to me as to what it would regard as thelions withdrew 23.4 per cent of all cases that went to courtin
minimum standards or services required within the Por2001-02, compared with the national average of 12.4 per cent
Lincoln area for temporary housing such as hostel accommdor the same period. The next highest figure was in Tasmania,
dation, and they are the same as the issues that have bewith 21.8 per cent; whilst the lowest figure was Victoria, with
examined in the metropolitan area. A number of gaps havé.2 per cent.
to be filled by government over time in relation to the The situation has become so serious that the President of
growing problems associated with mental health issues withithe Australian Criminal Lawyers Association, Mr Kevin
South Australia and within Australia generally. Borick, believes that some hard questions have to be asked
The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting: about the state’s methods of investigating crimes and the
TheHon. T.G. ROBERTS: With regard to the APOSS Director of Public Prosecutions’ criteria for withdrawing
position, | will take the question on notice. | have met with criminal charges. Other senior lawyers believe that the figures
the new CEO of APOSS just recently, and | will take up thepoint to problems with the way police and prosecutors
matter of the APOSS position in Port Lincoln. | spoke toinvestigate crimes. They are concerned that the DPP is
Taffy Evans—with whom | am sure the honourable membedropping cases on the basis that there was no reasonable
is familiar—about some of the problems the removal of theprospect of conviction.
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If the only criterion for dropping the case is the prospectnotice and report them to my colleague in another place and
of conviction, that means we have either a high number obring back a reply.
people being charged when they should not be, or a problem
with our investigation methods. At worst, it could meanthat TheHon. T.G. CAMERON: As a supplementary
people are being prosecuted without cause, whilst otheguestion: if itis $1 500 to sit with the minister, how much is
escape the legal system. My questions to the Attorneyi to sit with the Hon. Bob Sneath?
General are: The PRESIDENT: The Hon. Mr Sneath does not need
1. Why does South Australia have the highest number dfo give an answer, but he can ask a question.
dropped criminal prosecutions in the nation?
2. Isthere a problem with the way police and prosecutors SNAPPER FISHERY
are investigating crimes, and is the DPP applying the test of
‘reasonable prospect of conviction’ too broadly? The PRESIDENT: | call the Hon. Mr Sneath.
3. Considering that innocent people could be charged An honourable member interjecting: o
when they should not be, while others may be escaping the TheHon. R.K.SNEATH: If| dye my hair like the Hon.
legal system, will you as a matter of urgency investigate thi€\ngus Redford it will cost even more! | seek leave to make
matter and bring back a report? a brief explanatlop before aslgng the Minister forAgrlcuIture,
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Attorney-General): The Food and Fisheries a question on snapper fishing.
honourable member asks an important question. | believe that Léave granted. .
a similar question was asked of my colleague the former TheHon. R.K. SNEATH: A split seasonal closure for
attorney-general Michael Atkinson during the estimate$happer fishing was introduced in 2000. | understand that it
committee, when | believe he answered that question. AsWas always intended to review those arrangements after three
understand it, | think this matter has more to do with the way€ars. Has the government made a decision on the split
the statistics are kept and measured than with any underlyirggasonal closure for snapper? _
issue in relation to the conduct of prosecutions. Given my TheHon. P.HOLLOWAY (Minister for Agriculture,
newness to the job, | will take the question on notice and-00d and Fisheries): | thank the honourable member for his
bring back a reply, because it is an important question. As fluestion. As the honourable member says, there used to be
understand it, this issue has been around for a long time, batsplit season for snapper; it was three weeks in August and
we do know that, when we make these interstate comparisofidree weeks in November for each of the past three years but,
with not just prosecution statistics but also crime statisticsfollowing advice, the state government has decided to
we must make sure that we are actually comparing applégplementa single, month-long closure to better protect one
with apples. | will bring back a reply for the honourable of South Australia’s most highly priced fish species. The

member. previous closure of the state’s snapper fishery in early August
will not proceed this year. This year the fishery will be closed
MINISTER FOR INDUSTRY, TRADE AND from noon on 1 November until noon on 30 November and
REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT again on those dates in 2004 and 2005. The advice received

from the Marine Scale Fisheries Management Committee and
TheHon. J.F. STEFANI: | seek leave to make a brief the South Australian Research and Development Institute
explanation before asking the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs supports a single closure rather than the previous split three-
and Reconciliation, representing the Minister for Industryweek closure in August and three weeks in November.
Trade and Regional Development, some questions regarding The split season closure was introduced in 2000. | am
ministerial dining fees. advised that, as the honourable member said in his question,
Leave granted. it was always intended to review those arrangements after
TheHon. J.F. STEFANI: In an article published in the three years. The aim of the closures then, of course, was to
Advertiser dated 25 June 2003, it was reported that letters andupport a sustainable harvest level for the snapper fishery.
brochures were sent to hundreds of South Australian businesssessments have found that the three-week closure in
ses and business people by the acting secretary of the Lab&ugust had little effect on protecting snapper stocks, while
Party, inviting them to dine and wine with members of thethe November closure was effective in reducing fishing effort
cabinet at an individual cost of up to $1 500 per head. | anin the snapper fishery. The objective of the November closure
reliably informed that the brochure listed all 13 Labor cabineis to provide greater protection for the spawning stock of
ministers but excluded one member of cabinet, the Ministesnapper and adequate annual egg production.
for Industry, Trade and Regional Development and Minister  The snapper fishery is, of course, very important for both
for Local Government, the member for Mount Gambier. Mycommercial and recreational fishers, and it is in everyone’s
questions are: interest that fishing continues to be sustainable. The new
1. Will the Minister for Industry, Trade and Regional closure will be implemented for three years from 2003 to
Development and Minister for Local Government make2005, and the effectiveness of the closure will be reviewed
himself available on equal terms as his other cabinet colby the Marine Scale Fisheries Management Committee in
leagues to meet with business people in order to provide the®005. | can advise the council that the November closure of
with appropriate information about his portfolio area and thethe snapper fishery will be advertised to ensure community
Rann Labor government’s policy directions? awareness of the change. | am aware that, in recent times, a
2. Will the minister advise whether he will charge a feesignificant request has been made by fishers to see whether
to fund his future election campaign when dining and winingthe August closure would continue, and that is why it is
with business leaders as a de facto Labor cabinet minister important that we make this decision. Itis also important that
the Rann government, or is he prepared to do so at no charga® provide a closure that will be effective in protecting the
TheHon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal  stocks of this very important recreational and commercial
Affairsand Reconciliation): | will take those questions on fishing species.
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SCHOOLS, CRAFERS PRIMARY CORRUPTION ALLEGATIONSINQUIRY

TheHon. KATE REYNOLDS: | seek leave to make a TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Agriculture,
brief explanation before asking the Minister for Agriculture, Food and Fisheries): | seek leave to make a ministerial
Food and Fisheries, representing the Minister for Educatiostatement.
and Children’s Services, a question about the Crafers Primary Leave granted.

School. TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: In a question to the Attor-

Leave granted. ney-General on 8 July 2003 (LElansard—page 2715)

TheHon. KATE REYNOLDS: The Crafers Primary relating to police investigations involving Mr Michael
School has major flooding problems, with up to one quartefrederick, the Hon. R.D. Lawson said:
of the school’s grounds reduced to a boggy mess every time | interpose that this seems to be a somewhat different reporting
it rains. Also, | have first-hand knowledge, through mymechanism to that which has been adopted in relation to the current
: ) -— . : ! corruption inquiry, where the report will be not to the Director,
Ch!IdrenS SporFIng activities, of flopdlng problems at the Public Prosecutions but to the Commissioner for Police.
Bridgewater Primary School oval, with the oval declared off h his mi fih
limits to students and sporting clubs after heavy rainfalls. Th vr\]ns to correct this m|sstatﬁn_1ent_o the Hon.l R.D. Lawson.
Crafers Primary School has been working with the Adelaide "€ Anti-Corruption Branch inquiry presently being con-
Hills Council for 10 years to reduce the amount of storm-ducted was commissioned at the direct instigation of the
water entering the grounds, but without any real success. HON- Kevin Foley, the then acting premier, on Monday

Every year students are unable to use large sections of tﬁg June Z?Oﬁ' I adws_e the house thlat, Ikrll accqrdance ‘_N'th
playground during winter. The school’s concerns have beegng-estab ished practice and protocols, the Anti-Corruption

. Sranch will provide a report to the Director of Public
Egl[gztebr;e?uggf?af:zg itetgtiecsttgm;’v a,\t/leyr Eﬂi‘gﬂgﬁ SC?Q t?hm rosecutions, who (under the Director of Public Prosecutions

- . eAct) has the sole statutory discretion to determine whether
minister are: i X
. . .. criminal charges should be laid.

1. Has the Department for Education and Children’s | am at a loss to understand how the Hon. R.D. Lawson
Services investigated the .situation forcing Crafers Pr_ima%an state that the Anti-Corruption Branchiis, iﬁ th}s fnstance,
School t,? fence off part of its grounds every year and, if not'supposed to be providing a report to the Minister for Police.
why not- . ) ) As | have been at pains to point out, this government has

2. Why has the situation been allowed to continue for 1Gise|f, on the advice of the Crown Solicitor, taken the step of
years? referring the matter to the police for investigation. The Anti-

3. Will the minister act immediately to address theCorruption Branch will act entirely in accordance with all
Crafers Primary School's flooding problem and, if not, whyestablished protocols and practices in referring all matters to
not? the Director of Public Prosecutions for advice or other action,

4. Will the minister provide a guarantee to the schoolincluding adjudication of whether criminal charges should be
community that the school grounds are not contaminated bigid. No question of ministerial involvement arises in any way
any effluent run-off from septic tanks? whatsoever in relation to the investigation or adjudication

5. How many other schools in South Australia are forcedorocess of the matters referred to the Anti-Corruption Branch.
to ban students from ovals and playgrounds following heavy
rains because of inadequate drainage? PRINTING COMMITTEE

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Agriculture,
Food and Fisheries): | will refer those questions to the
Minister for Education and Children’s Services for a
response. Let me say that, as a resident of the hills area,
course, that particular area around Crafers and Stirling (whe
I live) has an annual rainfall (in the old measure) in excess of Leave granted. ] ]

40 inches a year. It is probably the highest rainfall area in the 1 heHon. P-HOLLOWAY: | move:

state, and most of that rain falls during the winter periods, ,_Thatthe Hon. J.M.A. Lensink be appointed to the committee in
Much of that hills area is waterlogged which is, for those ofPlace Of_ the Hon_' D.V. Laidlaw, resigned.

us who live in the hills, a feature of the area. | suppose itis Motion carried.

also what makes the area so attractive in terms of the trees

and other vegetation that grow as a consequence of that high STANDING COMMITTEES
rainfall. | will pass on those questions to the minister.

In relation to the sewage effluent, as a resident of th
Stirling area | know that the government is doing a significaneﬁ
amount to extend the sewerage scheme through that part
the hills. Whether that area around Crafers is part of th ent Committee
program, obviously, is a matter about which | will have to ask Leave granted
my colleague the minister responsible for SA Water. | know The Hon. P. HdLLOWAY: | move:

that the government is certainly doing a significant amount That, pursuant to section 21(3) of the Parliamentary Committees
to increase the extension of sewerage services into the hillg., 1991, the Hon. J.M.A. Lensink be appointed to the Social

area. However, | will seek a response from the minister.  pevelopment Committee in place of the Hon. D.W. Ridgway,
resigned, and the Hon. D.W. Ridgway be appointed to the Environ-
ment, Resources and Development Committee in place of the Hon.
D.V. Laidlaw, resigned.

Motion carried.

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Agriculture,
Food and Fisheries): | seek leave to move a motion without
Bptice concerning the appointment of a replacement member
e} the committee.

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Agriculture,

ood and Fisheries): | seek leave to move a motion without
tice concerning appointments to the Social Development
mmittee and the Environment, Resources and Develop-
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faiths and to dispel some of the prejudices and misconcep-
MATTERSOF INTEREST tions that currently exist about these religions.
It was a poignant reminder that faith and tolerance are
MULTI CCl:JI(S-I[/ILIJ\/IRl’j\Ill_I $$§Q%TAQFT(;:QISTH AND essential ideals for our community and people. The freedom
to believe and to give expression to one’s faith without fear

TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: On Monday 23 June | of discrimination or retribution is a keystone of our culture

attended the South Australian Multicultural and Ethnic.and civilisation. Prejudice and discrimination thrive on

Affairs Commission (SAMEAC) Multicultural Forum on 'gnorance and misinformation. SAMEAC plays an important
Faith and Community Relations held at the Prophet Elia§0Ie In facilitating the sharing of information in open
Church Community Parish Hall. It was a refreshing changétommur"ty forums that also.en.courage networking. i
to be invited to attend this forum. | am glad to see that, since | congratulate the commission on the forum. | enjoyed
the election of the Labor government, the commission haB€ing a part of this dialogue, which | believe will continue
changed its habit of often overlooking non-government mp&nd which could serve as a model for more troubled places
so that now all state MPs (including from the opposition) ardn the world.
invited to these multicultural fora.

This may sound trivial but I think the point needs to be VIETNAMESE CHRISTIAN COMMUNITY
made as it reinforces the enduring message that South )
Australia’s multicultural policy is bipartisan and that, as a  TheHon. J.F. STEFANI: Today, | wish to speak about
society, we have a proud history of being able to maintairthe testimonial dinner organised by the Vietnamese Christian
cohesive relations between communities, despite pressure§mmunity on Saturday 28 June 2003 in honour of Father
and conflicts in other parts of the world. | was one of threeAugustin, Sister Elizabeth and Father Joseph. As long-time
members of this chamber who attended, with the Hon. Johfiiends of the Vietnamese Christian Community, my wife and
Gazzola and the Hon. Julian Stefani also being present. | were particularly privileged to be sharing in this special

The forum was a timely event. To quote John Kiosoglous€vent when the Vietnamese community was paying a unique
the Chairman of SAMEAC: tribute to the outstanding work and significant contributions

L . . of Father Augustin and Sister Elizabeth over many years in
The current situation in the Middle East (especially Iraq) ha p -
stirred many passions in the Australian community in general ansfn‘he service of the Viethamese people.

among Australians of the various Middle Eastern backgrounds in | would also like to acknowledge the work of
particular. By inviting members of the South Australian CommunityFather Joseph who has served as assistant Chap|ain of the
to participate in this forum SAMEAC hopes that they will gain an . -
insight into the shared values of the Jewish, Muslim and Christiar\gcc' As many friends of the Vietnamese people are aware,
worlds. ather Augustin was the first chaplain appointed to provide

. astoral care to the Vietnamese Christian Community in
There were three excellent speakers at the forum, which w. outh Australia, from 1979 to 1992. In 1994, shortly after the

ghggﬁgrgyrfgrzlsgg;/gj“ﬁi%lfergnligxlzsrzugm? f;ir':ﬁs b#essing of the foundation stone of the magnificent commun-
P P 9 ffy centre at Pooraka (which | can still vividly recall took

Judaism, Christianity and Islam. About 100 prominent peopl . ; )
from Adelaide’s diverse community listened to the thought: Ifaﬁgl)c; nn? a\;irﬁ\rgv; érsgnsdrﬁglmig]rlggeiu ?nn%htgen%?jﬁgr%?og

of the Most Reverend lan George, Anglican Archbishop o . :
Adelaide: Khalid Youseff, Imam of the Adelaide Mosque: looded paddock), Father Augustin left Adelaide for the USA,

and Mr Jeremy Jones, President of the Executive Council 3v‘!‘/lhere he completed a Masters Degree in Pastoral Studies. On
[

Australian Jewry. The speakers tried to demonstrate how fai IS return in 1996, he was reappointed to continue his devoted
Y. P e in the service of God and the Vietnamese people in South

Ilfnggrlgt ;ﬁ d}cr? StaerrnSgC'%r?(?lj;nggmm%onrﬁizgsz&gr?ﬁgnté?ge,&ustralia. Father Augustin has given remarkable service and
9 9 Zi%storal leadership to the Viethamese Christian Community

conflict. They also gave an insight into the shared values . o
) - i nd has provided enormous inspiration and support to many
the Jewish, Muslim and Christian worlds. The forum was als eople over a period of more than 20 years.

addressed by the Hon. Michael Atkinson MP in his capacit : . ) . i )
During this outstanding period of service and community

as Minister for Multicultural Affairs. He told the gathering: ?
We cannot, as a society, tolerate attacks on mosques or Synaghlevements, another person has also generously devoted her
gogues and other places of’worship or on law-abiding AustraliangeIIglous life in the service of the Vietnamese people. | speak,

whatever their origins of faith. Freedom of faith and religious Of course, of none other than Sister Elizabeth Nghia, who
expression is fundamental to any just, decent and socially inclusivarrived in Australia in 1976 as one of the many ‘boat people’
society like ours. to flee their homeland in the aftermath of the Vietham war.
We were reminded that South Australia has long had a histor§ister Elizabeth’s journey to Australia on board a small
of religious freedom. The South Australia Act, which set upfishing vessel with 32 other desperate refugees almost turned
the arrangements for the new colony in 1836, secured thigito a disaster because they had no food for the last five days
freedom. Indeed, as we were also reminded, it was one of th# their sea journey.
main reasons why it attracted German Lutherans to settle in Fortunately, Sister Elizabeth and her companions were
the Barossa Valley when they fled from religious persecutiomescued by the master of the shipi Lee. As a newly arrived
in Prussia. refugee, Sister Elizabeth immediately began her work helping
It was wonderful to see that in our state we could have ¢he many refugees facing the difficulties of intolerance and
gathering that included Christians, Jews, Muslims, Sikhsprejudice, as well as the challenges of a new life in a new
Buddhists, agnostics and others in one venue to have @untry. Sister Elizabeth was instrumental in the establish-
dialogue about the things that unite us all as Australians. Bynent of the Indochinese Australian Women'’s Association, an
organising this multicultural forum, SAMEAC hoped to assistorganisation which developed self-help programs for
the public to gain an insight into the interaction between thes¥ietnamese women and provided pastoral care and welfare
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support in the areas of housing, employment, incomestudents in learning support classes; mainstream classes;
education, counselling, and many other family issues. students at primary, secondary and area schools; life skills
During her long and dedicated period of communityand social science classes; and students who have been
service, she maintained an enduring commitment to thbullied or victimised. After seeing the video, it seemed to me
education and religious training of children in the Vietnameséhat it could be used by employers and also trade unions.
community. She founded and became the principal of the The special students acted in it, and they did a magnificent
Lac-Long Vietnamese Ethnic School, teaching the Vietjob (there could be the potential for a Nicole Kidman or
namese language to more than 800 children. In 1984, Sistepmebody of that ability amongst them). The video focused
Elizabeth was awarded the Medal of the Order of Australiaon bullying and harassment, jealousy, partners, relationships
in recognition of her outstanding work for the South Aust-(wanted and unwanted), and acceptance of situations and
ralian Vietnamese community. In acknowledging theabilities that cannot be changed. The video can be used to
magnificent leadership and the contributions made by Fath@enerate various discussions about relationships with peers
Augustin and Sister Elizabeth during the past 20 years, &nd friends; how individuals and groups view people with
believe that all members of the Viethamese Christiardifferent abilities; similarities in problems with friends and
Community have collectively expressed their appreciationpeers; and choices in regard to how people behave and react.
and gratitude by responding with great generosity and The role emphasising bullying could be used for presenta-
sacrifice to achieve the building of their impressive communtions not only in relation to bullying at school but also in
ity centre at Pooraka. classes for occupational health and safety stewards and shop
As many members of parliament would already be awarestewards in relation to the workplace. | am pleased to have
during the celebration of the Centenary of Federation theeceived copies of the video, which | will pass on to some
federal government announced its intention to honour th&rade unions for presentation. These special children and
many volunteers in our community. Our community of adults have done a great job and perhaps they might be able
volunteers are the unsung heroes who give of themselves ia get the message across in the workplace as well as in
the service of others. One of these special volunteers tgchools. | congratulate them on the wonderful job they have
receive recognition with the award of the Centenary Medatlone of putting together a video that points out the different
was Father Augustin. It was a great honour for me tovays in which to overcome problems if confronted with
acknowledge Father Augustin’s outstanding work for thethem. | also take this opportunity to thank Pam Dunlop, the
Vietnamese community and to present him with the Centenmain coordinator, and congratulate the special students on
ary Medal and his citation certificate. It was also a privilegetheir involvement.
to present Sister Elizabeth with a personal gift to acknow-
ledge her tremendous contributions for the benefit of the SPEAKER, COMMENTS
Vietnamese people. In closing, | know that, after so many
years with the Vietnamese Christian Community, Father T n€Hon. R.D.LAWSON: | propose to make some
Augustin and Sister Elizabeth will be greatly missed by all'®marks on the upholding of public confidence in our
the people who have come to know them. | consider mysemstltutlons and begin by referrlng to a statement made in
fortunate to know them as very special personal friends, angnother place on a matter of privilege on 5 June this year by

I wish them continued success, good health and happiness fof¢. SPeaker. The report of the Speaker's remarks appeared
the future. in the Advertiser on the following day, and accurately

summarised the comments as follows:
STOP, THINK, ACT PROJECT Speaker Peter Lewis has threatened to impeach a magistrate for
contempt. Speaking in parliament last night, Mr Lewis warned the

TheHon. R.K. SNEATH: Last Wednesday, | had the unnamed magistrate about a move to force Labor backbencher and

C . . member for Playford, Jack Snelling, to attend the Magistrates Court
pleasure of being in Berri in the Riverland to launch the Stopyg provide infor%aﬁon ona Case' é]efore the court. g !

Think, Act project. Mr President, you might well be thinking . . .

that was something put together to help the opposition, bu'EI,—he grtlcle continues: ) )

unfortunately, it was not. It was something which was put_ 1tis understood that Mr Snelling has been directed to attend court
together b d f L Hiah School and Riverl 0 provide details on a source who supplied him with information
ogether by students from Loxton High School and Riverlangyich contributed to a letter he wrote in defence of [the then]
Special School and which resulted in a very constructivettorney-General Michael Atkinson.

video. ltwas developed as a youth peer education project thtis jndeed true that the Speaker in his comments said:
would facilitate an awareness of the commonality of relation- On behalf of the house and the parliament, the chair forthwith
ship issues in youth, regardless of their different ability Orgjrects the attention of the presiding member of the court to [certain
differability—differability being a term that recognises that facts]. The presiding member of the court must cease and desist these
everyone is individual and that we all have a diversity ofendeavours forthwith.

skills and abilities that can be further developed and used age Speaker went on further:

a positive Cont“bm!on within our.communlty. . Should the presiding member of the court persevere in attempting
Students from Riverland Special School and Loxton Highto direct the member for Playford. to act inbreach of parliamen-
School held combined social activities and joint dramatary privilege he. . should be aware that parliament may choose to

workshops directed by the Riverland Youth Theatre dramMPeach him for contempt.

facilitator. This allowed for discussion and exploration aboutDuring the course of his discourse, the Speaker reminded the
relationship issues with participants. Unfortunately, Loxtonhouse of the activities of King Charles | and dilated upon the
High School students could not continue, due to studyncarceration in the Tower of London of various judicial and
commitments, so the project was continued by students fromther officers in the 17th century.

Riverland Special School. The video production was funded This threat, not only on behalf of the House of Assembly
by Country Arts SA. The target groups of the video arebut also on behalf of the parliament, is most alarming. The
students in special schools; students in special classegsymunity of parliament from legal process is, of course, a
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cornerstone of our democratic system, but so is the independelay of normal physical development such as crawling or
ence of the courts, and that independence is no less importantalking as a result of the cramped and toxic conditions. The
The conventional way in which parliament approaches tharrangement for some of the children to attend school in Port
courts of law is through a legal counsel duly appointed forAugusta for part of the year offers much needed structure and
that purpose. The member for Hammond would be welpredictability, but not all children are able to attend.

aware of that because, in the past, counsel have been . yair sybmission to HREOC, the national child welfare
appointed from crown law to appear on matters in which he, - yisation said, ‘The detention environment by its very
has. been involved to present matters of parllamentarxature retraumatises already extremely vulnerable children
pr|V|I¢ge to.the c'ourts_ . . and young people.” FAYS staff in this state know this from
It is entirely inappropriate and most corrosive of anyheir'own visits. For parents, life inside Baxter is hell. Dr Lyn

member of parliament to threaten a court or a judicial officerggnger a psychologist employed for a time by ACM, told the
with impeachment, and sabre rattling with reminders of Kingy REOé inquiry: '

Charles | and the Tower of London are mostimproper. There
is a convention that parliament treats with respect the The detention environment was emotionally stressful and
activities of the court and one expects that courtesy to paentally destructive for all detainees adults were unable to create
recipr.ocated.. We run a very _real risk of underminir_lg ourgggrfﬁl,iﬁgr(;r;%ﬁgwrzlgniga;ﬁdEgaﬁ?{;/tl;rgrr:.mentwas punitive, penal and
constitution if attacks of this kind are allowed to continue.

The second matter on which | would remark concerns thdhese parents are often traumatised and battling severe
announcement yesterday that magistrate Michael Fredericlepression and a deep sense of loss and grief and are, of
was the subject of a police investigation. That announcemepurse, suffering acute anxiety about what the future holds
was made by the chief magistrate, who thereby put the mattéer their family. They try to be resilient and to be good
out into the public arena. Yesterday, | asked the Attorneyparents. They try to maintain hope but, like you and | would,
General whether he would agree that the confidence gfarents inside Baxter worry about breaking down in front of
persons appearing before judicial officers may be underminetheir children.

if it is publicly known that the judicial officer concerned is A member of the UniSA Circle of Friends Tracey, wrote

the subject of a police inquiry or investigation. The Attorney-, me about her visit to one refugee family just last week. She
General skirted the question and declined to intervene ig,q-

relation to this matter to encourage the magistrate to stand
down whilst those investigations continue. On the way to Baxter we remembered how excited and optimistic

; ; ; ; e all were when we met the Al-mosawi family last July. We
| believe strongly in the presumption of innocence, and IVémembered how we grew to love them and how we played with the

make no suggestion that there is any substance to any of Flraﬁildren. We remembered the extraordinary privilege of being
allegations being investigated. However, | believe that publicntimately involved in the birth of their third child, Salima. We
confidence in our courts will be maintained if the judicial recalled the horror of finding Samira in the Emergency Ward at the
officer over whom any cloud or suspicion exists stands dow g¥;‘ é)‘fs?t'ggeuﬂgg%tg ;”pg;lfea”r‘]gegogﬁéé’?gg} lﬁ:ggdsi%l';‘ \?v o
Today, | am glad to see that magistrate Michael Frederick hargmembered the many months of telephone calls and letters to
agreed not to sit this week but to undertake administrativilohammed as we tried to keep both his and our own spirits buoyant.
duties. | commend him for that. It is a pity that he has far  gaaing the family again this week reminded us that we have

better judgment and has shown greater leadership than thgied. Despite our best intentions and efforts, the family is still
Attorney-General has in this matter. imprisoned. Samira is still psychologically damaged as a result of
Time expired. being imprisoned, and Mohammed continues to raise their three
small children with a love and gentleness that contrasts sharply with
the harshness of their detention environment. All we can do now is

CHILDREN IN DETENTION weep and apologise for the brutality of the Australian immigration

system, for the inaction of our state government and for our own

TheHon. KATE REYNOLDS: Nearly half the children  impotence.

detained in Australia are inside Baxter Immigration Detention . .
Facility near Port Augusta, where they are confined in breachn€S€ are men, women and children with names, faces and
of international human rights treaties to which Australia is g>t0ies to tell about how they struggle under 24-hour surveil-
signatory. One submission to HREOC's national inquiry into/&"C€ against the disintegration of their longed-for future.

children in immigration detention said of the policy of the The;lld?]re not Lh?. iIIegaIH'non-citizer'l aILens J?hr:l'llgowardd
Liberal federal government that it ‘also offends traditionalWould have us believe. This systematic abuse of children an

and long established Australian standards of humanity°Un9 people and the deliberate destruction of families is not

compassion and morality’. To our great shame, Australia igappening in some distant country: it is happening right here

now the only western nation that places all asylum seekers i S0Uth Australia with the full knowledge and, it appears, the

mandatory detention for unlimited periods of time, showing2PProval of this state’s Labor government.
to the world that the Howard government’s priorities are  In conclusion, the Australian Democrats renew our call for
more twisted than barbed wire. In fact, rather than providingall children and their parents to be immediately removed from
the extra care and support that children and young peopBaxter under the jurisdiction of the state’s Child Protection
need after experiences such as fleeing from life in a war zonéct. | note that separation of children from their parents
the government is causing more harm. would be in breach of Article 9(1) of the UNCRC and would,
As a result of being in detention, children exhibit symp-by any measure, be unjustified, unconscionable and against
toms including withdrawal, recurring night terrors, vomiting, the best interests of children. Families should be housed in
trembling, migraines, lapses in toilet training and bed-wettinghe community, with access to the necessary health and
in older children, malattachment disorder, insomnia, eatin@ducation services and language services for parents, as is
disorders, severe nail-biting, behavioural problems, speedatone in Europe and Canada where compassion inspires, not
difficulties and delay, fits and convulsions, self harming andenrages, our political leaders.
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ROSTRUM overstated. It is the key to personal, economic and political
development. It can help people raise their incomes, their
TheHon. T.G. CAMERON: I rise today to inform the education levels and their political activity and awareness.
house of the work that Rostrum, the public speaking organiThe state government should play a more active role in
sation, is doing to assist the growth and development gbromoting these organisations or giving them avenues to gain
public speaking skills for South Australians. On 28 Junenew members and in helping younger and older South
2003, the South Australian state finals of the Rostrum Voicéustralians to become better public speakers. The quality
of Youth were held in this parliament. Eight secondary schooseeds we plant in them today will benefit our society and our
contestants competed for titles of Junior Voice of Youth andlemocratic system for years to come.
Senior Voice of Youth for South Australia. These eight
people were chosen from over 200 contestants in heats and QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
semi-finals. The winners progressed to the semi-finals, which
were similarly held over another weekend, likewise supported The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: During the period the Hon.
and voluntarily run by members of Rostrum. Two winnersmike Rann was in opposition he made it his mantra to
from each heat progressed to the state final. Around 3Qromise open government, codes of conduct, enhanced
Rostrum volunteers organised, adjudicated and ran theggirliamentary standards and scrutiny. Oh, how far short this
heats and finals, including James England, an adviser in myovernment has fallen in relation to those lofty ideals! One
office. He informs me that the evening was most enjoyablf the specific promises this government made was to answer
and the speeches were of the highest calibre. questions within six sitting days—a specific and measurable
This council was represented by the Hon. Sandra Kanckromise. If one looks at the performance of the government,
MLC, who was one of five adjudicators for the senior adjectives such as lamentable and disappointing are just two
competitors. The evening was hosted by the Liberal membehat come to mind. As of today 135 questions on notice
for Bragg in another place, Vickie Chapman. The juniorremain unanswered. Indeed, 95 of those questions have been
winner of the Voice of Youth was Jane Thompson fromoutstanding since February this year.
Loreto College, and the senior winner was Matthew Clayfield tpage questions cover topics such as: late fees paid to

from M.o.unt'Gambler H|gh School. T.h.e \oice of Y.OUth overnment agencies; what tenders and contracts have been
competition is part of a national competition and the winnergsared since March 2002: the cost of the Auditor-General’s
of _the state final progress to the national final to be held irheport; Music House: th attended public-private partner-
Brisbane on 26 ‘]l.“y' . . ship conferences; names of ministerial staff and their salaries;
I would now like to inform the house a little about . g5 of ministerial office renovations; destinations and cost
Rostrum itself. Even though it organises the Voice of Youth ¢ inisterial trips; who are the travel VIPs within govern-
Rostrum is a self-help group, not a service club. Itis dedicatmem; numbers of’public servants; public servants who get
ed to improving the public speaking skills of members. It iSy5iq more than $100 000; who is entitled to a public servant
run by the members for the members and caters for ajloq,s: public transport investment review; review of bus
members from the most shy and least able to expert speakefgjce contracts; costs of renovations of the CEO of the Hon.
Its membership is a cross-section of society. It welcomeg;ichael Wright's office; speed cameras; the cost of the

people from all backgrounds and has active members WhOayton report; SOTAP:; etc. The list goes on and yet sporadi-
have a disability. It may interest members to know that(:a"y the odd question is answered.

several former members of the South Australian parliament One might think the opposition ought to be grateful this

were also members of Rostrum: David Wade and Stephevr\]/eek that it got the answers to three questions. Some seven

Baker. The focus of Rostrum is to learn the art of public " f f ber of this ol Hon. Di
speaking and love of the English language in a friendl;}qu.es lons from a former member ot this place, Hon. biana
aidlaw, remain unanswered. Further evidence of the

environment with support and advice from trained critics an(g tabl ; f thi y )

senior members of the organisation. It teaches both practic meP anbie perg)rmance Ob N gove:nmenfln answirltr;]g

public speaking skills, meeting procedure, how to chair Z1U€SUONs can be proven Dy an analysis of some ot the
nanswered questions that | have asked over the past

meeting and presentation skills. In f ne club f . .
eeting and presentation skills act, one club focuse 2 months. Indeed, some 47 questions asked by me without

solely on presentation skills. notice remain unanswered. To give some examples
There are 30 clubs covered in the Rostrum SA zone - 109 ples—

including two clubs in the Northern Territory. While Rostrum ~ TheHon. R.K. Sneath: Dorothy dixers!
membership has remained steady, it is, like all public TheHon.A.J. REDFORD: If they were dorothy dixers,
speaking organisations, rather low. In an age where conthey ought to be answered on the spot, with a minister who
munication is all important, | would encourage all Southis across his portfolio—in order to respond to the Hon. Bob
Australians to advance their public speaking skills. RostrunSneath and one of his better interjections, which really had
does wonderful work with the Voice of Youth and with its me under pressure! Some of the questions include the cost of
members, instilling in people of all ages confidence, abilitythe Racing Industry Council and its role; the advertising of
and pride in excellence. It is often difficult for an organisationthe EDS; ministerial responsibility; the failure to process FOI
dedicated to self help and with only grassroots financiahnd the calculation of charges; community cabinet meetings;
resources to promote itself within the community. the Crimtrac system; government consultancies; the Hind-
It is time for the state government to recognise thesenarsh Soccer Stadium; public liability insurance; regional
public speaking groups for the important role they play incommunities; election promises; crime statistics; the minister-
education and personal growth. People who have founil code of conduct (there have been a few of those); public
confidence, overcome fear, and grown as speakers and esnfidence in judicial administration; the Chris Kourakis
members of the community by virtue of their membership ofappointment; cabinet confidentiality; workers compensation
Rostrum are adding value to our economy and society. Th@nd, indeed, | will be alluding to that in some detail in the
importance of developing public speaking skills cannot benot too distant future); and South-East water licences.
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The Hon. Bob Sneath might laugh, but we all know that-
he does not ask many questions; he is very accepting of this
government. But we—Her Majesty’s loyal opposition—are- whether the right to review an allocation under section 58
charged with asking questions and, indeed, we do not receive of the Fisheries Act 1982 has been taken away by the use
answers on more occasions than is desirable. And they are of regulations;
just my questions—which are usually put in a simple way,, whether the right of fishers to the resource is dependent
without rancour. Yet, | am treated (as are, | am sure, many on non-reviewable decisions, resulting in a breach of
other members in this place) with complete disdain. Isitany natural justice;
wonder that some ministers in the other place complain about whether the King Crab Allocation Advisory Panel made

whether the distribution of the resource amongst fishers
is inequitable;

a lack of cooperation from the Legislative Council? It is time
for this government’s rhetoric to be matched by its perform-
ance. If the corruption scandal is not a wake-up call for this
government, | do not know what will be. Next time | speak, -
I will report on the government’s FOI performance—an -

decisions about equitable allocation when it did not have
the information or expertise required for such a determina-
tion;

whether the panel made errors in its calculations;
whether the panel did not validate data used to calculate

equally patchy and an almost equally lamentable one. historical catches, which subsequently determined the
distribution of the giant crab resource;

whether the Director of Fisheries has not obtained the best

scientific advice in making decisions about the manage-

ment of the resource; and

whether the director unreasonably excluded pre-1997

catch histories of fishes on the basis that this information

could not be validated.
The committee made six recommendations on the basis of its

TheHon. J. GAZZOLA: | move: inquiries. The first of those is that, as part of the review of the

_ That the report of the committee on regulations under theFisheries Act 1982 commissioned by the government in June
Fisheries Act 1982 concerning giant crabs be noted. 2002, the Minister for Agriculture, Food and Fisheries should
The Legislative Review Committee first considered theselevelop a policy for the implementation of regulations
regulations, which allocate the giant crab resource to fishergoncerning schemes of management for fisheries. The
in May 2002. A number of fishers contacted the committe&zommittee noted that a policy would inform fishers that
stating that the allocations were unsatisfactory. The commitappeal rights or rights to a fishery may be determined by
tee invited the fishers and their representatives to appeaggulations. The committee noted that some fishers believed
before it. The committee also took evidence from the Directothat such rights could ultimately be decided by the courts.
of Fisheries and a representative of the South Australian The second recommendation is that the policy for the
Research and Development Institute, which provides thgnplementation of the regulations should be publicly
government with specialist advice on fish stocks. available and incorporate the following:

The committee conducted numerous hearings and guidelines for when regulations are to be used as a
provided stakeholders with adequate opportunity to make fisheries management tool above other options such as
submissions and respond to evidence that had been provided. licence conditions;

It heard from eight witnesses, which included scientific: measures to ensure that sufficient information is collected
experts, legal representatives and a full-time crab fisher, and to enable an effective determination on the equitable

recorded over 80 pagesidansard evidence. It also received distribution of the resource, in accordance with section 20

numerous detailed submissions from the parties. The fishers of the Fisheries Act 1982;

informed the committee, in August 2002, that they might- measures to inform fishers that, given that the fisheries
resolve their concerns about the regulations through a private industry is highly regulated to ensure the sustainability of

arrangement. However, the parties ultimately failed to reach available stocks, allocations may be determined by

an agreement and, consequently, the committee continued regulations and may not be challenged pursuant to section
with its review. 58 of the Fisheries Act 1982; and

After taking evidence from the parties, the committee- guidelines on consultation must be undertaken before
wrote to the Minister for Agriculture, Food and Fisheries on  regulations are introduced, to ensure that:

5 December 2002 and requested an immediate review of the - fishers are given adequate opportunity to make

regulations. The minister responded on 17 February 2003and  representations and submissions;

advised that it was not appropriate for him to overturn the - where fishers submit a written query about the consul-

decision of the Director of Fisheries. On 19 February 2003, tation process or matters arising therefrom, a written

the committee resolved to produce a report on the regulations.  response is provided by the Department for Primary

Mr President, as you know, the report was tabled on 4 June Industries and Resources SA; and

2003. - the consultation process is transparent and all submis-

The committee noted and considered each of the criticisms ~ sions are available to the public upon request, (where
of the fishers in relation to the scheme of management forthe  the submitter provides authority).
giant crab resource. Consequently, it reported on the followThe committee recommended (under recommendation 3) that
ing: the Minister for Agriculture, Food and Fisheries should note
- whether the total allowable catch for the giant crabthe effect of implementing regulations that extinguish appeal
resource, which is announced at the beginning of eactights that were previously available to fishers. These include:
season, is too low; a possible breach of the committee’s principles of scrutiny
whether the total allowable catch fails to ensure the that require it to consider whether regulations ‘unduly
optimum utilisation of the resource; trespass on rights established by law or are inconsistent

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE: GIANT
CRABS
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with the principles of natural justice, or make rights, officer, George Kosmas. It was unfortunate that the commit-
liberties or obligations dependent on non-reviewableiee could not deliver a unanimous report, but it certainly was
decisions.’” The committee construes the term ‘rights’a report that was built over a 12-month period with the best
widely so that it includes appeal rights or a person’s righknowledge and advice available to the committee.
to access or exploit a resource notwithstanding that no
proprietary right has been conferred. TheHon. A.J. REDFORD secured the adjournment of
If appeal rights in relation to determinations about thethe debate.
allocation of the giant crab resource are extinguished, the
District Court obviously is unable to intervene and correct WORKCOVER
any errors.

The committee recommended (in recommendation 4) thatthe TheHon. A.J. REDFORD: | move:

Director of Fisheries should formalise and improve measures That the Legislative Council, having regard to the failure of the

for the collection of scientific information in relation to the Minister for Transport to answer questions put to him on 26 March,

; : ; . 29 April, 1 May, 13 May, 14 May, 15 May and 29 May 2003, and
glant crab fishery. The measures should include: the ministerial statement made on 24 March 2003 concerning the

formal (written) requests for information from fisheries workCover Corporation of South Australia (WorkCover), requests
scientists who have collected relevant data; and the Statutory Authorities Review Committee to investigate Work-

consideration of the purchase of data and other scientifigover with particular reference to—

information if it is cost effective to do so and is beneficial 1. Any directions, advice, recommendations, suggestions or
. proposals made by the minister or his officers pursuant to section 4

to the management of the fishery. ) of the WorkCover Corporation Act (the act) or otherwise.

The fifth recommendation is where the committee startedto 2. Any other proposals, recommendations or suggestions made

move in different directions. The majority, being Mrs Robyn by the government to WorkCover relating to the affairs of Work-

Geraghty MP, the Hon. lan Gilfillan, Mr Kris Hanna MP and Cover.

. P ; . 3. The reporting arrangements which existed between Work-
Ij recommended ‘no action’ on the regulations and noted: Cover and the government and the information given by WorkCover

fishers were given sufficient opportunity for inputinto the 5 the government pursuant to those arrangements relating to the
decision-making process. The consultation process wasfairs of WorkCover.

exhaustive and gave repeated opportunities for detailed 4. The nature and extent of the communication between
submissions. WorkCover and the government and, in particular, the communica-

; ; : tion relating to the financial position of WorkCover and generally,
the committee provides a forum for the review of regula-as to the administration of the affairs of WorkCover in relation to

tions and has the power to recommend allowance of thosgose matters.

that breach its principles of scrutiny. 5. Any proposals, promises, discussions or understandings
the government is entitled to ensure that there is certaintetween the minister or his officers and any other person regarding
in the management of a fishery. e resignation of the former chief executive officer or any other

th i | dth lati employee of WorkCover.
€ management ISsues were complex and the reguialions g “any proposals, promises, discussions or understandings

provide an effective and final solution. between the minister or his officers and any other person regarding
In the sixth recommendation, the minority, being the Honthe appointment of a chief executive officer or any other employee
Dorothy Kotz MP and the Hon. Angus Redford MLC to WorkCover.

recommended that the regulations should be disallowed and /- The deteriorating financial position of WorkCover.
noted that: 8. The circumstances leading to the setting of the last levy rate

. . L . by the board of WorkCover and whether the current processes of
the issue of equitable distribution should be decided by @etting the levy can be improved.

court of law that has procedures and the expertise to 9. The effectiveness of the claims’ management arrangements
adjudicate on such matters. of WorkCover.
section 58 of the Fisheries Act 1982 previously gave 10-Any other relevant matter.
fishers an appeal right in relation to allocations as &ince this government took office, we have seen a decline in
licence condition, and this right should not be extin-WorkCover’s financial position of nearly $300 million as last
guished by the regulations. reported in this place, or something over $1 million for every
fishers were not sufficiently warned of the effect of thetwo days that this government has been in office. There is a
regulations, that is, the allocation would be final and notreal concern in the community that, if this continues at this
subject to appeal and, consequently, they did not recognigate, this could be the next State Bank. Itis a real concern to
the importance of the King Crab Allocation Advisory this state, it is a real concern to our employers, and itis a real
Panel and the consultations that were undertaken. concern to our employees. If this is allowed to continue, the
regulations should not remove appeal rights that help témpact on the economy will undo all the good work done by
protect a person’s economic livelihood. the former government in restoring South Australia’s
it is unreasonable to use regulations as a device to avokconomic status and confidence following the last financial
litigation. disaster inflicted upon this state by a Labor government, and
In conclusion, having considered all the criticisms, thein that regard | refer to the State Bank.
majority of the committee found that there was insufficient During the 18-month tenure of this minister, he has
evidence to recommend disallowance of the regulationdlamed the massive deterioration of WorkCover’s position
There was, however, unanimous support for a policy for then anybody or anything that is some distance away from
implementation of regulations under the Fisheries Act 198himself. He has also blamed it on the rate rebate given prior
that relate to schemes of management of fisheries. to the last election independently by the WorkCover Board
As the presiding member, | thank all members of theand on the financial markets, and he has sought to shift
committee for their excellent work and patience. They weregesponsibility to anyone but himself. | remind members that
thorough and constructive in their work. On behalf of thea substantial number of questions have been asked in this
committee, | express our thanks and appreciation for thplace since March this year concerning the financial perform-
excellent work of the secretary, Peter Blencowe, and researetmce of WorkCover. Indeed, not a single question asked by
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any member in this place has been answered by the minister. As a supplementary question, | asked whether he could at
This minister has treated the Legislative Council and thdeast provide this information and give the state some
questions asked by members in the Legislative Council witlindication about where this government was headed in
utter disdain as he has failed to directly address this place irelation to WorkCover before the Economic Growth Summit.
relation to those questions. However, not even the summit brought forward a response
I will take members through some of the issues and somBom this minister about how he would deal with these
of the questions that have been raised in this place sindéfficultissues.
March of this year. Firstly, what was most interesting about  Indeed, Mr President, | know that you, quite properly,
the disclosure by the minister of this extraordinary deteriorachided me for an exceedingly long explanation to one of my
tion in the position of WorkCover was the fact that he madequestions and, quite properly, said that if I continued to do so
his ministerial statement and he made the disclosure on th&®u would be annoyed. Whilst those comments were quite
day that the Iraq war broke out. On that occasion when hgroper, can | say that we on this side of the council are
made that disclosure, on 24 March this year, he sought tBecoming increasingly concerned and annoyed at the fact that
blame everybody yet failed to allude to the fact that he hadhis minister seems to be sitting on his hands in relation to
a personal representative attend each and every board meetfigny of the challenges that confront him and this government
of the WorkCover Corporation since being sworn into office.in relation to the management of WorkCover. In April this
In addition, the minister said that he would fix the problemY€@" | 2gain raised this issue of WorkCover. In that respect,
but in that ministerial statement failed to state how he would "@iseéd the issue of the draft bill concering occupational
fix it. In addition, shortly after being sworn in, he appointed N€@lth and safety administration. | reported to this place that
a former judge of the Industrial Court, Mr Stanley, to inquire ®"€ Major industry association was opposed to that recom-
into WorkCover. Indeed, Mr Stanley presented a comprehedl'€ndation, and | asked which major industry association it
sive report to the minister which he sat on for some considef/@S—a very simple question with which even the Hon. Bob
able period and then subsequently released. Since then, w@€ath could grapple. | am yet to receive an answer.
have had a big fat nothing from this minister about what On that occasion, | made a number of allegations. | told

response he will deliver to the people of South Australia irfDiS place that it had come to the attention of the opposition
that report. that the minister was determined to appoint Ms Michelle

Some of he recommendaions i the Sianiey repoff1ETS0L % EXCEULE Dhector o Tokpiece Servees
included a whopping 38 per centincrease in premiums; th P gnhan, J

recommendation that lawyers get an increase in pay; th f"gg(t:gxt t\c/)V(tahéerz?r:itSthe r@?;tk'\\g SPoa;]tqtgrzsgn eVZ\?sS aa c?z:]sdoga;
unqualified advocates should be paid three quarters of wh y 9

lawyers are paid; that three new bureaucratic bodies ommegt rrr]leml]:c)fer of thﬁ.ALP'I}Ne were |rrl]formed ;hat shhe
created, including an Ombudsman; that WorkCover b ccepted the offer conditionally, upon the promise that

. . o occupational health and safety responsibilities would be
removed from freedom of information legislation; thatsma”transferred from WorkCover to her. Again, apart from the

and medium enterprise programs be closed, including thﬁonourable minister describing those questions as ‘trivial'—
concept that legislation take into account the size of 4nd they were certainly not trivial in the minds of the

business in terms of finding employment for those who ar pposition—we have yet to receive any answers. Indeed, we

%it;anr?lnae éj citge?ﬁ ﬁ%tr'?eusy Sés?gilgg{a?erg ?gtrgr?ﬁ en clag?gnghé%sked some serious questions about whether promises had
J y ! y ' been made to Ms Patterson in relation to appointments

recommendation— concerning WorkCover.

TheHon. R.K. Sneath: Hear, hear! On 1 May, | raised a further issue in relation to Mr Rod

TheHon. A.J. REDFORD: The Hon. Bob Sneath says, McInnes. During the course of my explanation, | reminded
‘Hear, hear!” He obviously has not been listening or beerthe minister that, as far as WorkCover was concerned, we had
aware that there has been a $300 million decline or $1 millioReen a loss of more than $1 million for every two days that
for every two days that he has had the opportunity to sit ofthis government had been in office. | reported to this place
that side of the council. Itis a typical Labor performance tothat the opposition had been informed that the CEO position
stick your hand in the trough and keep pulling it out. In anyto WorkCover had been vacant since about November last
event, further recommendations were made, including agear.
increase in the liability of public risk insurers and contractors |t should be borne in mind that, as we have a situation
and others—as if in this current climate it is not alreadywith WorkCover where the CEO position is vacant and where
difficult enough to get public liability insurance! There was we are losing a sum of the order of $1 million for every two
arecommendation extending payments to retired workers byays, one might think the appointment of a CEQ is critical.
six months; a recommendation that non-economic compensgge have been informed that the WorkCover board put a
tion be given for psychiatric injuries; and a recommendatiothumber of nominations or candidates for the CEO position
that would give inspectors power to audiotape interviewsio the minister, and we are informed that the minister rejected
necessitating an override of the Listening Devices Act.  them all. Section 5 of the act requires the minister to be

Indeed, the minister was asked, particularly having justonsulted. We were also told that the minister then discussed
announced this extraordinary $300 million blow-out, whethetthe matter with Ms Patterson, and she advised the minister
he could at least rule out some of the recommendations whidhat a Mr Rod Mclnnes, the Assistant General Manager of
might put greater pressure on premiums and, therefore, dnsurance at WorkCover in New South Wales, should be
businesses and the overall scheme. To date, we have hadjgpointed.
big fat silence—a big fat nothing—from this minister. Indeed, As | said on that occasion, Mr Mclnnes is a former
| asked a series of questions on 26 March—nearly 3¥2 monttelleague of Ms Patterson at WorkCover in New South
ago—which included whether or not he could rule out certainVales. He has been in charge of the insurance in New South
recommendations made by the Stanley report. Wales at a time when the WorkCover blow-out in that state
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has gone from $1.6 billion to $3 billion. Indeed, we under- | certainly do not have any answer about when the questions he
stand that Ms Patterson strongly complained to the ministe?SKEC:rl]JFEVIOUSW th" be fep“edl t%l blth I Canhtte# Y$Xéhtatgve will not ,

; . i tahave the revenue streams available through the o be paying o
that Mr_McInnes should be appointed a’?d thﬂt the_mlnlste ny of the cross-subsidies we might have had available to pay off the
should instruct the WorkCover board to interview him. Thegehts of WorkCover.

opposition has been informed that he was interviewed and t hurlish is that? And it onth dav | mad
board advised the minister that he was not a suitable candOW curish IS that=And it goes on. Un the same day [ made
date. a speech to this place and, in that speech, | raised a number

Notwithstanding that, we still have not had a CEOof issues. In particular, |1 suggested that the minister was

appointed to WorkCover. | remind members that Mr Brown,fadvIsed when he came to government that the levy should

the former CEO, gave notice in October last year, and yet thigicrease to 3 per cent immediately and tha_t the Treasurer
wbsequently intervened to prevent that increase. That

minister has sat on his hands. Indeed, the Hon. Julian Stefa) L ertion has not been responded to. | also asserted that the
asked whether or not the minister had given any direction t& P )

: : inister told the board that the best way to deal with the
the board in any way, shape or form, and again we ar Inis : ;
awaiting a reply. Lest we be accused that this is an oppositio pbility was to extend the pay-back period. That allegation

witch-hunt, | remind members that the Hon. lan Gilfillan also as n|0t been rezp(r)]nder:d to.. . b v advised
brought this matter to the attention of this parliament. Back | /S0 asserted that the minister was subsequently advise
on 13 May this year the Hon. lan Gilfillan also equated theéNat the levy rate should go to 3.9 per cent, yet he increased

risk attached to WorkCover with the sorts of problems thatt only to 3 per cent and gxtended, despite proper underwrit—
arose out of the state bank. He said: Ing and insurance practice, the pay-back to a period of 10

rﬁfars. Again, that was not responded to. Further, | asserted

Members may recall that some years ago in this place | raise . - i
some doubts about the financial stability of the South Australia at the morale of claims officers was at an all-time low and,

bank, was eventually sued for having raised such questions out &9ain, that was not responded to. | also said that nothing had
this place and was, rather unsatisfactorily, silenced. However, theeen done to resolve the CEO position. Again, we have not

prediction unfortunately came true. | have been advised of materigiad any response. Indeed, at the time | said that the minister
related to the performance of WorkCover, and | must say it ha ; ; e i
stirred similar concerns. Was running out of time an_d excuses an_d that we on this side
- . of the chamber were running out of patience.
T_hose statements made by the Hon. lan Gilfillan, whois not again raised this issue in the middle of May. | informed
given to overstating matters, should cause all of us gregpig piace that the opposition had been told that the minister
concern. He asked a series of questions, and | will come bagi¢, 4 heen meeting with the chair of the WorkCover board as
to this in a minute, but | remind members that not evenyany a four imes a week (an extraordinary number of times
the Hon. lan Gilfillan’s questions have been answered by thigjnce he was sworn in), in addition to having an observer on
minister—a very serious set of questions and a very serioYfe poard. That assertion has not been responded to. | asked
set of issues. , , how many times and on what dates he met with the Chair of
The honourable member quoted an email he received froRy ok Cover, but I have not received an answer. | asked the
a solicitor, and | will again read it intblansard, because | minister whether he had given any advice to the board or the
think itis extremely important. It states: _ ~ chair and, if so, what was the form of that advice and, again,
I.... confirm that | have had nearly 30 years experience dealing have not had a response. | also asked whether any advice

with injured workers. Often WorkCover claims are settled by h5q peen given in writing and, again, | have not had any
negotiating a lump sum payment instead of income maintenance ! !

being paid each week. Also, other entitlements can be settled by'&SPONSe to that question.

lump sum payment. Up until about 12 months ago, once these claims In order to protect the minister—because | am a pretty

haﬂ be'in sgttlecf thedmon?yt'wast paid \I/_efyt pror:nptl)tthowever fair-minded person—I asked whether or not the chair or the

pattern has developed in relation to my clients where the paymen ; R ; :

have been delayed considerably and in some cases up to two mont aEO had rejected any of the minister's advice and, if so, what

or more. advice had been rejected and what were the reasons for that
Where payment has been late and my telephone requests ha@Ving the minister a perfect out) but have | had aresponse?

been ignored, | usually write to the agent handling that particulaNo, no response at all. | again asked him whether he would

claim and say that if the money is not paid by 5 p.m. on a particula i i i
date proceedings would be issued. Normally, this would have thlémswer my earlier questions, and | suggested that he might

desired effect. However, | have recently had experience in some file‘esOmply with the six_-day rule—_to which | referred earlier this
where this has been ignored and | have issued the appropriate co@ft€rnoon—but | did not receive a response.
proceedings and served them on both WorkCover and their agentand The Hon. Julian Stefani asked a fairly pertinent question

there has still been delay in finalising the claim. | am suspicious thqg,y way of a supplementary. He asked the minister whether
my experience would probably be fairly common amongst thos . R -
firms who act for injured workers. | further suspect that there is ;)r not he could advise the Legislative Council whether, at any

cash flow problem at WorkCover and that they are having troubldime, he has authorised or directed the preparation of an
meeting their current financial obligations as well as setting asidactuarial report on the financial status of WorkCover. Again,

funds for future liabilities. | hope this email has been helpful. we have not had any response to that question. In late May—
That raises a very serious issue. Again, to this date, questiohgcause from time to time | am persistent—I asked another
asked by the Hon. lan Gilfillan have not been responded tseries of questions relating to the government's response
In the absence of a response, what are we to do? regarding self-employed contractors. | asked whether it was
But, there is more. In the middle of May this year, | againthe government’s intention to change the definition of
raised further issues and, in particular, | asked whether or néggmployee’ or ‘contractor’ in the act. Again, | did not receive
there was a special meeting of the WorkCover board in earlgny response.
May to discuss the cost of the review. Again, | asked for a On any analysis, when one considers what this govern-
response to my earlier questions. This is the contempt witiment said prior to the last election—that it would be account-
which this government treats questions asked by the opposible to this parliament and that it would respond to questions
tion about very serious matters in this place. The ministerput in this parliament—this has been a lamentable perform-
the Hon. Terry Roberts, said: ance. When there is on the public record an acknowledged
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decline in a major public institution in this state of aboutconcerns there. It seems to me that the way in which claims
$1 million every two days, one must expect the opposition t@re negotiated may well be counterproductive in terms of
ask questions and, equally, the opposition must expect those/ing to minimise claims costs. | have to say—and | have
questions to be answered. The big issue in relation to this isaid this on many occasions previously—that, if injured
what is the government hiding? The government has failedorkers find themselves the subject of a WorkCover claim,
to promptly address the Stanley report recommendations #tey are subjected to more control and supervision than one
atime when haste is required. The government has soughtwight have expected in Stalinist Russia in the 1950s, and |
blame everybody else. The only response that we have haan not sure that any great outcomes are achieved as a result
from the minister has been to seek to increase his personaf that.
control. In closing, | urge all members to support this motion. |

I understand that a number of issues may well have causedll be asking members, bearing in mind that we are losing
some of the problems outside of the reasons stated by th§gl million for every two days that pass, to vote on this motion
minister in his ministerial statement nearly four months agothis week or next week, so that the Statutory Authorities
| understand that many of the agents have not achieved thReview Committee can get on with and do the job. | know
targeted reduction in average weekly earnings. | alsehat the members of that committee have a good and unique
understand that South Australian WorkCover investmengkill mix, which will enable them to get to the bottom of the
strategies have been more risky. | also understand that the tpoblems in WorkCover. | know that over the next seven days
in terms of premium management has blown out, and thawe will lose another $3.5 million. That is a not inconsiderable
may well be attributable to poor management. | also undersum of money. It is certainly double the amount which the
stand that there has been some assertion that our target rang&ernment claims was lost as a result of Music House. With
of solvency is novel and different and that that issue needs tihose few words, | commend this motion and look forward
be considered. to bipartisan and unanimous support from all members in this

Indeed, if one looks at the performance of WorkCover inplace.
comparison with other states there are some interesting
statistics, and | will go through some of them. For example, TheHon. NICK XENOPHON: | indicate that | support
if one looks at the issue of dollar cost per claim for strain orthe thrust of the motion by the Hon. Angus Redford. | think
sprain-type injuries, the average cost in South Australia ithis is an important issue. | should disclose at the outset that
$1 929, whereas in New South Wales it is $904. | think that am a plaintiff lawyer, although the time to practise that is
is an issue that needs some careful analysis. | understand thdaviously circumscribed. It is something | hope to go back
in South Australia the dollar cost per claim for psychologicalto when | am out of this place. By way of disclosure,
injuries is an average of $9 582 compared with a Victoriarconsistent with my declaration of interest, | am the proprietor
average of $5 089, which would indicate that we are twice asf a law firm which acts for injured workers. | have a
psychologically vulnerable in South Australia as people argarticular interest in this field because | have seen first-hand,
in other states. That sort of information needs carefulvhen | was practising law, how the WorkCover system
analysis. operates. | think it is important that we put into context what

| understand that in South Australia the dollar cost pethis is about. Let us look at the objects of the Workers
claim for hearing loss is $11 727, which is the dearest hearinRehabilitation and Compensation Act. | think it is important
loss dollar cost per claim in this country. Members will bethat they be read into the record to remind members what this
pleased to know that we have the cheapest dollar cost pscheme should be about. Section 2 provides:
claim for knee injuries, and perhaps that is because we are (1) The objects of this Act are—
inspired by some of the miraculous recoveries we have with (a) to establish a workers rehabilitation and compensation
the highly motivated Port Power players. | know, Mr Presi-scheme—

dent, that you are nodding for the first time during this (i) that achieves a reasonable balance between the interests

Lo I . of employers and interests of the workers; and
contribution in refation to that comment. (ii)that provides for the effective rehabilitation of disabled

TheHon. J.SL. Dawkins: Did you barrack for Geelong workers and their early return to work; and

or Port last week? (iiithat provides fair compensation for employment-related
TheHon. A.J. REDFORD: | have barracked for Port disabilities; and

ever since they started in the AFL. (iv) that reduces the overall social and economic cost to the

TheHon. J.SL. Dawkins. | thought you showed a community of employment-related disabilities; and
o (v) that ensures that employers’ costs are contained within

leaning towards Geelong. ) reasonable limits so that the impact of employment-related
TheHon. A.J. REDFORD: No, | will barrack for anyone disabilities on South Australian businesses is minimised:;

who is playing against the Crows; | will be honest about that.  (b) To provide the efficient and effective administration of the
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. RK. Sneath): Order! ~ scheme;and . . .
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | digress, as my colleague’s (c) to establish incentives to encourage efficiency and discourage

. . . abuses; and
education has been substantially increased by thos.e 'Iast few (d) to ensure that the scheme is fully funded on a fair basis; and
comments. There are real concerns here, and the minister has e) to reduce the incidence of employment-related accidents and
failed to respond to those concerns. | know that there ardisabilities; and
other concerns. The Hon. Nick Xenophon has spoken to (f)_ to reduce litigation and adversarial contests to the greatest
me—and | agree with him—about his concerns in relation t0Ssible extent.
the cost of rehabilitation and its effectiveness. These are laudable aims designed to ensure that there is a fair
TheHon. JM.A. Lensink interjecting: balance between the interests of injured workers and the
TheHon. A.J. REDFORD: | note the Hon. Michelle businesses in this state that employ those injured workers. |
Lensink, in her maiden interjection, has just agreed with thatyelieve it is timely that the Statutory Authorities Review
and | know that she has a great deal of knowledge to bring t€ommittee—of which | am a member, along with you, Mr
bear in relation to that specific issue. So, there are reda\cting President, as Presiding Member—ought to look at this
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issue. | have seen constituents from time to time who are The Hon. T.G. Robertsinterjecting:
concerned about the operation of the WorkCover scheme; and TheHon. T.G. CAMERON: Yes, but it is born out of
individuals who have been injured who feel the system is noarrogance. They were ordering me what to do, despite the fact
working, is not efficient, does not aid rehabilitation, and, inthat | kept attempting to bring them back to the legislation
some respects, can prolong the damage caused to an injurgqd saying, ‘Show me where | am obligated to do this and |
worker. These are matters which ought to be looked at. Will do it, but, if | am not under legal obligation, | will not do
think it is important. | do not regard this as an exercise init. The next thing that happened (and | cannot recall the exact
finger pointing but, rather, an exercise in problem solving. details) was that | received what was effectively a summons
We owe it to both injured workers and businesses in thisrom WorkCover—it was not a summons in the legal sense
state to look very closely at the WorkCover scheme to ensurisut an order. They wanted to come to my office and go
that the objects of the act are being met; to ensure that thtarough all my tax records, accounts, wages records, etc. |
scheme operates efficiently and fairly; and to ensure that, fointed out to them that there was no way in the world that
there are to be reforms, as | expect there may need to be+would let them do that, and they proceeded to threaten me
significant reforms in both the operation of the scheme andiith legal action. A lot of people have tried that in the past,
in terms of its legislative framework—these matters ought taand it does not work. | said, ‘Go ahead and take me to court.
be considered by the committee. | reserve my position as towill be delighted to defend myself.’
whether there ought to be amendments to the motion of the | then proceeded to ask whether this was the way in which
Hon. Angus Redford, but | understand that the committegney treat small business people. After making a number of
itself can seek to broaden the terms of an inquiry to have mquiries with small business associations, | found out that
parallel inquiry. That is something that parties can discusgmall business people, too, are on the receiving end of the
between now and next week when this matter, | hope, will b%harp stick from WorkCover. In my opinion, the way in
brought to a vote. which they treat people right across their organisation is a
| think it is important that the Statutory Authorities disgrace.
Review Committee looks at these issues, and that is obvious- | will not dwell on the comments made by the Hon. Nick

ly something that can been discussed between now and th@nophon, except, in general, to endorse them. There needs
next Wednesday of sitting. These are important issues thg} pe an inquiry into WorkCover on a wide range of fronts.
affect ma}ny.thousands of injqred workers 'and the businegg, my opinion, they need to be brought to heel. | would be
community in the state. Again, | emphasise that | do notery surprised if anyone, even members of the government,
regard this as an exercise in finger-pointing but rather ifpposes this. | have heard the complaints about what it is like
problem solving. | would like to think that this motion, {5 deal with WorkCover these days. | would be very surprised
together with any other matters that either this chambef some members of parliament who come from the trade
directs the Statutory Authorities Review Committee to 100k ;nion movement are not able to tell their own stories about
at or, alternatively, the committee of its own motion looks atyhat they consider to be totally unreasonable positions

by broadening the terms of any inquiry, will have a beneficialyhich, at times, WorkCover has adopted.
effect in terms of reform of the WorkCover systemto ensure | hove had to deal with a number of issues on behalf of

that its objects are being fully met. people, and you cannot help ending up with a view that these
people are on the receiving end of some pretty rough justice

TheHon. T.G. CAMERON: | rise to make a brief ¢, \vorkcCover. We all know that the people at WorkCover
contribution. First, | congratulate the Hon. Angus Redford O ave a difficult job to do and, at times, they can become

moving this motion, and | support it wholeheartedly. | havecaught between a rock and a hard place, but at all times,

been of the view for a number of years that we need SOmf?respective of what they are dealing with, they should treat

\I,(\;Egn?f 'Q\Jetztl'lf]ia:“?er;a{gé%\:\éoézgﬁxebvliihd\(l)\?;kngé\rg??ﬁéstgmembers of the public and the small business community
y 9 with decency and respect. | support the motion.

days—whether it is lawyers, victims of WorkCover (and |
believe I use thq word correctly) or trade officials—.there are  ThaHon. J. GAZZOLA secured the adjournment of the
problems. | believe some of those problems arise from Aebate
sense of arrogance which has almost subsumed WorkCover. '
It is an arrogant organisation which does not believe that it
is responsible to government or parliament. Unfortunately, SELECT COMM lTTHEOEUOR'\éRETAI L TRADING
that arrogance manifests itself in the way that it deals with not
only injured people but also ;mall bqsiness. | will briefly  +he Hon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal
relate my own personal experience with WorkCover. Affairsand Reconciliation): | move:

| take out a $50-a-year WorkCover policy in order to give ! )
myself cover in the event that | employ a casual person to do That the final report of the select committee be noted.
a bit of work in my office. A couple of years ago, WorkCover | support the noting of the report and will make some brief
demanded to know the full details of whom | had employedcomments. This issue has been around for a long time. |
what for, and how much they had been paid, etc. | informedbelieve that we are all a little sick of the discussions, the
WorkCover that | did not feel that | was obligated to supplydebate, the information train, the competing positions and the
those details because the legislation exempts people who #t@sted interests. This chamber has probably been overfed on
not have a salary bill over $10 000 a year, and for goodhe retail trading hours debate. We set up two select commit-
reason. If the salary bill is less than $10 000 a year, whyees, this one being the second of the two. The terms of
should people go through all the unnecessary paperworkeference for this committee were to inquire into and report
When | informed WorkCover of this, all hell broke loose. | on:

was spoken to by some of their people in a manner thatl am (a) the likely impact of changed retail trading hours on the level
not used to. of market domination by a small number of retailers and the
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consequent effect on their competitors and suppliers, irment in particular (I am not sure of the opposition’s position
particular— _ o for the future), to maintaining some control over the hours
0 'tzr';q',')ke'y to be anti-competitive in the longer  made available for all retail trading to protect the interests of
(i) what is the likely long-term impact on prices? communities generally. The hours we have suggested for
(b) the social consequences of the changed trading hours; an§unday Fradlng are deliberative for the protection of th,e
() any other related matter. community and | guess the only way we can move now is
towards full deregulation. The government’s position was
declared before the tabling of this report.
Select committees are not necessarily held up by govern-
ent as the final word, but | thank members of the committee

The committee formed a majority view, and a minority view
was tabled by the Hon. lan Gilfillan of the Democrats. While
the committee was taking evidence and deliberating, thg,

government actually moyed to extend trading hours, and tthr the work they put in, bearing in mind the difficult job they

beneflts/_problems that might accompany t_hat will be f_elt frOmnad in relation to the second committee. The first committee

here on in, as the government has liberalised shopping ho"éf\f‘as slightly more objective in relation to the terms of
f

in this state. | say benefits/problems because that is exac Yference. When you look at the impact on a community and
what the committee looked at: it looked at issues that may ave to predict it, it makes it a little more difficult to reach

may not assist or benefit the community or the customer bas(‘Z:'onclusions, but for those who want to read the whole report

We looked at issues from both the retail and wholesale pointg, o, i find that the evidence collected and the conclusions
of view, including the ownership of corporations. We alsodrawn are quite apt
looked, in a deliberative (but not inquiring) way, at the | thank Noeleen Ryan for her support and the secretarial

ownership and control of shopping centres and at some of t ork done and for the research provided by Mr Stephen Weir

problems that emanate from that. Evidence was also given 98 assist us make the final report possible. | thank him for the

Ehﬁ I{P%ailﬁt onn(iljallyahve;, orlizuaugblevr\l/trar?lg]g, Oir; m(etrr?ﬁi?“}/\/ork he did in collating our work. We had a lot of cooper-
an trading and on competition between the city {0 €htion from witnesses, although perhaps not as many in the
metropolitan area) and the outer metropolitan area.

. . _second report as in the first report, but there was some
The committee also looked at problems associated witR,nfysion about the role and function of the second commit-
the growth and concentration of ownership in a small

. . _ Chee, given that the first committee had only just tabled its
number of hands, particularly in the retail area, and some gkt | thank everyone for their cooperation and | commend
the likely impacts of that. We also considered whether small,,o report to be read and, for those who want to investigate

business would be able to cope with changes that were being,q |50k at the direction of where future retail trading hours
recqmmended in a totally deregulated market, what would anight go, | direct them to the main body of evidence tabled
the impact of that and whether there was any place, role Qgin this report.

function of the government in partially deregulating or further

liberalising shop trading hours. TheHon. T.J. STEPHENS: I rise to acknowledge and
The evidence, as you would expect from those particulagpplaud the contributions and hard work of the members who
vested interests or stakeholders within those groups, wasrved on the select committee on retail trading hours in
consistent with what they would be doing to defend their owrsouth Australia. | thank the Hon. Terry Roberts for his
interests. Probably the least amount of evidence we had wagairmanship of this committee and recognise the work of Mr
from consumers. But consumers were in the main polled, osteve Weir as research officer for that committee. | also pay
at least attitudes were gauged, in relation to the changes th@ibute to Ms Noeleen Ryan, who was extremely efficient in
had occurred interstate in relation to the liberalisation oher coordination of the committee and her work as secretary,
trading hours, in particular in Victoria, and we drew somewhich was first rate. | also thank the other members of the
deliberative positions from that deregulation. The liberali-committee: the Hons Angus Redford, Carmel Zollo, and lan
sation in relation to shopping hours in Tasmania, which wengilfillan. Earlier on the Hon. Mike Elliott was part of the
to total deregulation, was also looked at but | think that thesommittee. The committee was appointed on 29 August 2002,
comparisons you could draw there were a bit like thealong with the Select Committee on the Shop Trading Hours
deregulation that occurs, and the way in which the impact ofMiscellaneous) Amendment Bill 2002.
deregulation occurs, within regional areas more so thaninthe The Select Committee on Retail Trading Hours in South
metropolitan area. Australia held its first meeting on 28 October 2002. The
Therein lay a problem for the committee in relation to thecommittee was established to inquire into and report on an
collection of evidence, the comparison and how you actuallyrray of issues that would impact on the retail industry and
weighed up the evidence when particular points of view wergonsumers in the long term. Evidence was received from a
being put by some of the stakeholders, who were drawing owide range of interested parties, ranging from small inde-
information that was opaque. It was not clear evidence fronpendent retailers to large national corporations. Committee
which you could draw conclusions, because some of the otheiembers were impressed by the quality of submissions
complicating factors were not sufficiently clear for the received as well as the effort made by all parties to communi-
committee to make those deliberations. So, in this state, weate their particular views.
have two select committee reports. Obviously, a great deal of the evidence received could be
We have gathered a lot of evidence from stakeholders, butivided into two distinct groupings; those that supported the
the realities of it are that we have a slowly evolving processetention of trading hours regulation and those that, in fact,
of deregulation for a number of reasons and a move towardsought some description of deregulation. Some of the issues
open deregulation, particularly in regional areas and movinglentified included the positive and negative effects of
towards that way by degree in the metropolitan area. Therextended trading hours in the long term, such as the impact
will always be self regulation within the retail/wholesale areaon prices and the social consequences. In terms of social
and that will start to appear as the government’s deregulatioconsequences, many submissions raised fears about the
of hours unfolds. We can look forward, under this governimpact on the family. Some of the concerns raised were the
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cost of extra child care and the effect on families throughan extensive summary of the assertions made under either the
time pressure stresses that those extra trading hours woybdsitive impact of extended trading hours or the negative
bring. | certainly empathise with those witnesses, and theiimpact thereof. The summaries are made without attribution
evidence in this regard weighed very heavily on my mindand | will not repeat them. | acknowledge the strongly held
when the council debated this issue recently. views and the commitment of those who gave evidence. Mr

The committee also encountered a number of submissioriSraeme Samuel, President of the National Competition
that called for the deregulation of retail trading hours. ManyCouncil, also gave evidence.
were based on reservations about the consequences on theThe Shop Trading Hours Act 1977 was one piece of
retail industry if there was a reduction in national competitionlegislation identified as containing anti-competitive elements,
payments. On a personal level, as | have a small businesgnce the presentation of several pieces of legislation since
background, | looked at the evidence and, whilst my positiorthis government came to power. The matter of extended shop
had been to support the small business people who would eading hours needed to be dealt with prior to 30 June this
adversely affected by deregulation, | considered that thgear, as South Australia was assessed as not complying with
withdrawal of national competition payments would, onthe competition principles agreement in relation to shop
balance, be more detrimental to the people of this state. trading hours, which threatened NCC payments to our state.

Throughout the inquiry, a large number of conflicting The concerns of the NCC are those that remove anti-
submissions and evidence were received. The committe®mpetitive and discriminatory restrictions and give consum-
came to a realisation that reconvening a similar committeers greater choice: the public interest test.
after a certain period of time could, perhaps, be advisable so Given that the incremental legislation was not passed last
as to further assess the impacts. Due to its potentially hugeear, the NCC did not complete its assessment in 2002, and
social impacts, the subject matter is one of high importanceve saw legislation passed last month. Under the term of
It was at the time, and remains, a sensitive issue. | would likeeference ‘other related matters’, the report highlights several
to express my sincere thanks to the parties that provided traher issues that emerged, such as investment in retail
submissions and evidence to the committee. | am sure thatiitdustry, internet shopping and planning issues. In my view,
is very much appreciated by all in this parliament. no one single issue makes for a successful formula for those

who are engaged in the retail industry. Many factors come

TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: This report was tabled (as together to realise that success, not the least important being
has already been mentioned by the Hon. Terry Roberts) aftéiie human factor. It is a people service industry, which does
the passing of legislation in this parliament that has provideghot just cater for people’s basic needs but comprises an
for significant deregulation of shopping hours. As has beerlement of entertainment and enormous pleasure for consum-
pointed out, this committee was one of two established irrs acquiring goods.
August last year to inquire into and report on shop trading | have spoken on shop trading hours on several occasions,
hours in South Australia, and | was a member of bothbut I think it worth repeating that our society has changed
committees. Since the establishment of the two committeegnormously in the last 30 years or so, and consumer shopping
we have seen the defeat of legislation last year (with respegtatterns have also changed. For most people it is a busier
to which the first select committee reported), and theworld and they do demand choice. This report was concerned
subsequent passing of legislation this year significantlyvith the social impact on deregulated hours. | am pleased to
deregulating shopping hours. see that the legislation since passed does offer employees the

The purposes of the two separate committees werdiscretion of not working on a Sunday, a day which many in
different. The terms of reference for this committee, inour community choose to spend with their families.
particular, looked at broader issues and the social conse- However, having said that, family time for some does
guences of the changed trading hours. Whilst shopping houraean shopping and browsing together. | note a letter to the
legislation has now passed, the committee as a whole felt Editor in today’sAdvertiser which | guess best sums up the
important to table a report that reflected the views of thoséeelings of many families. Headed ‘Sunday shopping’, it says
who gave evidence and to make some recommendations. Thepart:
evidence presented to the committee can be summarised (asmy husband starts work at 7 a.m. and doesn't finish until 5 p.m.
the Hon. Terry Stephens has already mentioned) as comindg also works on Saturdays, so the only time we can casually browse
from those either wanting to see greater deregulation in Southrough the shops as a family is on Sundays or in the evenings.
Australia or those opposed to it. As to be expected, thét is signed Caroline Amat from Pooraka. | am certain she
interests of those giving evidence had a bearing on suchill not mind my using her name, since she has put it in a
evidence. public newspaper.

As has been reported, after considering the evidence, the The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting:
select committee was unable to conclusively make findings TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: | would doubt it.
on many of the terms of reference. As honourable membendonetheless, | am attributing it to her because it was her
will read, the committee recommends that consideration bketter. Also, | am pleased that shops do not open until 11 a.m.,
given to reconvening a similar committee after a period ofwvhich is important to those of us who attend places of
operation of the new extended trading hours. No time framevorship on Sundays. | have no doubt that those small retailers
has been given in relation to this recommendation. Alternawho do not want to open for the extended hours for lifestyle
tively, given that an independent review is now required byreasons probably will not do so. Others, after a trial period,
the 2003 amendment act, such a review could be directed tdelieve, will decide what suits them and then continue in the
report on the issues covered by the terms of reference of thimme fashion as they did before, perhaps opening for some
select committee. extended trading hours whilst not using the whole time they

| personally favour the latter, but other members were otan remain open.
the view that different people may well be giving evidence The Hon. lan Gilfillan has presented a dissenting report.
to such proposed committees or reviews. The report providdsis view has been consistent in not wanting to see any further
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deregulation of shopping hours in the state. The thre¢hat the parliament, having charged the committee to make
Democrats in our chamber voted against both pieces & report on retail trading hours, would take that report into
legislation that were introduced, so his report came to us ansideration when in debate before both houses and through
no great surprise. The final recommendation of the committethe drafting of the legislation. | think it is a disgrace that that
is one that would please the Hon. lan Gilfillan. The view thatwas not allowed to happen.
our two largest supermarket chains, Coles Myer and Wool- | am also sorry that the opposition members saw fit to flip-
worths, remove the level playing field because of their markeflop, again with the chilling wind that they felt was blowing
share is obviously held by the small business sector. down the back of their neck from the National Competition
The committee indicates that it would support a furtherCouncil. | am very sad to see that it appears as if the pressure
review to be undertaken by the ACCC into the growingfrom the competition council may become a more powerful
power of large supermarket chains. My view is that theforce in controlling what happens in South Australia than the
evidence presented by Coles Myer Limited and Woolworthgarliament. | believe that many members of both the govern-
Limited was well researched, well presented, and honest. | dment and the opposition have very serious concerns about any
not believe that either group tried to suggest that it would notove to open slather with respect to deregulated shop trading
be wanting to seek a greater share of the market, and fitours, and they should not think for a moment that, by
remains to be seen how much market share both these largeassing the legislation that the parliament has, the heavy-
players will acquire. | add my support for the majority reportweights will give up the continuing battle to get what they
and thank Noeleen Ryan, secretary to the committee, arelentually want, that is, total deregulation.
Mr Stephen Weir, the researcher, for their assistance and They will continue to argue that persistently and with well
diligence. funded campaigns. | want to read iansard my dissenting
statement which expresses the views of the Democrats. The
TheHon. IAN GILFILLAN: In speaking to this motion terms of reference state:
to note the committee’s report, | acknowledge, for the timex  the impact will be detrimental to smaller traders and strip
that | was on the committee, the contribution of Noeleen  shopping precincts. | am persuaded by the arguments submitted
Ryan, as secretary, and Steve Weir, as research officer, both by those witnesses opposed to any further extension or deregula-
of whom made the work of the committee pleasant and tion of shop trading hours.

L . L : I. Itis likely to be anticompetitive as more trade falls to the
efficient. I also cannot avoid mentioning the chair, a man of major players at the expense of small South Australian

enormous goodwill, who managed to handle the heated owned traders.
debates and threats to the stability of the committee with Il. The more likely long-term effect on prices at best is
wonderful aplomb, when he was there. neutral but more likely, after a brief ‘honeymoon’, prices

will rise as a duopoly control the market.

Members interjecting: ; : ) .
) . B. The social consequences as described by withesses opposing the
TheHon. IAN GILFILLAN: Thatis a cruel and, to @ deregulation are plausible and would deprive many of the

certain extent, inaccurate shot. However, it is important that  benefits of a free Sunday. The loss of many local shops will
| state that the Democrats have consistently argued against impact detrimentally on those in the community who find it
further deregulation or extension of shop trading hours for gmg‘g‘itng) at{?t\éeeli;a;h%rg)i who will miss the social contact of
several years. Apart from some minor alterations, we believe as the retail trade falls into fewer major and national companies,
that, for the good of the community, the market and the social  profits from trading will move from South Australia to other
strengths of South Australians, the shop trading hours as they areas and many South Australian family businesses will be taken

i over or cease to exist.
Pheilg gt\iaczleved were the best that we could have putin place fcg. The Democrats strongly oppose the bill that is now an act. Itis

. . . clear the government and opposition were not prepared to
We believe that the trend, which we think has been the consider the deliberations of this committee, by passing legisla-

result of bullying by the National Competition Council, will tion before this committee reported to parliament.

hand more and more of the South Australian retail trade tqhat is over my name. So, with those observations, | give the
major players, Coles and Woolworths in particular, but notbemocrats’ and my personal view to the noting of the report.
exclusively, and they, of course, will be siphoning off profits| expect that, as the Hon. Carmel Zollo and other members
that should belong to a large extent to smaller traders whicf the committee have recognised, we as a parliament will be
are South Australian owned, and thus | think it will be awell advised to institute a follow-up committee to assess the
siphoning off of some of the economy that South Australigeffects as soon as it is reasonable to feel that we have
would enjoy with a continuation of the shop trading hours weevidence in the community of the impact of the deregulation
currently have. of shop trading hours up to this date. | leave with this
Before reading my dissenting report intdansard,  sentiment: it is a sorry day for South Australian traders and

because it is quite brief, | would like to emphasise what lrugged individuality that we have passed the legislation we
believe the Hon. Carmel Zollo referred to. | had no objectiomave.

to the report as it was finalised. The substance of it is mostly
factual in so far as it presents the evidence given to us TheHon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal
without making fine points of determination. The committeeAffairs and Reconciliation): | thank all those who have
accepted that the arguments were put forward in good faitmade contributions, which have encapsulated the issues
and, from that point of view, | accept and support the mairinvolved. The Hon. lan Gilfillan has stated his case in relation
body of the report there. However, | do not believe that itto the fears that he has. | suspect that the way we are moving
really grappled with the issue that | dealt with in my dissent-is deregulation of hours and self-regulation by degree. As |
ing report. Nor was | impressed with the fact that this placehave said, the government’'s position is to hold to some
and parliament generally, saw fit to pass legislation beforeegulation to assist the community in establishing the levels
receiving the report of this committee. it finds acceptable in today’s financial and economic climate.
To a large extent, that action took the wind out of the sailsAs lifestyle changes continue—and even the way in which
of the committee, which had done a lot of work, expectinggoods and services are delivered—in future we will find a
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whole range of new ways in which consumers are able tdlaving looked at these provisions of the criminal law, | want
access goods and services that the committee did nat put on public record the issues referred tdieamsard of
investigate. | know that the internet servicing programs tha23 October 2001, when the former attorney-general, Mr
were holding great excitement for a whole range of providerétkinson, said the following in relation to what he called the
have not achieved the required outcomes. So, the governméafficial corruption provisions’ in the Criminal Law Consoli-
will at least play a role in the short term in holding intact dation Act, including sections 251 and 253, which were
those regulations that the community feels need to beeferred to by the Hon. Mr Lawson. In October 2001, the
defended and releasing the breaks on regulation over tinfermer attorney-general said:

which will allow for flexibility so that people can shopinan  |was in parliament in 1993, when the government of the day (the
orderly way with the prices and quality protection in which attorney-general was Chris Sumner) overhauled the official

governments will always have a role and a say. corruption provisions in the Criminal Law Consolidation Act. The
Motion carried catch-all offence was introduced at that time, and | can recall one of

my parliamentary colleagues saying, ‘If this becomes law, we are all

gone.’
CORRUPTION ALLEGATIONSINQUIRY | repeat the remark by the former attorney-general about these
TheHon. R.I. LUCAS (Leader of the Opposition): | corruption provisions in the Criminal Law Consolidation Act:
move: ‘If this becomes law, we are all gone.’

That this council condemns the Premier, Mike Rann; Deputy, Certain!y, the views of the former atto_rney-genergl were
Premier, Kevin Foley; former attorney-general, Michael Atkinson; €Y Prescient. Whether he knew at that time about his codes
and other senior members of the Rann government for conspiring #f behaviour and those of a future Rann government only he

keep secret grave allegations of corruption and bribery involving @an answer, but certainly there it is on the public record. He
senior political adviser to the Premier, former attorney-generalyent on to say:
Michael Atkinson and other members of the Rann government who

are now the subject of a police Anti-Corruption Branch inquiry. He [that is, the former parliamentary colleague] has since left
. . . . parliament. The relevant provision is section 238, which is headnoted
I rise to address the very serious allegations which have beéncting improperly’ and reads:

dominating public debate for the last two weeks in South  For the purposes of this part—
Australia and which have dominated parliamentary questiofhat is, offences of a public nature—

; ; i ; a public officer acts improperly, or a person acts improperly in
time for the bulk of this week. In trying to outline the relation to a public officer or public office, if the officer or person

seriousness of the allegations, | want to refer to the questioghowingly or recklessly acts contrary to the standards of propriety
that was asked by my colleague the shadow attorney-genergknerally and reasonably expected by ordinary decent members of
the Hon. Rob Lawson, on Monday of this week, when hethe community to be observed by public officers of the relevant kind,
outlined the provisions of sections 251 and 253 of the by others in relation to public officers or public offices of the
Criminal Law Consolidation Act. Mr Lawson said that relevant kind. . )
section 251 provides: So, the former attorney-general has described these provi-
A public officer (and that includes a minister or employee of the>'ONS O.f the C”.”?'“a' .LaW Consplldatlon Act as.the. official
crown) who improperly exercises power or influence with theCOrruption provisions in the Criminal Law Consolidation Act.
intention of securing a benefit for another person, is guilty of arHe has described the seriousness of these provisions of the
offence incurring imprisonment for a maximum of seven years, thaCriminal Law Consolidation Act. He then went on to attack
offence being described as abuse of public office. members of the former government, perhaps not realising that
He also outlined the following: his own words may well in the future be used against him
Section 253 of the same act provides that a person who impropeagain—and fairly soon afterwards; after all, less than two

ly offers to give a benefit to another in connection with the possibleyears later in 2003 we are looking at his comments of
appointment of a person to a public office is guilty of an offencectober 2001.

carrying a penalty of up to four years’ imprisonment. This is . .

described as offences relating to the appointment of public officers. S.O’ these provisions are very Serious. | know by way of
The act also provides that a person who attempts to commit any ¢fterjection and backgrounding of members of the media that

these offences is also guilty of an offence. current government members and their spin doctors have
Mr President, you will recall that the question the shadowAttempted to divert attention in some small way—I might say,
attorney asked the Attorney-General was: unsuccessfully—by referring to previous inquiries involving

Does the Attorney-General agree that the offering of anmembers of t_he former goyernment, for example_, in areas
appointment to a government board in exchange for the discontin@Uch as the Hindmarsh stadium, Motorola and the issues with
ance of the private legal action is a serious criminal offence, both bjhe Hon. Mr Ingerson in relation to a telephone conversation
the person who makes the offer and also by the anyone who aidee had with a member of the racing industry and related
abets or counsels it? issues.
The Attorney-General's answer was: ‘Yes, Mr President.’ Not having 100 per cent knowledge of all the detail of

| think that question and the answer very neatly outline thehose, what | can say as a member of the former government
seriousness of what has been dominating public debate. Viethat, in none of those cases involving the racing industry,
are talking about very serious criminal offences (and havélindmarsh stadium, Motorola or a number of others | could
been doing so in the public arena) that were originally placedlso list, was there ever an allegation that a minister would
on the public record by way of some general questions askgubtentially have a significant personal financial benefit from
by the opposition in another place. On 30 June, the bombshehe actions that related to either that minister or people
was dropped when the former attorney-general resigned,associated with that minister. They were claims or allegations
new attorney-general was appointed and all these issues wexbout misleading the house, claims or allegations in relation
referred to the Anti-Corruption Branch of the police. to processes for contracts to build stadia or contracts in terms

| am sure that the former attorney-general will be delight-of managing the attraction of major industries and new jobs
ed to know that some members have been looking assiduou®- South Australia—
ly at his contributions in the past on this and related issues. TheHon. T.G. Roberts: Trading in shares?
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TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: I do not think that that ever went that whereby the board positions were technically meant to
to an inquiry, to my knowledge. | am talking about thosebe offered for the payment of legal costs that had been
issues that went to an inquiry—whether it was a parliamenincurred by Mr Clarke and also financial compensation. | am
tary privileges committee or a committee of the house onot sure on what basis, whether that was financial compensa-
whether it was an outside constituted inquiry. At least intion for pain and suffering, economic loss or for some other
those areas | am not aware of ministers having been accusgdneral overall power but, for some reason, potentially
of potentially enjoying a significant personal financial financial compensation.
benefit. If the allegations are proved to be correct, what we In that particular question the claim is made that two board
are talking about in relation to these claims concerning th@ositions might have been offered to Mr Clarke. In looking
former attorney-general is serious. therefore at the seriousness of all of this, the overwhelming

Let us put on the record that these matters have beaevulsion in the community about the Premier's and this
referred by the former acting premier, the current Deputygovernment’s handling of this issue has been caused by their
Premier, to the Anti-Corruption Branch; they have not beerendeavours (successful, | might say, for some seven months)
forwarded by the opposition to the Anti-Corruption Branch.to keep this all secret from the people of South Australia. All
The Crown Solicitor has advised the Rann government thaif this occurred in November and December of last year and,
these matters were so serious that they should have betor seven months, the Premier of this state, supported by
referred to the Anti-Corruption Branch of the police, and thesome key ministers and staffers, kept this sordid secret to
Deputy Premier obviously took the decision that he believedhemselves in the hope that it would never be revealed to the
that they were so serious that they had to be referred to thaublic and, in particular, to the media.

Anti-Corruption Branch of the police. The matters that the Premier Rann was going to come back from overseas and
Deputy Premier has referred to the police Anti-Corruptionfix all of these issues, the hidden inference being that, in
Branch involved allegations that the former attorney-generadome way, Premier Rann was not responsible for what had
would have benefited in a significant financial way, becausgone on for some seven months. No member of parliament
a significant legal action taken out against him would nobn either side of the house believes that—other than possibly
proceed. Premier Rann himself. The reality is that Premier Rann was

As all members know, in relation to our legal system inaware of this issue from the day on which it was first raised
South Australia, the costs for an individual (and the formemith him, and he embarked on a course of action. Once the
attorney-general would not have been covered by anfirst phase of that course of action had concluded, he, in a
ministerial indemnity because the statements he made wecenspiracy of silence with the Deputy Premier and possibly
made not as a minister: they were made as an oppositiome other key ministers—certainly some key advisers—
member of parliament; so, they were a personal cost to Mr TheHon. J.S.L. Dawkins: Apparently not the Leader of
Atkinson, the former attorney-general) could run into tens othe Government in this council.
thousands of dollars. It is not unknown for ongoing legal TheHon. R.lI. LUCAS: Obviously notthe Leader of the
actions to run into six figure sums but, at the very least, ten&overnment in this house, who is regarded so highly by his
of thousands of dollars. government that he is not even advised of an issue as critical

So, any deal, package or arrangement which results in thes this. That is sad testament to the power and influence of
discontinuance of a private legal action against the formethe Hon. Mr Holloway and the way in which this
attorney-general has the potential benefit to the individual ojovernment—particularly Premier Rann—operates. This is
some tens of thousands of dollars. There have been claimssemething for which Premier Rann himself provided
and | will explore some of those later—as to exactly theoversight in terms of keeping this sordid secret quiet for
nature of the deal and what the Deputy Premier has referrestven months and hopefully (from Premier Rann’s viewpoint)
to the police Anti-Corruption Branch in asking it to investi- forever—until he was caught out.
gate the particular details. The common theme in all of itis None of this would have been on the public record if it
that, under any construction, these are allegations in relationere not for the opposition. Credit must be given to the
to most serious crimes—serious enough, as | said, to bleeader of the Liberal Party, Rob Kerin, his wide network of
referred to the Anti-Corruption Branch. contacts and sources, and other members of the House of

They are allegations or actions that have the potential tdssembly who did the hard work, checked their sources and
significantly financially benefit the former attorney-general.then, in a considered and comprehensive way over two days
As | said, | contrast that with some of the other inquiries inof sitting, asked the difficult questions and finally caught the
relation to the former government where no such allegatiofRann government out. So, let us place on the record credit for
was made, in those particular inquiries, that the ministerghe Hon. Rob Kerin in particular for the role that he played
would benefit significantly financially, or at all for that in managing this process of trying to get to the truth of what
matter, from actions that they had been accused of. Theremier Rann and other senior ministers and advisers have
nature of the original allegations which have been the subjedieen up to.
of questions that are on the parliamentary record in another The other key issue in relation to this, which shows that
place and which have now been referred to significantly irPremier Rann is in this right up to his neck, is that one of the
the public arena (and in the parliament) indicates whether deey operators in all of this—and | will refer to his role later—
not board positions were offered to a former deputy leader aé Mr Randall Ashbourne. He is probably the Premier’s most
the Labor Party, Mr Ralph Clarke, in relation to an agreementrusted and senior adviser. Everyone within the government
to discontinue a private legal action against the formeknows that Mr Ashbourne is being paid $117 000 a year
attorney-general. because he enjoys the trust and patronage of Premier Rann.

There have also been adaptations of that which have noWhere are many others in the government who do not think
been placed on the public record in questions that | havenuch of Mr Ashbourne, but Premier Rann has given his
asked as to whether or not (and there has also been pubfiersonal seal of approval to Mr Ashbourne in terms of his
discussion about that in the media) there was a variation afeneral operations.
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Randall Ashbourne was given the responsibility to help TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: That's right; Mr Atkinson has not
negotiate the deal with the member for Hammond. In the dayget been charged and, indeed, he may not be. However, the
following, he made it known that he had almost single-Attorney-General can take that particular point, should Mr
handedly pulled off the deal to ensure that the member foAtkinson or someone else be charged with a criminal offence
Hammond signed up with now Premier Rann and the Ranand be before a court. The final point | make in relation to
government. On such critical issues, Premier Rann has givehis first issue is that, in terms of responsibility, there has
Randall Ashbourne his authority and power to move withincertainly been a suggestion in some of the media spin
the halls of parliament to sort things out. Much to his chagrindoctoring that has been going on that Mr Randall Ashbourne,
the Hon. Terry Roberts knows of the involvement of Randalthe Premier’s personal political adviser, may well have been
Ashbourne in issues related to Aboriginal affairs, which mya rogue agent acting alone without the knowledge of anyone
colleague the Hon. Mr Lawson has put on the public recordelse.

Again, the Premier has given Randall Ashbourne his personal Members interjecting:

authority, power and patronage to get himself involved in  TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: As my colleagues interject, no-
trying to sort out what the Premier believes to be a difficultone will believe that. The Hons Mr Rann, Mr Foley and
issue for the government and the Premier. Mr Conlon and Mr Atkinson are certainly on the public

In a number of other areas, the Premier has used Mr Ashrecord, on a significant number of occasions over the last
bourne to sort out difficult issues for him personally and foreight years of the former Liberal government, stating what
the government. Therefore, it is no surprise at all that, whethey claimed to be the sins or excesses of members of staff
there is some discussion about trying to sort out somethingf the former Liberal government. Certainly, names such as
with Mr Ralph Clarke and the former attorney-general ,Alex Kennedy and Vicky Thompson, and others, were often
Premier Rann's key political pinch-hitter, Mr Randall quoted by the former opposition.

Ashbourne, is involved right up to his neck. On a number of occasions, members of the opposition—

It is for those reasons that Premier Rann and his spinow ministers and former ministers—indicated quite clearly
doctors cannot in any way absolve him from responsibilitythat the buck stopped at the minister's desk or at the
for any aspect of this issue. He has been in control right fronfPremier’s desk; that is, the Premier or the minister had to
the word go; he has been in control in terms of trying to keeccept responsibility for the actions of their staff. | am putting
this secret; he is in control of Mr Randall Ashbourne andon the record the argument of former opposition members
other staff; he has control of his key ministers; and he hathat ministers had to accept responsibility for the actions of
control of ensuring that the Leader of the Government in thigheir staff. As | said, no-one will believe that Mr Randall
chamber is kept deliciously ignorant of such a key issue thahshbourne acted as a rogue agent in relation to these issues.
impacts on the government’s future. These are decisiorSlearly, he is a trusted confidante of Premier Rann—one of
made personally by Premier Rann, and in no way at all cathe few. No-one will believe that actions he was undertaking
he absolve himself from responsibility in relation to the messvere not known to the Premier.
currently confronting him and his government. TheHon. R.D. Lawson: And endorsed by him.

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: | rise on a point of order, TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: As the Hon. Mr Lawson says,
Mr President. The Leader of the Opposition is quite clearlythey were endorsed by the Premier.
breaching standing orders by referring to a matter which is  The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting:

currently the subject of a police investigation. TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: Let me assure the Leader of the
The PRESIDENT: | do not think it is a standing order; Government that my motion is condemning the Premier. This
it is a convention. motion is condemning the Premier. It is the subject of a

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: There are certain standards substantive motion, and we are discussing a motion of
in this parliament and in all parliaments in the country, butcondemnation of Premier Rann in particular. We will make
the Leader of the Opposition is just riding through the wholea number of allegations about Premier Rann, because itis a
lot of them. For as long as | have been a member of the Souubstantive motion, and under standing orders | will not be
Australian parliament, in both houses, it has never beegagged by the Leader of the Government in trying to place
permitted that members can discuss, in such an open wagn the record the reasons why this council should condemn
matters that are currently the subject of police investigationthe sordid secrets that Premier Rann and his senior ministers
Only someone as low as the Leader of the Opposition—onland advisers have tried to keep from the people of South
someone with his base standards—would take a debate fustralia and the media for seven months—uwithout being
such a low level. prepared to be open, honest and accountable, as they

The PRESIDENT: | am sensitive to the point raised by promised they would be prior to the election. They have been
the Leader of the Government. It has always been at least@ught out, and this supposed squeaky clean government and
convention in this parliament that when matters are before thedministration—which those of us who have known the
court, or subject to court proceedings, they are not discusseBremier and others for many years did not believe to be the
The Hon. Mr Lucas has a substantive motion on file incase anyway—has been caught out.
respect of these matters. | think he tests what most people This sordid secret is now out and the police Anti-
would think is fair and reasonable, bearing in mind that thes€orruption Branch is looking at these issues. Certainly, there
matters are under consideration by the Criminal Investigatioare very serious implications for the former attorney-general
Branch. However, | do not think there is a point of order. and members of the Premier’s staff, and | believe, also, for

TheHon. R.I.LUCAS: Thank you, Mr President. | anyone else in this government who has been caught. In his
certainly support your interpretation of standing orders. In alfuestion, the Hon. Mr Lawson said ‘under these particular
my time, | have always upheld the fact that matters before thprovisions the person who makes the offer and, also, anyone
court are sub judice, but issues not before a court—and thisho aids, abets or counsels it, has committed a serious
is not before a court— criminal offence’. Even the Attorney-General was forced to

The Hon. Caroline Schaefer interjecting: admit that is the case. We are not just talking about the person
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who is the offerer of the particular inducement. If the TheHon.R.l.LUCAS: —and transparent, open and
inducement was offered by Mr Randall Ashbourne thenaccountable, which indicates that there is nothing wrong, yet
clearly, he is part of it but, as the Attorney-General haso-one speaks to Mr Clarke? If that does not set the alarm
agreed, anyone who aids, abets, or counsels that particulaells ringing that there is something wrong with the way
offer has committed a serious criminal offence under thé’remier Rann has handled this whole process, then there is
Criminal Law Consolidation Act; that was agreed to by notsomething wrong with this government and its administration.
only the shadow attorney-general but also the Attorney-
General. [Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.45 p.m.]

Members interjecting:

TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: | will not be diverted by the
interjections.

TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: Prior to the dinner break, | was
outlining the concerns of the Liberal Party, particularly about

) . . the inquiries headed by Mr McCann and then supported by
The PRESIDENT: The substantive motion does allow ¢ vjictorian legal officers and ultimately, then, an opinion

you to condemn people, but I think it is probably worth all ojyen by the Auditor-General, and | asked the obvious
contributors to this debate remembering the principles of th§ ,ostion why no-one, amongst all those inquirers, had
presumption of Innocence where allllegatlo.ns have been ma ught to contact Mr Ralph Clarke. | also highlighted that
but are not yet proven. | think that, if you tailor your language,e attomey-General and Premier Rann have not been willing
to mean allegations (because that is what they are at thg

“th bod id be b answer that particular question. Therefore, in relation to the
moment; they are not proven), everybody would be ettei'j;quiry by Mr McCann and the opinions provided by the two

served by the discussion. Would you continue on that basisje(ojan legal identities, certainly the opposition’s view, and
TheHon. R.I.LUCAS: Mr President, | thank you for | syspect the view shared by the community at large, is that

your guidance. In preparing for this contribution, | have beerhose inquiries largely were a whitewash. One cannot hope

inspired by the model adopted by the current Premier, thg, convince anyone that they were independent and compre-

Deputy Premier and the Minister for Emergency Services anflensive inquiries if the key identity, Mr Ralph Clarke, was

the way they adopted principles in relation to accusationgot spoken to by anyone.

against the former government. Certainly, there is a very |, relation to the inquiries, on 30 June the then Acting

useful model for all of us in the approach adopted by Messrpremier, Kevin Foley, made a number of comments, and |

Rann, Conlon and Foley. particularly want to refer to a question asked by Laurel Irving
The government, in endeavouring to explain why it hagrom Channel 10 which was:

tried to keep this sordid secret hidden for ever and a day, treasyrer, why weren't the police called in six months ago?

indicated that it adopted a course of action which it believe&lothing has changed between then and now except that it has gone

to have been defensible. As we have all heard, without goingublic. It looks like the government has called the police and the

into all the gory details, it first asked the Chief ExecutiveAttorney-General has stepped aside because you got caught.

Officer of Premier Rann’s department, the Department of thé might interpose: not a bad question. The then Acting

Premier and Cabinet (Mr McCann), to conduct a fearlessRremier, Mr Foley, said:

independent inquiry. We are told that Mr McCann consulted  No, and that is simply not correct, and | will say why it is not

a senior Victorian legal person, who then consulted anotherorrect. Two things: firstly, the written advice of the state’s most

senior Victorian legal person, and eventually those documenggnior public servant to the Premier was that this information should

o At ar not be released. That advice was further confirmed by Mr McCann

were referred to our. state’s Auditor Gerlgral. to me last week before | went into parliament the day after this was
One of the questions that the opposition has asked—arist raised.

itis not an unreasonable question—is: if those inquiries Werg 4 this is the bit | particularly want to refer to:
so fearless and independent, why did no-one speak -to On the issues of natural justice, that is not just a light coin of
Mr Ralph Clarke? We have asked the Attorney-General iny, 2qe ' mean, we are talking about the lives of individuals who
this council on a number of occasions whether anybody spokuld be damaged enormously by reckless reporting, misreporting
to Mr Ralph Clarke during these inquiries. Did Mr McCann or misuse of this information.
speak to him; did the Victorian senior legal officer, Mr | myst say that anybody who has followed the proceedings
Beazley, speak to him; did Mr Judd, the other Victorian legabf the parliament over the last eight years and the antics of
officer, speak to him; and did Mr MacPherson, the state’s,ow Premier Rann, Deputy Premier Foley, the Minister for
Auditor-General, speak to him? Emergency Services, Mr Conlon, and also the former
There has been a stony silence from Premier Rann and thgtorney-general, Mr Atkinson, will laugh uproariously at this
Attorney-General on that issue. Why? Because nobody spoksncern for the first time by the Deputy Premier about issues
to Ralph Clarke. So, during these fearless, independentf natural justice and about how the lives of individuals could
comprehensive, however you want to describe the inquiriese damaged enormously by reckless misreporting or misuse
of late last year—the inquiries that indicated that there wasf information.
no problem—nobody thought to ask Mr Clarke. Why would  Again, having over recent days read assiduously much of
you not speak to Mr Clarke? He is allegedly the person whehe parliamentary record of attacks by those four gentlemen
was offered the board appointments: he is allegedly then former ministers and former members of staff and public
person who agreed to stop a significant legal action againservants within the halls of parliament, the House of Assem-
the attorney at a potential financial benefit to the formebply in particular—without any concern at all for natural
attorney of some tens of thousands of dollars. Why wouldustice, without any concern at all in relation to the allega-
you not speak to Mr Clarke? What is there to hide? How cafions being made, and without any concern in some cases in
a Premier, a Deputy Premier and an Attorney-General stan@lation to the accuracy of some of the claims being made, a
up and say that this is a fearless, independent, comprehensivémber of which were subsequently not proven—it is
set of inquiries— certainly, for those who have watched the performance of the
TheHon. Caroline Schaefer: And transparent. Labor party members, an issue of wry amusement to see now
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Deputy Premier Foley claiming, for the first time, a passionfor subsequently seven months but potentially forever and a
ate interest in the issue of natural justice. That is why Premieday. | am the first to acknowledge that it may well be that the
Rann and he and a small group at the top of this particulafuditor-General has provided further communications to the
government believed that they should have kept this sordiBremier, either written or verbal, and that was the subject of
secret to themselves. some questioning today of the Attorney-General as to
In relation to the inquiries, | now want to turn to an issuewhether there was any other written advice from the Auditor-
| raised partially in parliament in question time today, andGeneral which, in essence, supports this position that the
that is the claim made by the Deputy Premier on 30 Jun®eputy Premier has put. Whilst the Attorney-General today
about the position of the Auditor-General. | again refer to thevandered around the farmyard with his answer to the
transcript of the press conference given by then actinguestion, in the end he indicated that he agreed with the
premier Foley to all the media on Monday 30 June. ThéDeputy Premier that this was an indication of the govern-
guestion was from Simon Royal of ABC TV as follows:  ment’s position, that is, that the Auditor-General had
Did you get any conflicting advice over the past couple of monthsSupported the government's decision to keep this issue away
about going public: in other words, did you get any advice from anyfrom the public gaze for some seven months.
other part of government that in fact you should go public with this. | obviously do not know what the Auditor-General’s view
The answer from Mr Foley was: is. Certainly, all | can say is that the letter of 20 December,
Look, as | said, we sought the advice of the most senior publid? MY View, does not provide evidence of that claim from the
servant in this state, who sought the advice of one of the most seni®?eputy Premier. | have asked about whether or not there is
legal officers in Victoria, who sought the advice of a senior barristerother written communication. All | can say is that, if that was
at the bar, and then for good measure we gave it all to the Auditofy pe the position of the Auditor-General, as claimed by the

General and they signed off on everything, including the recommenx S : ' ;
dation that it not be made public because of the adverse implicatiorrpeputy Premier, it would certainly be quite different to the

it may have on those that would not be afforded any form of naturaPosition that the Auditor-General has taken on a number of
justice in this process. other issues in recent years, in a number of reports in a

| summarise that by saying, in particular in relation to thenumber of areas, where he has given evidence to parliamen-
claim made by the now Deputy Premier about the position ofary committees about the need for openness, accountability
the Auditor-General: the Deputy Premier and the Ranr@nd transparency in terms of government decision making.
government are saying publicly that the Auditor-GeneraBased on what | have read and heard from the Auditor-
supported the position that this issue and the investigatiorigéneral in recent years, | would be surprised if the Auditor-
and all that related to it should not be made public becausgeneral’s position is as described by the Deputy Premier.
of the adverse implications it may have on those who would This is an issue that will be of some extreme importance
not be afforded any form of natural justice. as the parliament considers this issue because, as | said, | do
| remind members again that the question from Simor?0t know the Auditor-General's position—and that is
Royal was in particular about the general issue of goin%ometh'r_‘g that might become more publicly available over
public on this issue. There is a lot of concern in the media an#® coming weeks. That is ultimately a decision for the
in the community that this issue had been kept secret ifuditor-General. If it transpires that the Deputy Premier
November/December last year and Simon Royal was partiallfhisreported the Auditor-General’s position publicly and used
reflecting that in his question and the answer from Mr Foleythe Auditor-General as a defence for his position, that would
the Deputy Premier, used, in part, the Auditor-General t@€ & Very serious offence in terms of the normal processes of

defend the Rann government's decision to keep this issU§€ relationship between the executive arm of government
secret for seven months. and the Auditor-General.

| have looked at the letter of 20 December from the |have referred only to this one statement, but | know that

Auditor-General to the Premier. It has been tabled in théninisters of the government—and, in particular, the spin

parliament and it is but a three sentence letter and the fir§loctors working for the ministers—are using the position of

two sentences are probably the only sentences that might {i€ Auditor-General and this statement by the Deputy Premier

any way be relevant, as it states: as a defence for the processes that they have adopted and as
| have reviewed the material made available to me with respec?l defence as to why this issue was kept secret for seven

to the above mentioned matter enclosed with your letter of 4 DeceninONths; that is, the Auditor-Gen?raI has been used as a
ber 2002. In my opinion the action that you have taken with respedperson to defend the government’s position on this issue. |

to this matter is appropriate to address all of the issues that havgasten to say, because | do not want to be misquoted or
arisen. misunderstood, that | do not know what the Auditor-
I do not believe that in any way could the Deputy PremierGeneral’s view is. | have asked the Attorney-General today.
fairly represent the views of the Auditor-General in thatlt may well be that the Auditor-General, in one way or
second sentence as indicating that he supports the govemmother, will make his position more apparent to all of us who
ment’s decision to keep this issue secret and away from thare interested to know whether or not the Deputy Premier has
public gaze for seven months. Certainly, the Deputy Premiesiccurately reflected the Auditor-General’s views on this most
in my view could interpret the Auditor-General’s statementcritical issue.
as indicating support for the processes followed in November Regarding that same press conference of 30 June, the spin
and December and, whilst | and the opposition do not suppoftom the Rann government is apparent in many aspects of the
the government’s process at that time, it is entirely up to thenedia statement, but also in the press conference that was
Auditor-General as to whether he did or did not support thosgiven by the then acting premier. | will give only one
processes. example, even though there are many. In the press statement
The Auditor-General's letter of 20 December does nothat was issued, the Deputy Premier referred to the two
provide any evidence for the extraordinary claim made by th&/ictorian legal officers and, in particular, to Mr Beazley. He
Deputy Premier that the Auditor-General has supported thimdicated that Mr Beazley had served the Kennett government
government’s position in relation to keeping this matter secrefor a significant period of time and also the Bracks govern-
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ment and, by inference, he clearly indicated that Mr Ror$$117 000 a year, is spending taxpayers’ money—that is, his
Beazley had been first appointed by a Liberal administratiotime—trying to negotiate the settlement of a personal legal
and had served a Liberal administration for a long time, themction against the former Attorney-General by a former
for a short period had served the Bracks administration. deputy leader of the Labor Party. Under no construction of

When one conducts a search of MrRon Beazley'she work or job requirements of the taxpayer-funded personal
background (and | refer members to the Deakins.com wehdviser to the Premier can one find the fact that they should
site, which is the firm that Mr Beazley currently works for), be spending their taxpayer-funded time to negotiate the
one finds something slightly different. In fact, Mr Beazley settlement of a private legal action that might cost the former
was not first appointed, according to the web site, by théttorney-General many tens of thousands of dollars in trade-
Liberal Kennett administration: he was, in fact, first appoint-off, as | said, for the supposedly magnificent trophy for Mr
ed under the Kerner Labor administration in 1991, and thelarke of forgiveness and rehabilitation, whatever that might
served the Kennett administration— happen to be.

The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: Members interjecting:

TheHon. R.I.LUCAS: | am suggesting that the spin TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: Yes, an ALP membership card,
doctors have been hard at work, in relation to press releasgérhapsl The point that | make is that there are serious
issued by the Deputy Premier and the claims being made Bylegations, clearly, about the improper offering of govern-
the Deputy Premier. That is just one small example where afhent appointments. Even if we put aside the issue of
the information has not been provided by the Deputy Premiegovernment appointments and accept the position that is now
in an endeavour to try to indicate that this person had beeﬁeing spun by the spin doctors and others to some sections
appointed first by a Liberal administration and, therefore, wagf the media that it was only about forgiveness and rehabilita-
an example of how the Labor administration in Southtion, there are still serious issues when taxpayer funded
Australia had been very fair and even-handed in terms of wheggficers are spending taxpayer funded time negotiating
Mr McCann had chosen in Victoria to provide this fearless settlements of personal legal actions. This issue does not hang
independent legal advice. o just by the thread of government appointments. They are

I want now to explore in a little detail the issues that relateclearly critical issues, but there are other serious issues in this
to the specific allegations that have been made. This is afatter.
issue .in relation to a significant potential persqnal financial Again, | am indebted to the Hon. Mr Lawson, and | return
benefit to the former Attorney-General, and | will not repeal, pis questions to the Attorney-General on sections 251 and
that. What | do want to indicate is that, if one were o accepbs3 of the Criminal Law Consolidation Act, on the issue of
the latest gloss that Labor sources have been putting out thyone who aids, abets or counsels also being guilty of a
the media as reported in tiglvertiser early this week, in  sarigus offence—and that was agreed to by the current
essence Mr Clarke was only being asked to give up his legaliiorney-General. There are the issues of the board positions
action against the former Attorney-General (and the magnifip ;t there are also the issues of taxpayer funded personal
cent prize in return for that would be forgiveness, for giving,qyisers to the Premier involving themselves in attempted
up the opportunity of taking money off the former Attorney- negotiations of settlements of private legal actions incurring

General), and the trade-off was going to be forgiveness angdkpense to taxpayers’ funds in terms of the time commit-
rehabilitation, whatever that might mean. ments of those officers.

Clearly, there are some within the Labor Party who are | turn now to the issue of whether or not certain people are

supporting thg position of the fqr.mer Attorney-General andcooperating fully with the current Anti-Corruption Branch
who are arguing that board positions were not offered—buiinquiry_ There was some vigorous difference of opinion

yes, there were discussions. | think the article inAldeer- 1, co me and certain ABC journalists early this week in
tiser by Colin James this week indicated that Laborsource§e|altion to this issue. Suffice to say that we stand by the

e e hE0Ucce provded to the opposilon, and | put ha posior
with Ralph Clarke. That is not attributed to anyone other thaI thdy on ABC radio and itis a position that | put public-
Labor sources. All | can place on the public record is that | bers interiecting:
do know that Mr Atkinson did give an in-depth interview Members interjecting: .
with Colin James late last week for an hour or so. Thereisng 1 e Hon. R.I.LUCAS: ljust say to the Hon. Mr Sneath
attribution to Mr Atkinson in the Colin James story, and | amthat he should wait and see.
clearly not in a position to know how many other people Mr  Membersinterjecting:
James spoke to. The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. Mr Lucas has the

| am sure that, if he is an assiduous journalist, he mightloor.
have spoken to a number of sources but, clearly, he spoke to TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: | advise the Hon. Mr Sneath and
Mr Atkinson, and someone (Mr Atkinson or someone elsepthers to wait for the next instalment on this issue. The
has confessed that Mr Atkinson had met with Mr Ashbourneopposition stands by its claims and its statements, and it will
on at least three occasions as part of these ongoing discussntinue to argue its position publicly and in the parliament.
sions with Mr Clarke. The point | am making is that, if one The Liberal Party’s position is that everybody associated with
puts aside the allegations of the board positions, which arghis inquiry should cooperate fully, whether he be a minister,
serious in themselves, and if one were to believe what than employee like Mr Ashbourne, an employee like Mr Karzis
defenders of the former Attorney-General would have usn the Attorney-General's office, or anybody else. | also
believe, very serious allegations still need to be consideredirect my view to others who are not currently in the employ
by the government and by this parliament. of the government, and therefore that includes Mr Clarke, as

If you accept the position of the apologists for the formerwell. It is my view that Mr Clarke, Mr Karzis, Mr Ashbourne,
Attorney-General, you have a position where a taxpayerPremier Rann, Deputy Premier Foley and all should cooper-
funded personal adviser to the Premier (Mr Ashbourne), oate fully with this inquiry.
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Let me put it on the public record here and now that, ifkey TheHon. R.K. SNEATH: | rise on a point of order,
witnesses like Mr Ashbourne or Mr Clarke, for whateverMr President.
reason, do not cooperate fully with this inquiry, this issue will The PRESIDENT: Order! There is clearly a point of
have to be pursued in some other forum and in some oth@rder there.
way. There have already been suggestions as to how that TheHon. R.K. SNEATH: | said that the current
might be done, and | will not waste time tonight in pursuingAttorney-General is open and accountable. | did not say
those. If key people will not cooperate fully with the inquiry, anything about the past attorney-general.
we are then not in a position to get to the truth of the ThePRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member was
allegations that have been made. making reflections, and | refer him to standing order 193. The

So, it will be unsatisfactory if the police report that they Hon. Mr Lucas was clearly making unparliamentary remarks
have not been able to find sufficient evidence and that tha@ibout the former attorney-general which cannot be substanti-
in part, has been caused by key people not being preparedaged. He should withdraw.
cooperate fully. However, there is a key difference between TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: Mr President, this is a substantive
Mr Ashbourne and Mr Karzis or other staffers or ministersmotion against the former attorney-general.
and Mr Clarke. In the first instance, Premier Rann has the ThePRESIDENT: Order! No. In this context | think you
authority, directly or indirectly, to ensure that people providehave overstepped the mark, and | ask you to withdraw.
full and open cooperation with the inquiry. If they do not, he  TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: Which remarks, Mr President?
has options open to him as the leader of the government in The PRESIDENT: The remarks you made in respect of
terms of actions he might take. However, | accept that théhe former attorney-general, and | will not repeat them. I will
Premier and, indeed, the opposition have no power ofot entertain games.
authority over somebody who is not currently employed by TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: What remarks?
the Rann government. So, we do not have the direct or The PRESIDENT: You are starting to defy the chair. |
indirect capacity to encourage someone like Mr Clarke—orask you to withdraw remarks you just made with respect to
indeed, any third party individual not employed by the currenthe former attorney-general.
government—to participate. It nevertheless remains our hope TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: Which remarks?
that everyone will cooperate fully. The PRESIDENT: The remarks you made that he was

In relation to full cooperation, | point out, first, that for Not open and accountable.
somebody to say that they have been interviewed by the TheHon.R.I.LUCAS: The remarks that you could not
police in and of itself is not sufficient from the opposition’s S&Y that the former attorney-general was open and account-
viewpoint. By way of example, | can indicate that | have beerfble? ] ]
interviewed by the police. | have sat down with the police. . The PRESIDENT: Yes. You are casting aspersions on
However, if during that interview | have indicated that | am Nis integrity. _ _
not prepared to answer all significant questions based on legal TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: Mr President, | withdraw those
advice, or for whatever other reason, that is not cooperatinggmarks. However, at some stage, | will—
fully with the Anti-Corruption Branch inquiry. So, myword 1 "€ PRESIDENT: Unreservedly would be the best way
of caution to members of the media is that if anyone like the?f doing so, and then continue with your contribution.
Premier or former attorney-general says, ‘I've been inter- 1heHon. R.I.LUCAS: | will, however, Mr President,
viewed by the police already and have spoken to them’, that€€k an explanation from you as to why, when a member
in and of itself is not sufficient. We need to know whetherMOVes a substantive motion of condemnation against a
they cooperated fully and answered truthfully and to the beg?€rson, they are not able to say that.
of their ability the questions that have been asked by the Anti- 1h€PRESIDENT: The Hon. Mr Lucas, has stretched to
Corruption Branch. If that is not the case, again there will béhe greatest extent the credibility and the parliamentary
grounds for further exploration of these issues. pnwlegeg throughout this debate. Yqu have continually

Let me give some credit to the Attorney-General—at leasfS €€ In a text about accusations which are unproven. You
in a small way—for one of the answers to the questions hd2Ve defied the common principles of justice in this country
eventually gave today in question time. In response to my' (€ presumption of innocence, and you have continued to
question he indicated that, in the end, he would encourage P S°- In this instance, | have given you latitude because you
his staff (that is, the staff of the former attorney-general) td)2v€ @ substantive motion. However, a substantive motion

cooperate fully with the Anti-Corruption Branch inquiry. And does not give you the right to use objectionable or unparlia-
he said— mentary words in any instance. On this occasion, | have given

Anh abl ber interiecting: you free rein up to this point. | think that what you need to do
N honourable mem er. n erJ,ec Ing. is to accept some of the parliamentary conventions—at least
TheHon. R.I.LUCAS: No, I'm talking about the current 56 or two of them on this occasion. You have indicated that
Attorney-General. The current Attorney-General sald—anq,Ou wish to withdraw. | would be pleased if you would

| am paraphrasing here as | do not haveltamsard record  ¢ontinue your remarks and bear in mind what | have asked

with me—in essence that, if required, he would direct hlsyou to do.

staff to cooperate fully. The Hon. Bob Sneath nods, solhave TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: Mr President, as always | thank

probably given a fair reflection of what the Attorney-Generalyq, for your guidance in relation to this issue and, as always,

said; that is, if required, the Attorney-General would direct] | follow the standing orders of the Legislative Council.

his staff—Mr Karzis, Mr Louca— In relation to the issue of cooperation with the inquiry, the
An honourable member interjecting: point that | was trying to make was that the current Attorney-
TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: The Hon. Bob Sneath says that General has indicated that, if required, he will direct his staff

he has an open and accountable Attorney-General at ttie cooperate fully with the police Anti-Corruption Branch

moment. He certainly could not say that about the former onénquiry. As | said, | want to place on record my support for

I thank him for his interjection. that position adopted by the current Attorney-General. In that
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respect, he is indicating a willingness to be transparent anchust accept personal and complete responsibility for the
accountable by requiring his staff to cooperate fully with theendeavours to keep this sordid secret forever.
inquiry. It also indicates that he is prepared to direct.

| contrast that with the position of Premier Rann, thatis, 1 neHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER secured the

when Premier Rann was asked the same question as tRgiournment of the debate.

Attorney-General, Premier Rann has so far refused to adopt

exactly the same position—namely, whilst the Attorney- ENVIRONMENT, RESOL_JRCESAND
General has said that he is prepared to direct his staff {FEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE: URBAN GROWTH
cooperate fully, the Premier has not been prepared to indicate BOUNDARY
that he will direct Mr Ashbourne to cooperate fully with the
police Anti-Corruption Branch inquiry. In the strongest terms,
and consistent with standing orders, we condemn the Premiﬁ(r) i
for not following the lead of the current Attorney-General in .
relation to directing staff to cooperate fully with the police ~ (Continued from 28 May. Page 2445.)

Anti-Corruption Branch inquiry. . .
: upt inquiry The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Most of the evidence in

There is a series of other questions, but I will notlist themy.i jq.iry had been received and heard before | became a

all tonight. However, at some stage the issue must be raisegle her of the committee. In fact, | did not hear any of the
regarding the current Chief of Staff to the Deputy Premiet, idence other than for one group who came along and
and the former chief of staff to the former attorney-general resented a submission. Nevertheless, having worked in the

Ms Cressida Wall. It has now been put on the public reco.r‘gnvironment movement over the years, | have developed a
that Ms Wall was the person who alerted the Deputy Premigl \mber of opinions about this issue

to this unfolding scandal. The questions obviously remain as Th : : ;
- e Hon. Diana Laidlaw put in place the urban growth
to how and when Ms Wall found out about the unfolding oundary whilst she was minister for urban planning in the

scandal. So, as this inquiry, or series of inquiries unfolds, th Isen government. That boundary was challenged in court

issue will need to be established. As has been placed on ti&(ﬁd following the challenge, an amended urban growth

public record, the Leader of the Government in the Council oundar ;
) S ; y was put in place.
the current Attorney-General, has indicated publicly (and lb There are some very strong positives and also some very

Phai“s/iﬂ?otla(;/ilr?gerslggrg?jg;sﬂfﬂvreegé maégfshad no knowledge cg’[rong negatives gpout havin.g an u_rban growth boundary. In
’ terms of the positives, the first thing it does is to control

However, staff members such as Ms Wall and others wergrhan sprawl, and that is a very essential action if we are to
obviously fully conversant. There also remain unansweregontrol some of the pressures and impacts on land adjacent
questions in relation to the role of Premier Rann’s seniofg the metropolitan area. From that perspective, it is a pity
legal adviser on his ministerial staff, Ms Sally Glover, as tothat actions such as this had not been taken decades ago.
what role, if any, she played during November and December  an yrban growth boundary keeps precious agricultural
last year. As | have indicated, soon after that, early in 2003gnq available for agriculture. If one looks at metropolitan
the ministerial staff directory no longer lists Ms Sally Glover pogelaide now and suburbs such as Kidman Park and
on the Premier’s ministerial staff directory. There are a SerieEockleys, one can see how many market gardeners are leftin
of other questions like that which after a couple of weeks ofpgse areas. Most of them have been forced out to Virginia,
questioning remain unanswered. where they must work with much less fertile soil and,

In concluding, I indicate that, both in the forums andobviously, apply much more fertiliser, and so on. In the area
consistent with the standing orders of this chamber, thén which | live in Athelstone, for many years the Agon
opposition will continue vigorously to question the govern-strawberry farm operated in the foothills. The strawberry
ment on this issue. | know that my colleagues in anothefarm has now gone and a lot of that—
place, led by the Hon. Mr Kerin, will pursue Premier Rann,  The Hon. Carmel Zollo: It was Peter Lewis’s brother, |
Deputy Premier Foley and others when the House ofhink.

Assembly sits again next week. We will await with interest The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Was it? | didn’t know
the result of the Anti-Corruption Branch inquiry. We will that. A lot of that land is now housing. | am told that the area
await with interest to see what role, if any, outside influencegn which I live in Athelstone was, until the late 1960s and
such as Mr Don Farrell, for example, played in the discusearly 1970s, some of Australia’s best land for growing celery.
sions in November and December last year and in late Junedo not think many people could forget the 1982 conflict
this year. Much information provided to the oppositionover the selling off of the Penfold’s Grange vineyards at
indicates a not insignificant role for Mr Farrell in these Magill. All that area that was sold off, despite the public
matters. protests, is now housing.

Given that the parliament will be rising next week—and, Another area in which we are seeing the encroachment of
from Premier Rann’s viewpoint, | think he will be somewhatthe metropolitan area is the Adelaide Hills. The urban
grateful—I assure Premier Rann, Deputy Premier Foley andevelopment in that area has gone largely unchecked for the
all others associated with this attempt to keep a sordid secrktst two decades in what is a prime watershed environment.
for as long as possible that the Hon. Rob Kerin and thédouses encroaching on the boundaries of conservation parks
opposition will continue to pursue Premier Rann to try to gethave big environmental impacts, with dogs and cats running
the truth on this issue outside the parliament and again, #@round in those parks and the impact of weeds. An urban
need be, when the parliament reconvenes in Septembergfowth boundary reduces those pressures.
commend the motion to members and | certainly urge them One other problem with not having boundaries is that
to support the Liberal Party’s condemnation, in particular, ofpeople keep moving farther out. It seems that when that
the actions of Premier Rann who, as | outlined at the starhappens the housing always outstrips any plans for public

Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. J.M. Gazzola:
That the report of the committee on urban growth boundary be
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transport infrastructure. Freezing the sprawl does give thstandard of living is that more cars will come on to our
government a chance to catch up with the provision of suchlready crowded roads and there will be a greater demand for
infrastructure. So, as | say, there are some very strongarking for those cars when they reach their destination. This
positives for having an urban growth boundary, but theis a negative that could be turned into a positive by the
negatives, | think, are equally as strong. government, provided the government tackles the problem by

As soon as there is a boundary, there is no choice but tapdating and increasing public transport infrastructure.
go for urban infill and consolidation. The moment you putin  However, | do note that the Bannon government failed
place an urban growth boundary you increase the demand frith Golden Grove. It allowed that whole area to be built
the existing land. That then forces up the price of the land. Iwithout any extension of the O-Bahn into the area, and that
increases both house prices and rentals and forces peopleism crying shame. We now see a similar situation down south
lower incomes out of the metropolitan area. For those what Seaford, where there is no dedicated transport corridor, and
do not have their own home it means that rental prices alseveryone has to depend on their private cars and, to a limited
go up, and this, in turn, can lead to more homelessness. extent, buses. However the opportunity is there, if the

In the early 1990s, South Australia went through majorgovernment were to seize it, to do something about that and
consultation about urban planning for this state and produceektend the Noarlunga line southwards to Seaford.
the 2020 Vision. Some of the findings in this document  There is no doubt that urban consolidation can assist
relating to urban consolidation are as follows: public transport in this regard. | remember when | visited the

Housing costs rise as a result of an emphasis on urban consolida@onto Transport Commission a few years ago when | was
tion. First home buyers are excluded from many inner city andn Canada and met with the chief executive officer of that
middle suburban areas because new housing in these areashisdy. He pointed to areas on the map and said, ‘We do not
expensive [and] any attempt to halt fringe developments wouldyn any public transport to this suburb and that suburb,
increase housing and land prices across metropolitan Adelaide. because the housing is not dense enough to justify it.

We are already seeing this pressure in places such as Mount Adelaide has not planned well around public transport for
Barker, Victor Harbor, Goolwa and the Barossa Valley. If Wemany years. There has been no attempt to ensure that the
put a boundary on metropolitan Adelaide, we will in turn most dense development occurs around railway stations.
have to put boundaries on these towns and regions. One onlain, | go back to the 20-20 Vision findings from the early
need look at Sydney as an example of how badly these thind990s where that was pinpointed as one of the things we
can turn out when people cannot afford to buy a home ighould be doing with proper urban planning. Portland,
Sydney and, instead, live in cities such as Wollongong antbregon, is a brilliant example of what can be done if a little
Newcastle, which effectively become suburbs of Sydnewision is shown with public transport, and the light rail
Some of these people spend four hours a day on a train goirgstem they have built is continuing to be enlarged every year
to and from work. because the public demand for it is there.

With this in mind, | hope that the government looks  Although the 1998 Planning Strategy for Metropolitan
seriously at the recommendations of the committee regardingdelaide talks about the opportunity for urban development
the Land Management Corporation. | think that, at present—&long transport corridors, little appears to have been done
am not totally certain because of the recent reshuffle ofibout this other than talk. There has been talk for years about
ministerial portfolios—the Land Management Corporationextending the tramline beyond Victoria Square, but still there
answers to the Minister for Infrastructure. The Land Manageis no action. The committee has recommended education of
ment Corporation has no brief other than to sell the land thathe public as to the benefits of socially and environmentally
it has and to make money from selling that land. So, there iRigh-density living. When | came onto the committee and this
huge potential for the Land Management Corporation to adteport was being considered, the wording initially was that
in a vacuum. Mr Atkinson of the South Australian Housing‘the public should be educated as to the benefits of high-
Trust—this is quoted in the report—uwith reference to thedensity living'. | said, ‘Well, 'm afraid if it stays with that
Land Management Corporation said: wording, | would not be able to agree with it The committee

The trust has been working with the Land Managementgreed to insert the words ‘socially and environmentally’
Corporation on coming to a collaboration about social housing anthefore ‘high-density living’. | have to say that is better than
the need for a percentage of government owned sites that afwas, but | cannot say that | am jumping up and down with

released to clearly have in their briefs that there will be a percenta : . - - - .
for social housing. More work needs to be done on thatvhilst we %xcitement about it. Personally, public education like this

are having some discussions which, to date, have been very gocteems a little like the re-education programs of some
they are fairly slow with what we are trying to do. The Port Adelaidecommunist countries in the past, and it certainly smacks of

development. . is an @ample of where it has not gone well. Social 3 |evel of paternalism that this committee and the state know
housing is not part of the development overall. better than individuals.
That is an example of how the Land Management Corpora- In relation to that public education suggestion, the
tion acts within a vacuum; it does not have any agenda to agommittee did recognise that the concerns of residents in
responsibly. regard to open space needed to be addressed. Technically, at
So, the committee recommended that responsibility for théhe moment, in larger developments there is a requirement for
Land Management Corporation be given to the Minister forl2.5 per cent open space. However, unless it is a very big
Urban Development and Planning, that consideration bedevelopment such as Golden Grove, developers almost
given to amending legislation so that the Land Managemerdlways find ways of getting around that provision.
Corporation will have a social housing function as wellas a There were quotes to the committee from a couple of staff
commercial function, and that a set percentage of socidgtom metropolitan councils to the effect that 12.5 per cent
housing be included in any new housing developments impen space is too much. | wonder whether this represents the
metropolitan Adelaide. views of their residents, who are the people who pay the rates
Another of the negative consequences of squeezing moend, therefore, the employment source of these planners. |
people inside the urban growth boundaries with our presemoubt that there would be many residents anywhere in
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metropolitan Adelaide who would say that they have too CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE

much open space in their suburb. Recognising that urban

consolidation becomes necessary when we put an urban Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. Kate Reynolds:
growth boundary in place, we need to ask whether urban 1. That a select committee of the Legislative Council be

consolidation is as good as its proponents would have us appointed to investigate and report upon—
believe. (a) allegations of child sex abuse within church organisations

. . - within South Australia; and
From time to time one hears derisive comments made (p) other matters as determined by the committee following

about people wanting to have a quarter acre block. Infill consultation with advocacy organisations.
reduces the opportunity for residents to be self-sufficientin 2. That standing order 389 be suspended as to enable the
production of their own food. Those of us who grew up on . Shairperson of the committee to have a deliberative vote only.

. . That this council permits the select committee to authorise the
quarter acre blocks were able to be self-sufficient. In my own disclosure or publication, as it thinks fit, of any evidence or
childhood, | grew up with 14 fruit trees in our yard, and documents presented to the committee prior to such evidence
summertime saw us making jams and chutneys; we bottled  being presented to the council.
apricots and tomatoes, and we lived off the results of that 4: Lh%tesﬁﬂ'iﬂ% gr\‘,’vireigﬁhgessézgfnc%%j né]‘ﬁtte}’eeir‘sate’fam%?r?ers
through the winter. Even in my backyard now, I have applgs, witnesses unless the committee otherwise resolves, but th%y
oranges, lemons, plums and nectarines, and many other things  shall be excluded when the committee is deliberating.
that | can go out to pick as | need them. An urban growth (Continued from 28 May. Page 2456.)

boundary, with its urban consolidation result, forces depend-

ence on commercially produced food. TheHon. KATE REYNOLDS: Further to my remarks

Urban infill means more houses, which means more roofgf 28 May, | note that the Anglican Church has finally taken
which means more run-off, which means less recharge ciction to refer to the police more than 65 complaints of child
aquifers, which means more run-off to the western side of thgex abuse by people acting under the banner of the church.
city, which increases the risk of flooding. We have seen tharhe Anglican synod has also agreed to establish a working
twice already this year. More run-off of this water into the party to set up its own inquiry. Apparently, the terms of
gulf means more damage to seagrasses and more movemesference and the names of the two persons who will carry
of sand. More houses means there is also a greater demamgk this inquiry were to be announced by the church this
for freshwater through water infrastructure. | query whetheevening.
our water infrastructure can cope with that demand. More The referring of allegations to the police by this church
houses means more toilets and more showers, and | do natd the establishment of its own inquiry are both welcome
know whether our sewerage infrastructure can cope. Morgoves, even if long overdue, but they do not go nearly far
houses means greater energy demands. Can our gas atbugh. Whilst we can all agree that most abuse and sexual
electricity infrastructure cope? Certainly, in relation toassault of children occurs in a domestic environment, public
electricity, we know that over a number of summers we facepinion has made it quite clear that there is no excuse for any
the prospect of prolonged blackouts. As far as water ighurch organisation to be given privileged treatment in the
concerned, pipe bursts in the north-eastern suburbs areeges of the law. Even now in our local media and in the
common occurrence—and some of them have been venyational media the number of allegations of abuse increases
spectacular at that! Have we got the telecommunicationand there are still regular reports of church officials admitting
infrastructure that an increased population in our cities wilko repeated acts of sexual assault against children and young
demand? people.

The one presentation that | was able to hear in evidence There is now no question that church officials have failed
was from the Save our Suburbs group. Its written submissiof® act when the risk and circumstances of abuse were known
included a speech of Miles Lewis to a meeting at theto them. TheAge newspaper of 20 May 2003, at the height
Norwood Town Hall on 3 November 2000. He made theof the public debate about the role of churches in concealing
observation that there are very small savings on the diamet&gx crimes, stated:

of a city achieved through urban consolidation. He said: The simple, powerful message of the Hollingworth controversy

. . .is that in the public mind the failure to prevent abuse is of a similar
If you develop these nodes of high density, you may geta respitg,agnitude to the acts of abuse and neglect committed by the

of t"IVQ or three years. |ff you redevelop th? Wh°|fe of ﬁuburba erpetrators. Our political leaders are now on notice that the failure
Adelaide, you may get five or 10 years delay before the sprawdt governments to prevent abuse and neglect in so-called care
continues. After those five or 10 years, you will be facing just thesettings must be dealt with as a matter of urgency.

same pressures as you are now. . i .
This select committee should not be about securing prosecu-

An urban growth boundary gives us urban consolidationjons—that is the role of the police and, in particular, the
Urban consolidation will buy us time. In dealing with this newly established paedophile task force and the courts. This
issue we have to come back to one of the essential causegject committee should be about law-makers understanding
namely, population. The government and we as members @he nature and scope of sexual assault of children within
parliament must recognise that there are environmental limitsy rch organisations across all their activities and making
to population growth. In supporting the motion, | indicate recommendations to the community, the government and the
cautious support for an urban growth boundary, but lyarjiament.
recognise there are an enormous number of unanswered The opposition has previously called for a royal commis-
questions about its corollary, urban consolidation. sion into child sex abuse but has not yet taken any action to
_establish such an investigation. Some people have previously
TheHon. J. GAZZOLA: | thank all members for their ndicated that they would prefer the costs associated with a
wonderful contributions and commend the report to thgoyal commission to be spent on services rather than on
parliament. lawyers' fees. We agree that many people may be deterred by
Motion carried. this cost from telling their stories and from helping police and
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law-makers to understand and respond to the issue. We hagentinue. Before we can develop remedies and start any
also noted the former attorney-general’s repeated commertigaling process, we have to understand the scale and the
that he would not support the establishment of a royahature of the problem. I urge all members to support my
commission in this state. The new Attorney-General, irmotion.
conversation with me today, indicated that his position would
be similar. TheHon. R.D. LAWSON: A moment ago, the honour-
Others have suggested that we should wait for a feder@ble member said that we should adopt the right option, not
royal commission to ensure that the federal government pickée easy option, in relation to child sexual abuse. The Liberal
up the tab. My federal colleague Senator Andrew MurrayOpposition certainly agrees with that proposition. We
when arguing in the Senate in recent weeks for a federal roy&lefinitely agree, too, that the sexual abuse of children in our
commission, said: community is a scourge which we as a society must address
My message to the coalition is this: it is no good being men Ofapproprlately: However, the honou.rable member has in this
steel in war but marshmallow men in matters of child abuse. Itis ngnotion and in her remarks confined them to what she
good having lots of ticker but being seen to have no heart. described as ‘sexual abuse by persons acting under the banner
And here is my challenge to this government: it is no goooOf thg church’._She refgrreq to the Hollingworth controversy,
being tough on crime but soft on child abuse. But, given th&ndin her.earlle.r contnbutlon spoke ofa number of undoubt-
federal government's opposition to the child migrant inquiry®d cases in which persons involved in churches have been
which revealed shocking abuse of vulnerable children anéPund to be guilty of child sexual abuse over very many
young people and its lukewarm interest in the current Senatéfars. , ,
inquiry into children in institutional care, | hold very little Itis fair to say that, until recent times, most members of
hope that we will ever see a federal royal commission intd°@rliament and most people in our community did not fully
child sex abuse inside our churches. And the state gover@PPreciate the extent of the sexual abuse of children in the
ment, to its shame, also has not shown any interest jROMmunity. | suspect that most of us simply did not believe
establishing a royal commission in this state. In fact, thesome of the terrible things that we now know to be happening

former attorney-general said in another place earlier this yedY€re happening, and accordingly it has taken some time for

. o o to start to address these important issues.
... allegations could be made against innocent individuals under . .
privilege. _ The honourable member said, quite correctly, that the
Liberal opposition has been calling for the establishment of
a royal commission into child sexual abuse of wards of the
! . state. That arose as a result of the highly publicised disclosure
TheHon. KATE REYNOLDS: Yes. | remind members - ¢ iy widespread institutional sexual abuse of wards of the
that a select committee can rG?SO'Ve o hear ewdence ate in earlier years. There has been a public campaign in
camera and can seek an instruction from this cour_mlthat th%spect of that, and the opposition is convinced by the
evidence and documents received by the committee not Bg;igence that has been produced to date that it is appropriate
tabled. The former attorney-general also said: to have a royal commission to investigate that matter.
_Ifthe government is going to spend money on child protection, ~ The very real advantage of a royal commission is that it
itwants to do it for children in the here and now. has the expertise and resources to fully investigate, sift
That sounds as if the government wishes to deny the expetthrough evidence, exclude evidence which is not thought to
ences and rights of individuals who have been assaulted in thg of the best quality and introduce the evidence in a way that
past and others who may be assaulted in the future. actually brings other people forward, brings out the truth and
So, in the absence of any leadership by the federatnables recommendations to be made that will result in
government or our state government on the issue of sexuahprovement. One has seen that over the years in a number
assault of children, it is left once again to private members tof royal commissions in this country. The most recent, |
initiate action. | call on the government, the opposition andvould say, would be the Wood royal commission into police
all honourable members to back what is a genuine attempt torruption in New South Wales, which operated over a
enable us to properly understand and tackle the problem efumber of years. It produced rather slowly, but very cleverly
child sex abuse within church organisations. as a result of good investigations and inquiries, a great deal
These are organisations which protected criminals byf evidence. It revealed the truth and it led to improvements.
concealing crimes of sexual assault, and through retention or The disadvantage of a select committee of the parliament
promotion they gave such criminals further opportunities tas that in our parliament select committees are not resourced.
access further victims. As my colleague the Hon. Sandrahe research officer in most select committees is someone
Kanck said in this place on 3 June in relation to the removaivho is on the unattached list within the Public Service. They
of the statute of limitations, a crime is a crime is a crime.may be an admirable person who will try hard and who will
Sexual assault is a crime, regardless of who commits it andork hard to produce what the committee requires but, in
regardless of who seeks to conceal it. As the Reverend Dnost cases, it is very much a part time, almost amateur,
Don Owers said publicly last month, we must take the righinvestigation.
option, not the easy one, when dealing with this most serious An honour able member: Not always.
issue. TheHon. R.D. LAWSON: Not always, but usually. In
In conclusion, so far approximately 100 complaints (if nota serious case like this where individual citizens are coming
more) have been made of which we are aware in relation tiorward, and where they will undoubtedly face opposition
just two South Australian churches. We must not underestfrom those people whose conduct is being called into
mate the cost to South Australian individuals, families,question, a parliamentary committee is simply inadequately
communities and the state of the risk of allowing the pastesourced. It is a very clumsy structure to undertake any form
practices of concealment of crimes of sexual assault tof investigation. Ultimately we might have to accept a

The Hon. Sandra Kanck: Innocent individuals were hurt
in the first place.
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parliamentary committee but, in our view, that would be theinquiry, then we can come back and perhaps amend the terms
worst possible option. We are still pressing for the establishef reference of the proposed parliamentary inquiry, but at this
ment of a royal commission or a commission of inquiry. Thestage we are not prepared to support it.
government has been most recalcitrant on this matter; it has The government has been saying not only that the cost of
been running the easy or popular line that a royal commissiosonducting a royal commission or some form of commission
is too expensive and that the money could be better spent @i inquiry is prohibitive but also that the Layton report has
other issues. We believe that the government can be forcedlready in some part addressed these issues. The Layton
by various measures, to come to the table by appropriateleport, however, has not addressed in full terms the child
resourcing a royal commission or, if not a royal commissionsexual abuse and certainly has not provided a forum for the
then some other form of independent inquiry which will be—victims of child sexual abuse to present evidence. Nor did
TheHon. Sandra Kanck: Such as a select committee? Robyn Layton QC address what should be done to redress
TheHon. R.D. LAWSON: Not such as a parliamentary some of the injuries and damage of the past. The author of the
committee. We do not believe one goes to the worst possibleport looked prospectively forward, and that is perfectly
option as the first step. We believe we should continue teeasonable, but she simply did not have the time or resources,
press for an inquiry. Also, we have a fundamental objectioror perhaps the inclination, to examine these issues, which
to the terms of reference proposed by the Hon. Kate Reynoldsught be examined.
in this motion. This is a motion that is directly and firmly  So we do not accept the excuse of the government that it
aimed at the churches and only the churches. The churchags already established one inquiry into child sexual abuse
are not the sole source of sexual abuse in our community. Wend that it does not propose to have another. We will continue
only have to recall, for example, the widely publicised cas&o press for the establishment of a committee of inquiry and,
of the magistrate, Peter Liddy, who was using the Surf Livess | said, if called upon to vote tonight on this proposal the
Saving Association for the purposes of his sexual depredapposition would not support it.
tions, and there have been, as well as state-run organisations,
many other organisations, including sporting groups and TheHon. CARMEL ZOL L O secured the adjournment
charities, in which instances of sexual abuse ought to bef the debate.
appropriately addressed, including also the private home.
Itis interesting to note that the senate inquiry, which has INDEPENDENT GAMBLING AUTHORITY
been established on the motion of the Hon. Kate Reynolds’
colleague Senator Andrew Murray, is an inquiry that is Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. A.J. Redford:
related to children in institutional care. We believe thatthese That this council notes the performance of the Independent
terms of reference are too narrow. We believe that this i§ambling Authority.
really jumping on the bandwagon of the Hollingworth  (continued from 28 May. Page 2461.)
controversy and also the controversy which is currently
surrounding aspects of the Anglican church which, as the TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: | indicate that the
honourable member mentioned, is to be apparently thgovernment supports this motion. | respond to the issues
subject of some announcement this very week. recently raised by the Hon. Angus Redford with respect to the
~ We believe that any inquiry into this matter ought to general performance of the Independent Gambling Authority
include the following (and | will read the sort of terms of and, more specifically, the progress of the inquiry into the
.refer'ence that we would like to see in a commission oimanagement of gaming machine numbers in South Australia.
inquiry): o o ) I would like this council to note that the Independent
1. The incidence in this state of sexual abuse of childresambling Authority is established under the Independent
who at the time the sexual abuse occurred were in the custo@yamb"ng Authority Act 1995, and was formed in October
of or under the guardianship or care and control of thexpo1 from the former Gaming Supervisory Authority. The
minister or an agency or instrumentality of the crown. functions of the authority include:

2. The incidence in this state of sexual abuse of children  {he gevelopment and promotion of strategies for reducing
that occurred whilst children were engaged in recreational, the incidence of problem gambling;

sporting, educational or other activities conducted by or under undertaking or coordinating research into gambling
the auspices of a non-government agency or organisation.  5uers:

3. Tgeéngldenmla in this s],(tate oflse>t<ual abuse of children ¢ ing that an effective and efficient system of supervi-
committed by émployees of, or VOIUNEErs In, an agency or - 44, 5 maintained over gambling licensees; and

instrumentality of the Crown, a local government body or a, o . . .
non-government agency or organisation: tsfler]ea;r(]ignlnlstranon of a state wide voluntary barring

an (fe ;23 233333% Srci)%sstlggcwi?da:g;iy c;g)L:g\él.de aSSISgince its establishment, the Independent Gambling Authority
So, we believe the honourable member’s proposal simplpa? .

does not go far enough and we would not support it in this 'MPlemented the voluntary barring system;

truncated form. However, as is obvious from the remarks | undertaken the suitability inquiry of the licensee and
am making, we believe that the spotlight ought be put on the approval of documentation with respect to the sale of the
churches, amongst other organisations, and indeed all SA TAB; . ] o

organisations which have had within their care, custody and completed the Adelaide Casino Advertising and Respon-
control, children who have been subjected to child sexual Sible Gambling Codes of Practice;

abuse. We would urge the honourable member to keep her maintained an effective regulatory overview; and

motion on file to keep the proposal alive because if, in the reviewed bookmaker licensing rules.

course of the coming months we are unable to get thitn addition, matters currently being addressed by the
government to realise that it ought fund and establish such authority include:
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the finalisation of stage 1 of uniform advertising andpassed legislation giving effect to the extension of the freeze.
responsible gambling codes of practice for all commercialn terms of the time taken to complete this inquiry, it is
codes of gambling (which were released at the end ofimportant that quick reviews and reports are not prepared at
May); the expense of thorough work, particularly on what are very
the establishment of a research program; significant gambling issues.

the development of an early intervention order scheme; For the gaming machine numbers inquiry, a wide consul-
an inquiry into the link between problem gambling andtation process was included. The authority:

crime; and o ~ - made the call for public submissions on 11 July 2002;
consultation on its inquiry into the management of gaming  held the initial round of public consultations on 22 August
machine numbers in South Australia. 2002;

With respect to the specific issue of the authority’s inquiry. held the public hearing to receive evidence from govern-

into the management of gaming machine numbers in South ment officials on 14 November 2002:

Australia, the Hon. Angus Redford asked: why did not the. - commissioned and received independent research into

IGA start the process on 1 October 2001; why did not the  The Distribution of Electronic Gaming Machines (EGMs)

IGA seek the necessary resources; and, if it did, why was it anq Gambling Related Harm in Metropolitan Adelaide’

not given the necessary resources, particularly regarding the fqm September to December 2002;

Premier's press release made at the time of the promulgation rgjeased its draft discussion paper on this inquiry in March

of the legislation? The simple answer to those questions is 5403: ang

that the IGA did not start the process because it was Not o ceiyed written responses on this discussion paper by 16

directed to. The authority was only given the relevant May 2003

direction by the new Labor government. )
The Hon. Angus Redford also asked the following

questions. Why, if the process commenced only in July 200

was it not given priority? Was it a matter of resources? Why everal articles in the last few weeks in relation to the

was not parliament told much earlier that the process coulg . : ] :
not be completed before 31 May this year? When did %!\/ldence given at these public hearings, which have served
q

The authority was to hold further public hearings on 17 and
8 June 2003, with a report to be completed in September
003. Obviously, those hearings were held. We have seen

become apparent to the IGA that it could not complete th 0 raise community awareness of problem gamblers. As well,

L . e now have a couple of very good advertisements on
2 g ; : 4
process, and when was the minister informed? Why could n levision which, hopefully, will assist problem gamblers to

the process be completed between July 2002 and Februaggek help

Zo?r?’ies onding to those questions. | wish to inform all There is here a press release relating to the advertisements
P 9 q ’ Z‘ghink of what you are really gambling with’, which Minister

honourable members that the Independent Gamblin tephanie Key released on the weekend. | was pleased to read
Authority received the terms of reference on 20 June 200Z, p Y : P

No action was taken by the former government to commencl 1N Press release from Stephanie Key, our Minister for
significant number of tasks following its establishment and ; - i 9 paig
as noted by the Hon. Angus Redford, the new presidin Vv, ragho and in print ads on 15 June. The press release
member of the Independent Gambling Authority was tateg. _ _ _ o
appointed on 15 August 2002. The authority has quite an ‘This is a fantastic start to the campaign. One of our main aims

. e - s to increase calls to the gambling help line by 100 per cent, and
extensive workload, is independent and allocates its resourc%?have almost reached tha? in the ﬁrst Vf,’eek isya gregt result’ Ms

to tasks as necessary in light of competing priorities. Inkey said. ‘We are now getting over 200 calls a week to the help line.
addition, it is required to consult widely and consider theExtra staff resources have been provided to handle the increase in

views of all stakeholders in its recommendations. Thoséalls. The council’s hard work has been pivotal to the early success
: of this campaign.’
processes take time.

With the establishment of a new body of this type, thereThe decision, as | think members would know, by Australia’s
is a significant number of tasks that everyone is keen to sdgiggest bank to withdraw its automatic teller machines from
completed as a matter of priority. However, it is necessary tpoker machine venues over its concerns about problem
prioritise these tasks and ensure that they are completed irg@mblers is also especially welcome.
full and proper manner. The Minister for Gambling was The authority has completed its first stage uniform codes
informed on 6 February 2003 by the authority that it wouldof practice, which were released on Friday 30 May 2003, and
require an extension of time to complete the inquiry in a wayconsultation is now occurring. When the final codes of
that allows full consideration of the merits of the issues andractice are completed by the authority, they will be forward-
alternative options. ed to the minister, who must cause a copy to be laid before

An article appeared in th8unday Mail just three days both houses of parliament as soon as practicable after
later, on 9 February 2003, in which the Minister for Gam-receiving it. Sections 10 and 10A of the Subordinate Legisla-
bling indicated that he had received this request. Industrfion Act 1978 apply to a code laid before the parliament
stakeholders and other members of this council were quotathder the section as if it were a regulation within the meaning
in the recent article. At that time, the Minister for Gambling of the act, that is, they are disallowable instruments.
indicated that he considered that the proposal to extend the In the process of completing stage 1 of the uniform codes,
time to enable the inquiry to be completed had merit and thahe authority has also identified a range of significant
he would take the matter to cabinet for consideration. additional measures. It intends to undertake further public

On 3 March 2003, the government announced, by way ofonsultation this month on stage 2 of its current process in
media release from the minister, that the parliament would bfermulating these codes. The first stage of the uniform codes
asked to extend the freeze on gaming machines for 12 montle$ practice prepared by the authority for all gambling
until 31 May 2004. Of course, the parliament subsequentljicensees largely reflects the content of previously existing
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codes and the application of those provisions across all formsew ones, too. Actions where the authority has not taken an

of gambling. There is also a range of additional responsiblén-principle decision to adopt include:

gambling initiatives that the authority has indicated have Requiring the gaming machine venue mandatory six-hour

general agreement. per day close-down period to be from 6 a.m. to noon for
The new advertising and responsible gambling provisions all venues. (Currently venues can choose their own period.

contained in the codes include a range of significant respon- This may give rise to issues for shift workers.)

sible gambling measures for the industry. They are expected Possible ban on inducement and loyalty schemes based on

to commence from 1 September 2003. These significant player activity.

responsible gambling measures for the industry include: Possible requirement to collocate gambling activity in
With respect to advertising— venues (that is, shift PUbTAB and Keno into gaming
Ban the use of gaming machine audio samples in advertls- rooms in hotels and clubs).
ing. Whether Keno should be allowed in newsagents, pharma-
Prohibit electronic media advertising of gambling cies and public shopping areas.
products between 6 a.m. and 8.30 a.m. and 4 p.m. and Whether persons under 18 years of age should be permit-
7.30 p.m. weekdays and between 6 a.m. and 7.30 p.m. on ted to sell lottery products.
weekends. The authority’s public consultation processes have provided,
Require disclosure of the odds of winning or, where thafor the first time, a forum for all stakeholders and interested
is not directly possible, enough information for partici- parties to argue their views on these important issues. This
pants to understand the nature of the product. is an important step forward in the full consideration of
Ban any overstatement of the benefit of skill in gamblinggambling issues in Australia. Minister Weatherill is on record
products. (This varies by bet type, that is, no skill inas stating that the IGA is aware of community concerns about
gaming machines use compared to some skill in TAB andhe impact of gambling on children. As all honourable
casino table games.) members can appreciate, the public consultation processes
With respect to responsible gambling— provide the authority with significantly varying views on the
Require that venues must have a responsible gamblingast majority of issues raised. At the local government level
charter. we have seen one council, the City of Salisbury, engage its
Require warning messages in gambling areas. community in a significant survey. | think from memory it
Require display of time visible by those participating in received some publicity in th&dvertiser a couple of weeks
gambling activities. ago.
Require coin dispenser machines to be removed from The Independent Gambling Authority is undertaking its
gaming areas (that is, relocated outside gaming rooms)work effectively and has had to consider the high level of
Provision of multilingual responsible gambling public concern and complexity surrounding these issues, and
information. endeavour to ensure that all relevant opinions, information
Require that children not be left unattended and children’sind other resources are considered. It is then the role of the
entertainment areas not be adjacent to gaming areas. authority to balance these views and report to the parliament
Prohibit service of alcohol to persons actually gambling.on its deliberations. Both the consultation and subsequent
Prohibit cashing cheques in gambling areas. consideration processes take time. As |l indicated earlier, it is
Require processes for provision of self-exclusion schemeasecessary for the Independent Gambling Authority to balance
(other than SA Lotteries, where persons would be rethe need for timely answers to these important questions,
moved from loyalty databases). ensuring that full consideration has been given to all issues.

With the release of these codes, the authority has alsbhis is a difficult task. With respect to the apparent lack of

indicated a number of potential responsible gamblingesponse to questions asked by the Hon. Nick Xenophon

measures on which it wishes to undertake additional publi®ILC, | provide the following:

consultation. For many of these proposals, the authority has 3 July 2001—question about what was happening with the

taken an in-principle position to adopt them, and wishes to
consult on matters of implementation. For others, the
authority has not yet made any initial determination. The
measures for the second stage consultation are as follows.
Actions where the authority has taken an in-principle-
deC|S|on to adopt:
The content of mandatory warnings in advertising.
The extent of limitations for on- and in-venue signage.
Mechanisms to implement a five-minute break in play
every two hours.

Mechanisms to screen sights and sounds of gambling to

areas outside the gambling room.

Mechanisms to implement requirement that gaming
venues form a relationship with a local counselling-
agency.

Mechanisms for licensee-based systems for reporting

potential problem gamblers.
The implications of a ban on smoking where gambling
products are provided.

IGA, what were its resources and when will it come into
effect: You would need to ask the former government’s
minister for gambling on why a response to that question
was not tabled.

16 May 2002—questions about Sky City Adelaide
Casino’s latest promotion, the Party Pit, and any research
that the IGA may have on the link between smoking and
gambling: The response to this question was tabled on
17 July 2002.

19 August 2002—question about appointment of a new
presiding member to the Independent Gambling Authori-
ty: The response to this question was tabled on 15 October
2002.

21 August 2002—question about the Independent
Gambling Authority’s inquiry into the link between
gambling and crime, and the resources of the Independent
Gambling Authority: The response to this question was
tabled on 15 October 2002. A number of other questions
on a similar topic are in the process of being responded to.

I do not think there is anything in that list that the Hon. Nick With respect to the issue of the Gamblers Rehabilitation Fund
Xenophon has not already thought of, and there may be sonteing supervised and monitored by the Independent Gam-
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bling Authority, that has never been the case. When thexacerbation or recurrence of their symptoms. Special diets
Independent Gambling Authority was created in Octobeand nutritional supplements are often necessary, which quite
2001, the government of the day kept the Gamblers Rehabileften trigger a new set of symptoms.
tation Fund within the Department of Human Services. With  In addition, the Multiple Chemical Sensitivity Association
respect to the budget issues raised by the Hon. Angusoints the finger at many commonly used agricultural,
Redford, | inform the council of the following: commercial and industrial pesticides and chemicals and
- The budget was increased by $1.1 million over four yeargnappropriate methods of handling and application. Of course,
in the 2002-03 budget to establish the research prograthere are a number of ways in which to be exposed to these
of the IGA. This program was not funded by the formerproducts. In the very early days of the agricultural chemical
government. The IGAs budget in 2002-03 is revolution (40 to 50 years ago), it was quite commonplace for
$1.16 million. people using these chemicals not to use any protective
In 2002-03 budget, the government also announced aglothing, such as rubber gloves, face shields, respirators,
increase in the funding to the GRF of $4 million over four plastic aprons, rubber boots, or waterproof overalls. In fact,
years. This brings total GRF funding (from governmentmost farm chemicals were often mixed and applied by hand.
and industry sources) to $3.3 million per annum. In those days, it was not unusual for people to complain of
The budget of the Gamblers Rehabilitation Fund on pagB8eadaches, nausea and other symptoms as a result of repeated
2.22 of the 2002-03 Budget Paper 4, Volume 1, referre@xposure to these substances.
to by the Hon. Angus Redford, is the hotel and club In the early days, application rates and the method of
gaming machine licensees’ contribution to the Gamblergpplication were very hit and miss, with inappropriate and
Rehabilitation Fund. This did not increase during 2002-03poorly designed equipment and the view that, if you had a
It remains at $1.5 million per annum. bad infestation, if you doubled the rate you might solve the
That is a full response for the Hon. Angus Redford on behalproblem more quickly. Whilst this may have been common
of the government. As indicated, the government supportgractice in the past, the new generation of modern agricultural

this motion. chemicals and pesticides has undergone far more rigorous
evaluation for safety and efficacy than their forebears.
TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY secured the adjournmentof | am pleased to note that today the vast majority of
the debate. primary producers and chemical users use a great range of
highly sophisticated and effective chemicals. All these
MULTIPLE CHEMICAL SENSITIVITY products are applied using precision equipment and, thanks

) ) to better training and community understanding and extensive
Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. Sandra Kanck:  ptake of the ChemSafe program, virtually all users of these
That the Legislative Council request the Social Developmenthemicals have had extensive training in the safe handling,

Committee to inquire into and report on multiple chemical Sens't'V"mixing and application of these products. It is also interesting

ty, with particular reference to— "
1. Which chemicals or chemical compounds are responsible fdi NOte that one of the benefits of gene technology, as we

the majority of symptoms of multiple chemical sensitivity and Move into the 21st century, will be a decreasing reliance on
how exposure to them can be minimised; agricultural chemicals and pesticides.

. The effect of chemical exposure on human fertility; It would not be proper for me to pre-empt the findings of

2

3. The comparative status in other countries of multiple ; ;
chemical sensitivity as a diagnosed medical condition; the Social Development Committee. However, | urge the

4

5

. Best practice guidelines in Australia and overseas for th€0mmittee to recognise a greater community understanding
handling of chemicals to reduce chemical exposure; of safety concerns regarding the handling, storage and use of
. Current chemical usage practices by local government andazardous and toxic substances across all industries.
state government departments and changes that could be |t s interesting to note that, in her contribution on multiple
Lnuatflli;tgrggduce chemical exposure to both workers and th'c?.hemical sensitivity, the Hon. Sandra Kanck almost exclu-
6. The ways in which South Australians with multiple chemical Sively mentioned agricultural and industrial substances.
sensitivity may more effectively access sources of supportiowever, | believe that she may have overlooked one very

through government agencies. important group of products to which people have an allergic
(Continued from 14 May. Page 2315.) and sometimes fatal reaction, that is, food additives, preserva-
tives and food colourings. These products are often associated
TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY: | rise on behalf of the with behavioural changes, rather than any form of toxicity.
opposition to support the reference of multiple chemical know a number of people in my local community who have
sensitivity to the Social Development Committee. Of coursechildren who react in different ways to food colourings,
the opposition supported the reference to both a seleespecially confectionary and soft drinks.
committee and a joint committee on multiple chemical There has also been a suggestion that some attention
sensitivity. deficit disorder problems may be the result of reactions to
The Australian Chemical Trauma Reliance Incorporatednany modern-day food additives and food colourings. Whilst
describes multiple chemical sensitivity as an insidiougeaction to these additives may not cause any lasting prob-
complaint that can affect every part of the system of the bodyems for children, the behavioural changes often make
with either an instant or a delayed reaction. It produces @arenting even more difficult and challenging. In addition,
range of symptoms, ranging from mild flu-like lethargy to some members of the community hold the view that wine
full-scale coronary, and respiratory and gastric symptomswith a lower alcohol content than some of the more expensive
Sufferers also experience fatigue, mood swings, forgetfulneggemium labels contains more preservatives and antioxidising
and inability to concentrate. As multiple chemical sensitivityagents, therefore exacerbating their sensitivity to chemicals
worsens, reactions become more severe and increasinghhen they have consumed too much.
chronic. Many patients with this condition have to isolate Incidentally, | am led to believe that if alcohol were
themselves for fear of recontamination, which may result irdiscovered today it would not gain approval for human
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consumption from the national registration authority. Whilenised MCS as a growing problem and a serious environment-
so far | have discussed problems of multiple chemicahl concern, yet it does not have any status in the Australian
sensitivity which manifest themselves with daily or obviousmedical community. Given the serious nature of the condition
symptoms, there are also problems associated with exposuaad its debilitating effect on the lives of sufferers, it should
to these chemicals and products that lead to chronic ange a condition that receives at least the same level of
sometimes almost undetectable illnesses until it is too latggcognition in this state as in some other places in the world.
such as low fertility in both men and women, neurologicallt is with interest that | note the Hon. Sandra Kanck’s
disorders and, of course, cancer. It is with pleasure that ocomments that 6 per cent of the citizens of the state of
behalf of the opposition | support this reference to the SociaCalifornia are known to be experiencing MCS and that it is

Development Committee. recognised as a disability in at least 10 Canadian jurisdic-
tions.
TheHon. A.L. EVANS: I rise to speakin supportofthe | have received many emails, for which | am grateful,

Hon. Sandra Kanck’s motion concerning multiple chemicalencouraging me to support this motion. One particular email
sensitivity. | first came in contact with this problem when acame from Mr Peter Worsley, who said:

person | had known for 50 years developed_the condition. As a sufferer of chronic fatigue syndrome and a member of the
Seven years ago she had a negative reaction to a tetarysnagement committee of the CFS Society | have worked with a lot
injection. This woman developed very distressing symptomsf people who suffer from MCS . Most of my work has been with

as a result of exposure to elements found in every homE"rO”'c fatigue but | have found that most CFS sufferers are also

. - aving problems with various chemicals and pesticides causing them
throughout this state. For example, to have electricity on o xtra grief. Each individual has undergone years of trials and

near her created a burning sensation in her feet so, tgrseverance to try and eliminate what is affecting them from their
overcome the problem, the house had to be dark and electridiomes. However, they will never reach a comfortable way of living

ty not used. Strong sunlight also affected her skin. Eatin%f'e_ss there can be wider recognition of their problems and help with
certain foods that had been treated by chemicals also gave Hefminating them.
a severe reaction. She is now living in a darkened house withthink it is important that, as a community, we do not bury
the curtains drawn and, if she wants to listen to the radio opur head in the sand over this issue. MCS is a serious
television, it has to be in another room at the end of thecondition. In an email to me, one person said:
house. The carpet had to be removed and replaced with Chemical injury is probably the greatest health problem we are
normal floor boards and in general she largely lives as #cing in the beginning of this, the 21st century. Australia is well
hermit, having to choose her foods very carefully. She ha egl_nd thte rest oLt_h::_worldblp accepting that this illness does exist
lost considerable weight and there does not seem to ben_ 'S_no ap§y9 1atric problem. i .
anything that medical science can do to help her. Itis disappointing to hear tha_t the chem|ca_l manufacturlng
| spoke at a rally on the steps of Parliament House lagf'dustry has launched an anti-MCS campaign in an attempt
year concerning this issue. | expressed at the time the ne&@create controversy about MCS. An inquiry such as this will
for greater understanding and recognition of the condition ifg© Part of the way to dispelling the myths concerning the
our community. People with multiple chemical sensitivity arecondition. MCS is a growing international public health
made unwell by exposure to many common chemicals foungroblem which urgeptly ngeds our attention. Family First
in products such as pesticide, paint, new carpet, cleaning"ongly supports this motion.
roducts, perfumes, etc, and are often denied access to basic . .
gervices dﬂe to chemical barriers, ignorance and discrimina- The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: The Hon. _Ga|| Gago
tion. Last year | asked the government some questions inthSEpOke on the day that | introduced this motion (14 May)

chamber concerning this condition and what policies Werg‘d'c"jltlng government support. We have aiso heard from the

being developed to allow people with MCS special access thi2: Mr Ridgway and the Hon. Mr Evans this evening. |
servigces sucFr: as publicphoSsing educaticl)on and emplo'-d'cate my thanks for their support for this monon.AIthough
' ot every member has spoken to the motion, | think | can

ment.The government responded, as follows: claim fairly well unanimous support for it. | think this will be

The condition of Multiple Chemical Sensitivity (MCS) is forward move. Obviously, the Social Development

recognised as a complex condition which appears to involve mucE . . .
more than increased sensitivity to chemicals in the environmenfcommittee will not have all the answers to this problem, but

Currently, there is no medical or scientific consensus about MCS dt will give the members of that committee the opportunity to
what causes it. Due to its complexity, and the fact that there are ndjring together some of the knowledge that is accumulating
even clear diagnostic guidelines, it has been difficult for govern— 4.t this matter.

ments around Australia to develop policies around MCS. While it ) . .

is true that the Department of Human Services is looking at the | 100k forward to a positive report from that committee
notion of developing a hospital policy for MCS patients, it is With some suggestions about how, in the future, the state
unaware of any such policies in Australia. should deal with the issue of multiple chemical sensitivity,

The individual needs of MCS sufferers are so different from oneg, iliness which, clearly, will have increasing ramifications

another thatitis likely to be impractical to have a policy that covers

all patients. Appropriate management may be best negotiated onA! the society, environment and economy in which we now

case-by-case basis, involving the patient's physician and thBve. | thank members for their support.
hospital . . Given the complexities involved in MCS and the Motion carried.
difficulties associated with diagnoses of its causes, the Minister for

Health is not in a position to develop uniform, whole of government STATE SUPPLY (PROCUREMENT OF

policies around the issue. SOFTWARE) AMENDMENT BILL
The response of the government | believe highlights the very

real need for an inquiry. Its findings could be the starting Adjourned debate on second reading.
point in the development of government policy relating to  (Continued from 30 April. Page 2162.)
public housing, education and employment.
When the Hon. Ms Kanck moved her motion she informed TheHon. KATE REYNOLDS: | rise to speak in support
the council that the World Health Organisation had recogef this bill which, in essence, requires government purchasers
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to use open source software wherever practicable. Proposédill go through each of those issues. First of all, in terms of
new section 17A provides: consultation, I think it is well known that, when the decision
A public authority must, in making a decision about the Was made to alter the arrangements for the river fishery, |
procurement of computer software for its operations, have regard tagreed to meet with the river fishers. | went up to Loxton for
the principle that, wherever practicable, a public authority should usg meeting that lasted in excess of two hours. | guess | went
open source software in preference to proprietary software. up there with the expectation that | would be discussing with
There are numerous reasons why using open source softwdbe river fishers some of the arrangements. Essentially, at that
would be good for South Australia, but | will briefly address meeting, | was asked questions by the legal representative of
just one single reason. A report released this year entitlethose fishers for most of the two hours. That is fair enough;
‘Using open source software in government schools and thiedid not mind that. | agreed to go up there, and | was happy
implications for policy’ by Dr Kathryn Moyle of the Depart- to do that.
ment of Education and Children’s Services has highlighted It was not the sort of consultation | preferred, but,
the huge costs for schools to access Microsoft softwarsevertheless, | agreed to do that. | wonder, in relation to all
licences. According to this report, the recurrent cost tdhe decisions that governments make, just how many
government nationally (excluding the Northern Territory) for ministers would be prepared to meet with a group of people
whole-of-department Microsoft software licences is aboubf that nature in that format for that time. | certainly reject
$29 million per annum (about $3 million in South Australia). completely allegations that | failed to consult. Of course, it
It is important to note that this $29 million is a relatively is well known that the river fishers exercised their right—as
new cost for education to meet and must be reflecteél always was—to take legal action and to challenge it in the
elsewhere: either through budget cuts, higher fees or highgpurt. That is everyone’s right and | respect that. During the
taxes. This is not the only cost for schools that have beetime that legal action was being taken, it was very difficult
persuaded to toe the Microsoft line, as Microsoft is notorioudo have any discussion while matters were before the court.
for trapping users in a never-ending cost spiral of newOf course, that took place for most of the time.
software needing new hardware which needs new software, The Hon. Caroline Schaefer then said that | failed to give
and so on. Projects in the United States have demonstrat@oper compensation and ‘that has certainly been confirmed’.
that Linux systems can be customised to run on very ol§Vhen the Hon. Caroline Schaefer made her speech, she did
computers at a very low cost. so just after Justice Williams handed down his findings. We
Itis obvious, therefore, that there are enormous financid?oW know that the government challenged those findings, and
savings to be made by both governments and education#€ full bench of the Supreme Court with a three-nil judgment
institutions if open source software is made available td/Pheld the government's position. The full bench of the
schools. | am pleased to see that the Department of EducatistyiPreme Court determined that the government was not
and Children’s Services is considering this option. Of coursg’€quired to give any compensation. In spite of that, as | have
savings in one function of one department is only the tip ofndicated all the way through this debate, the government did
the iceberg when we are considering the impact of the use &ccept that it did have a moral obligation in relation to the
this software by public authorities in South Australia. It is for "Ver fishers. That moral obligation was never contested.
this reason and the reasons outlined previously by my The Hon. Caroline Schaefer says that | failed to recognise
colleague the Hon. lan Gilfillan that | support this bill. a property right. A fishing licence is a right to access for the
period of the licence which is, in the case of fishing licences,

TheHon. J. GAZZOLA secured the adjournment of the 12 months. There is obviously more to it than that. The

debate. government accepted through this whole debate that fishing
licences have a value to the individuals concerned. | was

AGRICULTURE, FOOD AND FISHERIES concerned throughout this whole debate that river fishers
MINISTER would be paid at least a value equal to the value of their

licence. After all, if you pay for a fishing licence, as | said
Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. Caroline Schaeferduring question time today, you are buying a right to earn

That the Hon. Paul Holloway, MLC, Minister for Agriculture, NCOMe. If you sell the licence, you are selling that right to

Food and Fisheries, be censured for his ineptitude in handling th@arn an income. The'value of the fishing licence is the value
prohibition on professional fishing in the River Murray. of the income potential.

(Continued from 19 February. Page 1807.) Part of the government’s exercise in this matter last year
was to look at the income potential of licences within the

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Agriculture, riverfishgzry. We appo[nted anindependent finangial analyst.
Food and Fisheries): Obviously, | oppose the motion and He re_celv_ed |nforr_nat|on from at least 26 river f|sh_ers and
reject completely the Hon. Caroline Schaefer’s claim that fompiled information on their average net fishing income
should be censured for ineptitude in handling the prohibitio'om the period 1998-99 to 2000-01, which is the three years
on professional fishing in the River Murray. I will go through for which |r]formgt!on was available at the time of the
the points made by the Hon. Caroline Schaefer. Indeed, §OVernments decision. The average gross fishing income for
anyone should be censured for inaccuracy, | think it shoul@!! 26 licences was $37 086; the average fishing expenses
be the honourable member. She began her speech with soijgre $26 166; and the average net fishing income for the
fairly offensive personal remarks. However, | will ignore 26 fishers was $10 921. Obviously, that indicates a measure
those for the moment and move onto when the claims begif?f the value of those fishing licences.
The Hon. Caroline Schaefer said: As | also indicated during the debate today, a restructure

Last year, | said that he had failed to consult; and that haOf this fishery unc_ier the previous government in 1997 was
certainly been confirmed by Justice Williams’ repon’tl said that %rganlsed by the fishers themselves through a consultant. The

he had failed to give proper compensation (that has certainly bee¥@lue that the fishers placed on the licences at the time of the
confirmed) and that he failed to recognise a property right. restructure was $30 000, because the nine licences bought out
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in that fishery were purchased for $270 000—although | It may be expected that a government will honour the contractual
understand the fishers may have paid more than that to pggmmitments of its predecessor, notwithstanding a change in policy.
the fees of the consultant. Certainly, the value the riveinell, what exactly did the previous government offer in
fishers placed on a river fishing licence in 1997 was $30 000L9977? In fact, when | asked the department for the details, it
We know from the statistics that the average net fishingould not find any evidence of a contract. It is my understand-
income potential is a little less than $11 000 on average. Seng that one was not produced during the court case. If there
that is the hard, factual, indisputable evidence on which wevas an actual contract between the government, then why
can base the value of compensation. We also know that singgas it not produced? | refer to the comments which the Chief

1997 a number of fishery licences were sold. Some wergustice made in the appeal to this matter. The Chief Justice
transferred at zero cost because they were transferred withiaid:

families: In other cases, When_ they were SOld_ on the free I do not accept that the evidence before the judge established the
market, licences sold for various sums ranging up to &xistence of any such contract. It would require very strong evidence
maximum of $75 000. to do so. In particular, a court would be slow to infer an intention on
the part of a government minister, in circumstances like this, to enter
. into a legally binding arrangement and, whatever the evidence might
What has the government offered as compensation? Whag, itis doubtful whether the minister for primary industries had the

was this ineptitude of which | am being accused? Thesapacity to bind himself or the state to any such contract.

compensation package that was offered by the governmemhat was the finding of the Chief Justice in the appeal, yet |
ranged from (if one looks at the second range of ex gratiam supposed to be censured on the basis that the Hon.
packages which fishers were offered back in Octobergaroline Schaefer claims it may be expected that a govern-
$60 000—which members should remember is twice thenent will honour the contractual commitments of its prede-
value that fishers themselves placed on licences when thegssor, a contract about which the Chief Justice said, ‘Il do not
bought them from their colleagues back in 1997—to aaccept the evidence before the judge established the existence
maximum in excess of $250 000, which was based on gross any such contract—and he was supported by two other
income. That is the range of values that was offered. judges. So much for the basis on which | am supposed to be
As | indicated in question time today, the reason that ittensured! The Hon. Caroline Schaefer further said:
was income-based is that it is quite clear from the information A understanding that they had with the then minister Kerin in
that some fishers were not utilising their licences to earn am997 for a restructure of their property and their property rights was
income. Indeed, for the bottom five the average net fishingverturned and ignored by minister Holloway.
income was just $90 a year over those three years. S@gain, as | have said in relation to property rights, essentially
clearly, if the income has been properly declared, there is n@hat the government has done in offering its ex gratia
way that those fishers would have been earning a sustainatpayment package was to recognise that fishing rights do have
income. Indeed, one can see that even the average net fishiagalue. The outcome of the appeal to the Supreme Court was

income of $10 921 is scarcely a sustainable income from thghe finding that the government was not obliged to make
fishery. So, I think that says something about the nature of theompensation, but if we had that—

fishery and also indicates the value of those licences. The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

The difficulty for the government, as | explained during  TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: This is a very interesting
question time today, was how to assess the value of a licenggint and an important one for anyone with an interest in the
where a number of the fishers were earning very limitedishing industry—and | hope that the Hon. Angus Redford
(almost negligible) net income from the fishery. In otherlistens to this. Just suppose that the appeal goes to the High
words, some of these people were retired, some had otheourt and the state government’s position is upheld. That will
jobs, and others were earning a significant income. When theimply confirm the fact that there is no obligation on a state
government devised its ex gratia package it was based @bvernment to recognise the existence of property rights.
what happened when fishing was phased out in Victoria. That is what the outcome would be. However, it is very
again remind the house that commercial fishing in the Rivejmportant—

Murray has been phased out in all other states: this is the last The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

state that had commerecial fishing. The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. Angus Redford is
Within those states, as | said, various packages wergut of his place and out of order as well.
offered, and the particular package that was offered here was The Hon. P. HOLL OWAY: It is very important for the
based on income. The reason it was based on average gregability of the fishing industry in this state that, if fishers are
fishing income, as | indicated earlier, is that the average grogs borrow money and invest in the fishery, the value of the
fishing income for all 26 fishers who provided information fishing licences be accepted. That is why the government has
was $37 086, even though the average net fishing income wagcepted the importance both morally and economically of
$10 921. In other words, the average gross fishing income igcognising the value of fishing licences. That is exactly why
almost four times greater than the average net fishing incomghe government’s compensation package in the final analysis
So, one and a halftimes average gross fishing income wouldtalled in excess of $3.1 million, in other words, more than
certainly be more significant than about four or five timesg100 000 per licence. The maximum price paid for these
average net fishing income. I think it is very important thatlicences when traded on the open market was less than
those people who have been receiving correspondence a5 000—licences that were valued by the fishers themselves
well aware that they should compare that with the factorgit $30 000 each when they bought them off their mates in
used in other states. They should be aware that that grogg97. It is important that that be recognised in order to assure
fishing income is between three and four times the averagge fishing industry that the government will recognise,
net fishing income. despite what the legal position might be, that there is a value
I return to what the Hon. Caroline Schaefer said to justifyin those licences. The Hon. Caroline Schaefer continued and
her motion. She said: said:
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Of course, it has been well and truly proven that there is zany action would have been assessed and approved by
property right, as Justice Williams has confirmed— Minister Kemp. So, what does Dr Kemp say? What are the
Again, | remind the council that the full bench said that thatmplications of what Dr Kemp has done for the fishery?
was not the case. The Hon. Caroline Schaefer also said: Dr Kemp said he believed that lawful activities of recreation-

In 1997 a voluntary buy-back was brokered by the fishersl @nglers would not have a significantimpact on the Murray
themselves to reconstruct the industry. . . cod. He says, ‘OK, if there are recreational anglers fishing for
That is correct. However, as | said, at that time they valued/urT@y cod, thatwould not have a significant impact’, but he

’ ' said that listing would ensure that future large-scale infra-

the licences at $30 000 each. ruct dri q . |
Certainly the government has accepted, given that this f37 Ucture and river de-snagging programs were properly

a compulsory buy-out, that it should give more than that, angsesrﬁsssigtgns,relat'on to their impacts on the Murray cod. Dr
that is why the package that the government has offered is P AR _ _
least double the value at which the fishers valued those Recreational fishing of Murray cod is already regulated in

- - - . : Il. .. states and territories. The catch of a recreational angler in
inoperative licences in 1997. So, that is $60 000 for th%ccordance with current state and territory laws is unlikely to have

lowest value, or inoperative licences (if one can descrit_)g significant impact on the species, but new actions such as large-
them as that), and up to $250 000 for those who were earningale de-snagging activities or the construction of large weirs or

income. In particular, for those who bought in after 1997 whodams may need to be referred under the EPBC Act.

paid money for their licences, the final offer that | made onif Dr Kemp was to be consistent with this being an endan-
27 June was that they would get at least twice the currergered species, it is almost certain that permission for
value—not what was actually paid, but the value adjusted fosgommercial fishing would not be given. It is also worth

inflation to today’s prices—plus the $20 000 that was anoting, while | am on this statement from Dr Kemp, that he
cashed-out component offered to all the other fishers iRaid:

October in relation to retraining, equipment, etc. The draft native fish strategy for the Murray-Darling Basin would
That was the actual package that the government offeredssist with recovery of Murray cod stocks as it aims to rehabilitate
and | believe that it is a generous one compared with whatative fish populations back to 60 per cent of their pre-European

would happen if one were to purchase licences in any oth&ettlement levels over 50 years.
fishery. | certainly think $3.1 million for that particular That is the point | have made right throughout this debate:
fishery is reasonable value. The Hon. Caroline Schaefer thenat the action we were taking was consistent with the
went on to say: Murray-Darling Basin strategy and | believe the action
Given the evidence that is now before us, there is little doubt thaPr Kemp has taken really totally endorses that. It ought to be
this minister has completely stopped what was a sustainable fishetf some embarrassment to the shadow minister and members
with no compensation. opposite who take the position that their federal colleague has
Let us look at the question of sustainability. On 1 July thetaken such action because it completely destroys the argu-
shadow minister's own colleague Dr David Kemp, Federament used by the Hon. Caroline Schaefer. She is moving that
Minister for the Environment and Heritage, added the Murray should be censured for doing something her own federal
cod—the principal targeted species in the river fishery—taolleague has done. What has the Hon. Caroline Schaefer said
the national list of threatened species. It was so sustainabébout Dr Kemp's attitude and his actions? Not a word! Either
that the federal environment minister added it to the nationahe agrees with him, in which case she should support the
list of threatened species! Dr Kemp said: action | have taken, or, if she does not agree, let her get up
The problem is that natural populations of the Murray Cod havend say so.
declined dramatically since European settlement and the long-term The Hon. R.D. Lawson: What does Kemp say about
survival of the species is of concern. compensation?

The Murray Cod has been assessed as having a 30% decline in .
numbers over the last 50 years. This decline is inferred from the . | n€Hon. P.HOLLOWAY: If the federal government
dramatic decreases in commercial catches from the 1950s untifishes to come up with a package of compensation, letit do

present. Experts estimate native fish communities in the Murrayso. The hypocrisy of people opposite! If this council passes

Darling are currently at 10% of pre-European levels. a censure motion it will diminish this house and certainly will
TheHon. R.D. Lawson: That doesn’t excuse you paying not diminish me.
them a pittance. TheHon. A.J. Redford: What an ego!

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: We are just going through TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: You will make yourself a
the Hon. Caroline Schaefer's argument. She has got it nearlgughing stock and the arguments of any person in this
all wrong so far, and this is wrong too. She asks, ‘What is aouncil who supports this are so absurd that they are ridicu-
sustainable fishery'? | am just telling you what your federalious. Let us move on as there is plenty more to say. Let us
colleague, Dr Kemp, says about that. Incidentally, supposok at the grounds the Hon. Caroline Schaefer has men-
that | had taken no action. If Dr Kemp had made the sameéoned. She refers briefly to the evidence given in respect of
decision on 1 July, what would that have done to the rivethe sustainability of the fishery and states:
flshery? Under the_sofca”e_d EPBC ACt—,the Environment The assertion that native fish stocks and protected species may
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act of the pecome extinct through the continued use of gill nets is not evidence
commonwealth, which is an act that is well known in based and is not supported by the recent SARDI stock assessments
fisheries— report for the key target species, Murray cod.

Members interjecting: That is the one her colleague has now put on the endangered

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: Its listed species are species list! It is a joke! | will read what the member for
considered to be a matter of national environmental signifiChaffey, Karlene Maywald, said in relation to this matter as
cance. As a consequence, any activity likely to have it is very important that it go on the record. It was from the
significant impact on the Murray cod needs to be assessddcal newspaper of Friday 5 July 2002. It is important for
and approved by Minister Kemp. So, under the EPBC Actmembers to listen to what she said, as follows:
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In 1997 a government discussion paper was released (Papen forever; there has to be a deadline.” That is scarcely
No. 17) which proposed a significant restructure of the River Murl’axhreatening. It is a bit like when the Hon. Caroline Schaefer

Commercial Fishery. Considerable community concern was evide! ; :
at the time regarding certain aspects of the proposal, ie: introductio ccused me a couple of weeks ago of threatening the fishers

of transferability of licences, changes to gear allocation and reacRecause | said, ‘Well, if they took the offer, we would not
relocation/extension. The government of the day [the Olsenndividually pursue them for legal costs.” She regarded that

government] disregarded this concern. During the course of mgs a threat. One offers something, and it comes back as a
election campaign in 1997, | called for an independent environmenta,re at.

assessment of the sustainability of the fishery prior to the implemen- . . .
tation of the recommendation of Paper No. 17, as there had been no_ The Hon. Caroline Schaefer then went on to say, “Yet this
scientific evaluation of the impacts of the significant changedminister refused to even speak with the commercial fishers.’

proposed. The [Olsen] government ignored thiscall. |t was true that, during the legal case, there was not much
Early in 1998, | instigated a parliamentary inquiry into ‘Native pointin having conversations. But | have spoken to a number

Fish Stocks of Inland Waters’. This investigation took over ) . : : :
12 months to complete and evidence was reviewed from a substant@ th€ fishers on occasions, and I said earlier today during

number of submissions, witnesses, scientific reports and thguestion time that I will remain pleased to do so—although,
commercial fishing sector. One of the key findings of the committed must admit that, these days, with my other responsibilities,

was that it was regrettable that the Liberal government had reversqdjo not have a lot of time. But | still remain pleased to do so.
the 1989 policy position of a former Labor government to phase out The Hon. J.SL. Dawkins interjecting:

commercial fishing in the River Murray. Transferability of fishing
licences was only reintroduced by the Liberal governmentin 1997— TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: No, | was happy to go to

against the wishes of the broader community and without anoxton. Again, this is a misrepresentation. | was there for two

independent environmental assessment of the sustainability of suglgrs. | would have preferred to have a reasonable discussion
action. )

Evidence taken by the committee confirmed that the drivingrather than being cross-examined by lawyers for two hours.

factor behind the reintroduction of transferability and changes to geaNevertheless, | undertook to do it, and I did so. | make no
allocations were based on economic factors predominanthapology for doing it, but nor do | accept any criticism for
Unfort_l;tﬂatd% thte ggvemment thOt_Se to dlsrelflafdthmOStbOI tht_©lloing it. | believe that it was reasonable to do it, and | think
committee report and recommendations as well as the substantiak ; i .
community opposition to the proposed changes. ‘ft‘ls grossly unfair that | shoulpl be crmmsed for not consult
e . ing, when | made myself available in that way.
The member for Chaffey also wrote in this article: The Hon. Caroline Schaefer then said, ‘This minister
Ironically, the arguments for and against the phase out otertainly did not set up a committee.’ In fact, there was a
commercial fishing are based on the same principle. The commercigkheries management committee in the river fishery, and
sector maintains that the commercial fishery should not be close re was also a committee that was established at the time

because scientific evidence has not been produced to suggest ° .
activity is unsustainable. the ex gratia payment packages were devised. But | do not

I think that adequately deals with the argument abou{hinkthere is much point in going through all that now. In her

scientific assessment in relation to this matter. | suggest th ee.ch, in relation to thg independent consm.JItant Dr Julian
any member of the public who might read this debate at an orrison, the Hon. Caroline Schaefer stated:
stage should look, for objective evidence, to the decision of | happen to know that Dr Julian Morrison does not come cheaply.
the federal minister for environment who, in the last weekDr Julian Morrison is a respected analyst, and that is why the
has put the fish on the endangered species list. So much fgovernment asked him to prepare the information that |
the arguments of the Hon. Caroline Schaefer in relation televeloped early in relation to this fishery. The Hon. Caroline
stock investigations. Schaefer completed her speech by claiming that | refused to
The Hon. Caroline Schaefer in her argument then saidccept that there was a property right under law that had been
(talking about the government), ‘It had a moral, ethical andagreed as recently as 1997. Again, | have dealt with that. That
legal obligation to compensate properly’. | have concededvas not the case, according to the Chief Justice and the other
that the government certainly had a moral obligation. Withmembers of the three-nil majority in the appeal to the
respect to the legal obligation, she is incorrect, as the Fulbupreme Court. The Hon. Caroline Schaefer continued:
Bench of the Supreme Court found. The Hon. Caroline  yefused to accept what is a time-honoured practice of an
Schaefer then went on to say that | threatened those fishetgreement that had been entered into by a previous governments—
men—this government—and this minister, indeed—ns is this agreement that no-one can seem to produce—
threatened those fishermen’. This is because | put a deadline . .
on the compensation package. Obviously, a government Wiﬁnd refused to listen to or consult with the people most affected.
put a time limit on any ex gratia payment made. One cannothe Hon. Caroline Schaefer finished by stating the following
just leave an offer open indefinitely: there has to be som@bout me:
time line. Indeed, the Hon. Caroline Schaefer’'s government He has no interest in or passion for what he is doing. Above all,
did exactly the same thing when it offered a package to thée is inept. Thatis probably kind. If he is not inept, he is dishonest.
fishers in Lake George in the South-East, which was closefthallenge the Hon. Caroline Schaefer. One would think that,
off. if one were to be censured, she could at least produce one
TheHon. R.K. Sneath: What did they get? thing that | have said in relation to this which is dishonest. |
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: They received nothing in the think that more than enough time has been spent on the river
end because, of course, the offers expired and the thdishery. As | said in question time today, the important thing
government spent the money on something else. from here is that we move ahead. There are at least a couple
The Hon. RK. Sheath interjecting: of fishers and possibly more who are interested in continuing
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: | do not criticise that totargetcarp. As | also said, under the federal changes that
government for putting a deadline on an ex gratia payments all that the fishery would be able to do anyway, regardless
Obviously, there has to be some deadline. But how is ibf any decisions | have taken in the last 12 months.
threatening fishermen by saying, ‘We will offer a payment, | can only conclude by saying that this whole episode with
but at some point it has to expire. The offer just does not gthe river fishers has been a difficult issue, but | do not resile
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from the actions | have taken. As | said today and on othecould have been done, and for that reason and that reason
occasions, | have to be fair to the river fishers: | accept thabnly—I emphasise that—the Democrats support this motion.

I believe that $3.1 million, given the statistics | gave earlier, The issue of how the prohibition of a commercial activity
is a fair total compensation package. But | also have to be fajs implemented will always be complicated and neither my
to the taxpayers. | can well understand why the river fishergolleagues nor | are censuring the minister on the detail by
would like larger ex gratia payments: wouldn’t we all? Butwhich commercial fishing in the River Murray has been
I also have to respect the fact that this is taxpayers’ moneYerminated. That was a factual exercise that had to be
and the money that is given in ex gratia payments has to bignplemented, but | want it made plain to the chamber and to
defensible as well as fair. the minister that our support for the motion reflects purely
Finally, in relation to the censure mation, | remind the our view that these people, many of whom were losing a
council that when I first came to office one of the things wesubstantial part of their livelihood, were dealt with less than
had was the 2002 budget preparations by the previousdequately when the government was faced with the chal-
government. | remind the council that the first budget bidjenge of providing fair and humane compensation.
which is the way these things go (I understand that there had ¢ signals were there and, as | have said publicly and as
been at least one round of the budget bilaterals involving thias peen printed in the media, fishers should have seen the
Minister for Primary Industries, the number one bid was tqyyiting on the wall that commercial fishing in the Murray
conduct a compulsory buy-back of commercial river fisheryyou1d be wound down and eventually prohibited, although
licences. That was the proposal. During budget bilateral bidgpere were some confused signs from both Labor and the
all new proposals by governments are rated in terms of jherals over the years. The fact s that this government, this
priorities. This was number one. In fairness to the previougyinister, implemented the prohibition and it was his responsi-
government, they would perhaps have taken a longer time jjity to handle the compensation as efficiently and humanely
think it was proposing a five year period, but the total Sumsyg he could. Not impugning his intention, | believe that did
that were proposed under this bid were very similar to thos@qt occur, and therefore | indicate that the Democrats will

that have been offered by this government. support the motion as a reflection of criticism of the adminis-
Enough time really has been spent on this debate. It hagation of compensation.

not been an easy exercise. It has not been one that | particu-

larly enjoyed, but | have responsibilities to the taxpayers of The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: | am certain that members
this state, as well as to ensure that there is some degree @fi| not be surprised to hear me speak against this motion.
fairness. Atthe end of the day, | will be judged by the peoplerne history of this group of river fishers is well known, but
of the state on the basis of that. it is worth while reminding honourable members of the

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: The Democrats will history of the opposition in relation to this matter and

X e . ._pointing out its ineptitude. Last year, we saw the Liberal
support the motion, but it is very important that | explain P 9 P y

. pposition, with the support of the Independents, playing
precisely the reason for our support. It may sound odd, byl jisic with the fishers' lives by disallowing regulations that
| begin by congratulating the government on implementin

what has been Democrat policy for at least a decade, and t tnhr:ﬁg gﬂlt r;e;[:sy.n'il'ch;yeggir;gek?g Vglrg% f; I][e\/\\:\;a Irl]g;%ﬁimvsa%r
is to prevent the use of gill nets and to phase out commercig, o \selves because, of course, they knew the regulations
e in e Murray s neviable, thadto b done anduoud be renstatel t was an exercse n i nope. What
Over the years that | have had experience with compensrs- pgrncularly dlsappomtmg aboyt this whole. eXereise of
tion, it has always been fraught with dissatisfaction an olitical point scoring by the Liberal opposition IS the
peréonal pain and suffering. Not very long ago, som erformkance ot];]t_he Hot_n. R?b%r-t L:chas.trllﬂs hyp(|)ct|_r|sy when
memb_ers here were with me on the dairy dere_gulation selegﬁﬁﬁiﬁg? ggcuslisngryn?hlgann. ITDZSIWHOI(I%O\:\?yU gflopr::y\i/:%s
Was an overnight ban on the leaing of Sorcb, There hagoJlical games. twas one of the most disgraceul perform-
been compensation dramas attached to the one-sid%é]Sﬁzi,_ ave seen from him since ave been in this
imposition of restraint of a commercial activity, virtually An honour able member: There've been many of them
across the board. If the minister had done his research, not : y :
that perhaps he needed to, he would have found that | had TheHon. CARMEL ZOL L O: There have been a few of
criticised his implementation of the compensation well intothem; | can recall at least two or three. | suggest that, if he
last year. It is not an issue on which | would have moved £Ontinues to have trouble adjusting to opposition, the Hon.
motion on behalf of the Democrats, that is, to censure th&obert Lucas should do what the Hon. Diana Laidlaw
minister on the handling of compensation. However, such §¢cently did and allow somebody else to come in. He could
motion has been moved in this place and, if we were icllow a new bregd qf person to come in; a person who wanted
oppose it, in effect it would be a congratulation to theto makeacontnbunon—someone v_vho d(_)es not need to stoop
minister on the way in which he handled the issue ofto such disgraceful performances involving personal attacks
compensation, and we are certainly not prepared to do thatUch as those he made on the Hon. Paul Holloway. He could
Despite all the goodwill in the world, the fact is that the &/low in a person who did not carry baggage and who was not
fishers in the Murray were left swinging, not knowing what @mbittered gbou't bgmg on the opposition benches.
their fate was to be, for what was an unconscionable period Members interjecting:
of time. They were waiting for clear signals as to the specifics TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Whilst | grant that the
of the compensation and what the amount was to be, andlton. Caroline Schaefer may not have been part of the inner
is a fair and accurate assessment to say that the ministeircle, being a newly appointed minister prior to the last
and/or his department did not handle the calculations and thedection, the Hon. Robert Lucas, as part of the leadership
allocation of compensation in the optimum manner, whichteam, knows full well that the Liberal Party signed (by Rob
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Kerin and Dean Brown) the same post-election compact asver—in particular, the use of gill nets and the obtaining of
the government signed with Peter Lewis. licences. As the Hon. lan Gilfillan said: it was inevitable. |
Members interjecting: do not think anybody would argue with that. When a species
TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: And it was No. 1 priority.  is endangered, whether it is a native fish or a beautiful animal
This compact contains an agreement to immediately ban thepecies, you do not continue along the same path because it
use of gill nets in the riverine corridor of the Murray and was what was always done for generations. The rest of the
phase out the commercial fishing of native species withirommunity looks to those who have the ability to bring about
12 months but allow the unconditional harvest of exoticchange, such as members of this parliament, to take action.
species such as carp, red fin, etc. It is important also t& is not always easy to do so, and the Hon. Paul Holloway
acknowledge that the issue of the removal of gill nets fromhas been in the firing line. He has always acted with integrity,
the river is not a new one, as the Hon. lan Gilfillan remindedand he is not dishonest. He has offered a fair package on
us. It has been recommended for years. Just after we won thehalf of the government. | hope that members, other than the
election | heard someone from the fishing industry describepposition, act with the same integrity—I repeat, with the
the river fishers as good people but people who had burieseme integrity—as the Hon. Paul Holloway and send this
their head in the sand for many years, patting themselves anotion where it belongs: down.
the back for what they believe to be an efficient and sustain-
able business, all the time defying that public opinion which  The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | rise to express briefly my
clearly did not support them. The only people supporting theisupport for the motion but, in particular, to address an issue
livelihood were and are those playing political games, at theiraised by the Hon. Carmel Zollo in her contribution just

expense. made. During that contribution, she made an oft-repeated
An honourable member: And it has ended up costing misstatement of fact by the Australian Labor Party members
them money. of this parliament—

TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Yes. At this stage it is Members interjecting:
also important to reiterate some facts about the river fishery. TheHon. R.D. LAWSON: It was not the same docu-
As the Hon. Paul Holloway has mentioned many times in thisnent. The honourable member said that the Liberal Party
council, the average income levels in this fishery for thesigned a compact with the member for Hammond, which
period 1998-1999 to 2000-01 were $43 090 gross andompact included commitments in relation to the river
$10 921 net. The average value of the package is $103 70fishery. True it is that the leader and deputy leader of the
the minimum is $60 000. The value of the fishing licence isLiberal Party signed a compact with Peter Lewis indicating
the value of the income potential: we need to remember thathat we would support certain measures. However, Mr Lewis,
Most fair-minded people would say that the offer made to thehe member for Hammond, had a schedule of requirements
South Australian river fishers was a just one. Certainly, thostor the electorate of Hammond, and it was so entitled. The
who used to use gill nets in New South Wales would say soccompact that was signed did not include those requirements
and | am sure that they would say so in all the other states, dsr the electorate of Hammond. That particular document, a
well. I believe that the government has recognised the speciakparate document, was not included in the compact that was
needs. signed by the Liberal Party. This was not accepted by the

However, if an industry is not sustainable for environ-Liberal Party. The Labor Party might hold up the document
mental reasons, regrettably action has to be taken. Many othand say, ‘Here is the signature to the compact.’ True it is that
groups in our society are continually affected by suchthe compact was signed, but it did not include those require-
decisions. | am certain that all honourable members would bements. As often as members opposite repeat that lie we will
aware of the debate going on now regarding the state of thefute it.
Murray and its sustainable use. Members interjecting:

Minister Holloway outlined in the chamber yesterday the
status of the government negotiations with the river fishers TheHon. R.K. SNEATH: Perhaps it got lost in the Hon.
last Monday. | think that he also mentioned them again thi$drs Hall’s car. It might have gone missing. | know that this
evening. Nine fishers out of the 30 have accepted theiminister, who is one of the most honest ministers in govern-
ex gratia payments. Two fishers have expressed an intergsent, had a lot of difficulty with this issue because of his
in working a non-native fishery in the river and are in thecommitment to the families, to the fishers and to the taxpayer.
process of being assisted to develop this industry. As thele went through a lot. He tried his hardest to come up with
minister said, some have indicated their intention to seel good, considerable amount of compensation. ‘Compen-
leave to appeal to the High Court on matters related to theation’ is a word that members opposite do not very often
Supreme Court case, and that is a matter for them. Of coursese. They do not like the word ‘compensation’, and that is
the government’s offer has now closed. why their federal counterparts put up measures such as

I know that all would agree that the recent announcemergetting rid of wrongful dismissals for small business employ-
of the federal minister, David Kemp, to place the Murray codees—because they do not want to compensate small business
on the national list of threatened species is one that signifemployees who have worked in a small business for 20 years.
cantly strengthens the actions of the state government ifhey do not want them to get any compensation if they are
taking the positive action that it did—the same action that anyvrongfully dismissed. If their jobs are taken off them, they
Liberal supported government would have taken. As thelo not want them to get anything. That is what they think
minister said, the river fishers may wish to consider the legaibout compensation.
and constitutional implications of the recent announcement We even heard it yesterday in the speech of the new
by Dr David Kemp, the federal Minister for the Environment member, the Hon. Ms Lensink, who said that she has been
and Heritage. instilled with the mentality of not seeking handouts as a

It has been a long community campaign to bring abousolution. As a Liberal she believes that every individual has
some management changes in the commercial fishing of ttthke means to achieve great things, that the daily struggle to
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achieve your best—the struggle—is where lessons are learmhotion, a sorry chapter in a sorry saga. A number of issues
It is a Liberal’s view that there is no compensation forhave been raised this evening which, of course, | will have
anybody, especially the working class and their families. Théo address, but | do not propose to speak for any length of
fishers are working class people and, of course, they hauene, because one of the ineptitudes about which | speak is
families—the same as the fishers did at Lake George, tthe length of time for which this entire saga has dragged on.
whom they gave nothing. It is the same as in 1997, as thewant to go—

minister has said. When the fishermen wanted to get rid of Membersinterjecting:

some of their own they rated that at $30 000, and some of The Hon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: Let us talk about

them took it. I will bet you they wish they had hung on for why it took so long. In February 2002, the Labor Party signed

another six years and got the generous compensation that i compact with the now Speaker so that it could get into

minister has now come up with. | bet you they wish they hadyovernment and, as my colleague the Hon. Robert Lawson

hung on for another six years before they went. has adequately rebutted, we did not sign that compact. As the
I am sure that some of the hard things that ministers havlon. Robert Lawson says—

to go through are these sorts of decisions about how to arrive The Hon. R K. Sneath interjecting:

at fair and reasonable compensation. Knowing the Hon. TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: | am not mislead-

Mr Holloway and his principles, | know he would have spenting the parliament, and the honourable member would not
many sleepless nights coming to the decision, because heligow because he is not on the front bench; but | do know.
that sort of person. | must put on record how disappointed | An honourable member interjecting:

am in the Democrats’ contribution tonight. We can certainly The Hon. CAROL INE SCHAEFER: VYes. It was

uqd_erstand why they dc_) not get int_o positions such ageqq g0 of that signature that the removal of gill nets became
ministers, because of their outlook on life and what happen gal on 1 July 2002. Instead of there being a phase-out

in here. To see that the minister has implemented a poligy th ich is what was agreed to by both sides of parliament and
they have supported for many years, as they have said, aU&Eat was recommended by the Environment, Resources and
then to see them agree with the Liberals on censuring thBeveIopment Committee—

minister is unbelievable. An honourable member interjecting:
Members interjecting: o
. — TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: A phase-out. That
th The H(?THR.K. SNE@]TIJ.tYes, Itknow \INh}[/ they d'lf It ¢ is what was in our policy, and that is what was in the Labor
€y used the excuse that it was too early, 100 quick or 032>arty’s policy. The minister has said and has continued to say
Ihat it was the number one priority. In his press release, the

and lawyers were involved, and the opposition was filling th inister said:

fishers’ heads with things that perhaps should have been le . ) . .
alone. That all caused confusion for the fishers and it madg, The number one priority of the Liberals in their last budget

the job of the minister and the fishers that much harder. ﬁsﬁitﬁéaflr(?r'gtﬁgfgisetrh,\%rlr%i office was to remove commercial

We heard the minister talk about the Hon. Karlen . . . —
Maywald, who was in coalition with the opposition, and he?What he fails to say is that that list was not pr|pr|t!sed. As he
well knows, there were a couple of very big bids in there for

thoughts about the compensation. | ask you: how do yo - :
e continuation of natural resource management, for

arrive at fair compensation for people earning varioul stance, and for the continuation of Farmbis, for instance. He
incomes and making an income that obviously has a larg e L . o :
nows that it was not a prioritised list. The river fishers know

amount of tax deductions against it and a large amount at was in that budget because | have never hidden that from
expenditure with a netincome that is pretty low at the end o . 9 L
em. And, it was not for a compulsory acquisition: it was for

the day? In looking at that, | just hope the fishers can getjobs . o1 e
up there after this is all over because, if they get a wage argx investigation into a phase-out. So, let us get the facts on

salary drop at $26 000, $35 000 or $40 000 a year, looking'© board. S
at th)éir in?:omes, they will be laughing with)c/)ut all the TheHon. RK. Sheath interjecting:
expenditure of the business they are in. Let us hope they can 1 heHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: There would have
do something wise with the compensation money they havBeen a phase-out, which would have qllowed a period of time
got. I do feel that the opposition has not played a positive rold? Which people would be able to decide whether they were
in this. It has played a role that is destructive and political. (30N to fish or take the money. They would not be put out
has pushed its own barrow when it should have been up frof making their living essentially overnight. The first
and honest and said, ‘Well, you were number one priority fofOmMPensation offer was made on 30 July, which was after the
us to do you in,’ as its budget indicated. It should havgnotion to.dlsallow regulaﬂons was moved. It was offered on
constructively helped the minister to come to a decision. Bug? July with a deadline to accept by 2 September. So, there
I do congratulate the minister on a job that he has don¥/@S & very short space of time for those fishers to make a
extremely well, and it would have been a hard job. decision that was going to alter the rest of their lives.
We have all heard the stories and the agony these people

TheHon. A.L. EVANS: | am very reluctant to support have been put through in that time. Without any advice from
a censure motion against the Hon. Paul Holloway, whom me—despite what the Hon. Bob Sneath might think—but on
consider to be a good person. However, from the beginninghe advice of their lawyers, they took the decision to take the
| felt that the river fishers received unfair treatment by thematter to court. The first court decision was very strongly in
cabinet in its decision to give them less than three months tgvour of the fishers. | moved this censure motion at that time
close down their industry. | supported the fishers then, anth the hope that the Hon. Paul Holloway would meet with

| feel a moral obligation to continue that support. these fishers on a one-to-one basis. He has only just started
doing that in the last couple of months.
TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: It is my job to TheHon. P. Holloway: | met with the lawyer as soon as

bring to a conclusion what | think | called, when | moved thisthe decision was handed down. He came to see me.
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TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: You metwiththe put out of a living but who should be put out with some
lawyer but you didn’t meet with the fishers; you've only donedignity and some opportunity to at least bargain for them-
that in about the last six weeks. selves.

The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: As | understand it, six licences have been offered for the

TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: | can probably carp fishery, but there are no details. These people do not
show you an entire file of requests to meet with you. Perhapsnow what gear they require, they do not know how many
there is some sort of a glitch in the minister’s office, but Idrums they will be allowed to have, and yet, without any

doubt it. knowledge, they are meant to make a decision whether they
TheHon. P. Holloway: | can't meet with people while take that licence and have a commensurate amount removed
there's something before the court. from their compensation package. That is the sort of inepti-

TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: No, but straight tude | am talking about.
afterwards you could have done that. You failed to do that | am not condemning the honesty or the decency of the
until very recently. These people still do not want to go to theminister, but | certainly question the amount of time it takes
High Court; they want to reach some sort of settlement. Thehim to make up his mind. In fact, | would question some of
have long since given up any hope of going back to fishinghis press releases; he is either misinformed or inept, or both.
what they want is adequate consultation and adequal#hile we argue here, these people do not know in which
compensation. The minister talks about compensation baselirection to head for the rest of their life. We have gone over
on net income, but he has never acknowledged that there &nd over this. We have seen all the faxes, and most of us have
a property right, that these reaches are worth a certain amouatked to the fishers—although there are some glaring gaps,
of money regardless of whether or not they are fished. Theam sure—but we continue to bicker in this place. Just a
minister mentioned Mr Julian Morrison of EconSearch in hissmall teaspoon of humility from the government instead of
speech. | refer to a fax sent to one of the fishers by Mr Juliathe arrogance we continue to see would bring this saga to an
Morrison, which states: end without putting these people through the High Court.

Itis a complicated issue both in theory and practice, as there are  The amount of money the fishers have had to spend to
usually a number of factors that will make any one licence transfedefend their case against this appeal, and now having to pay
e e S e aicro i Govermment expenses on hs case: would have gone 2
reach, the partigular circumsgt’ances of the buyer and the seller, etc ng way towards giving them decent colm'pensatl.on. | want

Nevertheless, an examination of recent transfers and incomi® Speak further about the $30 000 the minister claims he has
levels does provide some clues as to the valuation. Discussions witksed as the base for this restructure package, because that is
several licence holders indicated they were aware of offers that haghe amount paid to the nine licence holders in 1997. As the

been made but not accepted during 2001 that were in the range gf: ; ; ; ; .
$80 000 to $110 000, Although it is impossible to verify that s Rlinister said, the nine licences were inoperable; they were

offers were made and were genuine, transfer prices within that rang2PUght out in order to turn the fishery into a sustainable
would seem to be consistent with average transfer prices duringshery. So, they were not sustainable licences, and yet they
1999-2000 and the subsequent increase in average income were worth $30 000. Since there are nine fewer licences,
2000-01. surely that means that those licences left are worth commen-
We are now in 2003, and all of us (including the minister andsurately more, and yet | think there have been something like
1) have a copy of a transfer of a reach on which stamp dutyhree, four or five different methods of working out what the
of $90 000 was paid. compensation will be.
The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: We continue to be told that it is an ex gratia payment
The Hon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: From the Stamp rather than compensation; rather than an acknowledgment of
Duties Office. So, the assertion that $75 000 is the most ever property right, it is an ex gratia payment. However, the
paid is completely incorrect. method of reaching that has been so totally inconsistent that
TheHon. P. Holloway: You are wrong and misleading. everyone who has tried to follow this pitiful case has been left
TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: Well, someone is wondering. The fishers themselves have offered two possible

wrong and misleading. solutions: one is to use the Victorian method, but the minister
The Hon. P. Holloway: You're it! has refused.
TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: | have the TheHon. P. Holloway: They would probably have got

document signed and stamped by the Stamp Duties Officdess under that.
TheHon. P. Holloway: | looked at that in great detail. It TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: Well, then, if the

is a special case. It is an anomaly. minister has nothing to fear, why does he not allow it to
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon.J.SL. Dawkins):  happen? If the minister has nothing to fear from an independ-
Order! The shadow minister has the right of reply. ent arbitrator—which is what the Hon. Nick Xenophon

TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: The Hon. Paul requested and about which we have all asked—if he has
Holloway says that it is an anomaly and a special case, butothing to fear from one of those solutions, why has he not
it is the only transferred licence. Like many of these thingsgone down that path? Surely, the fishers would then have
these were handed down from generation to generation, soribthing to argue about. However, we do not see that happen-
is difficult to get accurate compensation and it is difficult to ing: we continue to grind on and on. To bring this to a close,
work out what is fair and equitable. There are 28 fishers leftl simply ask, yet again, that the minister go to Premier
We are not talking about tens of millions of dollars; we areRann—or allow the fishers to go to Premier Rann—and seek
talking about 28 small people. some compassion for these 28 people who are left without a

This is meant to be a government for all the peoplelivelihood and, in many cases, without a home or any hope.
Premier Rann made a lot of fuss about this being a govern- The council divided on the motion:
ment for all South Australians. All | am trying to do with this AYES (13)
censure motion is to make the minister go to his Premier and Dawkins, J. S. L. Evans, A. L.
work out something that is fair for these people who are to be Gilfillan, I. Kanck, S. M.



2780 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Wednesday 9 July 2003

AYES (cont.) elsewhere, were not necessarily always adopted by govern-
Lawson, R. D. Lensink, J. M. A. ments. Inevitably, the products of law reform bodies,
Lucas, R. I. Redford, A. J. however admirable, are apt to be displaced by the more
Reynolds, K. Ridgway, D. W. pressing political agenda of the day and to be overtaken by
Schaefer, C. V. (teller)  Stefani, J. F. time.
Stephens, T. J. The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting:
NOES (6) TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Yes, isn'tit dreadful? It
Cameron, T. G. Gazzola, J. is worth contributing to these bodies only if their work is
Holloway, P. (teller) Roberts, T. G. going to be used. Their work is otherwise an adjunct of
Sneath, R. K. Zollo, C. academia. So, the government’s answer to this motion is that
PAIR(S) it needs to be convinced. Of course, law reform did not come
Xenophon, N. Gago, G. E. to an end when the law reform committee ceased to function.
Majority of 7 for the ayes. Far from it: law reform flourishes to this day despite the
Motion thus carried. absence of such a body. In the present, it stems from many
sources. Some that come to mind are: election commitments
LAW REFORM INSTITUTE of the government; the reform agenda of the government,
opposition and members of parliament; judicial comments
Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. lan Gilfillan: and the outcome of court cases; social change (such as new

. That this council urges the government to support thedevelopments in science and technology); interstate or
establishment of a Law Reform Institute, similar to the overseas developments in the law (including new legislation

institutes that are in existence elsewhere in Australia, and thaind the publications of interstate and overseas law reform

this institute be empowered as an independent reviewer a oo . o ; e ;
researcher of law in South Australia. nE'ommlssmns), the work of ministerial councils; and public

II. Further, that this council calls on the Attorney-General to €fiticism of the law (a fine example being the pressure
support this institute financially in conjunction with the Law successfully exerted by the public on the former government

Society of South Australia and South Australia’s universities.to strengthen the laws against home invasion).
(Continued from 2 April. Page 2082.) In this state people are working on law reform every day.
They include individual members of parliament, policy

TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: While the government makers within government, advisory bodies, parliamentary
opposes the motion of the Hon. Mr Gilfillan calling for committees and specialist reviewers. In recent times,
support for the establishment of a law reform institute, thegovernments have often conducted law reform through
government is open to the idea of a law reform institute indepartmental and interdepartmental review, as well as
South Australia but believes that more work needs to be doneviews using independent experts.
before any decision is made on the establishment or proposed The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting:
structure of a law reform body. Members may recall that TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Am I? Never mind.
South Australia previously had the services of a law reformExamples under the former government include the Martin
committee. The South Australian Law Reform Committeereview of the Equal Opportunity Act and the Anderson
was established by proclamation on 19 September 1968. Theview of the Liquor Licensing Act. Examples under the
function of the committee was, at the request of the Attorneypresent government have included the Layton review of child
General or on its own motion, to inquire into and makeprotection laws, the Stevens review of occupational health,
reports or recommendations and to give advice to theafety and welfare laws and the Stanley review of the
Attorney-General on any matter concerning any existing lavwWorkCover legislation.
or any suggestion for change in existing law. Departmental and interdepartmental reviews often publish

Where the committee made recommendations fodiscussion papers, rather as law reform bodies do. This
legislative change it was required to submit draft provisiongjovernment has published discussion papers on diverse
giving effect to the change. His Honour Justice Zelling wagopics, including proposed reforms of the law of negligence,
the chair at the time of the committee’s inception and higeligious discrimination and vilification, the civil rights of
enthusiasm, dedication and intellect made a major contribtsame sex couples and the carrying of knives in licensed
tion to law reform in this state. Members will also rememberpremises. More can be expected, for instance, in connection
the high reputation of the Criminal Law and Penal Methodswith the planned review of the Equal Opportunity Act.
Committee (the Mitchell committee), another law reform  Further, there has been the ongoing publication of issues
body that made an invaluable contribution to criminal lawpapers and reports in connection with national competition
reform in the 1970s and beyond. The work of both thesgolicy—a limited but nonetheless important form of review,
committees was, in their day, highly regarded. Yet the lanas we see with the shopping hours debate (which is well

reform committee was discontinued some years ago. known to quite a few members around me, given that we
The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting: were all members of the committee). All these reviews
TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Yes. invited and attracted public comment; no-one could deny that,
The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting: | am sure.

TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Well, we do have such It should not be thought that a law reform institute is the
knowledge, apparently. Perhaps there were good reasons famly avenue by which the public can have its say about what
this and perhaps we need to consider those before we revitiee law should be. Governments can and do listen to the
the idea. The law reform committee has been criticised for @ublic—both experts and lay people—through these reviews.
perceived lack of public consultation. This is an importantThe Legislative Review Committee and select committees of
consideration in law reform and in the constitution of anythe parliament also look at proposals for reform. For example,
future committee. It is also fair to say that the recommendathe Joint Committee into the Immunity from Prosecution for
tions of this committee, like those of law reform bodiesCertain Sexual Offences has recently reported and recom-
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mended an amendment to deal with the legal effect of thelectronic surveillance, controlled operations, assumed
former section 76A of the Criminal Law Consolidation Act identities legislation (an issue about which we have heard
1936. The joint committee provided a mechanism wherebgome publicity in the last few days), and covert operative and
a sensitive and contentious matter could be the subject ofanonymity legislative regimes. The working group will
thorough public examination. Perhaps on matters of this kindzonsider the comments received on the discussion paper and
the public would rather talk directly to its elected representamake recommendations to government that are likely to result
tives through a committee process than send the problem to legislative amendment.
a reform body. Of course, it is important to keep the law under review and
| congratulate the Hon. Andrew Evans for bringing thisto reform it so that it delivers justice and meets contemporary
private member’s bill to parliament and for its successfulheeds. However, the question is whether an institute of the
passage. It was obvious that there was unanimous suppdind proposed by the honourable member is the best way to
from all members of the select committee to see such changeéeliver law reform. Law reform bodies removed from the
| congratulate the committee on its work and again congratummediacy of the political process can make useful contribu-
late the Hon. Andrew Evans for bringing this private tions (indeed this government is happy to make use of the
member’s bill to parliament and for its successful passage. Asork done by interstate and overseas law reform bodies,
an example of law reform through ministerial councils, | referwherever relevant); however, other processes are of equal and
to the Treasurer’s extensive work to review and reform thesometimes greater use.
law of negligence. One must select the process according to the nature and
Members interjecting: urgency of the problem and according to the public sentiment
TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Thiswork has produced about it, amongst other things. There might be some types of
the Trowbridge report and the report of an expert panel otaw reform for which an institute is a fine idea; there might
negligence appointed by the commonwealth government arfte other matters which are better approached by other
chaired by Justice Ipp. It is now driving substantial reform inprocesses, such as the examples | have given. Indeed, there
all states and territories—I| am not quite certain why membersight be matters which should not be the subject of inquiry
opposite were laughing about that. For this process, ministetsy such an institute. The Hon. lan Gilfillan, for example, is
used experts to undertake the technical analysis and proposed the public record as criticising parts of the government’s
solutions, but they were not content with that. They exposethw and order agenda. These are matters on which the
the results for public comment and criticism. They heldgovernment has campaigned and been elected. It is firmly
meetings with interested parties, and they talked through theommitted to these reforms because it believes the public
results at a series of national ministerial meetings. This hawants them. It would not be the role of any law reform
produced a package of legislation that is designed to balandestitute to be inquiring into matters that are a part of the
competing interests, but progressing through parliament witbovernment’s public policy agenda. Nor should a law reform
good speed. Likewise, ministerial councils in the past havéody be a vehicle—
led concerted law reforms on many topics, ranging from An honourable member interjecting:
corporations law to gene technology to censorship—work TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: | think the people out
that no one jurisdiction could have done on its own. there who elect the government should have the final say on
Then there is the outstanding work of the Model Criminalsomething like that.
Code Officers’ Committee, which was established in the early An honourable member interjecting:
1990s by the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General to TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: We as a parliament are
develop a national model criminal code for Australianhere to assess it, surely. They have elected us to do that. Nor
jurisdictions. The committee consists of one officer from eaclshould a law reform body be a vehicle for advancing
Australian jurisdiction with expertise in criminal law and opposition to government policy or promoting sectional
criminal justice matters. Mr President, could | have somenterests. The Hon. lan Gilfillan also suggests that he would
relief from the conversation that has been occurring at mjike an institute to analyse the effectiveness of certain aspects
side for the whole 20 minutes | have been on my feet?  of the legislation coming before parliament and, in particular,
The PRESIDENT: Order! Members are aware of their penalties. The justice portfolio is working on a projection
responsibilities in relation to speaking while standing inmodel to estimate the impact of change in one part of the
corridors, as well as its being rude. criminal justice system on the rest of the system: for example,
TheHon. CARMEL ZOLL O: With the benefit of public  how a change to legislation may affect the courts, police or
comment, including comment from experts around Australiacorrectional services.
it has published a comprehensive reform agenda for Aust- The Office of Crime Statistics and Research also conducts
ralian criminal law that will stimulate and guide reforms in research into crime and criminal justice issues, including
all states and territories for years to come. South Australia hagluations of the impact of legislative change. It is important
already legislated some of the recommended reformdp ensure that any law reform body does not duplicate what
including laws about forensic procedures, theft, fraud ands already being done in government. It is also important that
related offences, sexual servitude and product contaminatiolaw reform bodies do not become enmeshed in day-to-day
The government now plans to implement the serious drugolitics. It is necessary to consider the costs of establishing
offences and computer offences reports. The Model Criminadnd maintaining a law reform body against the benefits
Code Officers Committee process has ensured that changespected.
to the substantive criminal law have been the subject of This government is striving to reduce unnecessary
widespread consultation and debate. bureaucracy and to streamline processes where possible. The
There is also extensive work being undertaken as a resuovernment has not budgeted for a law reform body. It will
of the COAG agreement on terrorism. For example, a joinhot establish a new body to duplicate work already being
working group has released a discussion paper on a nationdbne within government. It will certainly not set up an
set of powers for cross-border investigations coveringnstitute just to look good or to follow fashion. It will have
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to be persuaded that such a body would deliver substantiaf Assembly and ultimately it became a royal commission.
benefits to South Australia that cannot be delivered in anyt published a number of interesting reports, one of which
more effective way. If such a body is desirable, then it makesuccessfully recommended the abolition of civil juries in this
sense to consider the possible models before choosing thestate. So, there is a long tradition of law reform in our state.
The honourable member mentioned the Tasmanian and | join with the Hon. Carmel Zollo in commending the
Alberta law reform institutes. No doubt a law reform institute memory of the late Mr Justice Zelling, who, as Chair of the
is one model, but it is certainly not the only one. We should_aw Reform Committee from 1968 to 1988, did a sterling job
consider what we want to achieve and then what structur put law reform in South Australia on the map and to make
might best deliver this. Thus, although the government is significant contribution not only to this state’s law reform
open to the possibility of a new law reform body, it remainsbut also to Australian law reform generally. That committee
to be convinced. It certainly cannot commit to any particulawas chaired by the judge. It had a number of members over
model or to any specific funding yet. It thanks the honourable¢he years—judges, academics and practising lawyers served
member for his suggestion. It does not support the motiomn it. It had one research assistant, as | recall. It operated out
but will give the matter thought. of Mr Justice Zelling’s chambers. It was run on the proverbial
shoestring, and it had no statutory basis. In 1988, the Labor
TheHon. R.D. LAWSON: We have just had the pleasure government suspended the law reform committee.
of hearing the voice of the former attorney-general and a Unlike some of its interstate counterparts, the committee
measure of his insecurity and of the insecurity of thisdid not have a high public profile. It worked on areas of law
government that it fears that any outside body might underhat were not the subject of political agitation or controversy,
take an examination of the laws of this state. When theind the Chair never sought the limelight for the committee.
honourable member said that it is not the role of the lawBut the reports that it published (which are still referred to)
reform committee—a body independent of government—tavere models of brevity and clarity. The reason, as | recall, for
comment on the government’s law and order agenda, notthfie suspension of the law reform committee was that
role of an independent law reform committee to oppose th&/r Justice Zelling’s judicial commitments made it difficult
propositions of the government, that it is not the role of arfor him to carry on unless further resources were allocated.
independent law reform committee to duplicate the work oHowever, the government of the day was not prepared to do
the government, it shows, as | said at the outset, the insecurigp.
of the former attorney-general who wishes to have within his  Since that time, the policy and legislation section of the
own office the sole source of expert examination of legalAttorney-General’s Department has fulfilled part of the role
proposals. that the law reform committee was undertaking. In suggesting
The Hon. Carmel Zollo interjecting: that there be an independent law reform institute, | am by no
TheHon. R.D. LAWSON: There is no suggestion in the means seeking to denigrate the work of the policy and
proposition that there be in this state, as there is in most othéggislation section of the Attorney-General's Department. It
civilised places in the world, an independent law reform bodyhas performed sterling work for governments of all political
comprising a range of expertise to provide information anghersuasions. But that by no means suggests that there is no
advice to the government, to the community and to anyonglace in our community for an independent institute.
who is prepared to listen to such a body. | would have The mover of the motion, in his address in support, was
expected the government to be supporting the establishmefaiirly brief. He said, of course, that we are the only state
of such a body in principle. without a law reform institute. That fact of itself would
I quite understand some of the reservations the goverreertainly not convince me that it was necessary to have such
ment might have about the funding of this proposal and | willan institute. But the fact that we are the only one should make
be moving an amendment to the motion of the Hon. larus reflect as to why that should be the case and why we are
Gilfillan to have this matter investigated by the Legislativeout of step with others. He pointed to the Tasmanian Law
Review Committee to examine the cost of the establishmermReform Institute, which was established in 2001, as a
of a law reform institute and to ascertain the degree opartnership between the government and the Tasmanian
support that can be obtained from the universities, the Lawniversity, and they contribute $50 000 and $80 000 respec-
Society and any other organisation in the community taively per annum. He said that that institute is working well,
ensure that, if such a body is established here, it has thend | think that is a promising model of participation. But it
appropriate funding and support to flourish. is interesting to note that the government had to make a
The Hon. Carmel Zollo in her contribution mentioned thesignificant financial contribution there, and no financial
fact that there are many sources of law reform in ourcontribution from our government is presently forthcoming.
community, that governments frequently commission expert&iven the rather negative comments that were expressed on
to prepare reports and to make recommendations artikhalf of the government, one would not hold one’s breath
certainly there is nothing in a proposal to have an independeabout support for this proposal.
law reform institute that would detract from that fact. = The honourable member referred to the body that has been
Obviously governments are entitled and do adopt policies—established in Alberta, namely, the Institute of Law Research
that is the function of government—and to implement thoseand Reform—once again, a body established by agreement
policies, but that does not alter the fact that there are othetsetween a provincial government, the law society and a
in the community who have ideas worthy of consideration.university. The honourable member was not able to suggest
The honourable member mentioned the Law Refornthat the Law Society in this state, the universities or anyone
Committee, which was so ably chaired by Mr Justice Zellingelse, had committed significant resources to the development
for so many years. Mention was also made of the Penalf such an institute, and that is why | propose seeking to
Methods Committee, chaired by Dame Roma Mitchell in theamend the honourable member’s motion by having the matter
1970s. There was a law reform committee of this parliamenteferred to the Legislative Review Committee, which can
in the 1920s comprising, | think, seven members of the Housmquire into and report on these matters.
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I should, however, report that |, and | imagine others, havedd some practical analysis of how the institute would be set
received a letter from Associate Professor Gary Davis of thep. As was recognised, my contribution when | moved the
Flinders University School of Law. Professor Davis, the Dearmotion was brief, and it will be even briefer in concluding the
of that school, supplied me with a copy of his proposal for thedebate, but | trust that does not leave any great shortfall in the
establishment of a South Australian law reform institute, anérgument. | was sorry to hear the content of the government’s
he makes a short but cogent case for its establishment. Hentribution, and | feel that it reflects the position of the
mentions that Flinders University has a small amount of seefbrmer attorney-general. It was interesting to note that the
funding of $12 000 and is prepared to make an in-kindAttorney-General himself did not make the contribution,
contribution in the form of staff time valued at $20 000 to because it is certainly in his portfolio, but | do not want to
support the first stage of such a project. | commend Associateflect in any way on the beautiful way in which the speech
Professor Davis for this particular initiative. The proposalswas read by the Hon. Carmel Zollo. It was therefore most
that he puts forward should be closely examined by theinfortunate that | found the latter part of her contribution not
Legislative Review Committee. only without logic but almost juvenile in its analysis of the

My purpose in suggesting that a parliamentary committescope and value of the institute.
examine this matter is to ensure that the institute, if it is Recently in theAustralian, significant publicity was given
established, is not stillborn but is appropriately resourced, an@ the wide-ranging report that the Australian Law Reform
that the organisations that can ensure its survival are commi€ommission has made available on the challenging legal
ted to it. It may be appropriate at this stage for me to movegonfrontation we face with the DNA and personal genetic

That the motion be amended by inserting after paragraph 2 a thihaterial that will proliferate in our community. That im-
paragraph, namely: pressed upon me the significance of an independent body that

3. That the Legislative Review Committee inquire into and; ; ;
report upon the estimated cost of the establishment of such laly able to do this work. Clearly, it can be set up to do a useful

reform institute and its ongoing operations, with particular referencdob- In no way will it be able to dictate to the elected repre-
to probable sources of funding including government, the Lawsentatives of the people, so the Hon. Carmel Zollo can rest

Society, South Australia’s universities or other organisations. easy. It will make a contribution that should be taken into
With those brief comments, | indicate that the Liberalconsideration and, from that point of view, | see it as doing
opposition will, if the amendment is supported, support thenothing but helping, at modest cost, the evolution of good law
motion. reform in South Australia, and | urge support for the amend-
ment and the original motion.
TheHon. J.F. STEFANI: Although | was not going to  Amendment carried; motion as amended carried.

participate in this debate, | rise to commend my colleague the
Hon. lan Giffillan for bringing forward such a proposal. | was BUDGET CUTS
very impressed when | attended a recent seminar on law
matters and parole'matters which the Hon. lan G|If|I'Ian had Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. R.I. Lucas:
arranged and at which were present a number of eminent law ) ) o

That this council demands the Premier direct the Treasurer to

makers, solicitors and others, including the chair of the Souﬂpelease all answers provided to him by ministers and departments to

Australian Parole Board. It is important for the governmenine question asked by the member for Heysen on 30 July 2002 in the
and for the society in which we live to have a structure thaparliamentary estimates committee on the issue of the detail of the

is independent of both the government and perhaps the lagpvernment's $967 million in budget cuts.

enforcement units operating in our state to enable it not only (Continued from 19 February. Page 1812.)

to assess and make proposals about the law changes that are

necessary to effectively enforce the law but also to address The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Leader of the Opposition): In

the way in which criminals and offenders are dealt with byconcluding my remarks, | indicate to members that | will seek
the law. . . L to have a vote on this motion next Wednesday or at some
I have come to the conclusion that, quite often, it is NOlgiaqe next week. The motion is relatively straightforward. |

just one single source of knowledge that is able to formulatgyoke in some detail about this matter when | made my
the best possible changes to the law. It is with the widespreagd,jier contribution.

knowledge of the legal fraternity and others, such as the ber interiecting:

universities and the Law Society, that we are able to formu- An honourable er. Interjecting: . )

late and suggest to the government of the day proposals that 1 heHon. R.1.LUCAS: | assure members thatin the time

best reflect the needs of our community. that has transpired since 19 February the government still has
It is very sensible that the amendment that has beefot provided any information in response to the matters that

proposed by the Hon. Robert Lawson be supported so that Wke'e the subject of last year's budget. We are now another

have some idea of what the cost might be to set up such2dget on. There is an earlier motion on thetice Paper,

body but, more importantly, once we have established thend IW|I_I email members as to whether | will seek_avote on

cost, that we also at the same time establish the fundinf@t: It involves the unprecedented use of parliamentary

source so that the support for such a structure will be ongoingfivilege to refuse a growing number of applications for

and long term. With those few comments, | support th ocuments under freedom of information legislation, in
motion and | commend both the Hon. lan Gilfillan and theParticular referring to the details of the $967 million in budget

Hon. Robert Lawson for bringing such a proposal to thefuts: The opposition has continued to try to get some honesty

government's attention. | hope that the government will give?nd truthfulness from Premier Rann and Treasurer Foley on
it serious consideration. the budget. However, sadly, as we have seen in a lot of

debates this evening, the arrogance of this government is, |
TheHon. AN GILFILLAN: | welcome the amendment am afraid, sadly evident in the way this government treats a
and | indicate that we will be supporting it. It really is an lot of issues.
implementation amendment, which is eminently suitable, to  An honourable member interjecting:
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TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: They can read. We will have the into the above-named acts to require the relevant superannua-
opportunity during the Appropriation Bill debate to commenttion board administering the scheme to give advanced notice
on the arrogance of the Treasurer’s contribution to theo a member who has a preserved benefit that they are
estimates committees this year, which some Labor membeegpproaching the time when they can claim their benefit.
have said to me was the worst they had seen from any The bill proposes that the member must be advised of the
minister, Labor or Liberal, in their time in the parliament. | ability to claim their preserved benefit at least six months
update the 19 February contribution by indicating that sinc@efore they become entitled to apply to be paid the benefit.
that date this government has continued to refuse to providghe existing legislation requires the member with the
information and has behaved in a most arrogant fashion. freserved benefit to make application for the benefit to be
has continued to fail— paid, because there are situations where some members may

An honourable member interjecting: be disadvantaged if a pension benefit is automatically paid—

TheHon. R.I. LUCAS: That interjection from the leader for example, they may lose entitlement to a Centrelink
is untruthful, and he knows it to be untruthful. | am disap-penefit.
pointed to_hear him making statements he knows 10 be  ag a result of correspondence last year, the superannuation
untruthful. This is a simple motion, which merely requests the,oards have adopted the practice of giving advance notice to
Premier to direct the Treasurer to release information publignempers with preserved benefits that they are becoming
servants have prepared. That information is sitting ing|igible to apply for their benefit payment. The provision of
ministers’ offices and in the Treasurers office but theihe pil| will make what has now become an administrative

Treasurer and the Premier, and ministers, in a most arrogapfactice a legal requirement. The government therefore
way, are refusing to release this information. supports the bill.

The Hon. P HOLLOWAY secured the adjournment of TheHon. T.J. STEPHENS: This is a commonsense bill,

the debate. and | commend the Leader of the Government in the Council
for indicating government support. | will not go over the
intention of the bill, because | would only be repeating what
the Leader of the Government has said. | thank members for

STATUTESAMENDMENT (NOTIFICATION OF
SUPERANNUATION ENTITLEMENTS) BILL

Adjourned debate on second reading. their contributions and support for the bill and look forward
(Continued from 2 June. Page 2517.) to its implementation.
Bill read a second time and taken through its remaining
stages.

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Attorney-General): This
bill is supported by the government. It seeks to make ADJOURNMENT
amendments to the Parliamentary Superannuation Act 1974,
the Police Superannuation Act 1990 and the Superannuation At 11.59 p.m. the council adjourned until Thursday
Act 1988. The proposed amendments seek to insert claus&6 July at 11.30 a.m.



