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The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | rise on a point of order,
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Mr President. The leader, uncharacteristically, is using

unparliamentary language. | ask him to withdraw.
Thursday 10 November 2005 The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | apologise and withdraw,
. Mr President.
The PRESIDENT (Hon. R.R. Roberts)tOOk the chair The PRESIDENT: Indeed you ShOUld, minister. You
at11.04 a.m. and read prayers. should follow the example of the Hon. Mr Cameron, who

never does that!
STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes: that's right.

. Members interjecting:
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and S
Trade): | move: ( y The PRESIDENT: Order! Interjections are out of order.

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Of the thr riorities i
That standing orders be so far suspended as to enable petitio ero OLLO Ofthe three priorities listed

the tabling of papers and question time to be taken into cons,ideraticr)ﬁrI the whip sheet, no-one is ready to speak.

at 2.45 p.m. The Hon. Sandra Kanck: We have been ready since
. . Tuesday.

Motion carried. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes, but somebody else is
not ready.

STATUTES AMENDMENT AND REPEAL

Membersinterjecting:
(AGGRAVATED OFFENCES) BILL The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Isn’t it convenient for you

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and lot? You always find somebody who is not ready, so nothing
Trade): | move: happens. That is why this place is a disgrace.

- . : Members interjecting:

That the sitting of the council be not suspended during the )
continuation of the conference on the bill. The PRESIDENT: Order! o .

Motion carried The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Of all the priorities on this

) list, you are not ready to debate any of them.
, The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Stop casting aspersions on this
CHILDRE'\éinE?gl—AEE%TS%\E'&ﬁEISE:_NG THEM honourable chamber.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The interjection is accurate but

In committee. out of order. No honourable member should be casting
(Continued from 8 November. Page 2952.) aspersions on the Legislative Council or any of its members.

Clause 8.

The PRESIDENT: When last the committee met we LOCAL GOVERANMENNSI\;LE?\&HBIFLILPARK LANDS)
made some progress, and we were considering clause 8 to
which the Hon. Ms Reynolds had moved an amendment. My Adjourned debate on second reading.
understanding is that after consultation it is her intention to
move an alternative amendment. When the time comes for
that, she will need to seek leave to withdraw the amendment e Hon, SANDRA KANCK: | was going to seek leave

and move the alternate amendment. My understanding is thg§ make a personal explanation, but that will not be necessary
the Hon. Ms Reynolds was unaware of the order of precegecause it was about this bill.

dence and is not ready to do it at this time. Is that the case, The PRESIDENT: Are you ready to make a contribu-
the Hon. Ms Reynolds?

(Continued from 7 November. Page 2913.)

tion?
The Hon. KATE REYNOLDS: Absolutely. The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Yes; | am. In regard to the
Progress reported; committee to sit again. comments—
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: | am a bit confused, Mr
SITTINGS AND BUSINESS President. Are we hearing a personal explanation?

' The PRESIDENT: No. The Hon. Mrs Kanck has the call
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: What can we now further ,, the matter before the council.

adjourn, minister? We have made some real progress. YOU Tha Hon. SANDRA KANCK: In regard to the comments

get stuck into us about not making progress, and then yojhe Hon, Mr Holloway just made—that is, that none of us
pull stunts like this. were ready—I indicate that the Democrats have been ready

The PRESIDENT: Order! to speak on this bill since Tuesday. | want that on the record
L in case, when | interjected, it did not make it onto the record.
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and

The Australian Democrats welcome this bill. It has been

Trade): Itis because of Independents like you that we have, ynning sore for almost four years, and itis almost resolved.
no control over what happens. The government has long singg,chie| Park became an issue in the lead-up to the last state

lost control over what happens in this parliament and, frankl¥e|ection when, on 2 January 2002, the Development Assess-
itis a disgrace. The sooner this place is abolished, the bettglnt commission published a notice advising of the

itwill be for all South Australians. government’s intention, through the Land Management

Members interjecting: ~ Corporation, to subdivide Lochiel Park and Brookway Park
~ The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Please do. Your behaviour for somewhere between 150 and 157 housing allotments. The
is a bloody disgrace. Liberal government got its timing very wrong, because it

The PRESIDENT: Order! gave the Labor opposition at that time a real issue on which
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to campaign in the eastern suburbs, particularly in thgovernment housing plan to make sure that that is clearly on
electorate of Hartley. the record. The following is from page 1 of the plan:

So, a public meeting was held, and the then opposition The South Australian government will kick-start new joint
leader, Mike Rann, through his candidate, Quentin Blackyentures between the State Government, not for profit organisations,
made a promise that the land would not be used for privatg‘e private sector and local government to deliver affordable housing

and high need housing projects We will work with private

housing and that 100 per cent would be saved for communitye,ejopers to ensure affordable housing is part of all significant new

facilities and open space. Mike Rann, in his inimitable wayhousing developments. Our targets are 10 per cent affordable and 5
made it an election issue but started to back out of it onceer cent high need housing.

they were in government. In late 2002, the Developmentrhen we go to page 3, where it states:
Assessment Commission approved subdivision of between
148 and 163 allotments on the site. Supporters Protecti
Areas of Community Environment (SPACE) really steppe%ategy_
up its campaign at that point, and Margaret Sewell and Ju A A
Jenkins were absolute stalwarts. They were supported alson@/; ?aq[e\:\f go to page 16, under the heading ‘Actions’, where
the Hon. Nick Xenophon and the Hon. Andrew Evans and ) ) ) )
me, to a lesser extent, in the Legislative Council and, in th%ovgpr?rggﬁ:( aendr}ﬁ\évus?rilvgla?&rgssn\}\fhiéﬂ pf)oavrit(;]ee rasm& o\flvalttf?or(lj?bell:e
House of Assembly, by the member for Hartley (Mr Joeand high need housing opportunities with an immediate commitment
Scalzi). of $8.74 million.

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: He has done a great job. Then we go to page 17, where it states:

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: He has done a great job The government has targeted a minimum of 10 per cent

on this issue and has never let go of it. | refer to the letteraffordable housing and 5 per cent high need housing in all significant
dated 8 February 2002, the Hon. Mike Rann sent to Juneew developments.

Jenkins. It states:

The target of 10 per cent affordable and 5 per cent high need
using in all significant new developments is a centrepiece of our

Finally, on page 21, under ‘Actions’ it states:

we will place a one year moratorium over the Land Management  promote private and public development of accessible and
Corporation's plan to develop Lochiel Park, immediately halting 3gaptable housing and urban designs with a particular focus on
housing development agencies with responsibilities in housing, ageing, disabilities,
in that time, Mr Black will chair a thorough community consulta- planning and building regulation.

tion process with local residents, community groups, council an\% - . .
key stakeholders to decide how the space can be best preserve@; it is very clear that the government has given a commit-

and used for the benefit of everyone in the community ment to having affordable housing and disability housing, and

we intend to save 100% of Lochiel Park for community facilities yet in this project there is no commitment at all. So, obvious-

and open space, not a private housing development as thg, | raise some concerns about that. | am also concerned

k/:beéaiﬁavﬁ prgpkose_?h ocal oben Sbace. community and about the cost for Campbelltown council of maintaining the
r will work wi pen space, unity . .

sporting groups to plan to how 100% of Lochiel Park can bewetlar!:j§ athd Otpetﬂ space, Whlgh Wll(l:be hgnﬁted over to t!}e

revitalised, so that the whole community can benefit. council In two to three years. As a Lampbelltown counci

o ) ratepayer, | have a passing interest in the cost that will then
The reality is that 70 per cent of the land will be kept for opengq passed on to ratepayers.

space, and there will be private housing, despite the promise
that there would be none. However, what we have before
now is certainly a better proposal than what the Liberal.,,
government had in 2002. That proposal was for up to 16,
housing allotments, and the government’s plan now is for 8
housing allotments. | think the government has played a Iittl%

Wl')th (tjhe téuéh'.l(;r.he hew .houlsmgt W('Jl gccur Wwhere th‘;refertoacouple of points that are made in it. The fax comes
abandoned buildings previously Stood. S0, 0pen Space NgHm john Rich, the President of the LGA, and on the top of
been retained. .
. ) . page 2 he said:

I would like to raise the issue of the Land Management | ke it clear f h hat th bell
Corporation in all of this. In one of our reports, the Environ- must make Tt clear from the outset that the Gampbelltown

p : ports, council and its community support the nature of the development
ment, Resources and Development Committee recommendegcurring in Lochiel Park. They wish to seek an outcome that is
that the Land Management Corporation should be controllethutually acceptable to the parties so that the development can
by the Minister for Urban Development and Planning and noProceed without undue delay.
the Treasurer. Unfortunately, the government rejected thatwould like the Hon. Mr Holloway to listen to the next part
recommendation, but we have seen a number of instances$ this, so | will wait. Minister, | ceased speaking so that |
over the past few years where the Land Managemerdould wait until | had your attention. This fax from the—
Corporation has made decisions about how land will be used. The Hon. T.G. Cameron:He doesn't have to be looking
Itis based on return to the Treasury and not necessarily basg@lyou to listen.
on what will be good for urban planning in a particular area. The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: He was making a phone
However, | do commend one aspect of this development: k511 The fax from the LGA states:
commend the government on the sustainability aspects of this Discussions have taken place with Minister Conlon and his
plan, despite the fact that it has not kept its promise abOUfficers regarding this Bill and as a result a series of amendments are
there being no housing in the area. being proposed that, in essence, strengthen the requirements for

Of some concern to me is the lack of affordable housin%onsultation with the council throughout the development of the

- P - . ochiel Park lands. The government amendments in this regard are
and the lack of disability housing. The housing plan that th upported by the council and the LGA. With these amendments in

government released in March 2005 makes quite a poirfiace, neither the LGA nor the council wish to delay the passage of
about those two aspects. | wish to read from five pages in théte bill in any way.

| know that the Hon. Mr Lucas wants this to go to a select
mmittee because it is a hybrid bill. The House of Assembly
ose not to refer it to a select committee, and | gather that
s chamber has the power to decide not to take it to a select
ommittee. This morning, the Local Government Association
ent a number of us a facsimile about this bill, and | want to
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This fax then goes on to talk about an agreement that theould, anyway. Itis an issue about which | am concerned. Is
LGA has achieved with minister Conlon to address itsthe government willing to table the name of the builder? |
concerns in a formal arrangement outside the legislation thatould appreciate the government’s tabling the name of the
may take the shape of a heads of agreement, an MOU dwilder (I do not want to know every contractual detail), and
similar. The fax then lists a series of dot points. | am uncleato give us a summary of the main contractual points of
about something in this fax—and | got this fax only atagreement that have been entered into with the government
11 o’clock. When it talks about the series of amendments thand the builder. | come at this from a point of trying to
are being proposed, | am unclear as to whether these apeotect ordinary constituents, that is—
amendments to this bill that we will be considering, or  The Hon. J.F. Stefani: People who want to build their
whether it is talking about this MOU or heads of agreemenbwn house.
as the amendments that will satisfy. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Yes, people who want to
When the minister sums up, | would appreciate hisbuild their own house; and let me tell members—
clarifying that, because either it means we will go into  The Hon. J.F. Stefani:And engage their own builder.
committee and have these amendments (in which case there The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: And the Hon. Julian Stefani
is no need for a select committee), or there will be this MOUinterjects and says, ‘Select their own builder. It is good to
or heads of agreement, and that will suffice for the LGA orsee that there are still some members—
the council. As this fax states,.’. neither the LGA nor the The Hon. J.F. Sefani interjecting:
council wish to delay the passage of the bill in any way. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | am pleased to hear the
During the minister’s second reading summing up, | amHon. Julian Stefani interjecting on this point, because—
seeking some clarification about the information thatis inthis The PRESIDENT: | am afraid that | cannot agree with
fax so that | can determine whether the Democrats wilthat.
support the bill going through the rest of the stages, or The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | did not hear that interjec-
whether we will support it going to a select committee.  tion from the chair. | thought that interjections were out of
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Sandra, if there are amendmentsorder.
it will not be able to go through for a couple of weeks The PRESIDENT: Order! That was not an interjection:
anyway, because no-one has seen them. A select committiégvas a direction that | was not pleased to hear his interjec-
will not delay it, because the select committee will meet nextions, as | am not when anyone is acting disorderly.
week. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | apologise, Mr President,
The PRESIDENT: Order! but could you speak up a bit? | could not hear you. You were
The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Okay. At this stage, | mumbling. Thank you for correcting me there.
indicate our support for the second reading until we can get The PRESIDENT: Order! Do not be condescending to
a few of these matters clarified. the chair. That is disrespectful to the chair. The
Hon. Mr Cameron may think that he is more clever than any
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: |, too, like the Hon. Sandra other member in this chamber, but | can assure him that he
Kanck, rise to support the second reading of this bill. lis not. Continue with your contribution and show respect to
indicate that to the government so that it knows where it ishe proceedings of the parliament.
going. Almost certainly it has got my support for this bill. ~ The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | am not being condescend-
Lochiel Park has been a long-running saga now, which haisig. | have never acted in a condescending manner to the
consumed a great deal of time on the part of the locathair. | was thanking you for pointing out that | had mis-
member, Joe Scalzi. | think that it is appropriate that | put orunderstood, because | could not hear what you were saying.
the record the great job that Joe Scalzi has done on behalf bivas respectfully asking whether you could speak up a little
the local residents in his electorate in relation to Lochiel Parkbit. Where was 1? Yes. Obviously, the Hon. Julian Stefani is
There is no doubt in my mind that we would not be where wen a similar position to me: he still believes in freedom, that
are today if it had not been for his intervention. In saying thatjs, the freedom of an individual, if they buy a block of land,
too, it is also appropriate to acknowledge the work of theto be able to choose which builder they want to build on that
Hon. Andrew Evans and the Hon. Nick Xenophon on thispiece of land.
bill. There are some issues in this bill about which | am | know that the Hon. Julian Stefani is probably better
concerned. | have been advised that the passage of this bittrsed in the building industry than anyone in this chamber,
will set up an exclusive contracting arrangement in relatiorwith some three decades of experience, as | understand.
to the development with one particular builder. Anyone who knows the building industry knows immediately
| believe that it is appropriate that the governmentthat the moment you buy a block of land and you are tied into
nominate who that builder is. If the government has enteredne builder, when it comes to negotiating the contract price
into a special relationship to give that builder the sole rightor the house, you are negotiating with one hand tied behind
to build on that development—and by that | mean that if youyour back. The contract price that you will get from that
buy a block of land you cannot choose your own builder: yowuilder will be dearer than you could get from a number of
are able to use only the builder that the government hasther alternative builders who may well be better able to meet
approved for that site—I do not know whether that is theyour particular needs. If the government has entered into an
case, but those procedures are a fast track to corruption. exclusive agreement to give one builder the sole right to build
The Hon. R.1. Lucas: A select committee would sort that on this development, | would ask it to reconsider it.
out. If it has done that, | ask the government to please let us
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: A select committee would know the name of the builder and the details of the contract,
be able to sought that out. The Hon. Robert Lucas says thab that it can be examined; so that this chamber, for those
a select committee would be able to get that information, andtho are interested, can ensure that those people who
he is correct. | guess what | am foreshadowing to theeventually buy a block of land and enter into a contract with
government is that we would like the information now. | that builder are not being disadvantaged. The mere fact that
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they can build only with that builder will disadvantage vegetation within the Lochiel Park’, does not include steps
everyone who buys a block of land in that electorate. Despitto preserve all the noxious weeds that are currently growing
the Hon. Robert Lucas’s interjection, | persist with my there. Also, | would like clarification of new clause 11(16)(d)
guestion. | guess the government can interpret that, if iand what might be encompassed by that paragraph, which
refuses to answer my questions, that | will have no alternativprovides:
but to support a push for a select committee, so that this myst not develop or adapt any part of the Lochiel Park Lands for
council can get the answers to the questions that it needs as organised sporting activity or for any other purpose. . .
it pursues its task of protec.tlng.ordlnary South Australianstyat sounds to me like an all encompassing paragraph which,
New clause 11(16)(c) provides: basically, will ban any of those activities. | conclude by
must take reasonable steps to preserve any vegetation within thﬁdicating that | am pleased to support the second reading. |
Lochiel Park Lands; am looking forward to my questions being answered, in
I have looked at Lochiel Park and noxious weeds are growingarticular all the details in relation to the arrangements into
there—weeds that one would think should have beewhich the government entered with this builder, if that is the
removed a long time ago. case.
The Hon. J. Gazzola interjecting:
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Well, by the council. The The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Urban
Hon. John Gazzola interjected and asked whether the wee@=velopment and Planning):A lot of nonsense has been
should be removed by the Hon. John Gazzola. | know he isaid about what the member for Hartley has done. Let me put
a hardworking member, and it would not surprise me if hethe record straight. | was at the public meeting—
was prepared to go there with a group of volunteers to The Hon. Carmel Zollo: As was |.
remove the noxious weeds from Lochiel Park. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: As was the Hon. Carmel
The Hon. J. Gazzola interjecting: Zollo. In relation to Lochiel Park, the previous government
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: The Hon. John Gazzola has wanted to sell 80 per cent of it and retain 20 per cent of it.
offered to go down there with me to weed out all theseNotwithstanding the fact that the government was not

noxious weeds. successful in that seat, nevertheless through this we have
The Hon. J.F. Sefani interjecting: honoured our promise of preserving the open space land
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: As the Hon. Julian Stefani within that area. Part of that site—about 30 per cent of that
interjects, we will call him ‘John Gazzola the slasher'. site—was covered with buildings and a number of former
The PRESIDENT: The honourable member could be the Housing Trust houses and, also, Brookway Park Fire Training
first noxious weed removed. College, and some other buildings.
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Was that a direction or an In honouring its promise the government said that it would
interjection from the chair? preserve all the open space there previously and allow
The PRESIDENT: No; it was an out of order interjection building on the area where these buildings have stood for
that time. many years. The Hon. Terry Cameron talked about vegeta-

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: My interpretation is that | tion. The major vegetation that the community wishes to
am a noxious weed to be removed from this councilpreserve is the large river red gum trees which are in
Mr President, would you please give me the assurance thabundance in that area. | am sure there are weeds around
you were not saying that. there, but it is the river red gums in that area which are of

The PRESIDENT: | did not say that at all. | said you may principal benefit. The government made that promise at the
be the first noxious weed removed from Lochiel Park, if theelection. | think the public of South Australia can be very

Hon. John Gazzola is left to his own devices. cynical, indeed, about what the Liberal Party is attempting to
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | thank you for that, but do here.

Hansard will show the record. It was the Liberal Party that wanted to sell off 80 per cent
The PRESIDENT: | chastise myself for breaking the of the Lochiel Park land, and I think its tactic of putting this

standing orders. | do apologise to the council. bill into committee is to try to delay its progress. I think the
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: So, you are withdrawing message to all the people in Lochiel Park is that if they are

and apologising. successful they will delay this decision so they can go ahead
The PRESIDENT: | am withdrawing. with their policy and sell of 80 per cent of it, which is what
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: But not apologising? the Liberals and the member for Hartley put to the people of

The PRESIDENT: | am not required to apologise under this state during the 2002 election campaign. | think every

the standing orders. Unfortunately, | am constrained by th&outh Australian, particularly those in the area, should be
standing orders. alarmed about these developments. | should also answer some

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | realise that, and the duestions asked by the Hon. Sandra Kanck. Yes, some
Hon. John Gazzola was not required to apologise yesterd@mendments to this bill will be tabled shortly, but I will read

but he had the decency to do so. out— o
The PRESIDENT: The honourable member will come ~ TheHon. RI. Lucasinterjecting:
back to the debate. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Well, we can still get it

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Yes; that is probably a good through this week, but we know what happens with the
idea, Mr President, but | was not the one who led us awayiberal Party with these committees. We know what—
from the debate. | am feeling a bit better today. It is the best The Hon. R.I. Lucas: We are not sitting next week.
| have felt in about 12 months. That influenza must have been The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes, that is right, we are not
good for my system. sitting, but we know what will happen. The Liberal Party

I would like an assurance from the government thatwants to play politics, as it does with everything else. It wants
paragraph (c), ‘must take reasonable steps to preserve asglect committees and to play politics with it. It really wants
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to make sure that its policy of building on 80 per cent of  The bill, however, does not provide the council and the LGA with
Lochiel Park is established. That is what it wants to do, and@ppropriate comfort in relation to the ongoing ‘care and control

; P ; ;__responsibilities that will result. Extensive consultations and
that is what this is all about. All this defence of Joe Scalzi discussions have occurred between the council and the Land

The Hon. R.I. Lucas: The Lion of Hartley. Management Corporation to better understand ongoing maintenance
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes, the Lion of Hartley, costs, risk management issues and the like. It is appreciated that
who wanted to sell it. He stood up—not very tall, but heestimates of costs and issues are all that can be given to the council
stood up for his party— at this stage and in our view it is not unreasonable for the council to
. A seek to have some comfort that processes are in place to address
Members interjecting: unforeseen circumstances.
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | do not mean that— The government has been unwilling to insert specific provisions

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Why don't you get back to into the legislation that provide the degree of comfort sought by the
answering the question? council and the LGA. Of particular concern is that the legislation

. lacks a process to deal with unforeseeable risks and costs should a
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Because you misled the major event occur, and the council seeks to have the state

parliament when you said what a great job he had done igovernment contribute financial or other support.
defending the electorate. The policy that he went to a publi | am pleased to advise that the minister has agreed to address

: . these concerns in a formal arrangement outside of the legislation that
meeting to defend was to sell off 80 per cent of Lochiel IDarkmay take the shape of a heads of agreement, MOU or similar. It has

Thatis history, and no amount of speeches by the Hon. Terfiyeen agreed between the parties that the issues that will be addressed
Cameron will change that fundamental truth. He might likein this formal ‘arrangement'—

to change it, and he might like to pretend it away, but the The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Will you table that?

reality is there. Joe Scalzi stood at the public meeting and The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | am reading it all. Copies
endorsed Rob Lucas’s policy to sell off 80 per cent of Lochielyaye been sent to the—

Park. The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting:

TheHon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Will you just let me finish
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No, this is giving effect to  the speech? The minute continues:

the government’s promises. It has been agreed between the parties that the issues that will be

The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: addressed in this formal ‘arrangement’ are as follows:
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. Mr Cameron will - Clear statement of the commitment on the part of the LMC to
come to order. consult with the council in relation to the selection and installa-

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Let me read a minute from ggﬂsﬂtggﬁtructure, including the process to be adopted for
Mayor John Rich, the President of the Local Government Recognition that the works undertaken by the LMC, prior to the

Association. It states: transfer of care and control of the land to the council, will carry

. . with them a reasonable guarantee of quality and longevity.
_'I-_?]C&L%?A"ei:”m%m (Lochlt_eltlf’arktrl;angs) Arrgeﬂflment Bill 2(.)|Of‘ - Recognition that liabilities that may be incurred by the council
e as been assisting the Lampbelliown council 10 - yh4t have reasonably resulted from actions of the LMC will be

consider the government's Local Government (Lochiel Park Lands)  ogqlved between the LGAS Mutual Liability Scheme and [South

Amendment Bill. ; e Caati
. . . . . Australian] government's insurance organisation scheme
The LGA has a particular interest in this matter given the (SAICORF]’)'g 9 '

outcomes of the bill will resultin a considerable developed property.  The council will be permitted to license the use of the Lochiel
being transferred to the council for ‘care and control’. It continues  park |and as long as it does not result in any exclusion of the

to be our view that it is important that when land transfers occur public and it is in accordance with the land management plan
between the state government and councils that appropriate adopted by the council:

legislative and if necessary non-legislative arrangements are putin The council must obtain the approval of the relevant minister
place to protect local communities. Itis these local communities that  ¢pouid it seek to license the use of the Lochiel Park Lands for
take on the burden of the costs associated with maintenance of the purposes other than that considered in the management plan:
land and assets, albeit that an additional community asset is made ap ‘established program of meetings will occur between the

available t%the?' land i ion will also b ol he council and the LMC during the time that LMC is undertaking
Given that the land in question will also be accessible to the \y4rks for the purposes of ensuring communication between the
broader public and not just the community of Campbelltown council, parties is regular and open:
the LGA and council believe that there is a current and continuing - shoyd the LMC and the council be unable to reach an acceptable
state interest (and obligation) in relation to the land. solution to a matter, that the minister will assist in resolving
I must make it clear from the outset that the Campbelitown disputes;
council and its community support the nature of the development  cjeay statement of the commitment and obligations of the parties
occurring in Lochiel Park. They wish to seek an outcome that is g enter into good faith negotiations should costs estimated to be
mutually acceptable to the parties so that the development can incyrred by the council ‘biow out’ or that an ‘event’ occurs that
proceed without undue delay. R _ results in considerable community expense;

Discussions have taken place with minister Conlon and his  The responsible minister shall formally meet with the council at
officers regarding this bill and as a result a series of amendments are |east 12 months following the transfer of the land to discuss any
being proposed— issues that may be emerging for the council.
and, as | said, they will be here shortly— The minister has agreed to highlight the above matters (that will

The Hon. RI. Lucas interiecting: be subject to further discussion) biansard as a further demonstra-
T ] g. . tion of his public commitment to address the concerns raised by the
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Well, they will be here council.
shortly. The LGA and the City of Campbelltown are pleased to support

The Hon. R.I. Lucas: But we will not be able to debate this bill and the government amendments that will result in a very
them A ’ exciting project being initiated in the Campbelltown council area.

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: So be it, but just listen to the Then there is a final paragraph, which states:
rest of it. | continue: If you have any queries regarding this matter please don't hesitate

that, in essence, strengthen the requirements for consultation wi E?Sn tsailﬁf:é'rgr e relevant officers].
the council throughout the development of the Lochiel Park lands; igned] Ma: o¥ John Rich
The government amendments in this regard are supported by ts'g(rgsident [o%lthe LGA]
council and the LGA. With these amendments in place, neither th
LGA nor the council wish to delay the passage of the billinanyway. The Hon. R.l. Lucas: Will you table the MOU?
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The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Obviously, the Leader of the VICTORIA SQUARE BILL
Opposition was not listening. | said:
| am pleased to advise that the minister has agreed to address Adjourned debate on second reading.

these concerns in a formal arrangement outside of the legislation that (Continued from 8 November. Page 2958.)
may take the shape of a heads of agreement, MOU or similar.

The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Will you table it? The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: As we all know, this is an
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: How can you table some- operational bill that deals with defining the areas in which
thing that— construction is able to take place and to allow the Glenelg to
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: You haven’'t done it. city trams to skirt around the edge of the square, rather than
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Well, it states: proceed through the middle of the square. At the outset, |

... address these concerns in a formal arrangement outside of tHadicate that | am opposed to this bill, which would not
legislation that may take the shape of a heads of agreement, MOSUIprise members opposite. Allmembers of th_e Liberal Party
or similar. are opposed to this bill. It means the re-adoption of trams as

The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: one of Adelaide’s main modes of transport. We know that

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Of course, the Hon. Rob frams were removed from the city some 50-odd years ago
Lucas was the one who wanted to build on 80 per cent opecause they impeded traffic; traffic congestion was one of
Lochiel Park, and that is exactly why he wants to delay thisth® réasons why trams were removed. Back then, car
That is what this is all about. This parliament has a choice®Wnership was significantly less than it is today, and one of
we can either save 100 per cent of the open space there (B consequences of extending the tramline will—
Lochiel Park, with this development going on where the The Hon. T.G. Cameron:Petrol was a bit less, too.
buildings are existing, or we can have the policy the Hon. The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: Yes, and people would
Rob Lucas and Mr Joe Scalzi, the candidate for Hartley, pupossibly have driven their cars more. So, one of the obvious
to the people back in 2002, which was to build on 80 per centonsequences of the extension of this tramline will be
of that land, including a significant portion of the open spaceincreased congestion on King William Street, and also some
Itis quite clear now what is happening. We have been in thipedestrian safety issues with commuters alighting from the
place too long. We understand what the Liberal Party is alproposed tram stations in the middle of King William Street
about: it is all about delay, and it is all about obfuscation. and walking to the sides of the road. As the Hon. Rob Lucas

As | have said, | am quite happy for people to look at thehas mentioned, this government has a walking strategy and
amendments. | will seek leave to conclude my remarks in a strategy to combat obesity—and the trams will be dropping
moment and, if necessary, we can come back to this matt@eople off in the middle of King William instead of people
this afternoon. Then the parliament can have the choice. THeaving to walk from Victoria Square.
government has done its bit; we have honoured our promise. One of the Liberal Party’s main objections to this bill is
We have put forward a proposal here, and the LGA and thehat it is a waste of money. All the infrastructure corridors
Campbelltown council support it. The only opposition in were removed nearly 50 years ago because they were not
relation to Lochiel Park of which we are aware is what thecompatible with inner-city traffic. Melbourne trams have long
Liberal Party was putting up prior to the election in 2002. Thepeen lauded as the most convenient way to travel. | am sure
question is whether this is what the Liberal Party is really orthat in a city the size of Melbourne they may be more
about now. suitable; Adelaide is a unique, linear-type city with a very

An honourable member interjecting: small CBD. There was a small piece in Tuesda&ydsertiser

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Well, all the Liberals should where itis suggested that within 25 years Melbourne’s trams
be embarrassed by this policy. To try to delay it now aftercould be phased out because they are causing congestion and
what they did certainly has to be one of the most extreme bita number of other problems in the Melbourne CBD.
of hypocrisy I have seen in many years in this parliament. So  |n accusing the Liberal Party of lacking foresight, as have
be it. Atthe end of the day, the government does not have thesme of the other people who have contributed to this debate
numbers in this place; we know that. But what we are puttingand the government, it has become clear that the government
here is what is right. I have read it on the record; the COUﬂCihas no foresight. It has not p|anned inthe |0ng term at all by

agree with it— announcing the tram line extension. Research suggests that
Members interjecting: light rail is not the best technology available. The Rann Labor
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. J.S.L. Dawkins): government came to office without a transport policy, and it

Order! The minister has the call. has no vision beyond March 2006. Its disdain for the
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: —and the electors of transport portfolio was reflected in the turnover of ministers.

Hartley agree with it. The only disagreement appears to bblinister Wright made plans for a transport plan that never
from those members opposite who want to hide from the faatventuated and minister White was too busy micro-managing
that at the last election they wanted to sell off this area. Ithe department to finalise the plan. Yesterday | was at a state
they had been re-elected, Lochiel Park would now be @eminar entitled ‘South Australia, a state of plans’ when
housing estate with just 20 per cent left. | will seek leave taminister Conlon said, ‘Well, we're not going to have a
conclude my remarks because, obviously, we have to decideansport plan. We'll give you one if you want one, but really
this procedural question. As | have said, we can come badk plan’s a plan and it's really not much use, so we're not
to that when the— going to get one.’ The government ministers have shown an

Members interjecting: alarming amount of hypocrisy on the issue of trams.

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Well, | want to make sure It is rather interesting to note that in the debate in the other
that people have had a chance to read the amendments. | seblamber two members have voted for the trams and ministers
leave to conclude my remarks later. of this government, the Hon. Rory McEwen and the

Leave granted; debate adjourned. Hon. Karlene Maywald, who claim to be Independent, stuck
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like the proverbial to a blanket and voted along party linesf the many options that the government could have con-
when they lent support to this project. sidered rather than the extension of the tram line. | am told
The Hon. T.G. Roberts: Please explain. by some of the members who have been here many years
The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: Butter. They have neglect- more than me that when the original O’'Bahn project was
ed their respective country electorates of Mount Gambier androposed it was looked at potentially at some point as being
Chaffey. Given that the patronage rates are around 5 000am option to replace the Glenelg trams. Guided busways allow

day, and I notice in today'8dvertiser— buses to come on and off the line as they choose, and thus can
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Where did that figure come cover a wider area, as the O’Bahn does.
from? Aesthetic corridors where the tram extension is proposed

The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: It is a figure | have heard must also be taken into consideration. | am sure that all
quoted that roughly 5 000 passengers travel each day. | notiggynourable members would agree with me that the upgrade
that today'sAdvertiser reports that fewer people are using of North Terrace is very beautiful and deserves to be
trains and trams, so unfortunately in this state we have a trengbntinued and enjoyed by pedestrians without the impost of
to move away from public transport. It is interesting that theg tram in the centre of King William Street. The Liberal Party
members for Mount Gambier and Chaffey were quite happys on the record as saying that we currently oppose the tram
to spend $21 million on the extension—in fact the wholeline extension. There have been many letters to the editor
project is something close to $80 million—when | suspeciopposing an extension of the tram line to North Terrace and
that none of their constituents that they represent—and theyorth Adelaide. | would add that, wherever | have travelled
stand up to say they will look after the interests of Mountin South Australia in the last six months, | have not met
Gambier and the Riverland—will ever really use the tram. anybody who is in favour of the extension of the tram line.

The Hon. Sandra Kanck made some contributions omMost people accept that maybe the old trams needed to be
Monday when she spoke on the bill and spoke on how th@pgraded, but | have not met anybody who is in favour of the
Democrats were happy to support this, that the Liberal Partgxtension to North Adelaide.
had no vision and that we needed to be looking to a clean and The Hon. T.G. Cameron: You said hello to the
green city. | will come back to the comments of the yon Sandra Kanck a while ago.

Hon. Sandra Kanck to say | think there are other options that The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: | did and I will come back

can make this city cleaner and greener and not necessar'ilg the Hon. Sandra Kanck in a moment. As the Hon. Terry
lock ourselves in to another 50 years of trams going frorTbameron interjected previously, | certainly agree with Rex

here to Glenelg. The Premier has pointed to Portland, Oregcgbry_ In his article in today'&dvertiser he wonders why on

as a model for small-city trams, but we should look at wha : . T
: . ’ ..“earth we would be wasting, as he says, ‘up to $80 million’ on
is best for Adelaide and not follow the model of another C'ty.the extension of the tram line.

if it does not meet our needs, especially when sources in . .
Transport SA told me they learned about the press release .n.The Hon. T.G. Cameron: By the time this debate
the study on the extension from North Terrace to Brougharfinishes it will be up to $200 million.
Place at the same time as we received the press release.  The ACTING PRESIDENT: Interjections are out of
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: You're joking! order.
The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: No, exactly. They had no The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: Dean Jaensch talks about
knowledge of it. They knew the Premier was going to do'monumental stuff-ups’ in infrastructure in South Australia,
something in Portland but they were not quite sure, and thegnd | think last week in his weekly column—

received a press release. _ The Hon. R.1. Lucas: Are you going to name them all?
The Hon. T.G. Cameron:| don't believe that. The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: | think we all agree that one
__The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: The Hon. Terry Cameron  of the great monumental stuff-ups was not to continue on
interjects that he doesn't believe that. _ with some of the major aspects of the MATS Plan. However,
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: | don't believe it. Where's  gyen Dean Jaensch thinks this is a particularly unimpressive
your proof of that statement? waste of money. Even this morning on the Radio 5AA

The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY:  Reliable sources in pregkfast Show, the Hon. Mr Conlon said:
Transport SA have informed me. . . ;

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: The old standby argument. They've updated the line, we've got to get the trams.

The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: Reliable sources. Another Tony Pilkington said:
glaring indicator of the scant amount of planning that was  yo can't do this. Rex Jory—read the article. He is dead against
undertaken by this government is the lack of grade separa-and so he should be. It's an $80 million project to make the place
tions along the main roads that are intersected by the tram. Inok horrible, muck up the traffic and be an inconvenience to
particular, the worst example is South Road where itis clos@verybody. The amount of benefit for shoppers or whatever is going

. S will be minuscule. We can’t turn bloody right in a society where
to proposed tunnels, yet this tram crossing is not to be de e're striving to underground ugly power lines. We're trying to head

with in the proposed South Road upgrade. So we are goingwards a place where there's no overhead power lines. We're
to have two tunnels on South Road and then still have to stoguddenly going to string up this spider web of ugly bloody things

for the tram. Why attempt to improve traffic times with a overhead. Have you seen Melbourne lately. It looks like a giant
tunnel when immediately afterwards we end up with a trafficSPider has laid its web all over the city. Its horrible.
impediment? Yesterday, at the seminar | attended, the Minister for

A consequence of placing the tram down the edge offransport (Hon. Patrick Conlon) said that he was disappoint-
Victoria Square is that some 18 trees will be ripped up, an@éd with the small town, backwater, backward looking view
I am sure the Premier will be careful not to be photographedf the Liberal Party. We have had a state strategic plan
near that. It is very contradictory to the government’sdelivered by this government that states that a business case
3 million trees policy. Guided busways or the O’Bahn havemust be developed for every project, and it will not be funded
clear economic environmental advantage over trams. It is ongnless the business case stacks up. As yet, we have not seen
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the business case for the Glenelg tram upgrade or thiechniques and different customer requirements. It goes on
extension. to look at the comparison between having a multi-modal
The Hon. T.G. Cameron:It doesn’t matter if it blows out  system and what, perhaps, an airline might do, and it states:
from $20 million to $80 million; we will just put in speed Perhaps the best example of how technological simplification can
cameras. resultin multiple benefits can be seen in today’s airline industry. The

. recent success of the so-called ‘low-cost, no-frills’ airlines can in part
The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY. ‘The Hon. Terry Cameron be tied to its fairly simplified business model. These airlines typically

interjects that we can fix up the blow-outs by putting in moregny maintain one type of aircraft, and thus have greatly reduced
speed cameras on the roads. It is interesting to note that, inaintenance costs and spare parts costs. The simplified operating
some research that | have done, if we look at the cost of theg@vironment also permits faster turn-around between routes which
trams, it may have impacted on why we have not seen thg2ds to more revenue per passenger. ...
business case. These trams are some $5.5 million each. Thigly President, you can see that it is really not sensible to end
have a low seat ratio of about 64 passengers to accommodatp with three or four different modes of transport.
short distance, standing passengers; but this is coming from Interestingly, we talk about the cost blow-outs. An article
Glenelg, so itis not a short distance. by the Light Rail Association describes Adelaide’s trams as
If you work out the seat ratio per the cost of the actual'super trams’. In Leeds—and | accept it is a much bigger
vehicle, it works out at $86 000 a seat. Compared with a lighscope of project—it has blown out the project. It involves
train, similar to the new ones they have in Melbourne, wherguper trams, in which Alistair Darling, Transport Secretary,
the rail cars are $2.53 million each, it works out at a cost oftates:
$25 000 per seat. Itis interesting to note that nine trams were Clearly, it does not represent the best value for money for the
purchased to replace the 20 that are in service at the meeople of Leeds or the best use of public money—particularly when
ment—the old red ones. An article on the internet by thecompared to alternative proposals. . .
Australian Light Rail Association—people who are pretty The value has blown out by some £355 million. It continues:
keen on light rail and trams—states that the old H-type trams  The value today is £$485 million, compared with the approved
had a total carrying capacity of 94 passengers, and we had #Qure in 2001 of £355 million. In cash terms, the cost to the
of them. Albeit they probably travel a little slower than the government has almost doubled, from £64 million to £1.3 billion,
new ones, but we had 20. Now we have only nine that caflvé" the 40 year financing period.
seat up to 80 passengers, so we have lost about 20 per cémill come back to the Hon. Sandra Kanck who, unfortunate-
of our seating capacity, but we are getting only half as many, has left. She talks about being environmentally friendly,
trams. clean and green, and | know that she is the very proud owner
| am told that nine trams were not enough. Sources if & Toyota Prius, one of the hybrid petrol-electric vehicles
Transport SA told me that the government is having extreméat you can drive on electricity. As you put your foot on the
difficulty with scheduling and trying to put together a accelerator it speeds up, and if you need more power the
timetable. | have now been told that two more trams hav@€trol engine comes into play. I think the government has
been ordered, which now takes it up to 11, but $4 millionMissed an opportunity in that we had a public transport
dollars was taken out of the track upgrade budget, which, dforridor wher_e we could have looked at the latest techlnolpgy.
course, is one of the reasons we have had a number of Bombardier trams are very good, and Bombardier is a
derailments since the track upgrade has been completef@ntastic company that produces quality products all over the
because of cutting corners in some of the line fixing. We haviorld. I think that we should have looked at the technology
not seen any traffic modelling. You would hope that traffic that it has been able to offe(, other than a tram. Itis a hybrid
modelling would have been done in the CBD to demonstratélibber-tyred tram that can pick up the electrical current from
that this is a step forward for South Australia, not a steghe overhead wires network. When it gets to the end of the
backwards. | have not seen it, and | have not had anyne in Victoria Square, further tracks do not have to be laid

evidence to suggest that this is an appropriate way for th@S it can run on its rubber tyres, either on a diesel engine or
CBD to address some of its public transport issues. other batteries. It could circle past North Terrace, at the front

There are a couple of other issues. With the introductiorff the building here, back down to Victoria Square and then
of this new tram, we are now going to have what we call 28k onto the line. So, you could employ the latest
more multi-modal system. From research that | have dontchnology and still preserve the corridor. We could have
recently, it is obvious that the more options you have in &0me off the Glenelg line and gone anywhere in the CBD on
public transport network, whether it is train, tram, the O-Bahrin€se trams with rubber-tyres, and the line and the degree of
or a conventional bus, the more difficult and cumbersome ig€rvice could have been extended to Glenelg.

is to manage. A planning guide from the German Institute of 1hese vehicles are available. The technology is getting
Economic Development states: better and better. Hydrogen fuel cell buses are operating in

Further, the high cost of multiple [mode] technology are nOWPerth and a r_1umber of other_countrles, and | am sure that_ that
becoming increasingly evident. First, the difficulty in integrating technology is what we will eventually use for public
each transit type has already been noted. Each technology hadransport. | think that the government has not addressed the
different cost structure. Some systems operate without the need ehvironmental concerns of the Democrats. We are wasting at
a pu_blic subsidy while others require a continued stream of publi¢agst $21 million, and it may be more if, unfortunately, this
funding. government wins the election and then tries to extend the line
As we know, in this state, in approximate figures, | think theto Brougham Place. It is a waste of money. It is not clean and
government cost for a person on a train is $8 a passenger; theeen, and we could do a lot better. We have missed an
tram is about $4 a passenger; and a bus is about $2 a passgpportunity. | oppose the bill.
ger. You can see that, while trams are much cheaper than
trains, there is still a significant cost input. It goes on to state  The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: | indicate my support for
that physically integrating these different modes can be quitthe second reading. | want to clarify why | am doing so and
difficult, with different grade separations, different boardingsupporting the bill. My clear understanding of this measure
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is that the issue is whether the tram goes through the westediory’s column inThe Advertiser today, and | think it probably
portion of Victoria Square and whether an act of parliamenteflects the views of quite a few in the community. However,
is needed to facilitate that. Those are the primary questiorthis bill is about whether—
| asked of the government’s advisers in relation to the bill. I  The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Are you for or against the project?
subsequently asked to look at a legal opinion obtained by the The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: Well, what we are faced
Crown, and | did so on the basis that legal professionalith is a bill that would avoid the tram’s going through the
privilege would not be waived. | have read the opinion, andcentre of Victoria Square. It seems that this government has
my clear reading of it is that the bill is all about facilitating made a number of commitments to proceed with this project.
the tram’s going through the western portion of Victorialn the absence of my supporting this bill from my perspec-
Square, rather than through the central portion of Victoriive, it would be an even worse case scenario than if this bill
Square, and this could be done by administrative means. This not supported. For those reasons, with some reluctance, |
is what | see as the key issue, and | will refer to the issuemdicate my support, given that the government seems to be
raised by other honourable members. | know that the Hordetermined to continue with this project and—
Julian Stefani will make a contribution on this bill shortly. The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Who will they make a difference
To me, the primary issue is not whether or not this is ao?
good idea (and | will refer to that briefly) but whether this ~ The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: My understanding is that
parliament should pass legislation that will facilitate thethe government, with the purchase of trams—
tram’s going through the western portion of Victoria Square, The Hon. R.I. Lucas: They go up and down the system.
thus obviating the need for it to go through the central portion The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! We are not having
of Victoria Square, which | think many people would see asa conversation here.
a very undesirable outcome in terms of what it would do to  The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: In any event, given that
and the impact it would have on the square and the publithere is an election coming up, this clearly will be an election
space, and that is why | am supporting this bill—namely, thaissue, and this is—
this seems to be the crux of the bill. The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Perhaps the contract shouldn’t
| think that the Hon. Mr Lucas and the Hon. Mr Ridgway be signed until after 18 March.
raise a number of quite legitimate concerns about whether we The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: The member should raise
should have this project in the first place and whether it is @hat in the committee stage. | agree. Based on what | consider
good use of public funds. | know that the Hon. Sandra Kancko be the fairly narrow focus of this bill, whether it is dealt
thinks that it is an environmentally friendly and desirablewith through an administrative arrangement and put through
outcome. However, the bill is about whether we allow thethe centre of Victoria Square or through a legislative process
tram, through an act of parliament, to go through the westergo that it does not impact on the centre of Victoria Square,
portion, rather than the central part, of Victoria Square. Thathat is why | am supporting the bill, with some degree of
is my clear understanding, having read the advice from crowreluctance.
law in terms of the relevant authorities and what this bill is
about. Whether it is a good or bad idea is another matter. ~ The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: | was not going to become
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: If you don't support the bill, it involved in this debate, but | feel compelled to do so, for a
won't go through the centre of the square. You will stop thenumber of reasons. The first is that this government is
project, and there will be more money for Dignity for the seeking the support of the parliament to overcome its own
Disabled, for mental health, for roads and for land tax reliefinefficiency and incompetence in relation to a decision it has
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. J.S.L. Dawkins): made about the purchase of trams (I will deal with the
Order! Interjections are out of order. purchase of trams first) and the extension of the tramline—
The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: | am grateful to the Hon. Members interjecting:
Mr Lucas for his interjection. One of the issues to be raised The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order!
is whether the government has already made contractual The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: —down King William Street
commitments. | think that the Hon. Mr Lucas, from his time and around North Terrace. | do not see that that has any
in government, knows that sometimes if you sign contractsonnection with the purchase of trams—unless | am wrong.
and make commitments to go down a certain path there couldvould like to see proof from the minister that that was part
be heavy penalties if there is a U-turn. Obviously, this issu®f the contract for the purchase of the trams. If the trams were
can be explored at the committee stage. As | see it, at the neptirchased purely on the basis of replacing the trams that ran
election the Liberal opposition will campaign quite heavily from Victoria Square to Glenelg, surely the argument is lost.
on the very issues raised by the Hon. Mr Lucas—namely, thaut then, of course, we had the Premier making the great
a Liberal government will not spend this money and will doannouncement overseas that the trams would go down King
its utmost to try to reverse any contractual arrangements. Qf/illiam Street to North Terrace, and there is the folly of a
course, the Labor government is very much committed to thigovernment making a decision without obtaining its facts
project. about where the trams would run in the first instance. If a
| believe that this bill is about whether you facilitate the government has a responsible attitude to the community, it
tram’s going through the western portion of Victoria Squarewill do its homework first—and it would have found out that
rather than through the centre. It is my clear understandinig cannot run the trams down Victoria Square because, if it
that this can be done through administrative arrangementsioes, it will have every person in Adelaide totally against the
The Hon. D.W. Ridgway: They have just repainted it.  project.
The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: Thatis absolutely right. The government is now seeking our support to be
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! complicitin a plan that is a folly, because it was ill-conceived
The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: | have some real andinvolved no proper planning or research. The government
concerns about whether this is the best option, and that camants us, as a body in parliament, to assist it in overcoming
be debated in this and other fora. | have read and noted Rébs own embarrassment because it did not do its homework.
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The minister said, ‘We will run them down King William The Hon. T.G. Cameron: They will catch the bus.
Street and through Victoria Square.” Well, let it do so. It  The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: Well, that is the—

should not ask for our help for that. The government made The Hon. T.G. Cameron: They are going to scrap the
the decision to do that, so let it do so. It should not come intdous, are they?

this place and ask us to deviate the tramline when the The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: That is the next question. |
government, in the first instance, made that decision. Let #eek leave to conclude my remarks later.

do that and cop the electoral flak. | challenge the government Leave granted; debate adjourned.

to do it. Because it is so brave, and the dictators of the—

The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: [Sitting suspended from 12.30 to 2.48 p.m]
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! The minister is out

of order.
Members interjecting: PAPERS TABLED

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! Members on both . . .
sides are out of order. The foIIOW|_ng papers were laid on the table:

The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: The dictators of the state want ﬁ’y the Minister for Industry and Trade (Hon. P.
to run the tram right through Victoria Square and down KingHO oway)— _
William Street. Well, let them do so. They should not come Spez%%z/'ggageme”t—Road Traffic Act 1961—Report,
into this place and ask for my help to go against all the people o . . o
who are talking to me and saying that it is a folly and it is By the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs and Reconciliation
madness—apart from the fact that they will spend(Hon. T.G. Roberts)—
$21 million. Itis a disgrace that the so-called environmental- Reports, 2004-05—

ists of this government will destroy the ambience of Victoria South Australian National Parks and Wildlife Council
South Australian Soil and Conservation Council

Square. Thatis the nup of ’Fhe matter. | challenge the minister Gaming Machine Licensing Guidelines—2 November
to provide answers in this place as to how the two are 2005—Section 86A of the Gaming Machines Act
connected: how the purchase of the trams is connected with 1992,

the tramlines in terms of the extension. | ask him to produce
the details that require this government to do so, and then | AUSTRALIAN MINERAL SCIENCE RESEARCH
might listen to him. INSTITUTE

The next thing is the folly of destroying the limited space . .
we have down King William Street by taking up two tramline _ The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal
spaces, with canopies for the passengers to get on and off tAdfairs and Reconciliation): | lay on the table a ministerial
tram and to protect them so that someone will not bump theritatement about grants to the Australian Mineral Science
off as the cars stream down on either side of them. That willkésearch Institute made on 9 November in another place by
cause traffic restrictions, as well as destroying the nature strifne Hon. Karlene Maywald.
and the nice looking street we now have, with the overhead

wires— QUESTION TIME
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: And the young people won't be
able to turn right— EMERGENCY SERVICES MINISTER

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: | am coming to that in a The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Leader of the Opposition): |

minute. seek leave to make an explanation before asking the Minister
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: Just imagine that! for Emergency Services a question about questions and
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader of the Hansard.

Opposition is out of order. Leave granted.
The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: We have these trams— The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: On 7 November this year, the
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: They want to get into Hindley minister was asked the following question by the Hon. Julian

Street. Stefani: ‘Can the minister advise how much the land for the
The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: Paradise station cost, and from whom was it purchased?’ The
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, minister! minister said, ‘The land and building for the Paradise station

The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: We will have these trams is anticipated to cost $4.4 million, as | said in my press
running down the middle of King William Street, blocking release.” A number of members of this chamber have a clear
everything off and, lo and behold, if we have a powerrecollection that what the minister said in the subsequent
blackout and they happen to stop in the middle of an intersesentence was, ‘| have not yet signed a lease for the station. It
tion, 1 do not know who will get out to push them off that is my understanding that it will be with the Assemblies of
intersection to allow traffic to come through. Perhaps all theGod community.” However, on checking thiansard record
passengers will be asked— of this, the clear recollection of members of this chamber

The Hon. R.I. Lucas: To pull them off. with reference to a lease has been changed to, ‘I have not yet

The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: No, they might be asked to get signed a release for the station. It is my understanding that it
off the tram and push it across the intersection; | do not knowwill be...’, and the werds ‘in conjunction’ have been
Those are the difficulties that will be created, apart from thenserted, ‘with the Assemblies of God community.’
fact that we will have trams that will be running empty for  The recollection of members is that the minister referred
three-quarters of the time because people will not waito a lease for the station and there was no reference to ‘in
20 minutes or half an hour to catch the tram from Northconjunction’.Hansard shows the word ‘release’ rather than
Terrace to go to King William Street, when the Circle Line ‘lease’ and has the words ‘in conjunction’ inserted. My
bus may be— guestion to the minister is: has the minister, or any officers
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within her office, authorised or asked for any changes to what Leave granted.
she actually said in the parliament on 7 November to be The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: Mr President, you are the person
recorded in thédansard? with authority in relation to these issues on behalf of this
The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO (Minister for Emergency chamber. In relation to proceedings of the chamber, all
Services):Mr President, | simply asked for it to be clarified. members are entitled to rely on thiansard to be a true and
In relation to the purchase of property, a minister hasaccurate reflection of what members or ministers have said.
delegation up to certain amounts of money and in this cas&Ve accept—as we always have—that Hansard sometimes
depending on the amount of money, | said $4.4 millionassists with the grammar and the tidying up and sometimes
because that is what was said in my press release regarditigere might be a clerical—
the Paradise station. It is, at any rate, only approximate— The PRESIDENT: Thankfully!
obviously, | do not know the correct price of the land at this  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Thankfully; yes. Certainly, that
stage because | have not signed anything. However, thig accepted. Certainly, if there has been a clerical error in the
station at Paradise will cost in the vicinity of $4.4 million. Hansard—that is, if Hansard has got it wrong in terms of
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: But did you ask— what the person said—that has been corrected. But it has
The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: | asked for that to be never been accepted that a minister, or indeed any member,
clarified, yes; | did that. can go along and say, ‘My intention was to say this and |
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: But did you ask for changes to the want you to change the words.’
Hansard? Members have a clear recollection that the minister
The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Yes. | asked for it to be referred to the word ‘lease’. Somehow she has changed that
changed to clarify, because | had already referred t@nd, we believe, other aspects of her answer. ‘Lease’ has been
$4.4 million. changed to ‘release’, whatever that means; | am not sure.
Upon her own admission she has had other aspects of her
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | have a supplementary question. answer changed to comply with what she intended or wished
Given that theHansard is meant to be a record of what you to say, or now wishes to say, after tHansard record.
said in the parliament, and that you do have the opportunity Mr President, clearly you cannot give an answer immedi-
to come back and make further ministerial statements (but neitely, but | ask you to take on notice that you will make the
the authority to change what you actually said in thenecessary inquiries with both the minister, who has confessed
parliament), can you indicate to the council what you actuallthat she has changed tHansard, and with Hansard, and the
changed from the officidHansard transcript to what is now official tape and record of what was said, and to clarify that
recorded? we can rely on theHansard to be a true and accurate
The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: My recollection is that, reflection of what the minister said on 7 November in relation
because the Hon. Julian Stefani asked a supplementary this issue.
question, | had obviously already answered a question, as | The PRESIDENT: | will answer the question this way.
said, that the expected costs were $4.4 million. Clearly, thé is a valid question. All members should be able to rely on
price of the land is that amount of money. That would havehe Hansard, as is the convention of the council, as the true
been the instruction. record of what has taken place in the proceedings of the
council. However, all members who have been here for some
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: I have a supplementary question, time and who have experience with Hansard know that there
Mr President. is opportunity for correction of clerical mistakes; if a member
The PRESIDENT: A clarification. said ‘Brown’ and it was probably ‘Black’, clearly that is
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: A clarification. It may be a wrong. Hansard has specific guidelines with which most
guestion for you ultimately, sir. Will the minister outline to members have had contact from time to time. | am not
this council what changes she made tottamsard record of  familiar with the precise contribution we are talking about.
what she actually said to the council on 7 November?  All | can say is that | will look at the contribution. | will
The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: |do not have thédansard  confer with the minister to find out what her intentions were
in front of me, but | asked it to reflect the fact that obviously and what she actually said; | will talk to the Hansard people;

it was not— and | will compare the result of that with all the conventions
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: You cannot change your answers of Hansard and the actual record.
just to reflect what you wanted them to say. Members interjecting:
The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: You can correct The PRESIDENT: Order! | think it is in the best interests
Hansard— and dignity of the council if we wait until | have had the
The Hon. R.1. Lucas: You can correct clerical errors.  opportunity to conduct an inquiry. | am sure all members felt
The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: —to be a correct they acted inthe bestinterests of the situation. Whether they
reflection of what my intention was. were right or wrong will be determined by the investigation.

The Hon. R.1. Lucas: Not your intention. You cannot do | will bring back a reply as soon as possible.
that. That is an outrage! That is a disgrace!

The PRESIDENT: Order! The minister should be able = CORRECTIONAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT
to complete her answer. If you are not satisfied with that

answer— The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | seek leave to make a brief

explanation before asking the Minister for Correctional
HANSARD Services a question about employment policy.
Leave granted.
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: Mr President, | seek leave to The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Itis with slightly more than
make an explanation prior to asking you a question on thpassing interest that | have been following the media
subject ofHansard. coverage in relation to the debate in Canberra about industrial
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relations legislation. | note that a rally has been organised for 1. Can the minister give us an assurance that the Public
next Tuesday 15 November to protest against the passage®&ctor Management Act provisions will not be breached in
that legislation—indeed, it has received extensive publicityrelation to any corrections officers next Tuesday?

It has come to my attention that the Department for Correc- 5 - | the minister get advice from the Auditor-General
tional Services next.Tuesday h_as'lnsngated an 'nSt't“t'Or‘?egarding any breach of any contract or the act?

lock down’ for all inmates within the Department for .

Correctional Services. | understand that this is being done to 3- UPOn what legal basis have these arrangements been
enable prison officers to attend the industrial relations protedf'ad€+

meeting to be held at Elder Park. | have also been informed The PRESIDENT: If they have been made. Minister, do
that the Department for Correctional Services is providingyou have a response at this stage?

buses and taxis to Elder Park, as well as breakfast free of The Hon, T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Correctional
charge to Department for Correctional Services employeeseyices): Thank you, Mr President.

I am also told that the direction has been given that all prison L
officers absenting themselves from work to attend the Membersinterjecting:
meeting will receive full pay. The PRESIDENT: Order!

| draw members’ attention to the provisions contained in  The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: In reply to the question about
the Public Sector Management Act and, in particular, tdDepartment of Correctional Services officers taking part in
section 40, which sets out that the conditions of employmendny organised meetings that will take place on the day of
are to be governed either by the Public Sector Managemeattion that hopefully will have about 20 000 working men
Act or a contract between the employee and the departmeahd women of South Australia attend a rally, it would be my
or, indeed, an award. | also note that clause 1 of schedulewish that any member of the Public Service be given the right
of the Public Sector Management Act provides that ‘arnto make the decision whether they attend or not.
employee is obliged to attend at the employee’s place of .
employment throughout the hours fixed by the regulations as The Hon. A.J. Redford: On full pay? L
ordinary business hours in relation to the Public Service’, The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS:Iwould be very surprised if
although that is subject to a direction from the Chief Execih0se who do take the opportunity to avail themselves of their
utive. Finally, clause 7 of schedule 2 provides that specigfiémocratic right to demonstrate are not on full pay. | would
leave with pay may be granted for purposes ‘prescribed b§e very surprised if they were on full pay because—
regulation’. The Hon. A.J. Redford: Have you made arrangements

This is not the first time that concerns have been raised ifor that?

relation to this. | note that in a previous rally the Metropolitan  The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | have made no arrange-
Fire Service decided that it would take two appliances to thenents. | have made no approach to the CEQ in relation to this
industrial rally that took place on 30 June last. Indeed, gssye.

response from the Hon. Carmel Zollo—one which appears .
in Hansard and which, at this stage, has not yet beendriJQSiHon'A'J' Redford: What about free food and

changed—said: _ _

Whilst there was no formal permission granted or refused, tw The _I-_|0n. T.G. ROBERTS: Itis the first | ha\(e heard Of.
appliances were present at the rally during the lunch break. Qh_e position that the honourable member describes. Certainly,

. . with the supply of buses and taxis most premises within the

Itgoes on, inthe uncorrected answer that appedtsinsard,  state will have transport. | would hope that those members
and says— who do attend the rally do it in an organised way and are back

Members interjecting: on the job as soon as possible, so | would hope that transport

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Well, the one thing | will not ~ arrangements are made to get, particularly, the prison officers
do in response to that interjection is run around and bodgiback to work. It is unfortunate but lock-downs do take place
up theHansard. If | make a mistake, | will come in here and at particular times which deprives prisoners of some of their
look the minister in the eye. However, she slinks aroundights, but I would not interfere with the rights of the prison
opening fire stations, buying new frocks and fiddling up theofficers to demonstrate against unfair laws made at either a

Hansard. state or federal level. | will bring back a reply in relation to
The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: Irise on a pointof order, full pay.
Mr President. Which new frock? | have made inquiries of a general nature in relation to

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Anyway, we are counting the public servants’ participation in the rally, and | have been
days when the minister will be defrocked. In any event, itassured that those who do take the time off will be either on

goes on and says— flexi time or take time off without pay. In relation to the
Members interjecting: specific questions the honourable member asks, | will get a
The PRESIDENT: Order! There is too much interjection "€P!Y back to him as soon as possible.

in the council.

. . The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | have a supplementary
The Hon. A.). REDFORD: It goes on: question. Can the minister give us an assurance that he will

On reviewing the circumstances, the MFS considers thaton thignsure that the Public Sector Management Act or any
occasion there has been no breach of the code of conduct a%reements under that act will not be breached?
accordingly does not intend to take any disciplinary action, )
notwithstanding the fact that there have been many, many other The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | will investigate what the

occasions where fire officers have used fire appliances for other thasircumstances are in relation to the prison officers’ attendance
fire-related activity and been the subject of disciplinary proceedlngsand, if there are breaches of the act, | will take that up before

In the context of that standard, my questions are: the rally takes place.
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CABINET, COUNTRY MEETING court’s interpretation of the significant tree legislation has,

in my opinion, not changed since this legislation was

The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: | seek leave to make a brief introduced by the then Liberal government in April 2000.
explanation before asking the Leader of the Government Since that time, the Environment Resources and Development
question about the recent country cabinet meeting. Court has considered a number of appeals related to the
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: On a point of order, Mr removal of significant trees. In general, the court has found

President, are we now having four opposition questions? that the regulated size control provides a trigger for a
The PRESIDENT: No, this is the third one. We have had balanced planning assessment of the merits, or otherwise, of
only the Hon. Mr Lucas, the Hon. Mr Redford and the Hon.removing a tree. That is, the court has correctly determined

Mr Ridgway. that the two-metre test in itself is not enough to make a
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes, but the Hon. Mr Lucas judgment on whether or not the tree should be preserved. This
had two. has always been the case and is in keeping with the spirit of

The Hon. R.K. SNEATH: On a point of order, the Hon. the legislation, which is about recognising the importance of
Mr Lucas asked two questions—one of the minister and onkarge urban trees in the context of their surrounds.
of you, Mr President. The issue of significant trees is an emotive one where, on
The PRESIDENT: Indeed he did. Unfortunately, | have one hand, we have those who believe that large urban trees
called the member now and he has been given the floor. should be protected at all costs and, on the other hand, we
The Hon. R.K. Sneath: The government got one question have people who have concerns about what they consider to
yesterday. be the legacy of inappropriately planted trees on and around
The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: It’s all you deserve. their properties in high maintenance costs, building damage
The PRESIDENT: Order! | think there will be an and safety issues. In this context, the legislation has to
appropriate adjustment as we go through to correct therovide some degree of flexibility to be able to consider each
sequence. The Hon. Mr Ridgway has the call. tree on a case by case basis, taking into account the individual
The Hon. D.W. RIDGWAY: On the recent country Circumstances of that tree and its particular locality. Practi-
cabinet visit to Port Augusta, there was the opening of &alities such as the health of a tree and safety issues must be
science laboratory at the local school. | reatfiamsard from balanced against the broader aesthetic and environmentgl
another place part of the contribution made by theconsiderations in any assessment process. Thi_s may resqlt in
Hon. Graham Gunn on the subject as follows: atree bei_ng preserved in one locality and a s!mllar tree _belng
On this occasion, on the Monday morning, there was an openinfeMOVed in another. 1 understand the court's interpretation of
of the science laboratory at the high school. I was excluded from thEn€ legislation to be consistent with this approach.
invitation list. In my time as a member of parliament, itis the most ~ The regulated control of two metres girth is the current
miserable, nasty and hurtful action | have had taken against menechanism by which the requirement to seek development

\J\r/%eerr] VTgy."%.iLee??]gC: :%’ggﬁéégﬁ g&g?ggﬁg?hggfgﬁfie‘f\?fa;’ve' pproval from the relevant authority is triggered. The issue

outside the science laboratory, together with the Minister forof Whether a blanket two-metre regulation is the most
Education and Children’s Services and the Labor Party candidat@ppropriate trigger is somewhat subjective; however,

They were there all smiles for the photo session. suggestions have been put to me that there should be some
My questions are: exceptions to this regulation. For example, | am aware that
1. Who was in charge of arranging the guest list? in the Hills environment it may be appropriate to exclude
2. Why was the local member excluded from the guesPinus radiata and other species of trees that may be con-
list? sidered feral or damaging to the environment. It might also
3. Who paid for the photographer? be reasonable to exclude certain types of trees which are
4. Who will have access to the photographs? typically short-lived and which may need to be removed or
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and replaced more frequently tha}n qthertrees. One of thqse t.hat
Trade): | will take that question on notice. comes up with some councils is the Melaleuca armillaris,
which spreads out from the base.
TREES, SIGNIFICANT The government recognises that some councils are still

grappling with the administration of the legislation. | have
The Hon. J. GAZZOLA: | seek leave to make a brief been approached by several councils seeking direction on
explanation before asking the Minister for Urban Develop-issues relating to a range of matters, including the two-metre
ment and Planning questions about significant tree legislationegulation, development assessment procedures and the role
Leave granted. of specialist advisers in relation to significant trees. In
The Hon. J. GAZZOLA: There have been several reportsresponse to these concerns, | have asked both the Local
in the media about recent ERD Court decisions regardin@Government Association and Planning SA to convene
significant trees, claiming that there is a shift in the way thatliscussions with the affected councils (19 administer this
the court is interpreting the legislation. They say that, in thdegislation) about the administration of the legislation and the
past, a tree had only to pass the two-metre circumference testope of the regulations.
to warrant protection whereas now it must also be deemed a A series of workshops is currently under way (I under-
local landmark. What is the government’s response to thesstand that they have been well attended by council staff), and
claims? Does it propose to make any changes to the legisléhese are providing a useful forum for discussion. | anticipate
tion to provide councils and the general public with morethat these discussions will contribute to the preparation of a
clarity regarding this issue? guideline document that will assist both councils and
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Urban applicants in the preparation and assessment of significant
Development and Planning):I thank the member for his tree development applications. It may also identify possible
important question, and | am happy to provide the memberadministrative and regulatory improvements in procedures
of the council with some clarification on this matter. Thethat could be subject to further investigation by the
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government. | will be pleased to report back to members ointerpreted. If we can, through these discussions, get some
the council on the outcome of these workshops. improvement in how they are enforced, we should do so.
Questions such as age, the qualifications of arborists who
The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | have a supplementary make these decisions and the like are all matters that need to
guestion. What is the time line for this? be looked at.
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | think there have already
been three meetings, and a couple more have been planned. ANIMALS, CRUELTY

It is not always possible to get the experts from each of the The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | seek leave to make an

19 councils together on one day, but we will take however ; ) . .y .
long it takes to resolve these issues. From information fegxplananon t_)(_afqre asking the M|n|ster fo_r Abongmal Aff_alrs
nd Reconciliation, representing the Minister for Environ-

back to me, | think that the most important thing to come ou h . ;
ent and Conservation, questions concerning the enforce-

of these workshops to date is that at least there is now so X -

clarity on the matter. It is clear that some councils have beewefég\fléh;r:r:tegsm'on of Cruelty to Animals Act 1985.
interpreting these regulations somewhat differently from : . '
other councils. If we can at least achieve some consistenc The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: My qfﬂce has been

of approach by producing the guidelines, much greateF/ontacted by Ms Jeannie Walker regarding an attempt by her

. ; X , : -aarian 10 present to the Elizabeth police station video evidence of
certainty will be provided to applicants under this Ieglslatlon.allegeol animal cruelty at the Yankalilla Rodeo. Ms Walker

| also add that it is important that, if this measure is to benforms me that the police would not even look at the video,

Zgggg}laer’] (';tels important that it have widespread Communltylsaying thatit is a job for the RSPCA. In fact, the Prevention

One of the points raised with me in correspondence by f Cruelty to Animals Act clearly states that the police have

member of the other place is that there is a risk that, if peopl :tp?r\:\é eré%ggzeﬁst?ﬂ‘;%i%ﬁg%%“;gggﬁigé ag:u'jnf?orgﬁf
believe that these regulations are not operating appropriate ol .
or fairly, it will defeat their whole purpose, with people erloaded in its attempts to deal with the numerous allega

cutting down trees before the trees reach a girth of tWélgczrr%grrlltjieslt)éo%rs?(ljjgrr;; t(;nlingﬁwen?r?g.Plcgekalewmgh
metres. That would be unfortunate, as it would defeat the 9 Y !

whole purpose. My reason in setting up these workshops igould include ‘the strictest rules for the welfare of rodeo

11y o et some cofidence i th prcessname tha [T, 1 e SOuty, Tgnenng e act wibhave o
is a flexible process and that it will, on the one hand, protec} P P

those significant trees in their correct environment and, on th géiuggfns' Ilettles ?e\év'%ﬂ;/i&ﬁ:d \f/c'ﬁvzhtgatr'é éséglr}:%rtlhgfpg ;SC:S
other hand, it will not exacerbate any risk or damage from P P y P

involving cruelty to animals, which would enable the RSPCA

diseased tree or one .that IS growing t'oo clqse toa bu"d”.]gto put its limited resources to better use. My questions to the
I hope that, from this process, we will achieve some clarity

. X ; . . minister are:
that will put more public confidence in the regulations. AS |4 “\y ot has heen the level of government funding for the
said earlier, | think that the courts are interpreting them in '[h(?Q

; : . X ) SPCA during the previous three years?
way mtended by this parl|.ament.|n 200.0' However, if we can 2. How ma?]y sugcessful prosec)lljtions under the PCA Act
get rid of some of the inconsistencies and ignorance 'S :

misinformation about the operation of the law, | think that we ave the RSPCA and the police conducted respectively in that

3 o : period?
\;V\'/gﬂu;ef:iﬁt;irogﬁitngfg tggﬁ;p:éiﬁgﬁqines will be 3. In light of the Elizabeth police’s refusal to even look

at the evidence, will the minister ask the police minister to

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | have a further supple- inform SAPOL officers of their obligations under the act and,

. . : . if not, why not?
mentary question. In relation to the interpretation by the ERD o - . . I .
Court, particularly with respect to the requirement that the 4. W'.” the minister investigate the feas_lblllty of estabhsh-
tree be a local landmark, if a landowner has, say, a 300 yeéﬂg a police unit for dealing exclusively with the prosecution

; . : e . f cases of cruelty to animals and, if not, why not?
old river red gum in their backyard which is out of sight and® ) ' ;
clearly not a local landmark, will this process look at the The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Correctional

issue of the age of the tree as well as its size? Vinistor o Environmentin anctner piace and bring pack a
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Those are the issues that P 9

really need to be debated. Clearly, some trees grow mor& ply.

quickly than others. The point of view has been put to me that POLICE RESOURCES

some gum trees—for example, grey box trees in the Adelaide

Hills—can be many years old but do not achieve two metres The Hon. A.L. EVANS: | seek leave to make a brief

in diameter. Because they are in the Adelaide Hills, arguablgxplanation before asking the Minister for Industry, Trade

they could be covered under native vegetation legislatiorand Regional Development, representing the Minister for

However, some trees, particularly some species of eucalyptBplice, a question concerning the sale of marijuana.

introduced into the state (such as lemon scented gums, Leave granted.

spotted gums and so on) grow very quickly and will reach the The Hon. A.L. EVANS: My office received a telephone

two-metre trigger very quickly but, because they werecall today from a constituent who advised that he witnessed

introduced into the state, they may not qualify under thea hairdresser in the suburb of Elizabeth selling marijuana to

requirements of significant tree legislation—namely, that theyschoolchildren. My constituent contacted Crimestoppers, who

must be important for biodiversity or be a significanttold him that there was insufficient activity to warrant

landmark. investigation. Then he called the local member's office,
The case the honourable member is raising should be ablghich happened to be the Premier’s office, who also offered

to be adequately handled by the legislation if it is properiittle assistance. My constituent then called the office of the
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member for Morphett, and the member’s ofice spoke with thenore in danger. | quote an extract from Ms Fay’s correspond-
shadow minister for police, Mr Brokenshire. Mr Brokenshireence, as follows:
contacted the Elizabeth police station, which then contacted |t s very upsetting that my children leave their classes early just
my constituent. The sergeant who called from the Elizabetko wait 20 minutes for the late bus. We have given this a go and now
police station advised that the hard truth was simply that thégrrsn \é\ltebaer?a%%wg;rggézﬁfnk Wi?gé?:rﬁgf\:ﬁ grfﬂ?llggs sc;g%"r:iggb nglsiﬁ
p_ollce_ did n_ot_ have enough resources o de"?" with th%Iace for several months r?oev. | do not feel any pr{)gress has taken
situation. This is a very sad situation. My questions to th&ace and so far all my complaints have achieved nothing.
minister are:

1. Why are there not enough police to investigate a crim«levIy
where drugs are being sold to schoolchildren?

2. How serious does a crime have to be in order for it t
be investigated?

3. Whatis the trained response to a member of the publi

. . . L ?
seeking police assistance in the event that staff numbers a (Qoraka_. - . .
critically low and police assistance is unavailable at that 3+ Will he alsoindicate why the schedule for this service
time? was altered so that it became incompatible with school hours?

4. How many times in 2005 has a member of the public 4. Will the minister direct th_e Puplic Transport Division
who has called a police station for assistance been turnedf the DTIE to restore the previous timetable of the 560 bus
away due to the low level of staffing in South Australia? ~OUt€? o

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and
Trade): | will refer those questions to the Minister for Police 1rade): | will refer that question to the Minister for
and ensure that the honourable member receives a reply. THi§ansport in another place and bring back a reply.
government has increased the number of police in this state
to record levels, and one would certainly expect that, if SEAL PUPS
sufficient information is provided in relation to crimes of the

sort that the member mentioned, those matters would ng -Iigﬁal;:gﬂ Sé%rggc;gal ?r?eekh/ll(iarﬁ\s/'?ertoforpacl:(grrzctt)igi;l
investigated. | agree with him that it certainly is a serious, P 9

allegation if someone is selling drugs to young people. OiSerwces a question about a group of prisoners successfully

; o9 g - .rescuing a seal pup.
course, there are alwaysewdentlarylssues|nrelat|ontoth|£. 9 pup

: o : : Leave granted.
1 will refer the matter to the Minister for Police and obtain a
report for the member. The Hon. G.E. GAGO: | understand that last weekend

a group of prisoners and a Department of Environment and
BUS ROUTES Heritage park ranger went to the rescue of a distressed seal
pup, which had been entangled in a fishing net in the 42-mile
The Hon. J.S.L. DAWKINS: | seek leave to make a brief crossing on the Coorong. Can the minister provide honour-
explanation before asking the Minister for Industry andable members with the details of the rescue operation?
Trade, representing the Minister for Transport, a question An honourable member interjecting:
about bus route changes. The Hon. G.E. GAGO: Good idea.
Leave granted. The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal
The Hon. J.S.L. DAWKINS: | have recently received Affairs and Reconciliation): | thank the honourable member
correspondence from Ms Belinda Fay of Modbury North.for her question—and the honourable member is correct, by
Ms Fay is concerned about the ongoing problems her familway of interjection (perhaps not according to standing
is experiencing following the changes to bus route 560 earlieprders). It could have been an important enough matter to
this year. Route 560 runs from the Salisbury Interchange tissue a ministerial statement, but the honourable member beat
Tea Tree Plaza at Modbury, and Ms Fay'’s children utilise thene to it by asking a question. | am happy to report to
service between Tyndale Christian School on Smith Road dtonourable members that the prison work team and the
Salisbury East and the Clovercrest Shopping Centre ddepartment for Environment and Heritage ranger successful-
Modbury North. Ms Fay’s main concerns about the new 560y rescued a seal pup from the fishing net.
service are, first, the inappropriate afternoon scheduling, As honourable members would know, the Department for
which results in her children needing to leave school up t&Correctional Services has an agreement with the Department
15 minutes early each day and, secondly, the need fdor Environment and Heritage for prisoners from Port August
passengers to change buses at Pooraka. Prison to work in the mobile outback work camps in the
Ms Fay was advised by the Office of Public TransportCoorong National Park. Such work has been ongoing since
(now the Public Transport Division of the Department of1997. A MOW Camp, or Motown camp as some call them,
Transport, Infrastructure and Energy) that the bus changs currently underway at the Coorong, where several low
would run smoothly and safely, with one bus waiting for thesecurity prisoners are working to upgrade the park’s facilities.
other. However, on five occasions since the route changéwould also like to acknowledge the work they did on a
Ms Fay'’s children have been forced to wait unsupervised forecent rebuilding, remodelling and preservation of a heritage
periods of up to 20 minutes because the connecting bus hasilding just outside that national park. The house itself was
not arrived. This leaves her children, including a seven-yeam@an old settler's house which was deteriorating—it certainly
old girl, in a vulnerable situation. had a lot of cracking—and the prisoners did a wonderful job
Ms Fay has taken up this issue with Torrens Transitpn that.
which has suggested moving the connecting point to a less They also did a wonderful job in rescuing the pup from the
busy location. However, she doubts that such a move wouldet it had been caught in. Last Sunday a member of the public
make the children less vulnerable and may even put themlerted the DEH that he had sighted a seal pup in serious

questions are:
1. Will the minister indicate the level of patronage of the
oorevious 560 bus service for 2004-05?

2. Will the minister indicate the reasons for altering the
Eervice so that it requires passengers to change buses at
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difficulties on the beach at 42 Mile Crossing, a place manyrhis is virtually a demand by the proponent that this infra-
members here would be familiar with. The pup was entangledtructure needs to be provided. The other question that was
in the remnants of a fishing net over its head and front finasked was: will the proposed development comply with the
The DEH organised with MOW camp field supervisor Robzoning requirements? The brief answer to that is yes. The
Burt for three low security prisoners to travel with the DEH zoning requirements will allow only up to 25 units in such a
ranger to 42 Mile Crossing to try to capture the seal pup angroposal. In fact, the proposal in definition 5.1.2 allows for
cut away the fishing net. They succeeded in rescuing the pu#b guest suites in a linear building which is linked by an
and, after being freed, it returned to the sea—and you wouldnclosed walkway. Indeed, from that point of view, there are
be grateful for that, Mr President. 25 units. However, 5.1.3 states:

The successful rescue attempt highlights the high level of The staff village contains seven separate accommodation
cooperation between the DEH and the Department fobuildings which will house up to 20 staff members.

Correctional Services, and the good community workyy questions are:
undertaken by prisoners through the MOW camps. lamtold "1 The observation that the SATC has sought collabor-
that the rescue effort ran very smoothly. ation and support from other relevant state government

The Hon. A.J. Redford: Does Kevin Foley know about agencies to assist in realising this development, does this
this? This could be the end of it. confirm that the government supports the proposal?

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | will take time out to give 2. The proponent says that assistance will be needed with
him a briefing on this. It took just two hours from the initial the access road, the provision of electrical power, the water
report of the seal pup in distress before the DEH ranger angupply, waste water treatment and bushfire protection, yet in
the prisoners arrived at the scene to make their successfitleir own words this proposal is a six-star ‘wow wow’
rescue attempt. development, so why does such a proposal need a taxpayer

The MOW camps provide an invaluable resource for thesubsidy?

DEH, with a great deal of clean-up and upgrading work inthe 3. How can the answer yes to complying with the zoning
state’s conservation parks completed by prisoners. Work alsequirements be accurate when there is the requirement for
helps prisoners learn new skills ahead of their release fromseven accommodation buildings other than the 25 maximum
prison, and | put on record my congratulations and thanks tthat the zoning controls allow?

the DEH ranger and the prisoners involved for their efforts, The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Urban

above and beyond the great work being done by the Coororgevelopment and Planning) The Hanson Bay development
MOW camp. | also remind South Australians that rubbish an(éthe proposed Southern Ocean Lodge) is certainly being
fishing materials must be discarded appropriately to ensursupported by the Tourism Commission. Other agencies of
that they do not cause harm to wildlife and the environmentgovemmem, such as DEH, EPA, and others, have their own

An honourable member interjecting: view in relation to this matter. This project has been declared

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: Especially nets, as the a major project. Incidentally, it is a controlled action under
honourable member says. Those of us who visit the area (#¢e Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation
I know the Hon. Angus Redford does) know that fishing lineAct of the commonwealth, so assessment will be required by
entanglements also cause problems with sea birds and sé& commonwealth environment minister; and | believe that
life, and | call on everyone using those devices for recreatiowill be undertaken concurrently.

to discard them properly. As the honourable member said, there are a number of
issues in relation to this project. As | pointed out in answer
KANGAROO ISLAND RESORT to another question, it does have the opportunity to provide

significant economic development on the island and provide

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: | seek leave to make an accommodation for a number of people who might not
explanation before asking the Minister for Industry andotherwise have the opportunity to visit that location. Against
Trade, and his further responsibility as Minister for Urbanthat there are the other issues that the honourable member
Development and Planning, a question relating to thepointed out. It has been declared a major project, so all those
proposed Hanson Bay development on Kangaroo Island. matters can be looked at. As | pointed out, | think in answer

Leave granted. to a question from the honourable member a month ago, the

The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN:  Earlier this week the mMajor development panel around that time considered
minister provided an answer to a question asked by mglevelopment application documentation and released an
colleague, the Hon. Sandra Kanck, on 25 June 2004 regardifggUes paper on 15 September. In fact, on 15 September it
the proposed development at Hanson Bay on Kangarolggzleased an issues paper for consultation with both the public
Island. In part the answer provided said: and relevant government agencies. _

The South Australian Tourism Commission (SATC) first became, blln relatlt?n io l}(h%sebcor;cti part of thel():]gglstloré t?te.h?n?ur-
aware of this development proposal in early 2003. On 21 Februarg®'€ Membertalked about taxpayer subsidies. Lertainly, from
2005, a state government inter-agency meeting to discuss tH®8Y point of view | do not see this project being one that
proposal was attended by officers from the Department for Environwould receive any taxpayer subsidy. | have not seen any

ment and Heritage (DEH), Department of Water, Land andy, | that thi velopment should receive anv tax r
Biodiversity Conservation (DWLBC), Office of Infrastructuredp oposal that this development should receive any taxpaye

Development (OFID) and the SATC. The SATC has had a numbesubsidy. In relation to infrastructure support for things such

of meetings with the proponent and sought collaboration and suppo@S roads—

from other relevant state government agencies to assist in realising The Hon. IAN GILFILLAN: Mr President, there is so

th'STieVdOpmemih htinfrastruct for the devel much hubbub there is no way | can hear the minister’s
e proponent has sought infrastructure support for the develops A ;

ment and has indicated assistance would be needed with the acc&i& <" whether or r_]Ot Itis |nteII|gent'. ' .

road, provision of electrical power, water supply, waste water 1he PRESIDENT: The Hon. Mr Giffillan is absolutely

treatment and bushfire protection. correct.
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The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: In relation to support the | also note that the state Labor Party policy, under ‘Justice
project might need, | do not see that as implying there woul@dnd the Law: Our rights and responsibilities’, at paragraph
be taxpayer subsidies. In relation to roads and the like, 121, states:
would have thought that what they are asking for would be = Recognise the role of community legal centres in the areas of
an upgrading of the main road that goes to the base or turmegal assistance, legal education, law reform, mediation, financial
off of the development, which would probably be a matter forand debt counselling and to provide financial support to enable them
the council. All those matters will be considered before any© Mmeet these objectives.
application is finally decided, and there is a long way to gadMy questions to the minister are:
yet within the process. | am certainly not aware that any 1. What commitment does the government have to the
taxpayer subsidy would be provided, but | guess that, like angngoing funding of community legal centres?
development anywhere, there are always infrastructure issues. 2. Does the government concede that the current position

Any development of that nature will inevitably put of the Roma Mitchell Community Legal Centre is virtually
pressure on infrastructure, and | would expect that anylntenable and that it may well face a significant restriction
government response to that would be the same as we woult €ven closure of its activities without further funding?
do for any development elsewhere—that is, if there are public 3. Should the Roma Mitchell Community Legal Centre
benefits in relation to providing public infrastructure, theyclose down, will that mean that there will be a significant
would be looked at in that context. However, | would not seecontraction in the services provided to South Australians
those as being subsidisation by the taxpayer. In any case, #firough the Community Legal Centre structure?
those matters will be looked at as part of the major project 4. Has the government received representations in the past
proposal. | personally have not seen the issues that have confeee years about the continuing funding and existence of the
out in the paper, but | am sure there will be plenty of debateentre and the good work that it does?
in relation to those matters and that it will be very closely  The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and
considered by the community. Trade): | will refer the question to the Attorney-General in

another place and bring back a reply.

ROMA MITCHELL COMMUNITY LEGAL

CENTRE YAITYA WARRA WODLI LANGUAGE CENTRE

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | seek leave to make a brief
dexplanation before asking the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
ﬁgd Reconciliation a question about the Yaitya Warra Wodli
Language Centre.

Leave granted.

Leave granted. The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: The opposition has been

The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: The Roma Mitchell approached by Ms Val Power OAM, the chair of the Yaitya
Community Legal Centre based in Norwood has beeWarra Wodli Language Centre, which has operated for a
providing free legal advice since 1979 to not only membersiumber of years from premises given to it by the South
of the local community but also the wider community in the Australian Department of Aboriginal Affairs about 10 or 12
metropolitan area. The centre is staffed by a number ofears ago on Churchill Road at Prospect. Ms Power acknow-
volunteer legal staff. Since 1979 the centre has received iledges that the centre has been largely funded by the
excess of $450 000 in state and commonwealth governmenommonwealth in recent years, but as a result of changing
grants in order to provide these free legal services to th&inding arrangements those sources are no longer available.
community. The centre has literally assisted many thousandds Power contacted both Premier Rann and the minister but
of South Australians over the years. In the mid 1990s theeceived no satisfactory reply from them. She also approach-
centre provided advocacy services for those seeking remedied the department for assistance without result.
and advice under the Disability Discrimination Act. Subse- It was pointed out to me that the minister himself is a great
quently, it obtained a further grant to provide advice andsupporter, certainly in words, of the language centre. In April
advocacy in relation to employment law. | am advised thaR004 he wrote commending its activities, as follows:
the centre has had a key role in providing mediation services gry few Aboriginal languages remain in use in Australia. This
since 1984 and has provided these services on a statewiéparticularly the case in South Australia where, apart from the
basis. Pitjantjatjara language, most surviving languages are either not
spoken at all or spoken only occasionally. The centre has made a

However, inrecentyears, despite the excellent reputatiogignificant contribution to ensuring the survival and use of South
of the centre and the advice and assistance it has given to 8astralian Aboriginal language since its inception. The clear link

many South Australians, the centre has been starved 8gtween language and enhancement of culture makes the work
government funding and is struggling to provide the level 01carned out by the centre all the more valuable and indispensable.
services it once provided. | understand that there are verft that time the minister said he would write to the Minister
serious concerns within the legal community that the centréor Education and Children’s Services (Hon. Jane Lomax-
may not be able to survive unless it receives some smafmith) and the vice-chancellors of the universities, seeking
injection of funds. | understand the centre was unsuccessfaissistance for the continued existence of the centre. My
with a 2001 funding application. It has been put to me that thegluestions are:

terms of the tender were stacked against the centre, particular- 1. Did the minister write to the Minister for Education

ly the requirement, as | understand it, that the tender had tand Children’s Services as he said he would? What was her
be for a centre within the City of Adelaide. | also note thatresponse? What was the response of the universities and
some 15 to 20 lawyers are prepared to continue to providethers to whom he made representations about the continu-
their services to the centre free of charge. ance of the centre?

The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: | seek leave to make a
brief explanation before asking the Minister for Industry an
Trade, representing the Attorney-General, questions about t
Roma Mitchell Community Legal Centre.



3046 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Thursday 10 November 2005

2. Will the government provide assistance for the centrestate bodies that have had a good history of preservation in
and, if not, how does the minister reconcile that with thisthis case, then the state is going to struggle to pick up dollar
government’s lofty rhetoric about its support for Aboriginal for dollar the withdrawal of funds that has occurred with this
programs and the minister’s specific support for the work opolicy change.
this centre? We are working with the commonwealth to work out

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal interim policies on funding withdrawal, and we want to be
Affairs and Reconciliation): | thank the honourable member notified directly by the commonwealth when these funding
for his question and for being so brave as to put forward aegimes are to be withdrawn so that we can, if we are able,
guestion to a state minister who is struggling with the neweplace those funding streams with alternative funding
funding arrangements the commonwealth has set in plaggreams and to work with other bodies and organisations for
with its changed policies. We are working closely with all non-profit to try to fill those gaps.
parties in South Australia to try to maximise the returns to
Aboriginal people within this state, but when you have a NORTHERN ADELAIDE PLAINS, FLOODING
commonwealth policy that changes its emphasis from funding
centralised bodies like the language centre, as the honourable The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO (Minister for Mental
member openly and honestly describes, and then rediredttealth and Substance Abuse)t lay on the table a minister-
some of the funding—not all of it—that was directed to theial statement relating to northern Adelaide plains flooding
centre to local communities for language preservation, it isnade today in another place by the Minister for Agriculture,
very difficult for states if they are not involved in those Food and Fisheries.
discussions to maintain the funding levels that were the
commonwealth’s obligation and responsibility. MATTER OF PRIVILEGE

The centre has played a valuable role in South Australia
in protecting language and liaising with and working with The PRESIDENT: Before we return to the business of
communities, encouraging communities to document théhe day, yesterday, in this council, the Hon. Mr Redford
history of their communities, language preservation included;aised what he deemed to be a matter of privilege. The matter
and also encouraging individuals to write books in relationconcerned a news release by the Minister for Agriculture,
to the recorded history of their communities and language. FFood and Fisheries in another place. The Hon. Mr Redford
has generally played what | would have thought to be delieved that the press release, concerning a motion to
constructive role in that endeavour. disallow the commercial net fishing regulations, ‘seeks to

| attended a meeting with the people attached to the centraisrepresent the work of the committee’, that is, the
along with two commonwealth officers. No indication was Legislative Review Committee, and, in particular, reflects
given that the funding was going to be withdrawn, althoughupon the conduct of the Hon. Mr A.J. Redford as a member
some issues were related to the transparency of the fundirg that committee. | draw the attention of honourable
streams that the centre was experiencing at that time. Thoseembers to the Legislative Council standing order No. 399,
administrative problems were fixed, and one would havevhich provides:
assumed that the funding streams would have continued i any information come before a Committee that charges any
because there was no other reason to suspend funding to thédmber of the Council, the Committee shall only direct that the
centre. Unfortunately, that was not the case. The funding wasouncil pe acquainted with the matter of such information, without
cut. proceeding further thereupon.

The honourable member is correct that we have amn matters affecting committees appointed under the Parlia-
obligation to preserve those culturally acceptable preservatiomentary Committees Act 1991, the Legislative Council
programs that are running, in this case in relation to languagstanding orders apply. Accordingly, | suggest to the
| took some steps at that time to discuss the issues with tHéon. Mr Redford that he refer this matter to the Legislative
commonwealth in follow-up correspondence. | will get aReview Committee if he wishes to pursue the matter. The
copy of the correspondence. | do not have a clear recollectiocommittee should then make a special report to both houses
of those people who we contacted at a personal level throudbr their consideration. That ought to clarify the situation for
telephone calls and correspondence, but that was considet honourable members if they read tHansard.
able. We were not as successful in being able to stop the
policy direction from changing as we would have liked, but ADELAIDE PARK LANDS BILL
DAARE officers have met with people from the centre to try
to work out an arrangement with the tertiary institutions that  Adjourned debate on second reading.
have funds available from time to time for the preservation (Continued from 9 November. Page 3020.)
of language or that shift the direction of the cooperative
pattern of work from just a centre working with communities  The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | rise to indicate that |
to working with the tertiary institutions in the centre whilst support the bill and indeed support the comments made by the
working with communities. Hon. Caroline Schaefer in relation to the bill on behalf of the

Funds are available for programs like that on a one-ofbpposition. | propose to canvass only one issue with respect
basis in a lot of cases, but in no way is it appropriate to beo the bill, that is, the future of Victoria Park Racecourse and
able to run a centre such as that with language preservatidts future use as a racecourse. In that respect, | indicate that
as its core by applying for one-off funding grants. | under-l speak in my capacity as shadow minister for racing. With
stand the plea that Val Power and others who work in théhe support of my opposition colleagues, | will move an
centre are making, who have been on the board for a longmendment to permit Adelaide City Council to grant a
time protecting the centre. However, unless thed9-year lease to the South Australian Jockey Club for the
commonwealth changes its plans for the centre and its policyictoria Park Racecourse for the purpose of horseracing only.
on working directly with communities, instead of through | will give some background in relation to this issue.
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The South Australian Jockey Club (SAJC) currently | have seen two separate plans and, without committing
operates on a periodic tenancy, as the terms of its recent leameyone in relation to car racing, which needs another debate
have now expired. | understand that, at this stage, progress another day, the plans | saw at least in relation to horse
in relation to negotiating the lease with the Adelaide Cityracing looked pretty reasonable, although | have not had the
Council is proceeding at a snail’s pace, if at all. Following theopportunity to see what public reaction there might be. I am
fire at Victoria Park in the early 1990s, | understand that aure the Hon. lan Gilfillan has, and | will be interested to hear
sum of nearly $1 million (the proceeds of an insurance claimpis comments at some stage.
is being held in a trust account pending the redevelopment of The article says that in August 2004 Treasurer Kevin
the Victoria Park grandstand. | understand that this monegoley said the government would consider rejuvenating the
cannot be used for any other purpose and that, if it is not teun-down complex. We all know that when this government
be used to upgrade the grandstand, it is to be returned to tli@ys it will consider something it might happen in the 21st
insurance company. | am not sure whether there are any timgntury, but you never know. The article goes on and says:
limits, but | Sl{spect there are not. | also unders’Fand that the Since then, however, the SA Jockey Club has been told by the
South Australian Jockey Club has resolved that it needs only,yernment nothing will be done before the March 18 election.
two metropolitan racetracks, and its members have approv

d . . . .
the sale of Cheltenham racetrack. This took place iﬁs that not typical? According to this article, the government

September last year, although a general meeting is to be hdfS2¥ing to the jockey club, ‘Hey, keep quiet about this.
on Monday night to revisit the decision. That issue is a mattePON't tell anyone what you're going to do and then, after the

for the South Australian Jockey Club and its members. ~ €léction, we'll go outand do a deal with you.” | do not think
I will expand on that later in relation to Cheltenham, butthat the South Australian people are mugs. | think they will

the position of the opposition is that it is a matter for thed®mand that the state government place a position on the

jockey club and its members and not a matter for thigecord about what it believes should happen in the future in

parliament or the government to determine what should ofelation to Victoria Park, and that is one of the most signifi-
nt reasons that have led me to move this amendment,

should not happen in relation to Cheltenham, except to s >~ - .
that any proposal they come up with should comply withP€cause it is a subject that the people of South Australia—the

planning, development and other appropriate legal requiré_e&dents who live nearby and who use the Parklands—oug_ht
ments, just as any other developer or land owner would bk knov_v. The governr_nent_ought to come clean about What it
required to comply with. willdoin relatl_on to Victoria Park Racecourse should it win

It is clear that the current facilities at Victoria Park canthe next election. The article continues:
only be described as disgraceful. There are significant parts But Mr Conlon said he had been waiting to hear from the SAJC
of the facilities at Victoria Park that ought to be condemnedabout their plans. ‘I've been surprised they haven't beaten a path to
and from my observation they come close to being a risk t gn?f)h[ tr;\gyrewgfrt]??é tg?k?g'%el%%ybggﬂ (‘:’\c’)ar;'}??n tt%eh?f;;tf;g?g_
the safety of the public. Itis also my view and the view of thepjght.
opposition—and | suspect anyone who has any understandi . .
o? tgusiness or moneyEthat itx\l/vould be inheren)gly improbablglg]e article goes on to state that, apparently, a meeting h?‘S
that the South Australian Jockey Club would invest th now been arranged for 15 November. So, there we have it.

N g L his whole development—not an insignificant development
necessary money in Victoria Park to bring it up to scratch or o ! ’
to put it up o a certain standard. might add—has been sitting there on the shelf in the state

Itis also clear to the opposition that there is Widesprea?oYerntrrr:e{]thbovv\ilersiéollovr\]n?g ?nr gnUOﬁnggmentrbx_ge\\llle
community support for the continuation of horse racing a Orgyl X% € Otuh ﬁonSPetri ijL(j: enlan P? ab u n ci)ttin
Victoria Park, as evidenced by the large crowds that atten piex because the Hon. Fatrick L.on'on has been Sitting

. : e waiting for someone to ring him. This is a fellow who
the pre-Christmas race meeting. Any amendment we seek er ;
move in relation to this bill does not include any car racing.getS 160 or 170 grand a year, a white car, half a dozen staff

Our party has not made any decision about car racing anaain.d.a bit of overseas travel (from what | read). Jf | was the
will listen intently to the views of the Hon. lan Gilfillan. minister, | would be going out there and saying, ‘Now, hang

That takes me to my next observation in relation to thlji‘n' what is going on here? We need to know.” Anyway, this

issue, namely, that the Adelaide Parklands PreservatigheS Sat there and gathered dust and, from sources | have
Association, through its chair (Hon. lan Gilfillan—and | hope eard, the jockey C_|Ub was_ a bit surpnse_d at thgt comment.
| am not verballing him), has indicated that the association Whatwas mostinteresting, and consistent with briefings
has no objection to the continuation of horse racing in thd have received from the racing industry, is that the plan to
parklands, although it has strong reservations or objectior$>€ the multi-use facility returns a significant amount of open
to any car racing. In that respect, whatever | seek to do her@Pace and, depending on which plan one is looking at, the
does not cut across anything the association might believe f9inimum return of open space is 63 000 square metres. | also
be the case here. note that, in relation to at least the plans for horse racing, the
The issue regarding Victoria Park and racing has draggeq)ntinued and current use py the citize_ns of this fair city to
on for years now. Last Sunday an article was published in thwalk, to walk their dogs, to jog and various other forms of
Sunday Mail at page 42 by Kevin Naughton, headed appropri&CCess to Victoria Park_ woulql continue unimpeded and,
ately ‘No-one wants to revamp Victoria Park—they could doindeed, as | understand it, the jockey club supports—
with a gee-up’. The article refers to a $34 million plan to ~ The Hon. lan Gilfillan: Just racing on its own, fine—
redevelop the dilapidated Victoria Park racecourse, and it The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | am being very careful, if
asserts that the plan is gathering dust in a state governmeintan accept the Hon. lan Gilfillan’s interjection, to be
office. | have seen two plans presented to me by the Soutibsolutely consistent with the sentiment that he just express-
Australian Jockey Club. One is a plan in relation to theed. Indeed, the article points out that racing began there in
development of Victoria Park for horse racing and the othefl847 and has continued since. From a personal point of view,
is a collocation of horse racing and motor racing. | very much enjoy going to the horse races at Victoria Park—
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and, indeed, over the past few years the race meeting just seven people. He came bowling in and looked at me (and

before Christmas has been an outstanding success. it was not the warmest greeting | have ever had), and
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: It's pretty hard to back a immediately went over and sat next to Rod Sawford. |
winner down there, though! thought to myself, ‘This is a Labor/Liberal thing. He doesn’t

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Yes—the Hon. Terry like me because | am a Liberal and | am in his seat, and |
Cameron obviously speaks from wounded experience. shouldn't be there because he thinks he owns it.” | thought he
would suspect that, with an appropriate capital injection, thevent over to have a polite chat with the member for Port
track might be upgraded and we might see some morAdelaide. Then | started to hear some raised voices, and the
consistency in results. next thing | heard was, ‘This is a set up.’ | thought, ‘Hang on;

The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: I’m going to listen to this. This could be interesting.’ Things

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: If the member backed Red sort of died down at this stage. | did not realise this until after
Handed, he is aging himself, because Red Handed had retiretead about it, and | am sure that the Hon. Jay Weatherill did
before | was even allowed to bet. There has been a real lagpt know about it, either—either that or he is stupid—but
in terms of what this government proposes to do with whathere happened to be a Messenger journalist sitting about two
is now rapidly becoming an eyesore with respect to Victorisseats behind me, and she was obviously listening to this as
Park. Can | politely say to members of the government: youwvell.
get elected to government, you get your $180 000 a year, a The meeting opened and a woman stood up and started to
white car and all these staff. You know what we want, justtalk about the history of Cheltenham, and she did mention
ordinary South Australians? We want a bit of leadership. BuVictoria Park. | guess she got about two-thirds of the way
we have seen none. So it has fallen to us to display sontérough her speech before she said, ‘I am not doing this any
leadership. Indeed, it is disappointing that when it comes tonore; | am not doing this’, and she charged out of the
Victoria Park and other issues this government seems to wanteeting. | thought, ‘Hang on; | don’t know what is happening
to say one thing to one group of people and another thing there, but I'll sit and listen and watch’, because it was getting
another group. | think people need to know what the positiomore interesting. Then the Hon. Jay Weatherill stood up,
is vis-a-vis their decisions before and not after the electiongrabbed the microphone, and said, ‘This is a disgrace.’ He

Back in August | was invited to attend a public meetingsaid, ‘This is a Liberals’ set-up. The Liberals set up this
at Cheltenham to discuss the future of the Cheltenhammeeting.’ | started to think, ‘I am not bad here. | have
racecourse—indeed, representatives of Preserving tleeganised a meeting with about 65 people. | know one person.
Parklands were invited as guest speakers to that meeting k&now the other person.’ | thought, ‘Maybe Sue Lawrie has
talk about Victoria Park, because there is a view out there thatone this.’ | said, Sue, did you get all these people here?’ She
what might happen with Cheltenham is completely dependersaid, ‘No, | didn't get anyone here. | just got a notice to come
upon what might happen at Victoria Park, and vice versa. dlong.” We did it by telepathy; we organised this meeting.
do not actually share that view; | think it is possible for Then it was on for young and old. | do not know what the
Victoria Park to be redeveloped and remain separate andember for Port Adelaide has done to the Hon. Jay
distinct from Cheltenham, but that is a matter for the JockeWVeatherill, but | do not think that whatever he has done
Club to decide. warrants such a display. Most of the words, if | started to

I have to say that | went to this public meeting with mixed repeat what was said, would be unparliamentary.
feelings, because | knew | was going to be saying something The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Different factions.
to the local residents of Cheltenham that they were not going The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: It was hilarious. Do you
to like—I think they would have expected me to stand up andhink the Hon. Jay Weatherill would sit around to listen to the
say that | would do everything in my power to stop the salemember for Port Adelaide’s response about his view on it?
of Cheltenham. | went down there fully knowing that | was No; he stormed right out, and that was the last | saw him. |
going to give my 10 minute speech, they were going to bogead a note in the paper following that incident that there is
me all the way through, | was going to get a couple of hard threat of legal action between the Hon. Jay Weatherill and
questions, and no-one would offer me a cup of tea afterwardghe member for Port Adelaide. Mr President, there is a habit
That is what | thought would happen, and at least | wouldbf legal disputes going on in your party; | have seen it.
have had the benefit of listening to the speakers from the | did write a letter to the editor and, for the benefit of
Adelaide Parklands—something | know that you,members, | will read it intdHansard and then bring this
Mr President, and all of us in this chamber would enjoy.  contribution to a close. The letter states:

| went down there and | saw that the federal member for ey, i, | refer to your article ‘Labour stunt brawl’ (Messenger
Port Adelaide, Rod Sawford, was also there. | do not knoweg.9.05) in which federal Labor MP Rod Sawford has demanded an
Mr Sawford all that well—I have met him on a couple of apology from ministers Atkinson—
occasions; he has never done anything to me and | have nefere is a familiar name—
done anything to hlm—but.we ShOOk. hands and Sa'q;md Weatherill for accusing him of being part of a Liberal Party
‘gooday’, and he sat on one side of the aisle and | sat on th@ynt.
other. | sat there for a little while, and people were sitting up  Normally, | do not involve myself in the continuous and never
at the top table, and then the candidate for Port Adelaide, wrﬁ;?(i_ng b?gvlég nAS%IIt’urégltlggi geégvsaetpnthe cf)ﬁgtl)ogjt(l?lst rlﬁné ;gg mﬁ/
happens to be an old f”e,nd of mine, came in and sat down”nak?%r?exéeption as this particular brga\rf)vl all)(/egedlyinvolves me and
next to me. | said to her, ‘Gee, Sue, that means | know tWehe | iberal Party candidate for Cheltenham, Sue Lawrie.
people here.’ That was it. | knew Mr Sawford, but not very | advise that | attended a community meeting at Cheltenham
well, and | knew Sue Laurie, our candidate for Port AdelaideCommunity Centre on 21 August 2005 at the invitation of a local

who | knew a lot better—she is a good candidate and a goo@sident to explain the opposition's view regarding the SAJC's
| | resident proposal to sell Cheltenham. | did not have any discussions or
oca o meetings with Mr Sawford prior to the meeting.

We Chatted a b|t and then the member for Cheltenham, the What followed was the most extraordinary Latham-like

Hon. Jay Weatherill, came rolling in with an entourage of sixperformance on the part of minister Weatherill | have ever seen from
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a minister of the crown in my nearly 12 years in politics which hasAdelaide residents, for the first time in the history of this city,
been accurately reported in the Messenger. Mr Weatherill madgan rest assured that they will keep the Adelaide Parklands

some extraordinary and inaccurate statements and then stormed ; HEN AR )
of the meeting taking a small entourage with him, leaving everyongaF ever. In fact, if some of the Hon. lan Gilfillan’s amend

at the meeting stunned. ments are corrected, we should see a significant improvement
It is clear that Mr Sawford is owed an apology and, if legal in the parklands. In my opinion, the Adelaide Parklands are
proceedings do follow, | am available to set the record straight angrobably the crown jewels of the City of Adelaide, and | am

give evidence. In the meantime, Sue Lawrie and | will continue topeased to be able to support a bill that will ensure their long-
represent constituents and develop policy rather than engage Brm protection

internal brawling.

Following that stunt, a very interesting speech was given by The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS (Minister for Aboriginal
members from the Adelaide Parklands; and | enjoyed it veryffairs and Reconciliation): | thank honourable members
much. What is really interesting is that | was invited to speakfor their contribution to the second reading debate. The
Far be it from giving my 10 minutes and telling them the badcomments were many and varied—

news: they were in ‘shock and awe’ at the performance of The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

minister Weatherill over this. | did not get any questionsand - The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: It certainly was a heartfelt

| was treated favourably. It seems to me that the Labor Partgontribution from the Hon. Angus Redford. | understand the
first, has to stop being duplicitous; secondly, it must come oUhany nuances the honourable member described in his
with a policy and come clean with what it will do vis-a-vis gpeech and I, too, will stay out of that debate at this particular
Victoria Park; and, thirdly, it must take some leadership rolgjme. The Hon. Mr Gilfillan provided a positive and extensive

in all this. I commend the bill. response in defence of both the tenor of the bill and of the
. . . parklands as a whole.
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: It was not my intention to In his closing remarks, the Hon. Mr Gilfillan made the

speak on this bill, but I looked across at the Hon. lan Gilfillan, oint that there was no reference in either the second reading
and thought perhaps | had better make a brief contributioryy anation or the bill to the proposed grant of $1 million to
'V'e”?befs qf this council .W”.I recall .that | did support a agelaide City Council in lieu of its three ward allocation
previous Liberal Party bill in relation to the Adelaide yhich s 1o be repealed by the bill. There was in fact meant
parklands. If my memory serves me correctly, although h¢, e reference to this in the second reading explanation.

never had a go at me, the Hon. lan Gilfillan was not venygever, it was inadvertently left out. Following the

pleased with the position | took on that occasion. | take thﬁ?eference to Adelaide City Council having to consult with the

opportunity to reassure him that, like every member in thigyyernment prior to directing the authority, the second
council, | am a supporter of the parklands and | acted inwhal5ing explanation was meant to contain the following
| thought was the parklands’ best interests. passage:

Inrelation to the b'” before u‘s, one_could be mlsch|e_v?us To assist the council in servicing the new authority and to assist
and seek to amend it from the ‘Adelaide Park Lands Bill’ toj, jmplementing the government's water-proofing Adelaide strategy,
the ‘lan Gilfillan Park Lands Bill'. It would be an appropriate the government also announced in March this year its intention to
testimonial to the more than a decade of work the Hon. lameplace the current unlimited free potable water arrangement under
Gilfillan has done on behalf of the Adelaide Parklandsthe Water Works Act 1932 with a $1 million annual grant.

Whilst | do not agree with every statement he has made in hiAs a consequence, this bill repeals the free water entitlement
capacity as President of the Adelaide Parklands Preservatiém Adelaide City Council and a grant agreement is currently
Association, | would put it to the council that, if it were not being formulated for the purposes of providing funding to the
for his involvement with and leadership of that associationgouncil. The second statutory principle is for the Parklands
this bill probably would never have made it to the parliamentas a whole to be held for the use and enjoyment of the public
and/or would have had no chance of getting through th&hile recognising restrictions to public access exist in certain
parliament. situations. This corrects the omission in relation to the

As you travel around the world and then come back tgroposed grant and provides continuity for the following
Adelaide, it brings home to you immediately just how lucky paragraph in the second reading explanation:
we are here in South Australia to have the Adelaide The intention is to provide an annual grant which is fair and
Parklands. | believe they give Adelaide a distinctive andeasonable by compensation to the council at an adequate level

unique character, which sets Adelaide apart from any othé¥hich recognises its historical average use over recent years while
; roviding an incentive to explore and implement water efficiency

capital city in Australia. It has always been my desire to Seﬁusasures in the parklands. Recent discussions have centred on
the Adelaide Parklands preserved, | place on the record Myfarifying the actual amount the council has been using with SA
commendation to the Hon. lan Gilfillan for leading what | Water before finalising the grant amount and agreement.
believe has been a magnificent campaign to ensure that tiy@addition, an amendment has been filed which addresses the
parklands are protected. Who knows, perhaps one day a littgsvernment's intent to negotiate a suitable agreement in lieu
statue will be erected in the parklands to— of the free water. The Hon. Mr Gilfillan also sought an
The Hon. J.SL. Dawkinsinterjecting: explanation of clause 25 of the bill regarding provisions
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: They could do that, too. |  relating to specific land, in particular subclause (4) regarding
am being sincere when | say this, in honouring the work herown rights in respect of the River Torrens. The whole of
has done to preserve the parklands. | support this legislatiorthis clause is simply transferred from part 1 of schedule 8 of
| have had a bit of a look at the 4% pages of amendment$e Local Government Act 1999 and is derived in turn from
submitted by the Hon. lan Gilfillan and, without going historical provisions of the Local Government Act 1934. The
through the details, because it would be too time consumingrovision merely reflects the fact that while the dam, the lake
| indicate that it is my intention to support most of them.  (or is that ‘the damn lake’?) and River Torrens are under the
Once this bill has been passed, provided some of the Hogare, control and management of council, the land they sit on
lan Gilfillan’s amendments are included in the bill, I think is still owned by the Crown, and some land on the shore of
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the lake is still under the care and control of the Crown, mosAnother example is the actions of parliament in 1927 when
notably three rowing clubs. Though the government is eaget specifically dedicated land on the corner of North Terrace
to have the council take control of these rowing club reserveand Kintore Avenue as a site for a national soldiers’ war
as soon as the clubs and council can negotiate appropriatgemorial. We need to ensure that special dedications such as
new tenure terms, and in transferring these provisions frorthis are not inadvertently overridden because of lack of
the Local Government Act 1999, no significant change idlexibility in the interpretation of this bill; consequently,
being made. clarifying provision clause 15(5) has been included.

Another explanation sought by the Hon. Mr Gilfillanisthe  One of the amendments is to make all developments
definition of minor works in respect of amendments towithin the parklands Category 3. Such a proposal would
section 49 of the Development Act 1993. The answer to thisesult in the development planning system unnecessarily
is simple. Minor works are defined by regulation under thebeing bogged down by frivolous and vexatious representa-
Development Act. Schedule 14 of the Development Regulations and appeals. The appropriate system is to have the new
tions 1993 currently defines and sets out all the existinguthority comment on any review of the development plan for
minor works for which Crown development approval the parklands and make submissions on what changes are
pursuant to section 49 is not required. The clause in the bilequired to complying and non-complying developments so
under question simply provides the option to similarly defineas to establish a system which balances parklands protection
the list, some Crown minor works by regulation, like thoseagainst good public administration. The final amendments
in schedule 14 in relation to the parklands for which developproposed by the Hon. lan Gilfillan, which amendments | wish
ment approval is not required. This system is needed in orde¢o raise at this time, relate to the South Australian Motor
to ensure essential infrastructure works on land under the caBport Act 1984. While appreciating the intent behind these
and control of the Crown agencies, such as rail track mainteamendments, other consequences arise from them which
nance or internal building fitouts, does not grind to a haltmake them impracticable and unworkable in their current
through the need to continue to obtain development approvabrm. A number of other issues, which have been raised in the
However, the government acknowledges the amendmengsnendments filed by the Hon. lan Gilfillan, are matters which
filed by the Hon. Mr Gilfillan on this matter and has | will deal with as they arise in committee.
incorporated them into our own amendments to sections 49 |thank the Hon. Caroline Schaefer for her general support
and 49A of the Development Act that | have filed. for the bill which seeks, in her own words, ‘to protect a major

I now turn to some other amendments filed by the Honpiece of iconic space around the city of Adelaide’. The
Mr Gilfillan. A number of amendments are filed in respectHon. Ms Schaefer raised questions about consultation with
of removing the capacity for road variations. It is importantsporting bodies occupying the parklands. On this point, it
to note that the bill only creates a mechanism for varying ashould be noted that there have been public consultations
existing road, not creating new roads through the parklandsince early 2003 on various options and models for managing
Any requests for new roads would need to be brought beforthe parklands since March this year on a draft bill. Conse-
parliament; however, for existing roads, it needs to beuently, there have been ample opportunities for various
recognised that there will be times when, in the interests ofporting groups to be informed and comment on the
public safety or changed traffic conditions, road alignmentgovernment’s intentions. In particular, the South Australian
may need to be changed and they cannot be accommodat€dcket Association Board gave a presentation in 2003 and,
within the existing legal road tenure. Consequently, a publichsubsequently, it made a written submission in support of the
accountable system has been developed which requires pubticuncil continuing to manage the parklands under its care and
and agency consultation to ensure that all views are taken inttntrol, which is what this bill provides for. It is also
account before any decision is made to allow furtheimportant to note that the SA Motor Sport Board has been
parklands to be alienated to widen an existing road. Thertilly consulted along the way in the development of the bill
will always be a need to balance the need to protect thand amendments to the South Australian Motor Sport Act
parklands and the need to protect human lives. Removal df984 to ensure that a balance is created between protecting
the road variations powers has the potential to put lives at risthe parklands as a community asset and the operational needs
and/or burden future parliaments with minor road workof the SA Motor Sport Board.
requests. In considering consultation with sporting bodies, members

The Hon. Mr Gilfillan also filed amendments to subclaus-should understand that the bill has no immediate impact on
es 15(5) and 16(3) and clause 10 of schedule 1 on the badlse day-to-day operations of any such bodies which lease
that no other legislation should ever affect the parklands gpark land. Rather, they will have the opportunity, under this
this bill. First, as honourable members will acknowledge, thevill, to have an input into the Parklands Management Strategy
Hon. Mr Gilfillan cannot seek to fetter the power of future which, in turn, will guide future management plans and lease
parliaments. This bill recognises that and includes administrarrangements; thus, this bill provides an additional avenue for
tive mechanisms to accommodate future actions of parliameneépresenting those interests. | am not quite sure whether |
should they arise or legal actions arising from this bill orneed to respond to the Hon. Angus Redford’s comments in
other acts such as road variations. While the passion fdhese concluding remarks. | detected that most often his
protection is notable, the amendments are not practicable somments were in relation to what he perceived as factional
realistic. It should also be noted— differences between interested parties within the Labor Party.

The Hon. lan Gilfillan interjecting: The Hon. R.I. Lucas: It is quite interesting.

The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | did say they were naoble. It The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: It is always interesting, but
should also be noted that clause 15(5), which thet is probably best left for the bar room rather than the
Hon. Mr Gilfillan objected to, has particular relevance parliament.
because of the actions of the current parliament in consider- The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting:
ing the extension of the Glenelg tramline through Victoria The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: On 10 December? | am sure
Square and the need to dedicate land as a tram corridghat we will have ample representation when the ticket is
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finally drafted. Again, | thank all those who have contributedwhich will be when we return in 10 or 11 days. | outline to
to the debate. | put on the record my appreciation for all thosenembers very quickly that we have only just been given two
people, including the Hon. lan Gilfillan, who have worked pages of amendments. We have not had an opportunity to
hard in the preservation of what is truly an iconic asset to theliscuss them in our joint party room. We are not aware of the
state and to Adelaide—that is, the parklands. The bill goes precise nature of the memorandum of understanding to be
long way to addressing some of the issues of immediate neeasilgned. Even if we do not have a select committee, we will
without putting the parklands at risk. It always raises amot be in a position to debate this bill until the Tuesday of the
interesting debate in the chamber when there are programs foext sitting week, following our joint party meeting. That
the advancement of incursions into the parklands or theiwould be the earliest opportunity at which we could discuss
rehabilitation. | guess it will always be like that, and | think the amendments. In relation to the select committee, certainly
that everyone in this place recognises that parliament is thieom our viewpoint we guarantee, as the Lion of Hartley

final protector of this great asset. would wish us to do, to report back to this chamber by the
Bill read a second time. Monday of the next sitting week, which is the next sitting
day, so there will be no delay as a result of the select
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (LOCHIEL PARK LANDS) committee.

AMENDMENT BILL The other point that I make (which | made in the second

Adjourned debate on second reading (resumed on motiod)?ading) is that it does not mean we are forever bound but, on

(Continued from page 3034). my understanding, we have never suspended this standing
order. When required, we have always abided by this
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and standing order and, in some cases, the select committee has

Trade): | rise to conclude my remarks, although | said mostmet within the space of two or three days. | think the
of what | wanted to say before the lunch adjournment. INaracoorte council select committee, which was formed in
understand that the amendments to which | referred have nole past 12 months, was a case where we abided by the
been circulated and that members have had an opportunity §anding order. We had a very quick select committee, abided
look at them. | also indicate that it is the wish of both theby the standing order and reported back to the council. On
Campbelltown council and the Local Governmentthat occasion, the House of Assembly suspended that
Association that this matter proceed as rapidly as possible. gfanding order, as has become its tradition.

addition, in relation to this matter's being in accordance with  ag | said, it does not mean that this council in its majority

standing order 268, | understand, after legal advice, thatitigannot decide to break with the traditions of 100 years or
not a hybrid bill. | know that there is some argument aboutyore  That has certainly occurred with respect to other
that but, if this bill is read a second time, | will move that standing orders and is something that can occur if there is
standing orders be suspended in order to enable the bill E’ood reason in relation to this standing order. From our
proceed as a public bill. It is really up to the council as toyjepoint, we do not believe that there is good reason; the
whether we deal with this matter promptly, as is the wishyjj will proceed in exactly the same time frame with or
of— ; L without the select committee. We believe it will provide the
The Hon. R.l. Lucas: Well, we can't deal with this today.  opportunity for the members of this chamber to understand
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Why can't we deal with it \yhat will be the cost of the ongoing care, control and
today? L maintenance of this project for the Campbelltown ratepayers.
The Hon. RI. Lucas interjecting: _ Other members have raised important issues in relation to the
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY:  You have your choice. memorandum of understanding, and no answers were
However, | conclude with those remarks and ask that th@rovided in relation to the building arrangements that the
COU“_C" support the progress of the bill. Hon. Mr Cameron raised. When the Leader of the
Bill read a second time. Government responded, there was no answer to those—
The PRESIDENT: This is a hybrid bill and, in accord-

ance with standing order 268, should be referred to a select 1"€ Hon. P. Holloway: It was nothing to do with the
building arrangements.

committee.
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Mr President, | draw your The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: The government obviously is not
attention to the state of the council. going to answer the question that was put by the
A quorum having been formed: Hon. Mr Cameron. A number of questions have been put. We
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and think that this committee can meet once or twice next week
Trade): | move: and report back to the chamber on the first Monday of the
That standing orders be so far suspended as to enable the bill eext sitting, and that will be exactly the same time frame as
be proceeded with as a public bill. will occur, anyway, even if we do not have the select

This action was also taken in the House of Assembly. committee. As | said, we have only just received two pages
The PRESIDENT: There is provision under standing of amendments. We have not had a chance to go to the joint

orders for a 15-minute debate, which must be about thgarty room, and we have not had a chance to consult with

reasons for the suspension. Each member is entitled to speaRyone other than in here, with the Leader of the

for five minutes. Government, about the government’s intentions in relation
to the amendment. We would urge that the traditions of the
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Leader of the Opposition): | council be maintained in relation to this, but we also think

will not delay the committee. | indicate that it is not the that, on the merit of the case, it is good sense that we consider
intention of the Liberal Party, contrary to the claim made bysome of these issues and still proceed with the bill in the
the leader, to delay the debate. The Lion of Hartley wants tsame time frame as if we had not proceeded with the select
see this legislation passed at the earliest possible opportuniggmmittee, anyway.
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The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: The Democrats will be The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: How petulant! On the basis
supporting the government’s motion. We do not now believehat it has nothing to do with the bill, you say that there has
that a select committee is necessary. We have amendmerusen no deal done, but in the same breath you acknowledge
before us which, we have been informed by the LGA, meethat there is an agreement whereby, when this project goes
both its and Campbelltown council’s approval. We also havehead, only one developer or builder will be able to build on
a message from those two bodies that they do not want thike development.
bill to be further delayed, and neither do the local residents, An honourable member interjecting:
who campaigned so hard to keep this area open space. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Well, you will not even
Although | understand the concerns that theconfirm that. Itis a question I could put to the Hon. Robert
Hon. Mr Cameron raised, they are not what this bill is aboutLucas, but | now realise that he has already spoken and | am

not sure that he can answer. However, if a select committee

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | thank the Hon. Sandra is established, is that something that could be looked at by the
Kanck for commenting in relation to the questions that | putselect committee to see whether there is actually a contract
However, obviously, she was not listening to the contributioror an agreement?
that | made at the time. | indicated to the government that | The Hon. R.l. Lucas interjecting:
am supportive of this bill. | indicated my supportnotonly for ~ The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Well, apart from the
the second reading but also for the passage of the entire bilirguments about tradition and the two pages of amendments
However, | said to the government that | am very concernegvhich have been put before me, | do not know about the
about these arrangements which governments enter into withons Mr Xenophon, Mr Stefani or Mr Evans. Have they alll
building contractors and which allow people who purchasetudied these amendments in detail; are we all ready to go on
land in a development to build only with that builder. them? You can see the shaking heads. No-one has had—

Along with the Hon. Julian Stefani, | know a little bit The Hon. T.G. Robertsinterjecting:
about the building industry, and that always leads to higher The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Well occasionally the
prices for the individuals who buy properties in that developindependents can wag their tail, minister.
ment. That was my concern. | realise that it is separate from An honourable member interjecting:
the bill, but how can it be argued that, if we pass this bill, The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | do not know why you
those contractual arrangements, which the government ghould be so upset; you had what we are doing now down pat
refusing to provide to the council, will be lost forever? No- when you held the balance of power in this council. You were
one will ever know. Some time down the track someoneextortionists bar none when you held the balance of power in
could come in, dissatisfied with the building contract theythis place, so | do not want to hear any squeaking and
have signed with the builder, and want to do something abowqualling from the Democrats that the poor Independents on
it, only to find that they cannot, and there is no way that wethis side of the council might exercise their democratic right
can gain access to these contractual arrangements. | am rtossupport a select committee. We have heard your contribu-
as familiar with the Freedom of Information Act as is thetion, and | am not sure that we were persuaded by the
Hon. Angus Redford. eloguence of your arguments. Mind you, that has never

The Hon. Nick Xenophon: | don't think anyone is. persuaded me inthe 11 years that | have been here; however,

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: The Hon. Nick Xenophon be that as it may, on occasions you have got me.
interjected and said ‘No-one is.’ | could suggest to honour- | think that a really sound case has been made out here to
able members that, if they ever need any legal advice on tH!PPort the select committee so, despite my earlier interjec-
Freedom of Information Act, they should not waste their timetion that I was not going to support a select committee, | will
going to a solicitor; they should just check with the Hon.NOW support one—primarily based on the fact that not only
Angus Redford. | am disposed to support the matter nowid the government not answer my questions but it refused
going off to a select committee for a number of reasons thd® €ven respond to them until the Leader of the Government
were enunciated by the Hon. Robert Lucas. However, | noas taken by an interjection. On the basis that we have a
have a dilemma. | think | indicated in the contribution that | commitment from the Leader of the Opposition that the select
made to this council that | was not keen on a select commitcommittee will wind up next week and the Lochiel Park bill
tee, and | did not want it to go to a select committee; | feltWill be brought back into this council on the first Monday or
that it could go straight through. However, | was seeking aluesday of sitting, I will support it. He has given that
few simple answers to a few simple questions in relation t¢!ndertaking and that is good enough for me, because he has
the deal that the government has done with the developer.ever broken his word to me.
is these kinds of deals that got Joh Bjelke-Petersen and . . .
Russell Hinze with the white sh%e brigadé upin Queensland, 'ne Hon. J.F. STEFANI: | will be very brief. | believe

The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting: that it is important that the community as a whole should

. . know whether the government has entered into, or will enter

The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: The leader interjects and i, an arrangement with one builder for the development or

says there is no deal. So, that means that they have n

; . - Bﬁilding of homes on this site. If that is the case then the
entered into any arrangement with any builder to exclude 0{‘eality is, as the Hon. Terry Cameron has pointed out, that we
lres;[jnct people’s freedom of choice when they buy a block ofhen have a very real risk that people will be paying more for
and.

their home.
The Hon. P. Holloway: It has not even gone outto tender  \y clear understanding and experience in this area is that
yet. if there is a monopoly for the development of that land—that
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Then why would the s, itis given to one builder—then we are precluding people
minister not answer my question? from obtaining competitive tenders to build their own home,

The Hon. P. Holloway: It has nothing to do with the bill  particularly in an area where there is a high percentage of
before us. Italians who have access to building contractors who have
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made, and who continue to make, a very valuable contributhe destruction of the ambience of Victoria Square and losing
tion in the building industry in various trades. To embargothe marginal seat of Adelaide in the process—or whether it
people who live in the area to build a home of their choiceseeks the support of the parliament to deviate the tramlines
with a builder of their choice is quite beyond belief. around Victoria Square and then down King William Street.
This government says that it is open and accountable, that This is the sort of folly that governments of both persua-
it has nothing to hide, and that it is acting in the interests okions have in the past and now—and particularly now, in this
the community, particularly the voters of Hartley. It should particular matter—endeavoured to sell to the public. Well, the
come clean. The government should simply tell us what it igovernment is not going to sell it too easily to me in terms of
doing—that it will be open, there will be various builders, the government’s position. One would have to consider how
people who buy a block of land can choose their own buildemuch space will be lost in the middle of Victoria Square, as
and can build according to their own designs, and whateverell as in the middle of King William Street. We have heard
else. However, we have heard nothing like that. We also nedtiat two tramlines will run down the centre of King William
to understand that, as we are not going to deal with this bilStreet and that there will be shelters or canopies for passen-
today (and that appears to be the will of the council), it willgers who are waiting for or alighting from the tram for their
be dealt with on the first day of sitting when we come backprotection from the traffic that will flow in either direction in
This intervening period can easily be used by the committe&ing William Street. So, that space will be taken up—and,
to get some appropriate answers so that we know where wa course, it will affect the flow of traffic down King William

are going. Street.
The council divided on the motion: | want to know the width of the space that will be taken

AYES (7) up by the two tramlines, as well as the canopies for the

Gago, G. E. Gilfillan, I. passengers—how much of the road will be committed, taken

Holloway, P. (teller) Kanck, S. M. up and sacrificed in King William Street. That needs to be

Reynolds, K. Roberts, T. G. known right now before we make a sensible decision as to

Sneath, R. K. whether this project is madness or whether it deserves our
NOES (10) support. We also ought to know about the circle line bus

Cameron, T. G. Dawkins, J. S. L. service that is now running every 10 minutes and is extraordi-

Evans, A. L. Lawson, R. D. narily convenient for those people—

Lensink, J. M. A. Lucas, R. I. (teller) The Hon. T.G. Cameron: And well patronised.

Redford, A. J. Ridgway, D. W. The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: And well patronised. | want

Stefani, J. F. Xenophon N. to know whether the circle line bus, which runs every 10
PAIR(S) minutes and which people catch at the Adelaide Railway

Gazzola, J. Schaefer, C. V. Station and go to Victoria Square and return, will be con-

Zollo, C. Stephens, T. J. tinued once the madness of this project is completed and the

Majority of 3 for the noes. tramline is extended. | have a sneaking suspicion that the

government will say, “You now have a tram that will run
very half an hour, or whenever. You can catch the tram at

Hons G.E. Gago, P. Holloway, R.I. Lucas, J.F. Stefani andne railway station, and it will take you to Victoria Square.’
N. Xenophon; th’e committee’ to have péwer to send for Itis also important for this parliament to know how long

persons, papers and records, and to adjourn from place will ta!<e for'ghe ”*”Pm””e project to bg completed, because
place; the committee to report on 21 November 2005. there will be disruption not only to traffic but also for traders
' along King William Street. Members can be assured that,

VICTORIA SQUARE BILL once the road is dug up, the intersections and the traffic flow
will be affected. There will be disruptions and the traders will
Adjourned debate on second reading (resumed on motioripse trade—not only in King William Street but also in
(Continued from page 3038.) Rundle Mall and all the other streets where people have their
retail premises. This parliament needs to have that important
The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: This project has all the information before we can make any decision to support this
hallmarks of a folly—it is a white elephant project. | say thatfolly.
because, in light of the cost it entails to extend this tramline | have not spoken to one person who supports the
to a position from Victoria Square to North Terrace, we will extension of the tramline down King William Street and the
commit $21 million or more. As Rex Jory pointed out in ripping up of what is now a very pleasant and uncluttered
today’sAdvertiser, this money, surely, has a greater need inmiddle of the road, with its flowers, the nature strip and the
areas such as disability services or mitigating the floods thdlags. | have not found one person who supports the cluttering
people have endured in the past week or so. A lot of peoplef the middle of the road with wires, trams and little canopies,
have been affected by the lack of money to local councils tevhich will clutter and destroy the ambience of our city. The
address the issue of flood mitigation. other aspect of this project that needs to be known is: what
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: will happen when there is a power failure? What will happen
The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: Absolutely. As the Hon. Terry  to the trams that are stuck in the middle of an intersection—
Cameron interjects and corrects me, their lives have been The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Passengers will get out and
totally devastated. Some of them have lost their total crop anplush it.
their income for the year. We have a government which, on The Hon. J.F. STEFANI: Yes. The tram has come to a
the whim of an announcement, has found itself caught shottalt, and the traffic will be banking up. Tempers will fly, and
on a technicality. It requires the government to decidehe intersection will be in a total log jam. | would like to
whether the tramline should come straight down Victoriaknow who on earth will overcome the problem. What will we
Square—which would require the ripping up of the fountain,say to the people who are affected by this inconvenience?

Motion thus negatived.
The council appointed a select committee consisting of th
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There are more questions the government needs to answer. The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | am sorry. | am getting
I would like to know the frequency of the tram service. Will mixed up with the Lochiel Park Bill.
the tram run every half hour half way through the day when The Hon. T.G. Cameron:| am supporting that one, too.
the trams are generally running empty, anyway, from Victoria The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. R.K. Sneath): He is
Square to Glenelg? Will the tram run as frequently as it doesupporting them all.
now? We need to know the frequency of the service and The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | am very pleased to hear
whether it will run on the same timetable as the tram that runghat, Mr Acting President. | thank him for his support.
now from Victoria Square to Glenelg or whether it will be Anyway, we will not be diverted. One of the main efforts of
changed. this government following the establishment of the EDB has
| believe there are issues that it is important for thebeen to try to turn around the negative do-nothing perceptions
government to address, apart from the fact that it will cost athat have pervaded this city for so long. | must say it is
enormous amount of money. In my view, it is money thatprofoundly depressing to hear the negative diatribe that we
should be spent elsewhere; there are other priorities th&@ve just heard in the Hon. Julian Stefani’s contribution,
deserve the expenditure of this money. But there is thgiving every reason why we cannot do anything. Of course,
question, of course, of whether the government has in fadhat is what has plagued this city and this state for so long.
locked itself into a contractual obligation, and this parliameniNevertheless, the government will press on.
needs to know that. We need to know whether the As members supporting this bill have mentioned, bringing
government has committed itself to the extension of the trarfight rail back into the City of Adelaide is an important and
line on a contractual basis before we vote on this. We nee@nvironmentally sound investment in the state’s public
to know that, because if the government has committed itseffansport system. The Victoria Square Bill enables the
to that contractual obligation then we ought to know theGlenelg tramline to be extended through Victoria Square,
reason for that commitment having been made before thleringing light rail back into the city without further severance
government knows that it has the support of this chamber o#f the square. We are not asking parliament to approve the
this parliament to get over its own folly and incompetence bylram Bill. Rather, we are asking parliament to approve the
diverting the tram in Victoria Square. most appropriate route for the tram around Victoria Square.
If the government has made that commitment and it has Parliament has opportunities through the Public Works
in fact a contractual obligation to extend the tram line, therfommittee and of course ultimately the election; the Liberals
it should be able to tell us. If it has not got the support to ddave said they will make this an election issue. So be it. But
so by altering the tram lines around Victoria Square then ivvhat we are talking about here is Victoria Square. It is a
has to take the bold decision to run the tram line right througtinatter of whether the tram goes through the centre of the
Victoria Square and risk losing its marginal Adelaide seatsSquare or the side of the square. No matter how much the
which I am sure it will, and ignore the will of the parliament Hon. Julian Stefani may like to play around with words, it is
if the majority of members within this council resist allowing Nis choice. Itis not the government's choice. Itis the choice
the diversion of the tram line around Victoria Square. of this parliament. The issue that is before this parliament is

it has made the announcement, for whatever reason. | do npid€ Of Victoria Square or through the existing corridor. That
see any logic in the announcement. | do not see any logic i? trlgelllssqe. H £ this bill. the existing Glenel
spending $21 million to extend the tramline. | am sure that ?_ OWIqlgbt e passagt;: 0 tv's 1, tS € exstmgd enehg

I speak for thousands of South Australians who would rathe}famline will be extended from Victoria Square and down the
see their money spent on addressing the more urgeffjiddle of King William Street to the Adelaide Railway
priorities of mental health, floods and their own particular>tation The extension of Adelaide’s only remaining tramline
needs rather than having their money spent on a folly of & & project thaﬁ has long been .adv.ocated by many transport
project which will bring no great benefit to the majority of the EXPerts, and this government will bring that vision to fruition.
community and which in fact will cause a great deal of The bill is designed to ensure that this project can be realised

inconvenience to many of us who come to Adelaide, use King/NiISt minimising the impact on Victoria Square. It also
William Street and presently are serviced by a very efficien rovides important protection to the square’s green space for

Circle Line bus service for those of us who wish to take it,€ future, returning 6 000 square metres to the legal status
which is free to the community. of Parkland. This will be the first new tram line built in

Adelaide since the 1920s and it will be a significant invest-

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Urban ment in public transport. It comes on top of the state
Development and Planning):Mr Acting President, | thank governments Investment to_sypply niNé new t_rams_and
the South Australian Democrats and the Hon. Nick XenophoHpgrade_ the_ existing I|gh_t rail |_nfrastructure. This project
for their comments in support of this bill. As members further highlights the previous Liberal government's woeful

supporting this bill have mentioned, bringing light rail back "¢cord of investment in the public transport system.
intgghe C?ty of Adelaide is an importanti gl9 | will address some points raised by the Hon. Rob Lucas

on behalf of the Liberal Party, which comments, for the most
part, were grossly inaccurate and displayed a distinct lack of
understanding of the project. First of all in relation to cost, it
is very disappointing to see that Rex Jory in this morning’s

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: What about my comments in
support of the bill?

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: You were supporting it,

were you? o Advertiser just picked up the misinformation from the Leader
The Hon. T.G. Cameron:| indicated that | was. of the Opposition. | put on record the estimated cost of
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: |am sorry. | apologise to the extending the Glenelg tram system from Victoria Square to

Hon. Terry Cameron. | was not here during his— the Adelaide Railway Station. The estimated cost is

The Hon. T.G. Cameron:Obviously, you do not need it. $21 million, and | refer members to page 20 of the 2005-06
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Capital Investment Statement in Budget Paper 5 whicliRoad works and the laying of the track are just one part of the

outlines that expenditure. As to patronage— project and these can be done in a relatively short time. For
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: That's what | said. example, the government completely re-laid 10 kilometres of
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: No; you were talking about the existing Glenelg tramline over a period of nine weeks.

$80 million. Construction also involves work on tram stops, the electrical
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: No; | never said that. sub-station and the overhead system. Within the period of

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Perhaps it was one of your construction, works can be programmed to avoid any
colleagues, but that is what you were throwing arounddisruption to the pageant and other special events. Prelimi-
Opposition members certainly were doing that. Last financiahary work on the project to be carried out this year includes
year a total of 2.095 million passengers used the existingspects of detailed design, including the electrical systems
Glenelg tramline. In response to the Hon. Terry Cameron'aind track structure and aspects of landscaping and urban
question on patronage, these figures equate to a daily use owsign that are proceeding in conjunction with the City
the year of about 5 740 passengers per day. On a norm@ouncil.
workday, approximately 7 000 passengers use the tram. Both the Hon. R. Lucas and the Hon. Terry Cameron
Imagine what 7 000 extra cars would do on Anzac Highwayasked about traffic modelling. The traffic modelling for the
If one dismisses that figure, just imagine what it would do.project was undertaken by the Transport Systems Centre of
The extended line will encourage additional users onto thée University of South Australia in conjunction with officers
tram system. from the City of Adelaide and the Department of Transport,

Computer modelling suggests an 8 per cent increase iBnergy and Infrastructure. Details of the findings from this
patronage between Adelaide and Glenelg as a direct result wfork were provided to the City Council in the development
the extension. With the improved service provided by the nevgubmission for the project. Many members would realise that
trams and based upon overseas experience, the increase cdtiel City of Adelaide transport policies discourage ‘through’
be much higher. TransAdelaide is planning for furthertraffic using the city streets, and this is appropriate. Govern-
increases should they occur. In terms of destinations, theents of this state, over a number of years, have developed
Department for Transport, Energy and Infrastructure advises high quality ring route around Adelaide to encourage traffic
that it estimates over 1 million passengers per year will uséhat is not destined for the city to avoid the city centre. The
the tram extension to travel north of Pirie Street, and half ofCity West connector completes another part of the ring route.
these will have destinations north of Rundle Mall. The reason the traffic modelling shows it is possible for

The Hon. R. Lucas, in his poorly researched contributiorthe tram to use road space in King William Street without
on behalf of the Liberal Party, asked why the tram projeciadding to delay is that there is existing spare capacity in the
was notin the state’s infrastructure plan, released in April thigity streets, and it is the management of the city’s traffic
year. The simple answer is that the extension of the Gleneliights at intersections that is the major determining factor for
tramline was in the infrastructure plan and is a key project irtraffic flow. In particular, the performance of the intersection
that plan; in fact, it features in three places in the plan. It isat North Terrace and King William Street is key in determin-
mentioned in the overview on page 10, again on the very tomg how well traffic flows on both these routes, and the Hon.
of page 49 where states, ‘The Glenelg tramline will beTerry Cameron rightly made note of that in his speech.
extended to the railway station on North Terrace’ and, again, The modelling of traffic conditions with the tram shows
on page 52, it is listed in the table of transport projects andhat, with better timing of intersections, there is no additional
assigned priority 1. delay to traffic travelling to and from destinations in the city,

Regarding trees, the Hon. R. Lucas spent a lot of timalthough some people may choose different routes to make
talking about trees, seeking to make a comparison with theheir journeys. It is worthwhile noting that the modelling of
66 trees that would have needed removal for the Britanni&raffic outside peak hours shows a slight improvement for
scheme. Incidentally, the Liberal Party Nigel Smart scheméraffic and, in part, this is attributed to the reduction in bus
called for the destruction of 95 trees, 18 of significancenumbers. The bill is about returning significant green space
These magnificent trees, the river red gums, cannot b® Victoria Square as part of a project that provides sustain-
compared to the exotic trees in Victoria Square. Of the treeable and ‘green’ transport for the future. It will enable the
in Victoria Square impacted by the tram, only three areGlenelg tramline to be extended along the western side of
significant under the Development Act and two of these ar&/ictoria Square rather than through the centre on the existing
Lombardy Poplars in only fair condition. The other is a Pinkclosed road, and this will ensure the best traffic management
Kurrajong, and the advice we have is that this tree can beutcomes better integrate pedestrian activity towards the
transplanted. Adelaide Central Market and leave a larger area of Victoria

As to the other trees, these will be replaced by advanceBquare as a single unit. It will result in the return of the
specimens of species that are much more suited to thgdosed roads in the centre and the edges of the square to the
environment and position of Victoria Square. These will belegal status of square—6 000 square metres in all.
chosen in consultation with the City Council and its landscap- The Hon. David Ridgway also made some comments
ing plans, creating a great opportunity to improve the amenitgarlier today. First, he talked about Melbourne trams. The
of the square. As someone who drives through Victorigooint of the article about the Melbourne trams was that those
Square, | can say that one thing that is not the feature dfams that have to contend with traffic are getting slower and
Victoria Square is its trees. There are plenty of cities in theslower. That is why this government is proposing the tram
world where trees are a highlight, but it certainly is notoperates in its own right of way, just like the new tram
Victoria Square. extensions in Melbourne. As to tram patronage, the article in

I turn to the works program. The government has indicatedoday’s Advertiser about tram patronage states, ‘Tram
that construction will be programmed to avoid major eventpatronage was showing growth of 1 per cent at the end of
such as the Christmas pageant in 2006. The honourabMay but in June the line was closed.’ It is not surprising that
member asked how this will be done. The answer is simplepatronage for the year was 3 per cent down when there was
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only 11 months worth of passengers. This is just selective During the development of the Australian Health Ministers
reading by the honourable member. Conference (AHMC) National Code of Ethical Autopsy Practice,

: : dorsed nationally in April 2002, the need for changes to the
Regarding business support for trams. The tram brochurgl -2t SRR, Tl L0 G consultations in all urisdic-

from which the Hon. Mr Lucas read has recently beenjons. Some States have already made changes to their legislation.
delivered to businesses along the tram route. The reaction titil now, South Australia has made very few amendments to its
the project from those businesses was as follows: three wefféansplantation and Anatomy Act 1983 since its commencement.
negative, 17 gave no response and 34 were positive. On thaft As a result of community awareness about the retention and use

. - organs following post-mortem examinations, some South
basis, responses of businesses were over 90 per centfavoﬁ istralian families raised concerns about the practices and

able. In respect of todayAdvertiser article by Rex Jory, | |egislation relating to post-mortem examinations. These families
find it amazing that project details provided in the budgethared the depths of their renewed pain and grief at finding out that
papers as a 1.2 kilometre extension for $21 million can péetention of organs of their relatives had occurred, at times without

. any knowledge of the families. This practice, whilst it is not at all
reported byThe Advertiser as 600 metres of tram track for common now, is still allowed under the current Act. Families have

$80 million—an exaggeration of 800 per cent. lost trust in the system and are adamant that they do not wish anyone
It is amazing, too, thathe Advertiser can create its own else to suffer in the same way that they have. They want to see some
image of a tram from France shown opposite the Children’gction from the Government. These amendments to the Act have

: P : : '« been formulated to address their most pressing concerns about family
Hospital, publish it in May this year and then, in tc)days‘involvement and the dignity of the deceased and, thereby, to provide

paper, criticise its own picture as misleading withouty petter service for families and the community.
acknowledging the source of the imagd@he Advertiser’s Equivalent changes are being made to Departmental policy and
own artist. It is quite extraordinary. autopsy request and authority forms to ensure that the intent of the
The Hon. David Ridgway also talked about the old trams.'eg'g'ﬁrti'r?g vc\jlglbk;?ep?rfiﬂi); rﬁifggﬁ?é in another place, it became
These. carried about 64 people, and two Coupleq together (aﬁparent that the forms in which any consent or authofity required
used n peak hours) hold 128 people. This is the samg be given under the Act should be prescribed in the regulations so
capacity as one of the new trams. So, one new tram equallsat they can be properly scrutinised and approved by the Parliament.
two old trams coupled together. That is why nine new tramg&mendments were agreed to with that effect.

can replace 20 old trams. The member does not know the /18w section A has been inserted to help South Australian
’ amilies understand that when authorisation is given to remove or use

difference between coupled and single trams. It seemed t0 Migyans or tissues for a particular purpose (such as a post-mortem or
that the Hon. David Ridgway talked about conflicting modesorgan donation) that the authorisation includes such retention as is
transport. If you follow his logic through, presumably it is the reasonably necessary for that purpose.

Hon. David Ridgway’s policy (if not that of the Liberal party) Section 25 of the Act has been redrafted to make it clear that

: : : - Where a person has died in a hospital or the body of a deceased
to close the Glenelg tramline. That is the logical conclusio erson has been brought into a hospital, a designated officer for the

one W0_U|d draw. . _ _ hospital must follow the following process:

Again, | stress that the bill is the Victoria Square Bill, and  1—Consent by the deceased person
that is exactly what it is about. All the details of the tram are  If, after making such inquiries as are reasonable in the circum-
not specifically covered in the bill, which has really onestances, the designated officer is satisfied that the deceased person,

I . . . - during his or her lifetime, gave his or her consent to a post-mortem
effect: it is a matter of dealing with Victoria Square and gy mination and did not revoke the consent, the designated officer

deciding where the tram corridor should go through thémay authorise a post-mortem examination.
square. There is an existing corridor right through the centre  2—Consent by the senior available next of kin
which could be constructed for the tram. The bill simply has  If, after making such inquiries as are reasonable in the circum-

the effect of providing another alternative corridor along theStances, the designated officer is not satisfied that the deceased
rson gave his or her consentto a post-mortem examination, butis

western side of the square and retuming the larger area in t8&iiefied that the senior available next of Kin of the deceased has
centre of the square back to parkland. So, that is really thgiven his or her consent to a post-mortem examination and that the
scope of the bill. | repeat: it is not about the tram project itselfdeceased person had not, during his or her lifetime, expressed an
which, as | said, will be covered by other areas of parliamentOb ection to a post-mortem examination, the designated officer may

; d thorise a post-mortem examination.
such as the Public Works Committee and so on. | commen Agreement from the senior next of kin is not always possible in

the bill to the council. - writing. Therefore, the senior available next of kin may give his or
Bill read a second time. her consent to a post-mortem examination orally by telephone.
However, this consent is not effective unless it is heard by 2
TRANSPLANTATION AND ANATOMY (POST- witnesses, 1 of whom must be a medical practitioner, and neither of

whom may be the designated officer, and a written record of the
consent is made by the witness who is a medical practitioner and is
signed by both witnesses.

MORTEM EXAMINATIONS) AMENDMENT BILL

Second reading. 3—Authorisation by the designated officer
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and If, after making such inquiries as are reasonable in the circum-
Trade): | move: stances, the designated officer is not satisfied that the deceased
s . person gave his or her consent to a post-mortem examination and is
That this bill be now read a second time. not satisfied that the senior available next of kin has given his or her

| seek leave to have the second reading explanation insertégnsent to a post-mortem examination, but is satisfied that the
in Hansard without my reading it. deceased person had not, during his or her lifetime, expressed an

objection to a post-mortem examination and the designated officer
Leave granted. is unable to ascertain the existence or whereabouts of the next of kin
The purpose of this Bill is to amend thieansplantation and ~ or whether any of the next of kin has an objection to a post-mortem

Anatomy Act 1983 to ensure that the family of a deceased person hagxamination, the designated officer may authorise a post-mortem

the opportunity to be appropriately involved in the process ofexamination.

authorising a post-mortem examination, to ensure that post-mortem Currently, section 25 does not require the consent of the senior

examinations are carried out with regard to the dignity of the deavailable next of kin. Itis sufficient if the designated officer has no

ceased, and to empower the Minister for Health to override anyeason to believe that the senior next of kin has an objection to a

objections to a post-mortem examination if of the opinion that it ispost-mortem examination.

in the interests of public health that a post-mortem examination be Also, under the existing section, it is sufficient for the designated

carried out. officer to have reason to believe that the deceased person, during his
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or her lifetime, had expressed a wish for a post-mortem examination It is acknowledged that Aboriginal communities recognise
and had not withdrawn the wish. The proposed section requires thdifferent kinship relationships to those stipulated in the Act and that
consent of the deceased person during his or her lifetime. these should be taken into account. This is understood to be more
Proposed new section 25 also empowers the designated offic#i{an a blood or family connection and it might in fact be a kinship
to authorise a post-mortem examination with the consent of th&elationship based on community, land and spiritual affiliations. This
Minister for Health (despite any objection expressed by the deceasdgpue requires further examination and broad consultation with
person during his or her lifetime or on the part of the senior availablé\boriginal communities and is not dealt with by the Bill. It is not just
next of kin) but only if the Minister is of the opinion a post-mortem & South Australian concern however and is expected to be considered
examination is necessary or desirable in the interests of public healti) the context of a national review of legislation and policy in this
that those interests justify overriding the objection and the Ministe@rea ) ) )
has made every reasonable attempt to persuade the senior availableAmendments were moved in another place to increase penalties

next of kin to consent to a post-mortem examination.

for offences against the Act. The Government supported the

Current section 26 of the Act deals with post-mortem examin-2mendments and agreed that it is time that the penalties for offences

ations where the body of a deceased person is in a place other th

ch as offences relating to trading in tissue or providing false

a hospital. The senior available next of kin of the deceased persdRformation when donating blood or semen) should be significantly

may authorise a post-mortem examination unless he or she h
reason to believe that another next of kin of the deceased objects 8

reased to reflect their seriousness. The maximum penalty for most
ences against the Act has been increased to $20 000.

that the deceased person expressed an objection during his or her The Bill was also amended elsewhere by deleting Part 3 which

lifetime and did not withdraw the objection.

A post-mortem examination is authorised by force of the sectioiz
if the deceased person gave his or her consent to a post-mort
examination during his or her lifetime and did not revoke the
consent, or had expressed the wish for a post-mortem examinati
and the wish had not been withdrawn.

Under proposed new section 26, a wish for a post-morte
examination on the part of a deceased person is no longer sufﬁcienq

to authorise a post-mortem examination. There must be consent B}a

writing.

provided for amendments to that part of the Schedule of the
oroners Act 2003 that contained related amendments to sections
and 28 of th@ransplantation and Anatomy Act. At the time this
Mmeasure was introduced in the other place Gbroners Act 2003
d not yet commenced operation. That Act commenced on 1 July
05 and so the amendments to sections 27 and 28 dfr#ms-
lantation and Anatomy Act took effect on that date. Thus, Part 3 of
e Bill became obsolete on 1 July 2005.
Itis now recognised that, as with other areas of medicine, autopsy
ctice must be based on honest and open communication between
health professionals and those they deal with. Autopsy practice, both

Currently, section 27 of the Act deals with coronial consents. Thgp, the coronial and in the non-coronial setting, has already begun to
section prohibits the giving of an authorisation for a post-mortenyefiect this recognition. These Amendments will bring the Act more
examination by a designated officer for a hospital or the seniofy jine with community expectations, professional standards and

available next of kin of a deceased person where he or she has reagqp

rent policy in South Australia.

to believe that the circumstances of the death of the deceased are | commend the Bill to Members.

such that there may be an inquest into the death und€diemers

Act unless a coroner consents to the post-mortem examination or
gives a direction that his or her consent to a post-mortem examin-
ation is not required.

The provisions of the current section have been incorporated in
new sections 25 and 26.

Proposed new section 27 requires the consent of the deceased
person or the senior available next of kin for the use of organs and
other tissue for therapeutic, medical or scientific purposes. Currently,
section 28 of the Act provides that an authority under section 25 or
26 for a post-mortem examination is sufficient authority for the
removal of tissue for use for therapeutic, medical or scientific
purposes. It also provides that, subject to an order to the contrary by
a coroner, a direction given by a coroner requiring a post-mortem
examination to be carried out is sufficient authority for the use, for
therapeutic, medical or scientific purposes, of tissue removed from
the body of a deceased person for the purpose of the post-mortem
examination.

Section 28 of the Act has been re-written to make it clear that an
authority under section 25 or 26 only authorises the carrying out of
a post-mortem examination and the removal of tissue for the
purposes of the examination. If a post-mortem examination is carried
out at a hospital pursuant to an authority given by a designated
officer, tissue may be used for a purpose related to public health, but
only with the consent of the Minister for Health.

Proposed new section 28 makes it clear that authority given under
section 27 is sufficient for the use, for therapeutic, medical or
scientific purposes, of small samples of tissue that are removed from
the body of a deceased person and placed in blocks or slides for
examination under a microscope for the purposes of the post-mortem
examination. New section 28 also requires that an authority under
Part 4 is subject to conditions specified in the instrument of authori-
sation, which is the autopsy request and authority form detailing
senior next of kin consent.

A new provision (proposed section 28A) has been added to
require a post-mortem examination to be conducted with regard to
the dignity of the deceased person.

Traditionally, professionals sought to protect families from
information that they may find distressing. However, experience has
shown that timely information provided in a sensitive manner can
empower families and is far less distressing than later disclosure. The
amendments to thdransplantation and Anatomy Act ensure
significant consultation with families of deceased persons and will
bring South Australia’s autopsy practice legislation into line with the
National Code of Ethical Autopsy Practice.

EXPLANATION OF CLAUSES

Part 1—Preliminary
1—Short title
2—Commencement
3—Amendment provisions
These clauses are formal.
Part 2—Amendment of Transplantation and Anatomy
Act 1983
4—Insertion of section 5A
This clause inserts a new section 5A to clarify the power
to retain tissue. Currently it is implied that, where the Act
authorises the removal or use of tissue for a purpose,
retention of the tissue (to the extent necessary to fulfil that
purpose) is also authorised. This clause makes that
explicit.
5—Substitution of Part 4
This clause substitutes Part 4 which consists of sections
25 to 28.

Part 4—Post-mortem examinations

25—Authority for post-mortem examination

where body of deceased person is in hospital

Section 25 of the Act deals with the authorisation
of post-mortem examinations where a person has died in a
hospital or the body of a deceased person has been brought
into a hospital.

Currently the section empowers a designated officer
for the hospital to authorise a post-mortem examination for
the purposes of investigating the causes of death of a person
if the designated officer, after making such inquiries as are
reasonable in the circumstances, has reason to believe that the
deceased person, during his or her lifetime, expressed a wish
for, or consented to, a post-mortem examination of his or her
body and had not withdrawn the wish or revoked the consent.

If, after making such inquiries as are reasonable in
the circumstances, the designated officer has no reason to
believe that the deceased person expressed a wish for, or
consented to, a post-mortem examination, or had expressed
an objection to a post-mortem examination, and after making
those inquiries and such further inquiries as may be reason-
able in the circumstances, the designated officer has no
reason to believe that the senior available next of kin of the
deceased person has an objection to a post-mortem examin-
ation, or the designated officer is unable to ascertain the exist-
ence or whereabouts of the next of kin or whether any of the
next of kin has an objection to a post-mortem examination,
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the designated officer may authorise a post-mortem examin-
ation.

Proposed new section 25 requires the designated
officer to be satisfied that the deceased person gave his or her
consent in writing to a post-mortem examination and had not
revoked the consent. If the designated officer is not satisfied
as to these matters, the designated officer must be satisfied
that the senior available next of kin has given his or her
consent to a post-mortem examination and that the deceased
person did not, during his or her lifetime, express an objection
to a post-mortem examination. If the designated officer is not
satisfied that the deceased consented and is not satisfied that
the senior available next of kin consents, the designated
officer must be satisfied that the deceased person did not
express an objection to a post-mortem examination, and be
unable to ascertain the existence or whereabouts of the next
of kin or whether any of the next of kin has an objection to
a post-mortem examination.

Under the proposed new section if, after making
such inquiries as are reasonable in the circumstances, the
designated officer is not satisfied that the deceased person,
during his or her lifetime, gave his or her consent in writing
to a post-mortem examination and did not revoke the consent,
and the designated officer has reason to believe that the
deceased person expressed an objection to a post-mortem
examination, or that the senior available next of kin has an
objection to a post-mortem examination, the designated
officer may authorise a post-mortem examination for a pur-
pose related to public health with the consent of the Minister.

However, the Minister must not consent unless of
the opinion that a post-mortem examination is necessary or
desirable in the interests of public health and that those
interests justify overriding any objection to a post-mortem
examination. If the Minister has reason to believe that the
senior available next of kin has an objection, the Minister
must make every reasonable attempt to persuade the senior
available next of kin to consent to the post-mortem examin-
ation.

If the designated officer has reason to believe that
the death of the person is or may be a reportable death under
the Coroners Act, the designated officer must not authorise
a post-mortem examination unless the State Coroner has
given his or her consent or the State Coroner has given a
direction that his or her consent is not required. A provision
to the same effect is currently part of section 27.

26—Authority for post-mortem examination
where body of deceased person is not in hospital

Section 26 of the Act deals with the authorisation
of post-mortem examinations where the body of a deceased
person is not in a hospital. It empowers the senior available
next of kin to authorise a post-mortem examination for the
purposes of investigating the causes of death of the person
unless he or she has reason to believe that the deceased
person, during his or her lifetime, expressed an objection to
a post-mortem examination or that another next of kin (of the
same or higher order) has an objection.

The section authorises a post-mortem examination
by force of law if the deceased person, during his or her
lifetime, expressed the wish for or consented to a post-
mortem examination and did not withdraw the wish or revoke
the consent.

Under the proposed new section 26 a post-mortem
examination is authorised by force of law only if the deceased
person gave his or her consent in writing and did not revoke
the consent.

However, if an inquest may be held under the
Coroners Act into the death of the person, the section does
not authorise a post-mortem examination unless the State
Coroner has given his or her consent. This provision is
currently part of section 27.

If the senior available next of kin has reason to
believe that the death of the person is or may be a reportable
death under the Coroners Act, the senior available next of kin
must not authorise a post-mortem examination unless the
State Coroner has given his or her consent or the State
Coroner has given a direction that his or her consentis not re-
quired. A provision to the same effect is also currently part
of section 27.

27—Authority to use, for therapeutic, medical or
scientific purposes, tissue removed for post-mor-
tem examination

Section 28 of the Act provides that an authority
under Part 4 authorises tissue to be removed from the body
of a deceased person in the course of a post-mortem exam-
ination for use for therapeutic, medical or scientific purposes.

Proposed new section 27 provides that a designated
officer for a hospital may authorise the use, for therapeutic,
medical or scientific purposes, of tissue removed from the
body of a deceased person for the purposes of a post-mortem
examination of the body performed at the hospital pursuant
to an authority under section 25.

However, the designated officer cannot authorise the
use of tissue for such purposes unless, after making such
inquiries as are reasonable in the circumstances, the designat-
ed officer is satisfied that the deceased person, during his or
her lifetime, gave his or her consent in writing to the use,
after his or her death, of tissue from his or her body for thera-
peutic, medical or scientific purposes and had not revoked the
consent.

If, after making such inquiries as are reasonable in
the circumstances, the designated officer is not satisfied that
the deceased person consented and did not revoke the
consent, but is satisfied that the senior available next of kin
has given his or her consent in writing to the use, for thera-
peutic, medical or scientific purposes, of any tissue removed
from the body of the deceased person for the purposes of a
post-mortem examination and that the deceased person had
not, during his or her lifetime, expressed an objection to the
use, for such purposes, of tissue removed from his or her
body after his or her death, the designated officer may
authorise the use of tissue for those purposes.

If a post-mortem examination is performed at a
place other than a hospital pursuant to an authority under
section 26, the senior available next of kin may authorise the
use of tissue for therapeutic, medical or scientific purposes
unless he or she has reason to believe that the deceased
person, during his or her lifetime, expressed an objection to
the use, for such purposes, of tissue removed from his or
body after death or that another next of kin (of the same or
higher order) has an objection.

If a post-mortem examination is performed pursuant
to a direction given under the Coroners Act, the State Coroner
may authorise the use of tissue for therapeutic, medical or
scientific purposes if satisfied that the deceased person,
during his or her lifetime, gave his or her consent in writing
to the use, after his or her death, of tissue from his or her
body for such purposes and had not revoked the consent.

If, after making such inquiries as are reasonable in
the circumstances, the State Coroner is not satisfied that the
deceased person consented and did not revoke the consent,
but is satisfied that the senior available next of kin has given
his or her consent in writing to the use, for therapeutic,
medical or scientific purposes, of any tissue removed from
the body of the deceased person for the purposes of a post-
mortem examination and that the deceased person had not,
during his or her lifetime, expressed an objection to the use,
for such purposes, of tissue removed from his or her body
after his or her death, the State Coroner may authorise the use
of tissue for those purposes.

28—Effect of authority under this Part

Section 28 of the Act sets out the effect of an
authority under Part 4.

Proposed new section 28 provides that an authority
under section 25 authorises the conduct of a post-mortem
examination and the removal of tissue for the purposes of the
examination.

The removal of tissue for use for a purpose related
to public health is also authorised, but only with the consent
of the Minister and for the purpose specified in the consent.

Under the new section an authority under section 26
authorises the conduct of a post-mortem examination and the
removal of tissue for the purposes of the examination, and an
authority under section 27 authorises the use, for therapeutic,
medical or scientific purposes, of tissue removed from the
body of a deceased person for the purposes of a post-mortem
examination of the body.
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If tissue removed from the body of a deceasedpartner. There are no compelling reasons to change this. In
person for the purposes of a post-mortem examination of thghe absence of any compelling reasons to change this
body is placed in blocks or slides for examination under Z?eeming provision in terms of the qualifying period, we ought

microscope, the use of that tissue for therapeutic, medical N
scientific purposes is authorised by force of law. 0 keep the status quo. My amendment seeks to maintain the

~ The proposed new section also provides that arcurrent position in the Family Relationships Act so that there
authority given under Part 4 is subject to any conditionsmust be a period of cohabitation of either five years continu-

specified in the instrument of authorisation. ; iy ; :
28A—Post-mortem examinations to be conducted ou?}%;ﬁ;ﬂ E%'SCI;X éear pglion?ér?gcggg_regate of five years.

with regard for dignity of deceased
Proposed new section 28A requires a post-mortem  The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: The Hon. Terry

examination of the body of a deceased person authorise@ameron asks whether my amendment does so: yes, it does.
under the Act to be conducted with regard to the dignity oft is important that there are some important legal conse-
e deceased person. - : :
6—Amendment of section 35—Certain contractstobe ~ UENCES arising from being a de fa(_:t(_) partner._ It is an
void adequate safeguard that there be a minimum period of five
The penalty for offences relating to the contracting for years. Moving it down to three years seems to be quite

valuable consideration for the sale or supply oftissue, ofynnecessary, and that is the position | maintain with respect
the post-mortem examination of a body, is to be increase b this amendment

from $5 000 to $20 000.
7—Amendment of section 38—Offences in relation to The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: These three amendments
removal of tissue taken together would restore the present five-year cohabita-

The penalty for an offence relating to the unauthorisedtion requirement for childless de facto couples to be recog-

removal of tissue is to be increased from $5 000 to; ; ; i
$20 000. The penalty for an offence for the imlorOIOernlsed under the Family Relationships Act. At present the law

issue of an authorisation under the Act by a designated€C0gnises a cohabiting couple as putative spouses when they
officer is to be increased from $2 000 to $5 000. either have a child together or have completed five years of
8—Amendment of section 38A—Offence to provide continuous cohabitation or a total of five out of the preceding
false or misleading information in relation to donation gy years. That is the highest requirement in Australia. Other

of blood or semen TN h -
The penalty for this offence is to be increased fromlurisdictions commonly require only two years continuous

$10 000 to $20 000. cohabitation. The government’s bill proposes to reduce the
9—Amendment of section 39—Disclosure of five year requirement to three years.
information Members will be aware that the requirement in the

The penalty for the wrongful disclosure of confidential " -
information is to be increased from $5 000 to $20 000. De Facto Relationships Act 1966 has always been three years.

10—Amendment of section 41—Regulations That act applies to claims over property when a de facto
A new paragraph is to be inserted in section 41(2) tocouple separates. The government took the view that it would
prﬁViﬁe that the regulatior;]s may pcfjeSkai]be the_fOFmbinbe sensible to have the same cohabitation period for all
ol :(?VT%%”SSR;I?; f%‘ﬁtar?rg% nce! gtai% Q?Lésré%ulgpurposes_. We already have a provision for three years living
tions is to be increased from $1 000 to $2 500. together in the De Facto Relationships Act, which covers

property, but the government took the view that it would be

The Hon. R.l. LUCAS secured the adjournment of the sensible to have the same cohabitation period for all purposes.

debate. Using the some period for all purposes is supported by the
Law Society, which wrote to the government in September
STATUTES AMENDMENT (RELATIONSHIPS) about this. The society pointed out that de facto partners can
BILL have property disputes dealt with if they are together for three
) years, but that if one dies after that time without having made
In committee. a will the other partner would not inherit. One can see the
(Continued from 8 November. Page 2972.) inherent absurdity of the situation.
Clause 86 The society also noted that under the Workers Rehabilita-
: tion and Compensation Act the definition of a spouse is
The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: I move: flexible and can permit the payment of a death beF;lefit to a
Page 31, line 23—Delete ‘3 and substitute ‘5’. cohabiting partner after five years or after a lesser period if

This is a fairly straightforward amendment, with two relatedthe corporation thinks that fair and reasonable. It mentions a
amendments. The current position with respect to the Familiecent decision—Travers v. Alliance Australia—in which the
Relationships Act in relation to de facto partners is that ther&Vorkers Compensation Tribunal found that a period of just
must be a period of cohabitation—and | use that wordver three years cohabitation met that criterion. To be fair, the
advisedly—for a period of five years or, if it is not for a society only said that there should be consistency, but did not
continuous period of cohabitation of five years, during theexpress a view on a uniform period of three or five years, but
period of six years immediately preceding the date, one needwted that any period is arbitrary. The government agrees that
to have cohabited with that person for periods aggregating n@bnsistency is important. If the couple can make legal claims
less than five years. That is the current legal position undesn each other’s property after three years, it seems reasonable
the Family Relationships Act. that other legal rights and duties should also accrue at that
This bill seeks to amend this to reduce the period otime, as this bill proposes.
cohabitation so that you come within the definition of a de Apart from consistency with the De Facto Relationships
facto partner after cohabiting three years continuously, or iAct provisions, two other factors are to be considered. First,
during a period of four years immediately preceding that dat¢here will often be a financially weaker party to a de facto
you cohabit with that person for periods aggregating not lesgelationship. In the case of opposite sex couples, itis often the
than three years. | see no compelling reason for this changaomen. Legal recognition of the relationship often protects
It is important that the status quo remains in relation to théhe weaker party by giving him or her access to the courts. At
qualifying periods where you are presumed to be a de factthe moment, if de facto relationships split up after three or
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more years, a partner who has made a large domestic or other The Hon. T.G. Cameron:As | understand it, many have.
non-financial contribution can be recompensed for that The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: Many have. But | am not
contribution by a share of the property. If, however, herconvinced that the simple fact that others—
partner has died after the same length of time without having The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting:
made a will, she is not recognised by the law as being entitled The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: The minister said, ‘What
to any share of his property. The government thinks itabout the Law Society’s request for consistency?’ These are
proposed three-year rule will better protect the financiallythe denizens of the leafy suburbs who drive the late model
weaker party. cars, who the Premier in his articleThe Bulletin denigrates
Also, as the committee has decided to adopt the amendvhen he sees them clustered around the coffee shops in
ments moved by the Hon. Ms Lensink, domestic co-dependsouger Street. So, suddenly, when it is convenient to the
ent partners will now be able to enter into legally bindinggovernment, it starts saying, ‘Oh, well, we will follow what
arrangements from the very beginning of their relationshipthe Law Society says.” However, as the minister indicated,
They do not have to wait three years or five years for ahe Law Society did not indicate a preference for three years
cohabitation agreement (I think we have now called that @r five years. It said that you should have consistency. All
domestic relationships property agreement), but they caright, if itis consistency, we should stick with what we have,
make one straight away that is immediately recognised by thehich is five years in relation to this provision. If we need to
law. Thus it seems unreasonable to require de facto partneaster other provisions to ensure consistency, let us have a look
whose relationship may be equally close, if not more so, tat those, but | will be supporting the Hon. Nick Xenophon.
wait five years for legal recognition. This argument would The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | have not been persuaded
restore the current law, that is, a de facto couple could apply the arguments that have been mounted by the Hon. Nick
for a property division after three years but must wait fiveXenophon, nor do | believe that those arguments were added
years for other rights and duties. The government opposése by the contribution of the Hon. Robert Lawson.
this amendment, therefore, and supports the clause printed in The Hon. R.D. Lawson:At least | am consistent.
the bill. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: No, the member is not
The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | indicate that | am very consistent. | have known him to change his mind three times
attracted to the amendments moved by the Hon. Nicln one day. But he does not want me to go into the details of
Xenophon, and | am entirely unconvinced by the explanatiothat now, does he? Consistency is something that, as far as
given by the government for its opposition. The argument$ am concerned, the member is not known for.
advanced by the minister for changing the existing require- My understanding of some of the reasons behind why laws
ment of living together for five years is unconvincing. We were introduced to protect or to give benefits to de factos was
have to remember that this situation arises irrespective of thiae problems that were being created when de facto people
wishes of the party. This is a case where the law deems thaplit up. We all know (and this might not be agreeable to
a certain status will exist, that is, the status of putative spouspgople such as the Hon. Nick Xenophon and the
as it was previously called, irrespective of the particulaitHon. Andrew Evans) that one of the features of modern day
wishes of the parties. Of course, if they wish to adjust theitife and modern day relationships is that many people make
property arrangements themselves voluntarily, they can da decision to share a house together before they get married.
so0. What we are here talking about is a situation where thegometimes the couple views it as a trial marriage before they
have chosen either not to make a will, as they are perfectlgnter into a real marriage. | know that would be opposed to
entitled to do, or to arrange their affairs to meet their owreverything that the Hon. Andrew Evans would believe and
particular needs. This is a regime that parliament imposesupport, but | think he knows me well enough to know that
upon them. we can disagree but still maintain respect for the rights of an
| believe that parliament should be very reluctant toindividual to have their belief systems.
impose that sort of regime upon people. At the presenttime One of the reasons why | believe this protection is in the
we do not impose it upon them until a fairly substantialstatutes of parliament is that it was brought in to protect
period of time has elapsed—five years. The minister has natomen from men who were exploiting them. That is, they
explained that that system has not worked well to date. Hevould live with them for a number of years. They might own
has mentioned that it is inconsistent with some other statutethe house, perhaps, being the largest breadwinner, and the
but those sorts of inconsistencies will persist. He says thavoman would move in, contribute towards the upkeep of the
persons who enter into a domestic relationship properthouse for an extended period of time, care for it, maintain it
agreement will be able to initiate that from the very momentand furnish it, etc. Four or five years down the track they
they sign the contract: they do not have to wait for three yearsave a blue and she finds herself turfed out on the street.
or five years or any other period. That is the essence of th&uite simply (and | defy anyone to disagree with me), when
arrangement: it is a voluntary arrangement that people entele facto relationships break up the financial losers are
into, and it operates from the very time they enter into it, jusppredominantly women. That is why | view the amendment
as a will has operates from the time you execute it, eveput forward by the Hon. Nick Xenophon as a retrograde step
though it may not come into force until the death of thefor women who are living in de facto relationships.
testator. There is no doubt in my mind that, if the government
I am entirely unconvinced by any need to change thisnoves this (which is what it is intending to do) from five
existing provision. | am not aware that there was any greagears to three years, it will provide greater protection for
demand; there was no government policy to make thisvomen who are living in de facto relationships. For some
change. | admit that there was a government policy to makemen, moving it from the three years (what it will become) to
certain other changes, but there was no policy to undertakeve years will mean that they have another couple of years
this review. | am not convinced that the fact that other stateto decide whether to turf their partner out before she meets
have adopted three years rather than five is a reason why wlee five-year statutory requirement. That is the sort of thing
should— that goes on in the real world. | am not interested in having
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a legal argument with the Hon. Robert Lawson—I have triechere; so there was no cohabitation. We had cohabitated for
that before and he is too good for me. | am not arguing here8% years, and | got very worried about a health scare. It was
my reasons for supporting the government are not based aancer and it was positive. | think anyone when they get a
the legal niceties of it. Mind you, you nearly had me whenpositive test for cancer immediately starts wondering how
you said that the Law Society was supporting this, but thédong the Lord will allow them to live. That is what was
Hon. Robert Lawson wound your position back somewhatrossing my mind: ‘God, | will be dead within a year.’ Trevor
from that. | cannot recall ever having received anything fronsaid no. If | had died, despite the fact that | had been in a
the Law Society, so at this stage | am unsure who is absoluteelationship with my partner for three or four years and we
ly correct on that. had cohabitated for 3%z years, my now wife would not have
God forgive me, but | have lived in a de facto relationshipgot a penny from the parliamentary superannuation scheme.
and let me assure you that modern women know their rights. The Hon. Nick Xenophon interjecting:
They know that, at three years, if the man is a bit of a rat, The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Not a penny. Well, we
they have some protection; that if he then turfs them out inteubsequently married, but not because | wanted her to have
the street they at least have some recourse through the legaicess to the parliamentary superannuation scheme, as the
system. The recourse that they have does not give them tl#on. Nick Xenophon has implied.
right to wander off to the courts and say, ‘I have lived with  The Hon. Nick Xenophon interjecting:
this man for three years; | want 50 per cent of the property The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | am making a point here,
that he owned when | moved there.’ It does not work thatind | am glad you raised it. The only way | could give her the
way—and if it does then | am sure that the Hon. Roberprotection to which | felt she was entitled was to get married.
Lawson will correct me. However, my understanding of it is| did not get married for just that reason, but | will confess
that the courts have a total look at what transpired duringhat it was a significant part of the reasons which motived my
those three years and they look at what contributions wergetting married.
made by the parties, and they make a judgment accordingly. The Hon. T.G. Roberts interjecting:
The mere fact that a de facto relationship hits the threshold The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Of course love; that goes
point of five or three years (which is what we are debating)without saying. | am sure that had | died and my wife had
does not automatically give that de facto parther—either @ome to the Hon. Nick Xenophon, because | know he is a
man or a woman—an automatic right to 50 per cent of thesensitive person with a heart as big as a football, he would
estate, or what have you. That is my understanding, althoudtave been touched by the difficult plight she was in. It would
I am not an expert when it comes to divorce law. not have surprised me if he had taken up the cause to get
| suspect that the Hon. Robert Lawson’s decision tasuperannuation for her. | am a little surprised. | am not sure
support this is more motivated by a conservative attitudevhether the Hon. Nick Xenophon is being conservative here
towards these issues than arguments of consistency orwanting to stretch this out from three years to five years
anything like that. | must confess that, if the Liberaland from four years to six years. If the amendment is
government wins the next election (and they are probablgarried—and | say this sincerely, putting aside the different
about 4:1 at the moment) and the Hon. Robert Lawsomrguments the Hon. Andrew Evans will bring on this issue—
becomes the Attorney-General, | can take some small solacwer the next few years a lot of women who have been
in the fact that he is not as conservative as his Liberatohabitating with men for between three and five years will
predecessor, Trevor Griffin. | can recall going to Trevor'sget turfed out on their backsides without a damned penny.
office one day and talking to him about the ParliamentaryWhat brings the men to heel in these situations is the
Superannuation Act. | was then living in a de facto relationknowledge that, if they do not reach an amicable settlement
ship and | was concerned that, if due to ill health somethingvith their de facto partner, she will go to a lawyer and take
happened to me, my partner would not have any access at &iim to court.
to the parliamentary superannuation fund—and we were If the government’s proposal succeeds, it will be a positive
between three and five years. advance for women trapped in those situations. If the Hon.
| approached the Hon. Trevor Griffin and asked himMr Xenophon’s amendment succeeds, | fear that in the years
whether he would consider supporting a private members bikhead women will get turfed out on the street. They will be
that | was considering lodging to reduce the time period undewvomen who have been cohabitating for between three and
the Parliamentary Superannuation Act from five to thredive years and they will be turfed out on their backsides.
years. | thought | might have had a bit of currency with him,  The Hon. Nick Xenophon interjecting:
because I think | had just supported him on a couple of bills. The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: 1 think three years is the
My now wife (the Hon. Andrew Evans will be pleased to appropriate threshold because | think it is a positive step
know that we are now married) is from overseas, and | usefbrward. | can see the Hon. Sandra Kanck looking at me and
to have to go backwards and forwards to see her until she wa$e is probably a bit puzzled, but | see this as a positive step
able to come out here to Australia. So, despite the fact thatfbr women. Reducing it from five years to three is a positive
had known her for a number of years, we had cohabited fostep for those women living in a de facto relationship. To me,
only three. it will create more equality in that de facto relationship
The Hon. T.G. Robertsinterjecting: between the man and woman. Under the honourable
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: No; we would be here for member’s proposal, women caught between that three-year
two weeks if we were to do that. We need to deal with myand five-year threshold could be out in the streets with
wife when she was my girlfriend, if you don’t mind. We will nothing.
not dwell on the others. | want to explain to the Hon. Nick My recommendation is that, if the honourable member’s
Xenophon the view | have on this matter and why | urgeamendment gets up, they all come and see either him or the
members of parliament to support the government’s positiorHon. Robert Lawson and say, ‘Look: this is what's happened
Even though we had known each other for four or five yearso me. | was living with this man for four years and 10
and had been in a relationship, she was overseas and | wamnths and he realised that | was getting to the threshold
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point of becoming a de facto and perhaps having some accegeneral terms, about any complications and problems with
to his property, and he has turfed me out on the street. Whéateir system, and he certainly did not report any problems
can | do about it?’ At least those men who do those thingsvith this particular part of the legislation. He did not report
will now have to act before three years rather than wait untiany untoward consequences of that legislation—of course,
five. They are some of the reasons why | will be supportinghey also have plenty of legal experience to base that on. He
the government and not supporting the honourable memberdid not report any undue distress caused by any parties and
amendment. association in relation to that two-year period. He did not
The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: That was a most eloquent produce any evidence to say that such a period of time
submission from the Hon. Terry Cameron. Unfortunately, itproduced any ambiguity in terms of legal terms or under-
is based on a complete misunderstanding of the current lastandings, or any complications associated with that, and he
He gave the touching example of the lady with whom he hadertainly did not report any evidence to say that experience
lived in a de facto relationship for three years but not fivehad undermined any institutions such as the family.
years. Under the De Facto Relationships Act as it stands at | pelieve we have evidence of legal experience in other
the moment, has stood for years and will not be changed, jarisdictions that shows that it does not create any problems,
person who has lived de facto for three years is entitled tand | believe that South Australia should move to a more
make an application to the court and get a division ofconsistent approach.
property that will be based on what the court determines is  The Hon. J.M.A. LENSINK: | actually have a lot of
fair and reagonaple. That is the existing provision of the D%ympathy for the retention of the five-year provision. This
Facto Relationships Act. _ may be a very strange day in this parliament, when the
__Thatprovision will remain, so we are not taking away anypon, Terry Cameron argues the case for the modern woman
rights in relation to that. There is no move by the governmeng g | argue the case for the recognition of long-term relation-
or anyone else to change that to some shorter period of timghips, However, as the Hon. Robert Lawson has pointed out,
If this government were seriously interested in assisting thosge pe Facto Relationships Act relates to the division of
people, it could actually refer to the Family Court of hroperty and other financial matters. So, in that sense, that
Australia, as has every other state, the power of that court [grovision has not been affected, and that is the one | am most
deal with property issues at the same time as it deals witBoncerned about. However, were the position reversed, |

issues relating to the children of de facto relationships.  think | would be more inclined to support the retention of the
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: five-year period.

The Hon. R.D. LAVSON: The other states ha_ve_ dqn(_e When we examine what will be changed by this provi-
that because at the moment the Family Court has jurlsdlctlogion_as | understand itin the Family Relationships Act, we

over children. : ‘ : o s
. ... will replace the term ‘putative spouse’ with ‘spouse or
timlgg Hon. T.G. Cameron:What have they as cohabitation de facto partner’ and issues such as, for instance, the right to
’ . . veto cremation, the right to consent or refuse consent to organ
.Tthe. Ht?]n. F'D'VbﬁV\{[SON' T?rﬁf yeel;rs. tThat is what donation, needing to declare things for conflict of interest
eX'_S”? Irll-i |sTa2/3v. c atwe .?fre a‘ Ing a OU.T i N provisions, and all those other things we have been talking
€ Hon. 1.%. Lameron.ityoure So consistent, SUpport 54t, | cannot object to that being three years rather than

three across the board. . L . ) .
. . five. | have been sitting somewhere in the middle on this. |
The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: What we are talking about am still listening, but | must say that, on the basis of the

here is not those relationships. We are talking about th rguments—

provisions under an act called the Family Relationships Act, The Hon. Nick Xenoohon interiecting:

which deals with a different situation, that is, when you deem The Hoﬁ IMA LIFE)NSINK' J i thg. sian a domestic

that certain persons at a certain time have a certain status, andh bitati T h - riney Igd' | !

under the present law in South Australia that is five years. t9"2 Itation agreement, they are in imme lately.

do not believe a case has been made for reducing that from The Hon. Nick Xenophon interjecting:

the five years that currently exists. | want to emphasise that 1he Hon. JM.A. LENSINK: Yes, the new term. They

all the things the Hon. Terry Cameron was talking about@e & de facto couple and they are immediately covered. | am

about the possible injustice to women who have lived witrstill listening, but it will be other provisions that will be_

a man for three years, none of those rights are being take#fected. | cannot see any reason why that should be five

away or adversely affected. They will be protected under thi¥ears and not three years. If a de facto couple has been living

regime, and the Hon. Nick Xenophon has not sought tdogetherar_]ql one_of them dies, why should the de facto who

change that. h_as been living with the decea_sed for_three years not have a
The Hon. G.E. GAGO: | want to make a brief contribu- "ight to say whether or not their body is cremated?

tion. The Hon. Terry Cameron will probably recall that, when ~ The Hon. A.L. EVANS: When it comes to relationships,

the Social Development Committee was inquiring into thethe most important thing is stability. Mr Cameron raised

relationships bill, we received evidence from Mr Petersome interesting points which indicated his concerns. Butin

Hennessy from the Law Reform Commission of New Souttsociety overall, if we are going to have a good and peaceful

Wales. If | recall correctly, New South Wales has had a twoSociety, we must encourage stability in relationships as much

year cohabitation period for almost 20 years—it might be 15s possible. For example, in Australia today, there are a

or 16, or something like that—for spouses and de factos. million children without fathers, costing us $13 billion a year.
New South Wales has also had a two-year cohabitatiolf you set a five year limit, as Mr Xenophon is suggesting—

period for same-sex couples and de facto couples for almost The Hon. Nick Xenophon: Status quo.

six years. Do not quote me on this, because | do not have the The Hon. A.L. EVANS: —status quo—it gives people

exact figures in front of me, but it would not be far out. So,in new relationships time to work their way through the

they have had six years of legal experience. The honourabtiifficulties and adjustments that take place in relationships

member may recall that we inquired of Mr Hennessy, inand to get over the hump of those first few years when
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breakdowns can occur. Having a five year arrangement,Up on the Gold Coast at the moment to realise the conflicts
think, encourages stability. If you look at what we are tryingof interest that can occur with councillors making decisions
to get at, what we are trying to do, how we are going to haven issues like rezoning.
a better society, how we are going to have better children If we support the Hon. Nick Xenophon's argument, you
brought up in society, how we are going to stop delinquencyill not need to declare that you have a conflict of interest
and stop kids going on drugs and all that, the records showntil you hit the five-year threshold. | am just wondering
clearly, without a shadow of a doubt, that where there argvhether that might encourage people who find themselves in
stable, peaceful home relationships of long term it is the best position where they will have a conflict of interest the
place to bring up your children in this world. moment they, under your proposition, hit that five years,
So, | support Mr Xenophon's amendment because Whereas under the government’s proposition they would hit
believe it helps couples to work their way through. We couldthat threshold at three years.
all share stories of our early years of marriage, our first | believe that, perhaps in a roundabout way, it can be
couple of years. | have been married for 43 years now, butdrgued that to support your proposition might allow some of
am almost embarrassed to say that | can remember that durigigese white-collar crooks to exploit that because they are not
my first six months in marriage my wife got so angry with megoing to hit a conflict of interest proposition until five years
on one occasion that she actually threw the Bible at me. Shghereas earlier they would have hit it at three. | can also
would never do it now. She hit me and I went quiet for theenvisage some people, knowing that they have five years
rest of the day. before they hit a conflict of interest position, deferring a
The Hon. Nick Xenophon: Was that a Bible bashing?  decision to get married. In other words, if we had a three-year
The Hon. A.L. EVANS: It was the book closest to her so position, a three-year threshold, at the end of three years
she up and, wham! She has never done that since, and astime people might say, ‘Well, we're caught by this conflict
relationship has got better as the years go by. It has beconag interest provision anyway; we’ll get married’, whereas
smoother as we have begun to understand each other and eagldler your proposition they would have an extra two years
other's moods and what gets each other aggro. So | am fes wait and perhaps be ripping off the system because they
anything that can bring stability. | think the great goal weare living with a de facto and not declaring it.
should be aiming for in this place is how we can slow down The committee divided on the amendment:

the breakdown. You will never totally stop it, but how can we AYES (8)
slow down things and bring more stability? If we do not, we Dawkins, J. S. L. Evans, A. L.
will suffer as a nation. That is why | support Mr Xenophon’s Lawson, R. D. Lucas, R. I.
amendment. Redford, A. J. Ridgway, D. W.
The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: The South Australian Stefani, J. F. Xenophon, N. (teller)
Democrats believe what the government is doing is eminently NOES (9)
sensible, and we do not support the Hon. Mr Xenophon'’s Cameron, T. G. Gago, G. E.
amendment. Gazzola, J. M. Gilfillan, I.
The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | would like to clarify a point Holloway, P. (teller) Kanck, S. M.
I made to the committee earlier in relation to the jurisdiction Lensink, J. M. A. Sneath, R. K.
of the Family Court, because insurance has beenraisedasa Zollo, C.
matter in this discussion. As between married spouses who PAIR(S)
are unable to agree on the division of property, the Family Schaefer, C. V. Reynolds, K.
Court has jurisdiction to make orders in relation to superan- Stephens, T. J. Roberts, T. G.

nuation matters, even though those policies might not yet Majority of 1 for the noes.

have matured. Under the South Australian De Facto Relation- aAmendment thus negatived.

ships Act, our civil courts do not have that same jurisdiction. Progress reported; committee to sit again.

Other states have referred to the Family Court that jurisdic- '

tion in relation to de facto couples, so that when a de factq ocal GOVERNMENT (LOCHIEL PARK LANDS)
couple goes before the Family Court in another state they are AMENDMENT BILL

able to have an order which deals with the superannuation

and insurance entitlements. In South Australia that simply The Hon. A.J. REDEORD: | seek leave to make a
cannot be done. The point | am seeking to make is that, if thisersonal explanation.

government was truly interested in reforming that area of the | eave granted.

law, there are avenues to do that. | think that it should, butit  The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: In my contribution earlier

is notable that it has chosen not to here. | will be supportinghis afternoon about the Adelaide Parklands, | omitted to

the status quo. _ mention that | am currently a member of the South Australian
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | am indebted to the Hon.  jockey Club. | apologise for that.

Michelle Lensink for her contribution because a point that she

raised has got me thinking. She said that one of the issues that

would be affected by this is the need to declare a conflict of HANSARD

interest. | am no QC and | have not been moved one inch by

the Hon. Robert Lawson’s legal arguments, but be that as it The PRESIDENT: As to the question asked today by
may | am interested to explore this question of a declaratiothe Hon. Mr Lucas in respect of the responsibilities of
of a conflict of interest because it seems to me that one of thdansard, | have conducted an investigation. | have had a
things that we really need to look at in a society such as oursonversation with the minister. My advice is that Hansard
is what | call white-collar crime involving people who find policy is to allow changes, but those changes are limited to
themselves in positions of trust. They could be councillorsmatters of fact, spelling, grammar or syntax. Hansard
for example. One only has to have a look at what is going ochanged the word ‘lease’ to ‘release’ in the belief that this
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was a minor change of fact. It now appears that the changgpparent to anyone listening to my answer that the stations
was more significant than Hansard originally realised. Thevere to be built, not leased. | believe that all members knew
Hansard report will be corrected to reflect the exact wordsthat the subject of discussion was the sale of property and a
spoken. The audio has been checked to confirm those wordsuilding and, therefore, | did not consider the changes of any
In respect of the other part of the question, the words ‘irsubstance, but simply a matter of clarification. For the
conjunction’ were added before the words ‘with the Asseminformation of honourable members, | will be shortly signing
blies of God community’ in the belief that this was related tothe contract of sale for the land to be purchased for the
amplification of the fact. Likewise, this was confirmed Paradise station. The purchase is from the Paradise

against the audio. Community Church trading as the Assemblies of God. | am
advised that the land sale price is $1.075 million. This will
SITTINGS AND BUSINESS allow the building of the station. The total cost of this project
. is anticipated to be, as previously advised, $4.4 million.
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Industry and Hansard has also informed me that, after listening to the

Trade): | move: tape, they removed the words ‘in conjunction’ from the
That standing orders be so far suspended as to enable the sittinaswer. | did not add the words ‘in conjunction’. They were
of the council to be extended beyond 6.30 p.m. to enable the busmeaﬁite possibly a syntax change added by Hansard and may
of the df'"y tobe _Completed' reflect how Hansard sometimes handles the obvious differ-

Motion carried. ence between the spoken and written word to make it
readable. This provides an example of the reasons why
Hansard is open to correction. It was certainly not my

The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO (Minister for Emergency intention i'n any way to change the meaning of What was
Services):l seek leave to make a personal explanation. clearly being discussed, and | unresgrvedly apologise to the
Leave granted chamber for any concern or confusion that thetsesard

The Hon. CARMEL ZOLLO: On7 November 2005, Corrections have caused.

answered a supplementary question from the Hon. Julian SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE LOCAL

Stefani regarding the purchase of land and the building of a GOVERNMENT (LOCHIEL PARK LANDS)
new Paradise fire station. On reading my answer in the rushes AMENDMENT BILL

| saw that | had made a slip of the tongue when | used the
word ‘lease’ in my answer. Quite clearly, the land is notto  The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Leader of the Opposition): |

be leased, and this was clear in the context of this answefek leave to move a motion without notice in relation to the
about the cost of the project. Also, the amount of money that ychiel Park Select Committee.

| referred to included the land and the building. The correc- | gave granted.
tions that | requested of Hansard reflect this understanding. The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | move:

| used the Wor_d release’ in th_e C(_)rr_ectlon I aske_d of That standing order 389 be so far suspended to enable the
Hansard after seeing the rushes. Itis within my delegation asairperson of the committee to have a deliberative vote only.This
minister to sign contracts and release funds for such purchassuncil permits the select committee to authorise the disclosure of
es. When | said that | had not yet signed the lease, | was ipublications it thinks fit of any evidence presented to the committee
fact referring to the property contract. | have since spoken tgrior to such evidence being reported to the council and that standing
he D Leader. H dwho h ’ dvised h order 396 be suspended to enable strangers to be admitted when the
the Deputy Leader, Hansard who has advised me, as you ha¥8ect committee is examining witnesses unless the committee
justsaid, Mr President, that they can make minor changes @therwise resolves that they shall be excluded when the committee
fact, spelling, grammar or syntax. | certainly consider thesés deliberating.
minor changes of fact. It was clear within the question andy way of explanation, they are the normal provisions which
my answer that we were discussing a sale of land and thge forgot to move when we established the select committee
building of a station, not the lease of a property. Hansar@arlier. My apologies.
made the changes accordingly and, as all members know, it Motion carried.
is within Hansard’s discretion as to whether or not the
changes are made. ADJOURNMENT

| also referred in my answer to the media release which |
put out on Thursday 27 October 2005 regarding the two new At 6.34 p.m. the council adjourned until Monday 21
fire stations and the tender process for building these. It wadovember at 2.15 p.m.
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