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today, on page 3 ofhe Advertiser, | read all the answers to
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL the questions | asked. The article states:

The information was contained in more than 20 confidential

Thursday 7 June 2007 files—
The PRESIDENT (Hon. R.K. Sneath) took the chair at ahqu(e;vstion l as;ed ye;ter:d:f:\ly—d » i
2.18 p.m. and read prayers. The Advertiser understands the files detailed more than 30 investigat-
8 p.m. and read prayers ions being conducted by the SA Police Organised Crime Branch. . .
McDONALD, Mr S. It continues:

A senior police source toltihe Advertiser yesterday the theft was
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Police): | seek  ‘the biggest disaster to ever face SAPOL. SAPOL is the laughing

leave to make a ministerial statement. stock of police forces nationally. . .
Leave granted. It also states that the Australian Crime Commission, NSW
TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: | have this morning been Police and Victoria Police had also had their investigations
advised by South Australia Police that officers from Operacompromised. The editorial in todaylvertiser states:
tion Cypress have today arrested Stuart McDonald and There appears to be little doubt that the stolen material covers a
charged him with seven counts of act to endanger life. Theange of critical police investigations and has fallen into the hands
charge carries a maximum prison term of life for each count’! aT%”e(lge%ggr?él details, including addresses and telephone numbers
Operation C_ypres_s 'S_the_ SAPOL task for‘_:e_eStab“Shed 10 dozens of police and some police informants are apparently '
manage the investigation into the alleged criminal conduct ohcluded in the files.
M(;Donald, who is alleged to have rgcklessly and intentionaIMy question is: why is it that, when we ask questions in
ly infected up to 10 other people with HIV. parliament, we do not get an answer, yet we read the answers
On 4 April 2007, the Adelaide Magistrate’s C,ourt g.ran'[edin The Advertiser the next day?
a warrant to SAPOL gr)d the Crown thcnors Office on " TheHon. P. HOL L OWAY (Minister for Police): One
behalf of health authorities for the detention of McDonald atthing you could do is perhaps talk to the Leader of the

the Glenside Hospital pursuant to section 32 of the Public angh,osition’s press secretary, but | will not go into that at this
Environmental Health Act. On 20 April 2007, SAPOL time

established the Cypress task force parallel with the detention The Hon. D.W. Ridgway: What's that got to do with it?
order, which confined McDonald to Glenside. Between TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: Ask him and find out. The
20 April and 6 June 2007, police conducted a preliminarygitorial in today’sAdvertiser contains a number of state-
inquiry into McDonald's alleged criminal conduct, as well asnents, some of which are untrue; one in particular is that
a complex identification process. . addresses of police were provided. My advice, certainly, is
_lI'am advised by SAPOL that, of the persons identifietiyat that is not the case. | believe that, tomorrow, the Leader
with the same HIV strain as McDonald, seven have providegs the Opposition in another place will take up the invitation
police with statements and are victims in the prosecution. Ongs the government to have a full briefing on this matter with

has not been located by police, although his identity ishe Acting Commissioner of Police. The fact that police files
known, one refuses to provide a statement to police or healthsye peen stolen from a vehicle and handed to criminal

authorities, and one has provided a statement to police biiements is, of course, something that is bitterly—
there is insufficient evidence to lay a charge against TheHon, J.SL. Dawkins interjecting:

McDonald. | understand that McDonald will shortly appear  The Hon. P. HOLL OWAY: Well, its embarrassing for
in the Adelaide Magistrate’s Court on these criminal chargesne police and it's embarrassing for me.

I'am advised that police will oppose bail. The Hon. D.W. Ridgway: It's an inconvenience.

TheHon. P. HOLL OWAY: In relation to the police, yes,
and | repeat that—the addresses of police officers were not
- . put in there The Advertiser refers to a senior police officer.
COI:e?\t'a?irZ).n()a'.lI:.ISyA(();notﬁll\él 'g Stlg ;nggylgggmrﬁiqrtliz?grial Presumabily it is referring to a senior constable who whilst

AT having a chat to someone may have said this. The senior
statement in relation to the report of Mr Walsh QC made, . -o"\vho have advised me have not said that. | can say
today by the Hon. John Hill categorically that the senior police officers involved in this
matter have not made those statements, and | suggest they

WALSH, Mr S.

QUESTION TIME have come from another source.
| had a lengthy meeting with the Acting Police Commis-
POLICE DOCUMENTS sioner on Monday. Both he and | made ourselves available

to the media at great length at a press conference outside my

TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY: | seek leave to make a brief office on Monday morning. We answered all the questions
explanation before asking the Minister for Police a questionhat were asked and | have answered the questions that have
about the secret files bungle. been asked here. What | do know is that, at about 7.30 this

Leave granted. morning, the Leader of the Opposition in another place went

TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY: Yesterday, | asked a onABC radioand made certain comments. Apparently, after
question and, with your leave, Mr President, two supplementhat, he must have reathe Advertiser editorial and, of
tary questions about the number of files that were stolen aourse, picked up the suggestion about having an independent
lost, the investigations that were compromised and whethénquiry, because he then called a press conference for later in
any other jurisdictions or agencies were involved. Thehe morning asking for this independent inquiry—because it
minister was either unable to answer or did not know thevas suggested ifihe Advertiser. Wouldn't it be nice if the
answer, and did not provide an answer. It is interesting thdteader of the Opposition actually had an original thought;
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and wouldn't it be even nicer if he came up with onebecome the Rebels motorcycle gang's clubrooms. The
constructive idea for what should be done here? bombing was linked to a clash between bikie gangs.

The point | made to the media is that there is one lesson On 2 August 1999, a series of violent crimes believed to
to be learnt from this, that is, you do not need an inquiry tdbe clashes between rival bikie gangs were to be investigated
find out that police files should not be left in places whereby police. The investigations would include a gunfire
they can be taken. You do not need to hire a judge to tell yoexchange between the occupants of two cars; a shooting at
that. There is an internal investigation of this matter going orklizabeth Grove when two cars were hit with gunfire; a brawl
within the police force, but you do not need an investigatiorat the Eureka Tavern at Salisbury in July 1999; an arson
to know that these documents should not have been left wheggtack on the Bandidos motorcycle club’'s Osborne clubrooms
they were. That is the lesson that will come out of this, ancbn 1 May 1999; and the placing of a bomb under a car in the
it is exactly the lesson we learnt, of course, when a formedriveway of a Woodville South home on 1 April.

Liberal minister had her cabinet documents stolen from a car On 8 October 1999, five members of the Rebels motor-
near the Feathers Hotel. cycle club were ambushed as they left their clubrooms at

The Hon. D.W. Ridgway interjecting: Wright Street Adelaide; three Rebels motorcycle club

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: No. They were documents members died. On 4 January 2001, 130 Gypsy Joker gang
relating to the Hindmarsh stadium that were required undemembers in the South-East town of Beachport bashed three
a FOI request that happened to go missing, if my memorgtar Group officers: injuries sustained by the police included
serves me correctly. Back in those days there were FOI lawsbroken jaw. That was the situation immediately prior to this
and since that day the FOI laws have been changed and theyevernment coming to office.

are now dozens of requests. So, just becdhed\dvertiser The Hon. G.E. Gago interjecting:
says— _ o TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: Yes, it was—out of a car.
The Hon. D.W. Ridgway interjecting: This government has acted. This government has taken action

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: Well, it's in The Advertiser.  to address this problem. We do not want to go back to those
The Leader of the Opposition woke up after his 7.30 a.mdays. The fact that a police officer has left files in a place
interview and must have redkhe Advertiser and thought, where they could be stolen is highly regrettable. As | said,
‘Gee, that's a good idea.’ These ideas are not the Leader @he would expect that, whatever happens, that particular
the Opposition’s, they are the ideas of the EditorToe  officer is probably suffering a lot more for this thing than the
Advertiser, and that is the great tragedy. The Leader of theyrevious Liberal cabinet minister who was also irresponsible
Opposition was on television two days ago, and do you knowyith documents. Okay; it should not have happened—the
what, Mr President? The Leader of the Opposition, th@esson is clear: confidential documents should not be left in
member for Waite (Mr Hamilton-Smith), said on television places where they can be taken—but a whole lot of wild
acouple of days ago that what we do not need now is furthegpeculation does not help. Tomorrow the Leader of the
reviews; we need action. That is what the Leader of thepposition will have the opportunity to be briefed by the
Opposition was saying—we need action, we do not nee@ssistant Commissioner and | think that, when he has that

reviews. Two days later he readsThe Advertiser that we  priefing, he will understand what action (and why) the police
should have a review and suddenly these people want [gave taken in relation to this matter.

review. What a joke they are!

The information inThe Advertiser says that senior police TheHon. NICK XENOPHON: | have a supplementary
have provided information but if, in fact, senior police havequestion. Will the minister advise whether any of the police
done so and if | really believed that was true and that was thimformants whose details were disclosed have been the
source, maybe there ought to be an investigation into whgubject of any threats or intimidation and whether any of
senior police are making details public. Maybe that is thehem have decided to decline to assist the police with their
investigation that we need to have if that sort of informationinvestigations?
which can only be of assistance to criminals is provided. TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY: It would be totally irrespon-

Let me conclude with one final point, because | think itsible to provide information about those people. | will
shows the hollowness of the views of the opposition andeiterate what | said yesterday: the police will contact anyone
particularly those of the leader in another place in relation tanvolved. That does not mean that informants were necessari-
this matter. You would think that bikies were the only sourcely identified. In relation to any evidence that might contribute
of organised crime. There are plenty of other groups involvedowards identification, the police have taken the appropriate
in organised crime with whom the police need to be involvedaction to ensure that there is no risk to those persons and that
We know what happened under the previous governmenthere is a minimal compromise of any ongoing police
with all the bikie activities which happened just prior to theinvestigation. The police can do no more than that.
election and after which this government established
Operation Avatar as an ongoing operation and increased its SOLID WASTE LEVY
resources.

On 24 April 1999, only weeks after setting up a clubhouse TheHon.JM.A.LENSINK: My questions to the
in Adelaide, the Bandidos launched a recruiting drive. TheyMinister for Environment and Conservation about the solid
placed a classified advertisemenTire Advertiser recruiting ~ waste levy are as follows:
members. That is what happened under the previous govern- 1. What is the total quantum of funds that has been
ment. They actually had classified advertisement3ha  collected so far by the levy?

Advertiser recruiting members. On 3 May 1999, a fire (for 2. How much has been expended; and what has it been
which a rival gang was responsible) raged through thexpended on?

Bandidos new headquarters at Osborne. On 16 July 1999, two TheHon. G.E. GAGO (Minister for Environment and
bomb blasts rocked Adelaide’s inner western suburbs. Tw@€onservation): | did not quite hear the question because of
bombs were planted outside a building being renovated tthe noise in the chamber. | take it that the questions are about
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the waste levy. | do not have those exact figures, but | am 2. Will the minister advise whether, over the past two
happy to take those questions on notice and bring back years, any policy or procedure prohibiting prisoners wearing
detailed response. In terms of the levy, currently the wasteivilian attire at Mobilong has been changed or enforcement
levy is $10 million a year, with half going to the EPA and practices varied?
half to Zero Waste. Prior to Zero Waste existing (which was 3. Will the minister assure the council that the statements
back in early 2000), the waste levy went in total to the EPAmade by the Department of Correctional Services about the
Since being set up as a department, half of the fee has beattempted escape of a prisoner on 8 May were accurate in all
sent to Zero Waste; the other half going to the EPA. | do notnaterial respects?
know how long that has been in place. | gather that the TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO (Minister for Correc-
member is asking back to the inception of the waste levy butjonal Services): | assume the honourable member is
as | said, | do not have those details with me. | am happy toeferring to recent media reports in thdurray Valley
take that on notice and bring back a response. Sandard newspaper.

TheHon. B.V. Finnigan: Not The Advertiser?

TheHon. JM.A. LENSINK: | have a supplementary TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: No, it's not The
question. Is the minister aware as to whether any of thosadvertiser. The newspaper article quotes a source it refers to
funds have been expended and, if so, does she have a figure a ‘Mobilong prison officer’ who ‘wished to remain
for that amount? anonymous’, who accuses the department of ‘lying to the

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: Is the honourable member asking public about what goes on behind the walls of the prison’.
whether any of the waste levy funds have been expended7he allegations are primarily related to prison security. The

TheHon. JM .A. Lensink: Yes. article follows on from an article published early in May in

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | gave quite a detailed response that same newspaper about an attempted escape from
yesterday, but | am happy to do it all again. A good part, ofMobilong Prison on 7 May, where a prisoner accessed a hard
all of the Zero Waste budget, is supplied through the Zerdat and vest from a contract worker inside the prison and
Waste levy. I believe it does not receive funds from anywheréttémpted to conceal himself in the back of a truck.
else but, if it does, it would not be of any significance. In _Inthe article dated 22 May, itis alleged by the Mobilong
terms of Zero Waste, other than funds that are placed in thf/isoner officer that all sorts of things were going on, such as
Waste to Resources fund which sit there for however long t§€ms ‘being smuggled in’ and going ‘over the walls’ and
be spent on future projects, those funds are used to fund ttR§iSoners being able to wear casual clothes. | think the
administration and the programs run by Zero Waste. honourable member has already referred to quite a few of

TheHon. JM.A. Lensink: How much? those things. From memory, | t.hought the department had

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | just said that currently the made comments that were published in a subsequent article.
Waste levy is $10 mill Th_ere_ls no ewde_nce that_the amount of weapons or drugs

y is million.
The Hon. JM A. Lensink: How much is being spent? being mt_roduced into Mobilong, or any other prison fc_)r that
; matter, is increasing. On the contrary, all the evidence
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | have already said to the

h - available to the department indicates that the amount of
member (I think she must be hard of hearing today) that | d?veapons and drugs being found is declining. | am advised

not have the details of the accrual of the levy since the timg, 4 my officers are unaware of any situation where a weapon
of its inception. | said up-front, as soon as | got to my feety, a5 heen brought into Mobilong Prison over the fence.

that | do not have that level of detail with me today but that \yith respect to prisoners being allowed to wear casual

I'am happy to bring back a response. Basically, that is Whaf|ihes; it is not unusual for medium security prisoners to be

itis spent on. In terms of the EPA, itis a similar thing. The 4ved to wear casual clothes. In our prisons, prisoners have
waste levy contributes to the administration and program of, earn the right to be treated in a particular way. In South

activities of the department. That is what itis spenton.  aysiralia, and Mobilong in particular, approval to wear casual

The EPA also receives funding from penalties andg|othing is part of an incentive-based regime that requires
suchlike; it generates revenue from the penalties that ¥risoners to reach a certain standard of behaviour before they
receives When. breac_hes of 'Fhe act occur. It has income frolye allowed to wear clothing of this type. At Mobilong, there
there but, basically, it also includes income received fronyre several units where prisoners have not achieved the levels
Treasury to pay for the administration and program ofecessary and they are still required to wear prison clothing.
activities of those two departments. It is not rocket SC|enceThe regime process is part ofa graduated approach that sees

prisoners given greater levels of responsibility and freedom
MOBILONG PRISON to make choices as part of the process of preparing them for
. their return to the community.

TheHon. SG. WADE: | seek leave to make a brief ~ The gepartment did not lie about the recent escape
explanation before asking the Minister for Correctionalatempt. The prisoner was detected at the gates by an officer
Services a question relating to Mobilong Prison. whose role was to detect anything or anyone leaving the

Leave granted. prison illegally. The prisoner had not been detected by

TheHon. SG. WADE: In December 2006, a prisoner previous checks or surveillance measures. To her credit, the
was transferred from Mobilong when authorities learnt of officer was observant and noticed the prisoner trying to hide
planned escape. In April 2007, a juvenile was arrested foih a vehicle.
trying to smuggle contraband into Mobilong Prison. In May  In regard to the statement about lockdown, which was also
2007, an escape was foiled when a prisoner tried to leavieferred to in the newspaper, the prison was aware that a
Mobilong in the back of a vehicle. My questions are: prisoner had not reported and was in the process of ascertain-

1. Given recent security issues, will the minister advisang the identity of the prisoner at the time the prisoner was
whether any prisoners currently placed at Mobilong ardocated. The prison had identified the unit to which the
classified above medium security? prisoner belonged and was in the process of locking down
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that unit when he was found. What we are saying is that thA&delaide in which to establish an office is a huge vote of
processes do work. confidence in South Australia’s minerals boom.

No prisoners classified as high security are being held at  Anything that increases that level of confidence is bound
Mobilong Prison. There are some murderers and rapists being encourage more investment in our state. As part of its joint
kept at the prison but not because of the overcrowding ifenture alliance with PepinNini, Sinosteel is set to spend
Yatala Labour Prison. All modern prison systems have 11 million on exploring the Curnamona Province during the
process that allows hlgh SeCUrity prisoners who have aChieVQ‘igxt two years for uranium and other commodities.
medium security status to be transferred to a medium security

facility as a matter of course. They are placed there in GAME SHOWSAND COMPETITIONS
accordance with their sentence management. As | have said,

Mobilong is a medium security prison, and this has been The Hon. NICK XENOPHON: | seek leave to make a
happening at Mobilong, as well as in other medium securityyief explanation before asking the Minister for Environment

prisons in the state, for many years. ) _and Conservation, representing the Minister for Consumer
The Correctional Services Act allows the Chief Executiveaftairs, guestions in relation to late night trivia game shows

of the department to sometimes release prisoners who are iiyg SMS competitions.
the last 30 days of their prison sentence. This is an adminis-

trative process which is allowed for under the Correctional Leave granted. i .
Services Act which has been in place for many years. In TheHon. NICK XENOPHON: My office has received
relation to what people are wearing in prisons, clearly wet Number of complaints in relation to these competitions,
have civilians who have access to the prison system, and th¥{hich require viewers to SMS the correct answers to a series
are an important part of any correctional service process. O@ duestions in order to be eligible to win a prize. | am
prisons are visited by volunteers, inspectors, tribunals angdvised that entrants have to answer at least 10 questions to
educators, to name a few. All those people have regulé_?e eligible fo_r a prize, somethlng_that is not made apparent
access to our prisons, and they must have satisfied af the advertising. These competitions start off by asking a
essential police check before they are allowed to enter théerY basic question, such as, ‘Who is the Prime Minister of
prison or work with prisoners. Australia? Is it John Howard or Bob Hawke?' and if you
The other thing that the article said was that visitors could@nSWer that question correctly then you go on.
be described as being at risk of physical abuse whilst working The Hon. T.J. Stephens: Did you get it right?
in a prison. There would be even less chance of any abuse in TheHon. NICK XENOPHON: The Hon. Mr Stephens
medium and low security prisons. | think, in all, I have should know that I did not enter the competition. In order to
responded to the very many questions that the honourablse deemed a winner for the second round and to be eligible
member has asked and, indeed, all the assertions by the win a prize, the entrant must also be the fastest for that

anonymous correctional services officer at Mobilong. month in responding to the questions. There are also invita-
tions for entrants who did not win to keep playing. | had a
SINOSTEEL JOINT VENTURE recent complaint from one entrant who, in one of the further

. . rounds, was asked the question as to who was the federal
TheHon. R.P. WORTLEY: | seek leave to make a brief |aader of the opposition, whether it was Kevin Rudd or Kim
explanation before asking the Minister for Mineral Resourcegealey, and the correct answer, according to the competition
Development a question on the Sinosteel joint venture.  yromoters, was Kim Beazley. So, that just indicates the
Leave granted. nature of some of these competitions.

Sj Thf Hlog. RP. V\:.ORTL(EE '. Itlmqel\;ls'tandl tﬂat the According to the complaints | have received, once you
inosteel Lorporation and Fepinivini Minerals nave comy,,. e antered the competition it costs $2 for each SMS sent
pleted all the formalities to finalise their joint venture. Will and a further $2 for each SMS received. In total. it costs a
';he ;?i:?lls'[ti: prrcr)wr?e ns]omg information to- the CounCIIminimum of $40 to be eligible for a prize, and that is with the
garding this arrangement - company that trades as Text for Cash. Information received

R The HOB‘ PaHOLL?\_NI':A‘Y th(M inisrt]er for l;/lkinera!(h from the Office of the Liquor and Gambling Commissioner
esour ces Development): For those who may not know the indicates that only competitions and trade promotion lotteries

Sinosteel Corporation, itis China’s biggest steel maker. | a which the winners of the lottery are determined by an

very pleasedto qdyise the council tha; the sinosteel Corpor@]emem of chance have to be conducted in accordance with
gon 'hils' F‘,?AV.V Off'f""ll_l!y $néetreg a rlnajctJrr] IOC':m Vlfntt’,\r/enw'tz the rules set in the lottery and gaming regulations. Because
epinivini Minerais Limited to develop the Lrocker VVell and o gq competitions are considered games of skill rather than

'I[\_/Iou_nt ;ﬁct(t)k?aAur?mIL_mj dgposns, as WF?” as othe; COtmI’(;lOdI- ames of chance they are not covered by lottery and gaming
ies in South Australia's Curnamona Province. Yesterday, & it My questions are:

completion ceremony was held in Adelaide, attended b - .
P y y 1. Has the minister been made aware of these competi-

representatives from both companies as well as South d.if so. is sh ¢ lai de eith h
Australian government officials. tions and, if so, is she aware of complaints made either to the

The announcement that such a steel making giant wif?ffice of Consumer Affairs or to the Office of the Liquor and
ambling Commissioner?

establish an office in Adelaide is very welcome. Sinosteel’ A . .
Adelaide office will be the company’s second in Australia 2. Does the minister concede that there is a gap in current
and will be the base for the joint venture with PepinNini. legislation with respect to these competitions? For instance,
Sinosteel already has a presence in Perth. This decision iy there any policing to ensure that these competitions are
Sinosteel to open an office in Adelaide is a further sign thaPeing conducted with probity and also that consumers are
important international mining sector companies are recognid€ing appropriately informed?

ing the state’s minerals boom. Sinosteel is one of the world’s 3. Does the minister consider that these competitions
great mineral sector companies, and the fact it has chosemught to be the subject of regulation?
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4. Does the minister propose to establish any consumer 3. Will she commit to appropriate government funding of
protection measures in order to protect the public from thes®RM boards and regions within this state?
competitions? TheHon. G.E. GAGO (Minister for Environment and
TheHon. G.E. GAGO (Minister for Environmentand  Conservation): This government and the former minister for
Conservation): | thank the honourable member for his the environment (Hon. John Hill) showed enormous vision
important questions and will be happy to refer those questiorand good governance in the way they established the NRM
to the Minister for Consumer Affairs in another place andboards by consolidating 70-odd—a large number—of small

bring back a response. catchment pest and weed control and soil boards. The former
minister consolidated those boards into eight NRM boards
NATURAL RESOURCESMANAGEMENT under a single piece of legislation, and he set up the regional

boards along catchment boundaries to better manage our
TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: | seek leave to natural resources. He showed enormous vision in establishing
make an explanation before asking the Minister for Environthese boards, as did the Rann Labor government.
ment and Conservation a question about natural resources There was government funding for these boards, but they
management boards. were also given the capacity under that legislation (as were
Leave granted. the water boards previously) to charge for levies, as do the
TheHon. CAROLINE SCHAEFER: In his second NRM boards. Itis mischief on the part of the Hon. Caroline
reading speech on 18 February 2004 then minister Hill saidSchaefer to suggest that the Hon. John Hill gave any commit-
We promised to develop new arrangements that would suppoff€nt for a standstill (other than beyond CPI) on the NRM
skills-based regional boards to coordinate regional programs fdevy rates beyond the first two years of the scheme. It is
natural resources managementWe also promised that the new absolute mischief. She might think that selecting certain

arrangements would incorporate the development and implementgy, aqraphs and reading them out of the broader context might
tion of revegetation and biodiversity plans, and works to manag

salinity as components of both the State and regional NRM plansP€ Smart, but it is in fact mischievous. .
He further said- The Hon. John Hill was very clear that a moratorium

o _ would be established on that levy rate for at least two years,
Existing State Government funding for natural resourcespfter which the boards would have their plans in place, would

management purposes will continue, subject to standard Governm _ ; ; :
budget processes. Regional boards established in areas that Wille.‘lj]é well-established and consolidated and have the capacity

not have the capacity to fully fund themselves via natural resourcel line with their planning to recommend levies at what their
management levies will be assisted through the Environment anlé@cal communities were prepared to pay after consultation.

Conservation Portfolio, as is presently the case with some existinth terms of government funding, in 2007-08 we provided
boards. almost $4.6 million and other considerable amounts of money
He further said: to the boards for transitional arrangements, particularly the

Levies will not be increased as a direct result of this reform. . . Northern Yorke region, which was given additional one-off
éllmding of over $1 million to help them get to their feet and
ﬁstablish themselves. So, significant funding has been
provided by this government over the past three years.

The government committed to continue to provide funding

The real concern of this levy is that the minister is in thefqrthe boards, and a review involving the presiding members
Messenger Press over the last few months saying the levy may n

increase very much between now and March 2006 but aftepincluding the NRM Council presiding member) is currently
... There’s no guarantee so we all know in the political field, whatunderway to look at current funding allocations and ways of
that is code for is that straight after the next election if this govern-addressing issues around equity, particularly those boards that
ment are re-elected these particular levies are likely to increasgayve been identified as having problems. Given that the
significantly above the CPI. - : ; ;
populations they serve are quite small, their capacity to
Indeed, his words have proven to be prophetic, because thgnerate levies is restricted. They are looking at the issue of
government contribution to NRM boards has not everequity and at how funding might provide a better balance
increased with CP1. One example is the Northern and Yorkeetween boards that have access to levy funding and those
region, which has had to increase its levy by over $1 millionthat do not.
in one year, which in the case of at least one council is an That review is already underway. As | said, the Rann
increase of over 300 per cent in one year, and that is just toabor government and the former minister for the environ-
make ends meet. On the other hand, the Eyre Peninsula NRMent showed incredible foresight and leadership in setting up
board, due to political pressure, has been told that it mushese boards and this consolidated and streamlined way of
reduce its projected levy by over $1 million; hence, its projecimanaging our natural resources. There is an increasing focus
plans have been delayed or cut to a level where they aign natural resource management. We all know that our
ineffective or worse. awareness, knowledge and information about the importance
The state government put in place the structural an@f managing our resources have increased, and this issue has
administrative requirements of these boards, yet its contribuifted in people’s minds as they have become more aware of
tion does not even cover administrative salary costs, let alongtimate change and greenhouse gas emissions. It is to be
assist with any project implementation. Even the LGA andexpected that, as our interest in and knowledge and under-
The Advertiser of 31 May expressed their frustration with the standing of these issues increases, so, too, do the expectations
NRM process and called for an urgent review of NRMof the general public in terms of the management of these

At the time, the Liberal Party expressed grave concerns th
the government would renege on its promises and, in fact, i
April 2004 the then shadow minister lain Evans said:

arrangements. My questions are: resources.
1. Has the government indeed broken its promise to the There are ever increasing pressures on these boards to
people of South Australia? manage issues such as weed and pest control, water catch-

2. Will the minister instigate an urgent review of the ment management and the fencing of remnant vegetation,
NRM Act and its administration? particularly in a period of drought. People’s awareness and
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knowledge have increased, as have their expectations, sarig the internal network and welfare of the firefighters
is not surprising that the boards are listening and respondinfpemselves.
to the concerns of their communities. The Australian Professional Firefighters Charity Founda-
tion membership is made up of professional firefighters from
TheHon. SANDRA KANCK: | have a supplementary g services and currently comprises approximately 700
question. Is it correct that the approximately $4.6 million,members who donate $2 or more per pay. Funds are also
which the minister says the government has provided fofaised through other events. Funds for the foundation, such
NRM boards in the past financial year, remains the identicals over $31 000 raised by the annual charity ball, will be used
amount for this financial year—in other words, with no CPlto support fire-affected victims. | make particular mention of
adjustment? Does this not mean an effective reduction igne of the sponsors of the successful fundraiser, Mr Warren
government support in this current financial year for NRMHoare from Lion Apparel. Itis a credit to the foundation that,
boards across the state? whilst membership is not compulsory, a very high percentage
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | am not too sure whether the of firefighters (80 per cent) are members of the foundation,
Hon. Sandra Kanck is asking me whether it will be adjustedind they should be commended for their important contribu-
for CPI in the next budget. Obviously, she knows— tion to the community.
The Hon. Sandra Kanck interjecting: One of the better known, very impressive undertakings of
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: Whether it was adjusted to CPI the foundation is Camp Smokey, which is a four day camp,
from the 2006-07 budget? | cannot answer that question, biield annually, for children between the ages of seven and
I can inform the honourable member that significantly largeri6 years who are past and present patients of the paediatric
sums of money were paid out by the government. As unit of the Women’s and Children’s Hospital. | have
mentioned, an extra $1 million was given to the Northernpreviously informed members of this very successful camp,
Yorke NRM Board to assist in its establishment costs. | havevhich commenced in 1990 with funds raised through
been advised that other large amounts of money were giveWomen'’s and Children’s Hospital nursing staff holding
to a number of other boards to assist them in their transitioraffles. Since 1999, when the first charity ball was held, the
and establishment costs. So, those extra funds would féoundation has donated funds from this event to ensure that

exceed any CPI adjustment. Camp Smokey continues to be held every year.
One of the noteworthy examples of funds donated to
FIREFIGHTERS CHARITY FOUNDATION various organisations includes establishing a skin culture

) . facility for South Australia and the Northern Territory. The
TheHon. B.V. FINNIGAN: | seek leave to make a brief f4,ndation assists the community and families in need, and
explanation before asking the Minister for Emergencyyonations or gifts are presented on a regular basis for people

Services a question about the support and assistance Met{gnq require that help. The foundation is also responsible for
politan Fire Service officers provide to burns victims in SOUthraising the profile and morale of firefighters in South

Australia. Australia. It aims to continue to be actively involved with
Leave granted. local communities, assist in the provision of fire prevention
TheHon. B.V. FINNIGAN: Burns victims, especially information to the community, and improve the internal

young people and children— network and welfare of professional firefighters and their
Members interjecting: families.

The PRESIDENT: Order! | congratulate the foundation for its efforts, in particular

TheHon. B.V. FINNIGAN: | am very concerned about Mr Greg Crossman, the President of the foundation, and
people who suffer horrific burns, and | am sorry that theindeed all the members of the Australian Professional
opposition does not think that it is an important topic. BurnsFirefighters Charity Foundation and wish them well in their
victims, especially young people and children, suffer terriblycommunity endeavours. | also make special mention of senior
from their injuries. Will the minister advise the council of firefighter Mr Kevin ‘Billy’ Boyle for his commitment to the
how our Metropolitan Fire Service firefighters assist burngoundation. | was pleased late last year to present Mr Boyle
victims and play a significant role in community education?with a South Australian Emergency Services Medal for his

TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO (Minister for Emergency ~ Work with the foundation. I do not know whether members
Services): | thank the honourable member for his importantare aware that he was also featured in a publication called

question— Just Doing My Job on the work of cops, fireys and ambos.
TheHon. G.E. Gago: And his interest.
TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO: That's right—and his BICYCLE SAFETY

interest, in particular. | am aware that he has a family
connection with firefighters. On Saturday 26 May, | had the _TheHon. SANDRA KANCK: | seek leave to make a
pleasure of attending the Australian Professional Firefighter@rief explanation before asking the Minister for Road Safety
Foundation Annual Charity Ball. The foundation, of which @ duéstion about bicycle safety.

| am a proud patron this year, is an organisation unique to Leave granted.

Australia, and it began here in South Australia. It belongs The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Adelaide as a plains city
solely to the member firefighters and their families. As | havas ideally suited to be a cycle city, and the threat of climate
advised the chamber previously, the main purpose of thehange and the spiralling cost of petrol means that South
foundation is fundraising for charity, offering both financial Australia must develop alternative transport modes. However,
and other assistance to fire victims, especially children and spate of deaths involving cyclists in Adelaide shows that
those in immediate need. It also aims to become activelgycling is a risky business. | have recently learned, because
involved in its local communities, assisting in the provisioncyclists have drawn it to my attention, of a very practical and
of fire prevention information to the community and improv- inexpensive Danish policy that increases cyclists’ safety and
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therefore encourages more people to take up this very healtiglation to it. | will raise the matter with it again and seek an
and sustainable option. expeditious response.
Denmark has a policy of continuing cycle lanes through
intersections. It is incredibly simple. These lanes are indicat- TheHon. J.SL.DAWKINS: | have a supplementary
ed by a solid blue line, which apparently is the most visibleduestion. Will the minister undertake to bring the answer
to cyclists and is a very simple and inexpensive measure thgfck in a timely fashion?
causes no disruption to motorists. A study conducted in Membersinterjecting:
Denmark on these cross-intersection lane extensions has The PRESIDENT: Order!
concluded that they result in a 38 per cent reduction in TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | provide all the information to
bicycle crashes and a 71 per cent reduction in fatalities anidie council in a timely manner. All requests are dealt with in
injuries. My questions to the minister are: a timely way; it is just that some issues are more complex.
1. Has work on cyclists’ safety included investigationsPerhaps the issue is more complex than the member has

about introducing or tria”ng cross-intersection lane extenlndicated. Perhaps it is information that is difficult to find—I
sions? do not know—but my departments and | always react and

2. If the department has not carried out such investigatr-espond in a timely Way,—f?"Wa,yS- o
ions, will the minister request that the department initiate an 1€ Hon. J.SL. Da.wk| nsinterjecting:
investigation of cross-intersection lane extensions? The PRESIDENT: Order!

TheHon. CARMEL ZOLLO (Minister for Road
Safety): | thank the honourable member for her question and EYRE PENINSULA NATIONAL PARKS
for herinterestin cycling. I think that I have placed onrecord  TheHon. |.K. HUNTER: | seek leave to make a brief
on more than one occasion the commitment of this governgy yanation before asking the Minister for Environment and

ment in relation to funding for cycling. Cycling has very conservation a question about park management on central
many benefits, in particular recreational, and it also asss@we Peninsula.

with improving our environment. As | said, since comingto ~| oo granted
government we have made a tremendous commitment and We e Hon. | K. HUNTER: This government s leading in

are continuing to do so in terms of funding for cycling, noty, o nrotection of our state's precious natural resources
0n||3|/ on arterial roads but also on shared trail bike roads aﬁwough the establishment of wilderness protection areas. The
we . . . setting aside of these areas for conservation purposes under
First of all, we do have a task force for pedestrian cyclingyoth the National Parks and Wildlife Act 1972 and the
that sits underneath the Road §afety Adw_sory Council. '_W'”\Nilderness Protection Act 1992, however, is only the first
refer the honourable member’s suggestion to the advisoryiep towards conserving our state’s unique biodiversity for
council and that particular task force which sits underneatl¢,re generations. The effective management of our state’s
the council for some exploratory work to see whether it iSreserve system and wilderness areas is paramount to ensuring
something that we can adopt. | will endeavour to bring backnat we achieve the best environmental, social, economic and
aresponse for the honourable member. It may be somethingmmercial benefits from our parks and reserves for all South
which we are already looking at and which has not yet beeystralians. Will the minister inform the chamber what
brought to my attention, but it certainly sounds as if it C°U|dprogress is being made to ensure the effective management

be of interest to us. of our national parks and wilderness areas on Eyre Peninsula?
TheHon. G.E. GAGO (Minister for Environment and
NATIVE VEGETATION COUNCIL Conservation): | thank the honourable member for his

.. question and for his ongoing interest in these very important
TheHon. J.SL. DAWKINS: I seek leave to make abrief qjicy areas. | am pleased to say that this government is
explanation before asking the Minister for Environment and. ; yymitted to the effective management of our state’s parks
Conservation a question about the Native Vegetation Councik 4 \vilderness areas and continues to demonstrate that
Leave granted. commitment through the addition of land to our reserve
TheHon. J.SL. DAWKINS: On 6 December last year, system, increased protection for our parks and, importantly,
I asked questions of the minister regarding a number of locahe adoption of management plans for our parks and wilder-
government bodies which had been experiencing difficultiesiess areas.
in their dealings with the Native Vegetation Council. The | am pleased to advise the chamber that | recently adopted
difficulties in resolving delays that | referred to often relatedthe management plan for the mallee parks of central Eyre
to the process and timeliness of applications regarding theeninsula, a plan which covers nine of the area’s conservation
need to remove trees adjacent to roadways. Indeed, garks and wilderness protection areas. A management plan
highlighted a situation where one rural council had matterss the most important source of clear management direction
which it took to the Native Vegetation Council in Septem-for a reserve. It is prepared to anticipate management
ber 2003 still unresolved. The minister gave me an undertakdirections over a 10-year period. As a strategic document, a
ing that she would investigate this specific case if | providednanagement plan must identify the vision for the reserve and
more details and bring back a response. | provided théhe objectives and strategies necessary to meet that vision.
minister with the details of the council involved in that case, The management plan for the mallee parks of central Eyre
but six months later | have had no response. When will th@eninsula covers 155204 hectares of the central Eyre
minister provide an answer in relation to this specific cas@eninsula region. The adoption of the management plan
which has been unresolved since September 2003? follows the recent additions by this government to Barwell
TheHon. G.E. GAGO (Minister for Environmentand  and Bascombe Well Conservation Parks and the proclamation
Conservation): | have passed that information on to theon 22 March 2007 of two new parks: the Peachna and
department and, as yet, have not received any advice Bhannon Conservation Parks.
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Since coming to office in 2002, this governmentis proud Members interjecting:
to have adopted 65 plans of management for our parks and TheHon. G.E. GAGO: If members do not stop interject-
wilderness areas, wilderness areas for which the Labang, I will just have to keep—
government is responsible. As | mentioned the other day, The PRESIDENT: Order! The minister has the floor.
under the Liberal government not one square centimetre of TheHon. G.E. GAGO: Thank you, Mr President. Again,
wilderness was protected—not one square centimetre. Thereongratulate the members of the department who have
are 26 plans that have been adopted for parks on Eymgorked so diligently to achieve management plans for those
Peninsula. The Department for Environment and Heritaggarks.
target for the 2006-07 year was to have 180 reserves with
management plans and | am thrilled and delighted to report TheHon. T.J. STEPHENS: Sir, | have a supplementary
that, thanks to the huge amount of very hard work of peoplguestion. Can the minister tell us which are the closest towns
within the agency, who go beyond the call and do the mosand communities that surround that park, just so that we
extraordinary amount of work in relation to these plans—eacknow where it is?
and every one of them is to be congratulated for their ThePRESIDENT: Order! The minister will ignore that
considerable efforts and commitment—we now have (as ajuestion.
1 June) 177 reserves with management plans. | understand
that | will shortly receive three more management plans to RADIATION PROTECTION AND CONTROL ACT
cover 10 reserves. With those plans we will exceed our target, o
and | am delighted about that. Members interjecting:
The mallee parks of central Eyre Peninsula conserve some The PRESIDENT: Order!
of the largest remnants of intact mallee vegetation on Eyre The Hon. T.J. Stephens interjecting:
Peninsula and contribute significantly to the objectives ofthe The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. Mr Stephens will
East Meets West initiative of the South Australiancome to order, or he will not see the rest of the day in the
government’s NatureLinks program. Significantly, two statecouncil.
and regionally threatened mallee vegetation communities are TheHon. D.G.E. HOOD: | seek leave to make a brief
afforded greater protection through the adoption of thigexplanation before asking the Minister for Environment and
management plan. The diverse mallee vegetation communifyonservation a question about the administration of the
is protected within these reserves. They stretch over scenicdtadiation Protection and Control Act 1982.
ly diverse landscapes, such as the ancient ranges, including Leave granted.
dunes and undulating plains. Importantly, they provide TheHon.D.G.E.HOOD: | understand, from the
significant habitat to numerous species of national and statsinister’s directory distributed through Services SA, that the
conservation significance (both plants and animals) includingninister is responsible for administering the Radiation
the metallic sun orchid and the malleefowl. Protection and Control Act, which regulates the registration
A most pleasing component of the management planningf premises where radioactive substances are stored. It was
process for this plan was the involvement of the Lockannounced yesterday that the government will be constructing
Community Reference Group, which was formed to provided new so-called green hospital, which will be named the
advice and comments to the Department for Environment anblarjorie Jackson-Nelson Hospital, to replace the ageing
Heritage on the key issues facing the reserves covered by tiRoyal Adelaide Hospital, and a government spokesperson
plan. The importance of the group in contributing valuablewas reported as saying that the hospital will be Australia’s
knowledge to the planning processes cannot be overstated am@st advanced and greenest hospital facility. My questions

its input is gratefully acknowledged. to the minister are:

Members interjecting: 1. WiIll this green hospital house a facility for the

The PRESIDENT: Order! containment of radioactive waste?

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: In a predominantly agricultural 2. Will radioactive waste currently being stored at the
landscape, the management plan for the mallee parks &oyal Adelaide Hospital be transported to the new green
central Eyre Peninsula— hospital for storage and, if so, how?

Members interjecting: 3. How many other locations in Adelaide are used and

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | cannot hear myself think approved to store radioactive waste?
because of the interjections. 4. What procedures have been put in place to protect our

The PRESIDENT: Order! radioactive waste from theft by people with sinister inten-

Members interjecting: tions?

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: They are making too much noise. = TheHon. G.E. GAGO (Minister for Environment and

The PRESIDENT: Order! The minister has the floor.  Conservation): My advice is that most of our hospital

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: In a predominantly agricultural facilities store low-grade radioactive materials. In fact, in
landscape, the management plan for the mallee parks of tf#03, the EPA undertook an audit of radioactive materials in
central Eyre Peninsula region provides for the protection an8outh Australia, which revealed that radioactive waste was
conservation of significant biodiversity and wilderness valuestored in about 80 locations throughout the state. | understand
of these reserves, while allowing minimal impact visitor usethat it comes from radioactive isotopes and dyes used for
in the parks already developed for tourism and recreation tearious diagnostic and other treatment procedures. In
continue. The adoption of the management plan supportgsponse to the recommendations of the audit report, a
regional strategic directions for biodiversity conservation infeasibility study was undertaken with respect to the suitability
the Eyre Peninsula region, encouraging the locabf the Olympic Dam and Radium Hill regions as interim
community’s involvement in regional conservation initiativesrepository sites for the storage of the state’s radioactive
and programs, such as East Meets West, and integratedhste. The study found that sites exist at both Olympic Dam
natural resource management programs. and Radium Hill that appear suitable to be used as a reposi-
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tory for the storage of radioactive waste. However, at presentoverage of this council, which | think suits the opposition
the Olympic Dam region has a number of advantages overery nicely as we know that it is about to cave in on all of the
Radium Hill. amendments that we put in this place two months ago. This
The officers, in consultation with BHP Billiton and the is such an important matter that we ought not to be dealing
government, have pursued the option of excising a part of theith this in what is effectively an undercover way when there
company'’s pastoral lease interests in the region to construit going to be no media focus on it whatsoever. | will be
an interim store and repository, subject to confirmation thabpposing consideration of this message at this time.
the location obviously was acceptable in relation to the
requirements detailed in the report and that this would ensure TheHon. M. PARNELL: |, too, have some concerns
adequate storage. about treating this matter with this degree of urgency. | will
| cannot answer the specifics of the question, but certainipot pretend that | did not know that some aspects of this bill
any facility built would be required to meet the Radiationwere coming back to us today, although I had a conversation
Protection and Control Act in terms of the storage of any ofvith the minister. What | can say is that we were unaware
its radioactive materials. | am absolutely confident that theintil 2.15 that this was the number one priority for the day
Hon. John Hill will ensure that, if there is not a suitable and that it would take precedence over other government
repository location organised by then, any of his hospitaldusiness, and we did not know until about five minutes ago
will have storage facilities that will meet current safety andthe nature of all of the upper house amendments that have
health standards. been disagreed to by the lower house.
| do not believe that there is any great harm in delaying
consideration of this bill either until the next sitting week or
until we commence our discussions later this afternoon so
that we have had a chance to revisit the amendments that we
insisted on after very lengthy debate in this place on the last
BUDGET PAPERS occasion. | am somewhat prepared to debate the main issue
- . of interim targets this afternoon—and | think we will spend
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Police): 11y some Jittle tinqle talking about that this afternoon. Hom?ever,
on the table the fpllowmg papers. the other amendments, whilst they might appear to be minor,
Budget Overview 2007-08; Budget Paper 1 are serious parts of the bill, and | would like more time to
Budget Speech 2007-08; Budget Paper 2 consider them.
Budge.t Statement 2007-08; B.udget Paper 3 In relation to the point made by the Hon. Sandra Kanck,
Portfolio Statements 2007-08; Budget Paper 4, VOIume?can accept, as the government has stated, that the media are
1,2and3 ) elcome in their multitudes to come into the Legislative
Capital Investment Statement 2007-08; Budget Paper %ouncil on budget day to record the important proceedings
Regional Statement 2007-08; Budget Paper 6. of this chamber. However, members who have been here
longer than | have will know that, if you want to kill a story
about an embarrassing position you have taken on an issue,
the best day to do it is budget day, given that we do not sit

The House of Assembly agreed to amendments Nos 1 arfdhristmas Day or Good Friday. _ _
2, 4 to 11 and 13 to 16 made by the Legislative Council You can guarantee that no-one will be paying any
without any amendment; disagreed to amendments Nos Bitention to any embarrassing backdowns, or any moves that
and 17; and disagreed to amendment No. 3 and made ti§€ against international science and international thinking on

CLIMATE CHANGE AND GREENHOUSE
EMISSIONS REDUCTION BILL

following alternative amendment in lieu thereof: pOV_V Wehsho?ld be(dealin_g with the thSt important pro?}lem
- acing the planet (more important than terrorism, we have
Clause 5, page 5, after line 13— o .
Delete PT\,%Or and substitute: been told). Yet it is so urgent that we must do it at the one
Three _ time of the year when we can guarantee that no-one in the
Clause 5, page 5, after line 13— outside world will be paying any attention to it. For those
Insert: reasons, | believe we should deal with this either a little later

interim target to the SA target, that s to red . ;
(6a) k;d; 3'3 ‘E{'er{:‘eﬁ,rggr 20028 gree‘?{,?c?u'se Za': eonzis?gﬁms afternoon when we have had a chance to digest the

within the State to an amount that is equal to or material just put in front of us, or, preferably, on the next

less than 1990 levels; sitting day.
Clause 5, page 5, after line 19—

Insert: ;
(2a) The targets under subsection (2)— TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY (Leader of the Opposi-

(a) are to be achieved in a manner that is consistention): | rise on behalf of the opposition to indicate that we are
with the principles reflected in this Act; and happy to deal with this matter at any stage, but | indicate that

(b) are set recognising that their achievement will bethe opposition will insist on amendments Nos 12 and 17 but
influenced by national and international develop- il not insist on amendment No. 3
ments that are outside the control of the State o

Government. The council divided on the motion:
AYES (16)

TheHon. P. HOLLOWAY (Minister for Police): | Dawkins, J. S. L. Evans, A. L.
move: Finnigan, B. V. Gago, G. E.

That the message be taken into consideration forthwith. Gazzola, J. M. Hood, D. G. E.

Holloway, P. (teller) Hunter, 1.

TheHon. SANDRA KANCK: | rise to indicate my Lawson, R. D. Lensink, J. M. A.

opposition to dealing with this matter at the moment. As Ridgway, D. W. Schaefer, C. V.

members know, today is budget day. There is no media Stephens, T. J. Wade, S. G.
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AYES (Cont.) was the base rate we were dealing with: was it 29.3 megatons

Wortley, R. Zollo, C. or 32.8? We were never actually given an accurate figure of
NOES (3) what baseline we would be starting from. | think it is
Kanck, S. M. (teller) Parnell, M. disappointing that still, to this day, an accurate figure has not
Xenophon, N. been given to the opposition or the community of what is our
PAIR starting point. We actually need to get that starting point first.

Bressington, A. M. Lucas, R. I. We need the economic modelling and the economic data to
Majority of 13 for the ayes. be able to set those interim targets so that we get the best of

both worlds, if you like. With those few words | indicate that
we think it is in the best interests of this state and our

The CHAIRMAN: Just before we proceed, | must Sayeconomy to sit tight on insisting on interim targets at this

that | am extremelv disappointed that anvbod Wouldpoint in time and to revisit the issue once we have the
y PP ybody aé)propriate economic modelling and data.

consider holding up the business of the council because th The Hon. G.E. GAGO: | think that was probably one of
press was otherwise e”gaged- B.usmess must go on. the most ungracious backflips | have ever seen; nevertheless,
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | move: we will take it. It is accepted. | will start with some general
That the Legislative Council do not insist on its amendment No. 3 omments. Parliament has taken a keen interest in this bill
and agrees to the alternative amendments made by the Houseg?t'd a number of amendments have been made in both housés.
Assembly. -
L . o The government considers that many of these amendments
The Hon. B.V. Finnigan interjecting: are unnecessary, particularly those that add to the already
TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY: | would not go down that  sjgnificant reporting obligation on the government. However,
pathif | were you, Mr Finnigan. I indicate that the oppositionthe government is committed to approaching this issue
willalso not be insisting on its amendment. However, we als@onstructively and in a spirit of bipartisanship. In a genuine
will not be supporting the government's amendment foreffort to secure its passage through the parliament, the
another interim target. | am not sure whether that presentsgyyernment yesterday agreed to 14 of the 17 amendments
for any great period of time other than to say that it hagypposition parties taking a similarly constructive position
become apparent over the past few weeks that, if we are {ggay.
establish any interim targets, there needs to be some sound The amendment before us relates to an interim target in
economic modelling to make sure that that does not adversepsnnection with the SA target under subclause (1) to reduce
impact upon businesses, South Australian families and thgreenhouse gas emissions within the state by at least 20 per
productivity of this state. o cent by 31 December 2020 to an amount that is equal to or
In particular, we also believe that an interim target of anfless than 80 per cent of 1990 levels. During the debate on this
nature should be linked to an emissions carbon trading systegil| in the other place, the opposition put forward an amend-
which, given that | am confident of the result of the nextment for an interim emissions reduction target of 20 per cent.
election, will be developed under the next Howard governThe government agreed to look at the interim target between
ment. It seems logical to lock those things together. After wehe houses. The proposed emissions target of a 20 per cent
have had the economic modelling that | am led to believe wilkeduction to 1990 levels by 2020 has been considered by the
be available some time early next year, in 2008, we can thepepartment of the Premier and Cabinet and the Department
set some interim targets. for Transport, Energy and Infrastructure. Their advice is that
While we do not support having an interim target atsuch a target cannot be achieved and that it would damage the
present, once we have that actual economic modelling anstate’s economy.
economic data it will give us an opportunity to set targets  The increase in economic activity in the state, including
which are achievable and which do not have an adversge forecast mining activity and the current lack of implemen-
impact on very important South Australian businesses and thgtion of climate change policy initiatives at the national level
South Australian economy. It is interesting to look at the(such as an emissions trading scheme), puts this target out of
lovely document tackling climate change released by th&outh Australia’s reach. | am advised that adopting such a
government just recently; it is not glossy, so | guess itarget is neither feasible nor responsible. The state govern-
probably is on recycled paper. ment supports the interim target of reducing emissions to
TheHon. J.M.A. Lensink: In vegetable ink. 1990 levels by 2020 and will commit to ongoing policy
TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY: In vegetable ink, as my development in efforts to reach this target as a stepping stone
colleague the Hon. Michelle Lensink interjects. It is interest-to the target of a 60 per cent reduction by 2050.
ing to note in this document that, in setting targets under the The target of reducing emissions to 1990 levels by 2020
topic of ‘Leadership—Government Action Plan to 2012’ onwas passed in the House of Assembly yesterday and would
page 52, there is no mention of the interim target that thée the only legislated interim target in Australia that would
government was inserting yesterday, which is that, bynatch the target set in California. This is a stretched target
31 December 2020, South Australia is to reduce greenhoused the toughest set by any jurisdiction in Australia. South
gas emissions within the state to an amount that is equal taustralia’s progress towards the target and its achievability
or less than 1990 levels. We all know that is a con. In actualill be subjected to the highest standards of scrutiny and
fact, that is an increase in greenhouse gas levels. From whetfansparency, with this bill providing for three separate
we are today to 31 December 2020 will be an increaseaegular reporting procedures, as well as a review every four
because the 1990 levels were higher than they are today. years. Clause 20 requires an annual report from the Depart-
Itis also interesting to cast our minds back to the originaiment of the Premier and Cabinet on policy and initiatives,
debate, where there was some disagreement and misundesiich includes consultation with the Premier's Climate
standing with the minister and her adviser as to exactly whathange Council. Clause 13 obliges the council itself to report

Motion thus carried.
In committee.
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independently against the government’s progress annually. | understand that it is the usual practice of the government to
In addition, the minister is required to prepare a report everprovide briefings requested from the opposition or other parties, and
two years on the operation of the act. The government hagdelieve that we could provide such a briefing.

agreed to have that report assessed by the CSIRO (or a likater on | stated:

bOdy) The govel’nment will not be releasing the mOde”Ing We remain very happy to provide an officers’ br|ef|ng

it has done to date. We are satisfied that our 2020 targetésust want it to go on record that the Hon. David Ridgway

tough but achievable, and that there are more than enou :

Au'strahan.s generally to decide for themselves how we At he was really genuine about wanting access to those details.

going againstit as we progres;. ) ) If he was really genuine, he would have accessed the offer of
On 28 March, the Hon. David Ridgway told this chamberg priefing.

that the opposition’s interim target was ‘probably the most  the cHA|RMAN: Contributions during this debate will

significant amendment | w_|II move ton|ght’—|_n his life, I pe on the amendments and the clauses only.

would add—and | hope it will be supported. This targetwas 1o on NICK XENOPHON: | indicate that | believe

partofthe Liberal Party's pollgy prior to the last elgctlon. Onthe Legislative Council should stick with the 20 per cent

28 March 2007 the Hon. David Ridgway also said: level; that is, we ought to aim for a 20 per cent cut in

I think the key to this is an interim target that will focus the greenhouse gases by 31 December 2020. The reason that |
community’s attention on achieving that interim target. The long-sypported the delay in the debate was on the basis of the Hon.

term aspirational goal of a reduction of 60 per cent (and som ) : :
members spoke of 80 per cent and 90 per cent) by 2050 really mea r Parnell’s concerns that he wanted a bit more time. To

nothing unless we have a strong and bold interim target. suggest in any way that | am media-driven in relation to this
. . _ debate would be quite wrong. | will defer to the greater
He is flip-flopping all over the place. On Thursday 12 April gypertise of my colleagues, the Hon. Sandra Kanck and the
2007, in one of his first interviews as Leader of the OppoSition. Mr Parnell, in relation to these issues. | may seek to
tion (Mr Martin Hamilton-Smith) said: contribute further, but | want to put on record that | believe
We supported deeper cuts in the bill that has been beforwe should stick to our guns on this, that it is an aspirational
parliament, but they are of course voluntary cuts. They are notarget.

binding on business. We will consider any proposal for mandatory | am disappointed with the Liberal Party. | can understand

cuts that will have an effect on business because that is a much mor . .
serious proposition, so we will stand by our decision but, if theyWquat happened and why, but the fact is that | think that, at

become mandatory cuts, we will be reviewing it. one stage, the opposition understood (and perhaps still
... __understands) that it is an aspirational target. It is not some-

but also introduce the spectre of mandatory provisions f(r)][hmg that sets us in stone in terms of what has to happen.

business by proposing to bring forward the review provision Eeca}use we have an asplrz_;\tlonal targetand given the gravity
df this issue and the gravity of the concerns about global

2'; ?Tl%:?[ﬁsz%HengnopFOSItflon 'HQ‘ looking to accelerate_db arming and the potential for environmental and economic

o * obligation for the government to consi erCatastrophe we should at least stick to where we are and aim
additional legislative measures, including performancq :
standards and other mandatory requirements or a 20 per cent reduction.

. 7 ) ) TheHon. SANDRA KANCK: | oppose the motion. |

The reality for the opposition is that it has been blatantly,an¢ the bill as amended by the Legislative Council in regard
caught out trying to be too smart by half. Not only is theq the targets to remain as is. | want members to reflect on the
South Australian Liberal Party out of kilter with its own party intormation we have heard just in recent times. Since the bill
and Prime Minister but it has also tried to force on Southyassed this place there has been information that suggests that
Australia a target that is completely irresponsible anqye could have a sea level rise of up to eight metres. What we
unachievable. We have seen, as | said, one of the moghye pefore us is a voluntary bill—it is not mandatory. We
ungracious back-flips that | have ever experienced iy o saying, ‘Oh, yeah, the sea level might rise by eight
parliament. metres, but if people want to comply with this, yes, they can

| am advised that South Australia is on track to reach théf they want to.” With his amendment, the Hon. David
Kyoto target adopted by South Australia’s Strategic PlanRidgway at least gave some guidance as to what we should
This is 108 per cent above the 1990 levels by 2012—an 8 paéye attempting to attain, to say that by the year 2020 we should
centincrease on the 1990 levels; therefore, it is clear that ourot be emitting more greenhouse gas but rather less. The
emissions will increase before they reduce. | am also advisadon. David Ridgway said at the time that it was significant,
that South Australia’s economic activity, including mining, and the Hon. Gail Gago has quoted him in that regard.
is not projected to peak until about 2015. Driving our | agree that it was significant, and that makes the back-
emissions down from this peak in 2015 to 80 per cent of 199@own of the opposition all the more significant. Unfortu-
levels in just five years carries a level of risk to the economyhately, | think the Hon. David Ridgway got it right but was
and jobs, which is simply unacceptable to the communityrolled by his leader, who clearly has no understanding of
The government therefore supports the amendments maggmate change and greenhouse gas emissions. | have a
yesterday in the House of Assembly. question of the Hon. Mr Ridgway in terms of the contribution

In relation to one of the comments by the Hon. Davidhe made a short time ago: if there is a need for baseline
Ridgway during the committee stage of this bill (28 Marchstudies now, why were they not needed two months ago when
2007), | offered a briefing to the opposition and other partieshe moved his amendments?
| said that officers would be only too happy, when they TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY: Two months ago we were
requested the details of the modelling for this particuladooking at a different set of circumstances and it has become
interim target, to provide them to the opposition and the othevery clear to the opposition that we need the economic
parties. | said the following: modelling done, and if we are to set targets at some pointin
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future we also need to know, if we are sticking firmly to that. The Hon. Sandra Kanck put forward 25 per cent, and not
targets and having a united national approach to achievingnough members supported that. So, | supported a 20 per cent
those targets, what our baseline position is. reduction in greenhouse gas emissions. To suggest also that
TheHon. M. PARNELL: | am prepared to debate there was some bargain is in some ways slightly less
amendment No. 3 that has come back from the House dfffensive, because | do enjoy my conversations with my
Assembly. | am less prepared for the other two, but | willfriends in the Liberal Party as | enjoy my conversations with
proceed on No. 3. Late last night | looked at the uncorrecteshembers of Family First and the No Pokies members (the
Hansard proof of the debate on this clause in the lowerHon. Ann Bressington and the Hon. Nick Xenophon), as well
house. Some of the contributions by the Premier surpriseds my colleague from the Democrats, the Hon. Sandra Kanck.
me. He said in relation to interim targets: To suggest that there was some Faustian bargain, some
What happened, of course, is that if we had a target here of ng€al that was struck in relation to interim targets, is complete-
emissions at all in South Australia, or only 1 per cent emissions, théy wrong and irrelevant. Effectively, when the Premier talks
Greens would say that that is not acceptable. There is no way anyoggout Faustian bargains over interim targets it does invite the
would satisfy the Greens. guestion: who here is supping with the devil? | might leave
In relation to interim targets, | find that a most remarkablethat question in limbo. | do not expect the minister to answer
statement, which the Premier must know is not true. that question. However, | do endorse what the Hon. Sandra
challenge him or any other member of this place to point mé&anck said in relation to the Liberals’ position. | am person-
to the place where | have said, or to something | have donelly disappointed that they have not stuck to their guns on
that suggests that Greens policy is no emissions at all. We atiis.

a popular whipping boy, with people saying that the Greens | think they have offered the government a get-out-of-
would have us living back in the caves and eating grass seedgaol-free card. It was looking very embarrassing on this
and the Premier has milked that for all it is worth. I put on thequestion of interim targets because, at that stage, the Liberals
record while discussing interim targets that it is not Greengyere presenting a much stronger environmental stance than
policy to have no emissions of greenhouse gases and certainbye Labor Party. | wanted to put on the record my concerns
not our position that they should be reduced by 99 per cenghout some of the untruths the Premier was spreading last
leaving us with only 1 per cent. The Premier goes on to sayight in his contribution on this question of interim targets.
They would rather have the state closed down, the electricity do have a number of questions of the minister, because it
power stations turned off, no industries and no business, becauggas been some little time since we discussed this matter. As
they do not care about workers. the Premier pointed out last night:
Again, | challenge the Premier and any member of this e government agreed to look at an interim target between the
chamber to point me to where | have said in this place that weouses. The proposed emissions target of a 20 per cent reduction of
need to turn off electricity power stations in order to meetl990 levels by 2020 has been considered by the Department of the

interim targets, or that our policy is to have no industries of’rémier and Cabinet and the Department of Transport, Energy and
busi t all in this state. | tak ticul ff. in th Infrastructure. Their advice was that such a target being proposed—

usiness at all In this state. | take particular ofrence In eqcefylly and dynamically by the Leader of the Opposition—cannot
Premier’s remarks about interim targets where he says thgk achieved and would damage the state’s economy.

\Igvl?e?nci)el:(\)At/cfﬁziehzgglggtlj%rlzelz)scﬂ(lir?agctfritan;?mggésctlzzzﬁ y first questions of the minister are: can she tell us more
9 about the two pieces of advice she received from those two

:?1;?1%38 )xovgll?ghhoeigiulsez?stlgﬁégtect from the federal govemgjovernment agencies, and can she explain to us why that

. . advice has not formed part of other government pronounce-
| challenge him to say where he was on the Radio Rentalsyo i in relation to greenhouse gas reductions and whether

picket line. | was there, but the Premier was not there. | takg . s she will table those pieces of advice in this parliament

offence, in the context of interim greenhouse gas targets, D that we. too. can see the information on which the
the suggestion that the Greens do not care about workers. ngvernmenf has, decided that this 20 per cent target is

Premier then went on to say: unachievable and, as the Premier says, irresponsible?
And so what happened is that there was a Faustian pact between The Hon. D.G.E. HOOD: | would like to put some

the Liberal Party and the Greens. The Liberal Party did not supporterspective on this debate. For the record, I state that Family

what we were doing and the Greens resented what we were doinE‘ ' -
so there was a Faustian pact designed to kill the bill. What did theyIrst are not climate change doubters. We believe that there

come up with? Oh, the Liberals would support the Greens’ amends something legitimate happening with respect to climate
ment, even though it was totally irresponsible and unachievable—bighange, and we believe that greenhouse gases are one of the
it seems like the Prime Minister and Business SA have had a wor rimary reasons for that climate change. So, there is no need
In relation to interim targets, itis clear that any examinationto question our commitment to this issue. In one year, South
of the record would find that this council was presented withAustralia produces approximately the greenhouse gases
arange of potential interim targets. The Greens put forwarg@roduced by the United States in less than a 24-hour period
a 30 per cent reduction in greenhouse gas emissions, th@d by China in approximately one 24-hour period. What we
Hon. Sandra Kanck on behalf of the Democrats put forwardre talking about here is an amount equal to a 20 per cent
a 25 per cent interim reduction by the year 2020, the Liberaleduction; that is, 20 per cent less greenhouse gas production
Party put forward a 20 per cent reduction and the Labor Partgy South Australia. That would be equivalent to the green-
effectively put forward no reduction at all and more likely an house gases produced in China in a period of less than five
increase in emissions. The Premier is wrong to say, first, thadours and of even less than that (approximately four hours)
the Liberals supported the Greens’ amendment. In fact, it wais the United States. That is how much we are arguing about
the other way around. in this debate. It is not insignificant, and | do not want to

It was a compromise that the Greens were prepared tivialise it, but | want put it into some sort of perspective. Let
enter into in the spirit of moving this legislation forward. | us get an understanding of the real issue we are talking about,
put forward 30 per cent, and not enough members supportedhether it be 20 per cent, 30 per cent or whatever it is.
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The key for Family First is that we want this bill to pass | have outlined the rigorous reporting that will be required.
because climate change is a real phenomenon. We are seelradso remind the Hon. Mark Parnell that a couple of months
our planet experiencing these changes. What do we need &go the government offered the opportunity for briefings to
do? We need to legislate in order to control this phenomenogo through any of the details that it was able to make public.
and reduce the incidence of greenhouse gases reaching addt one of the members here availed themselves of that, so
destroying our planet over a period of time. With thosel believe this is another stalling tactic. | agree with the
words, | indicate that, whilst we can argue, and it is a worthyHon. Dennis Hood: we need to move on; we need to make
debate—again, | am certainly not trivialising the situation,our decisions. We will be calling for a division, and I think
and | respect the views that have been put forward—I thinkt would be quite incredible to see the opposition lining up to
that, in the grand scheme of things, whilst we have beeonppose any interim target at all.
debating this bill between the two houses over the past three TheHon. M. PARNELL : | take some exception to the
months, we have a situation where greenhouse gases hawénister's comment that we have not availed ourselves of
continued to increase during that time. opportunities to discuss this bill. Indeed we have, with

If we delay even further—for another three months—thafepresentatives of the government, and | have attended
six-month period in South Australia represents a significantvorkshops on the topic that were addressed by the minister’s
input to the greenhouse gases in our atmosphere. So, let @9 advisers. So that is not the case. | am disappointed with
bite the bullet and agree here that something must get througBPorts from the agencies that allegedly support the govern-
this chamber to make this law so that the monitoring proces@ent’s position that the interim targets the Liberal Party
can begin. For that reason, whilst | accept the logic of thé&alled for, and the tougher targets that the Democrats and
Liberal Party’s position and think that it makes very goodGreens called for, are unacceptable. o
sense, Family First will support the government’s amendment  If the aim of the game is to get bipartisan or tripartisan (or
because we want to see some action, and we want to seedadrupartisan, if there is such a word) support, I do not think
now. the best way to do it is to say, ‘We have secret cabinet

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: First, | want to address the documents that tell us that your position is no gqod. We are
position the opposition has now put before us; that is, t¢'°t 90ing to show those documents to you. You just have to
knock off from this bill any interim target at all, after it had trust us that we know what we are talking about and you

proposed a 20 per cent target, which we know was completéj-onlt" I do not accept that as a basis on which to advance

ly irresponsible, and | have already talked about that. Th&€0ate in this parliament, and | am disappointed.
government remains committed to an interim target. | have a few other questions of the minister. The minister

o . . _would be aware that the University of Adelaide has recently
The opposition is clearly flip-flopping all over the place; o, inted 4 Chair of Climate Change, Professor Barry Brook,
one minute it wants a 20 per cent target (which is proven tqn, says that the rate of climate change is accelerating (I
be iresponsible and unachievable), and members opposite gfg, \ve all accept that) and that, with that, there is an
even gmr_;_% aaalns[t)th_ec;quévn Liberal éederal golleaguehs ccelerating risk of species extinction. He states categorically
position. The Hon. David Ridgway stands up and states thaf, ., ithout urgent action we are heading towards dangerous

etc., by 2050 ‘really means nothing unless we have a strong
and bold interim target’. That is what the honourable membe&a

is on record as saying. If he does not watch out we will beconsidered the impact on species and the possibility of

calling .him the. Hon. DaVi.d Whichway! That.is. in terms of species extinction in South Australia that might flow from
proposing to withdraw an interim target, and it is completely,

. X o9 some of the different interim targets that we have been
the antithesis of what he stood up in this chamber and boldlyjs o ssing here. It seems to me that that is an important piece
proposed was, basically, essential to the success of addres

. ) SB¥dnformation that the government should avail itself of. So,
climate c.hange in the longer term. Now he does not want t?ny guestion to the minister is: is the effect of these different
do anything at all. interim targets on species in South Australia something that

We have provided information, and | have already gonghe government has taken into account?
through the rigorous and extremely high level of scrutiny that  The Hon. G.E. GAGO: Yes, | am aware of the Adelaide
we will be providing in relation to this bill, one from an yniversity’s new chair position. | understand it is a position
independent source and the other subject to independefhfat the government funds. In relation to the bill before us, it
assessment. The general public will be able to monitor thifias been given considerable weight. It has looked at an all-of-
in an ongoing way and make its own judgments on how welgovernment response, given that climate change affects
the interim target is operating and on the rigour of ouracross government. Due weight and consideration has been
method. | also remind members that clause 14 requires thgtven to all aspects, and this is considered a responsible way
the minister use international best practice. to progress.

| addressed most of the Hon. Mark Parnell's comments TheHon. M. PARNELL: | am interested in some of the
and questions in my opening statements. | draw the honouscience that is behind the government'’s alternative interim
able member’s attention to the fact that the advice | referrethrget. In particular, | am interested in the basis for this target
to was provided through cabinet and, therefore, the goverrand the longer term 2050 target in connection with the
ment will not be releasing the modelling that has been donacceptable rise in average global temperatures that the
to date—and | have already stated that quite clearly. Thgovernment deems to be acceptable and the rise that we are
government is satisfied that its 2020 target is tough butrying to limit under this bill.
achievable and that there are more than enough reporting So, my question to the minister is whether it is the
obligations in place for parliament and South Australians tgovernment’s intention, through this bill and through the
decide for themselves how it is going in terms of progressnterim target in particular, to keep carbon dioxide concentra-
towards this target. tions at the point where any global warming remains below

the minister handling climate change in here but also in her
pacity as Minister for Environment and Conservation, has
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what is usually regarded as dangerous climate change. Thagrees with me that that means we have a greater responsibili-
point which is widely accepted by authorities—including thety than other nations and, in particular, we have a greater
International Panel on Climate Change, the United Nationsesponsibility than poorer countries and developing nations
and the European Union, amongst others—is the figure db make those cuts. | ask the minister to respond as to where
2° Celsius this century. My question to the minister is: is itwe stand in the global environment in relation to interim
the basis of the government’s policy, in general (but itsargets.
interim target, in particular), to keep us below that 2° Celsius TheHon. G.E. GAGO: In terms of our global responsi-
tipping point? bilities we need to lead by example. This legislation will
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | have been advised that the ensure that South Australia is leading nationally. It will be the
60 per cent by 2050 target is based on an intention to avoitbughest target in the nation and in step with California, so
the dangerous level of climate change, and the interim targétis in line with best practice. In terms of our global responsi-
that the government is supporting is a stepping stone tbilities, that does entail not trying to avoid moving on this
achieving that and is consistent with that ultimate goal.  issue or avoiding our legislative responsibilities. We have
TheHon. M. PARNELL: Following on from the before us legislation that will put South Australia on the map
minister’s answer, | ask whether she accepts the conclusian terms of climate change. We have a government which has
of the international panel on climate change in its fourtha clear commitment to an interim target.
report that, if we are to avoid dangerous climate change and TheHon. M. PARNELL: In terms of some of the local
if we are to keep the global warming range to 2° Celsius, ouexpertise on climate change that we have in this state and, in
emissions need to peak and start declining by the year 201particular, Professor Barry Brook, | note that his view was
That is directly relevant to the target that we are talkingthat there needs to be an 80 per cent reduction by the year
about, which is a 2020 target. Does the minister accept th&050 in first world nations—in other words, in countries like
international panel on climate change conclusion? Australia—rather than the 60 per cent reduction that we have
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | have already put on the record agreed to. We are talking about interim targets but, if we
that South Australia’s economic activity, including mining, accept what Professor Barry Brook has to say, | would ask
is not projected to peak until 2015, and that driving ourthe minister what advice she might have sought from, for
emissions down from this peak in 2015 to 80 per cent of thexample, international development agencies or NGOs, or
1990 levels in just five years carries a level of risk to theorganisations familiar with the different capabilities of poorer
economy and jobs. | have talked about that and stated that tleeuntries, of developing countries.
ultimate target is the 60 per cent by 2050 target. We are If she has had discussions with such organisations, how
committed to that. | have been advised that that target ibave those discussions influenced or otherwise the govern-
based on a premise that is about avoiding dangerous climateent’s decision on this particular interim target? If the proper
change. The interim target is a stepping stone to achievintarget for first world nations is 80 per cent, the interim target
that and is consistent with that. would therefore need to be much higher if we are to take into
TheHon. M. PARNELL: | did understand what the accountthe equity between nations when we are setting our
minister said earlier; that is, in terms of the desired economimterim target and dealing with our greenhouse gas emissions.
growth of South Australia some projects such as mining willl ask the minister to respond to that.
mean that our emissions (if those projects go ahead) do not TheHon. G.E. GAGO: Again, | remind the honourable
peak until after that period. | would ask the minister, in termsmember that this legislation will lead the nation. It will be the
of this IPCC report, does she believe that there will be anyoughest target and toughest legislation in the nation. It is
additional hardship to the South Australian economy becauseportant, in doing this, that we take people with us, that we
we are achieving the peaking at a later period than thering the community with us, that we have industry being
international panel on climate change says that we shoulgyrepared to support us, otherwise we end up with an unreal-
which means that we will be some years behind and therefoiistic and unachievable goal and target. | believe that this
our ultimate target of reaching a 60 per cent reduction by thiegislation has been responsible on both fronts. It has
year 2050 would appear to be more difficult? Would theprovided leadership and direction and vision as well as
minister explain how she sees the reduction program in thigiorking with the community and taking the community and
state working if we do not agree with the international panelndustry with us. We have to have them on board, otherwise
on climate change which recommended peaking in thd is just pie in the sky stuff.
year 2015? What are the Greens suggesting? | will ask them a
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | have already substantially question: are they going to support the government’s interim
answered this question. The hardship for South Australiansrget or not? Are they going to abandon their green values
will be if we do not legislate and do something about ourand credentials, given that they have a first in the nation
commitment towards reaching our 60 per cent target by 205@pportunity, a real leadership opportunity, to pass this
We are doing that by passing this legislation that is before ukegislation today? It is achievable, it is responsible and we
today, with a firm commitment to an interim target. We needwill take the general public and industry with us. | ask the
to address that, rather than filibuster. Hon. Mr Parnell: are the Greens going to support our interim
TheHon. M. PARNELL: I would also like the minister target or not?
to respond to the way the interim target (which we are TheHon. M. PARNELL: The minister posed an
discussing now) fits within our global responsibilities as ainteresting question, and one that goes to the heart of
state player in relation to climate change. | ask the ministeparliamentary democracy. This matter has been brought on
whether she believes that we have any particular andt very short notice. Most of us have had only a few hours—
additional responsibilities on the global stage arising from thgust before bedtime, perhaps—to read last nigHgssard.
fact that we are a developed nation, that we are a wealth&s | said, we have only just received the detail of the
nation, and that we are, in fact, one of the world’s largest peamendments and it seems that, the longer | talk, the more
capita emitters of greenhouse gases, and whether the minisnendments are put before us to consider.
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I have an old-fashioned notion of parliamentary democra- The CHAIRMAN: | remind the honourable member that
cy. | am asking the minister some questions that willhis comments must be relevant to the amendment being
determine my position in relation to this legislation. Call meconsidered.
naive but, when matters are brought on in a hurry, it limitsthe TheHon. M. PARNELL: Thank you, Mr Chairman; |
ability of a party such as the Greens, which prides itself orappreciate your guidance. The connection with the interim
grassroots democracy, to go back to the party and consutrget is that, if the digging of this hole occurs in this period
widely and to talk to members of academia and otheup to 2020, it must, | would suggest, be a consideration to be
government and non-government organisations. So, | aaken into account when the government is trying to work out
keen to hear the minister’'s answers. what an appropriate 2020 target should be. The digging of

If the minister does not want to answer my questions, thagg'jsg?tl)?’ ﬁzr:grré%ir)sgarga'i’i r\1NII;Zl\;](ﬂ\éfsaang;nbgé\%rt]ﬂé(;kss a
is her business. However, my responsibility, as a representw-eek al)wld reenhousg asesgare emitted f0r¥ﬁe whole mythe
tive not only of the Greens but of all citizens of South f 9 9

Australia in this parliament, is to take seriously this rnostt|me those vehicles are operating. | will not elaborate much

important piece of legislation. This is probably the mostmore apout the mine because | want to focus on interim

important bill that we will ever deal with in this place. The ta(ra%?rti?:ityvﬁgghﬂlse (;/;/hai; ng ti:aehglzrz nfo(I):h a'lbr‘]s ;\tlﬁg rzss tgcet S
Premier has said that climate change is a more importa ’ 9ging y P

issue than terrorism. We spend a lot of time in this placegmtigiigﬁsag];fn flﬂjseﬁleedn?rrgr)a mChﬂﬂewﬁ t;ahsegrrfi(ra]ir;ftlgruse
debating things that are not important. This is important. So 9 gria.

to a certain extent, my position is in the hands of the minister?hdg'i?]?err]iomw tz?eer:?ﬁ;?ii,eigé?t?égéoiﬁ tc;igtg)"?)ccount In setting
and | am looking to her, in the spirit of parliamentary 9 )

democracy, to convince me that the government has dong.rh2 e T P B TR KNS
enough work and that it has a sound position that is worth P

of support onsideration. As | havga already put on recor_d, we have
) balanced those with a climate change target which will lead
However, | do want to explore issues that the minister hathe nation and which will take the community with us, and
raised during the debate. With respect to the question ahdustry is providing leadership, as well as something that is
interim targets, the minister mentioned that the peak in Souttesponsible and achievable. South Australia leads the nation
Australia will be later than the Intergovernmental Panel orin wind-generated energy and solar-generated energy, and we
Climate Change said it should be because of the miningave an opportunity here today to lead the nation in terms of
boom, for example, when the construction phase—and;limate change. | invite the member to seize this opportunity
therefore, the energy use—of those big operations comes inemd to move ahead and support the bill before us.
play. | ask the minister to expand on that a little more and, in  TheHon. M. PARNELL: Unlike the minister, | am
particular, 1 ask her a specific question about whether, ifiocusing on the amendment. | will be supporting the bill, but
setting this interim target, the minister has taken into accourthe final shape of that bill will depend on the decision we
the likely greenhouse gas implications of the expansion of themake today in relation to these three amendments. The
Roxby Downs uranium mine. minister should rest assured, as should you, Mr Chairman,
3l.l-\at I am focusing very strongly on amendment No. 3 that is

eefore us and the interim target.

| understand that, until the environmental impact stateme

is released, we are somewhat constrained in our knowled . L9 N
' . L When we last discussed interim targets in this place, there
of exactly what will be the greenhouse implications of thatWas a great deal of discussion about the 1990 figure. That

project. However, research that my office has undertakepgure is important for interim targets because that is the base

indicates that the expanded mine, for example, will use ag* . - : ;

much electricity as every household in Adelaide combined, glﬁ:gtsetrvg/hrgg Vgﬁsirz? fr',g? tti?n’g ?,8:50& p;rfc;\r/vn;?cl)wlge.lr':' k;e
That is a huge increase in electricity demand. Whilst thaﬂ]utshell she clijid not know what the 1990 %ggre Was But she
electricity comes from the general grid, and whilst that ngOIpointed us to the clause in the bill that said, as | recall it, that

is primarily powered by the burning of fossil fuels, it is the - . sl
burning of coal, it is also partly the burning of gas (we have"® of the objectives of the Climate Change Council is to

. . : devise the methodology for arriving at the 1990 figure. We
a higher proportion of gas) and a small proportion of
renewable energies. So, that is the electricity use from thhave had some weeks and the government has had some

: - . Eonsiderable time to ruminate on the guestion of what the
Olympic Dam mine expansion. 1990 figure is.

However, we also need to think of the hole that is to be  The suggestion made last time was that perhaps we should
dug when that mine is transformed from an undergroundhot be considering any interim targets, or even final targets,
mine to an open-cut mine, because that is most important iantil we have a more clear understanding of what that 1990
relation to interim targets. My understanding is that this mindigure is. So, my question to the minister is: what additional
is likely to be about a kilometre deep, which can be very haravork has the government undertaken to progress us towards
to imagine. However, one descriptive way of doing it is toa final understanding of what that 1990 figure is for green-
consider the Sydney Centrepoint Tower and to put three diouse gas emissions for South Australia?
those towers on top of each other: that is how deep the hole The Hon. G.E. GAGO: | will refer the member to our
will be. | understand that it is going to be some four kilo- Tackling Climate Change: South Australia’s Greenhouse
metres across; perhaps the minister may be able to illuminat&trategy, 2007-2020. | refer him particularly to appendix 1,
us further. However, my understanding is that it will takewhich provides the background and the modelling, and to
some four years to dig the hole to get to the ore bodypage 3 of the strategy document, which provides the answer
Depending on when that four years starts, given the approvéb his question in relation to the 1990 figures.
process that is in train, it brings us within this period to TheHon. M. PARNELL: Do we still need in this bill a
2020— clause that refers to the creation of a methodology for
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determining that figure if the figure is already known? My As honourable members would know, he was the chair of the
further question to the minister is: if we now know what thatPremier's Round Table on Sustainability. One important
1990 figure is, why does the government not come to us witdocument which goes directly to the question of interim
an amendment so that we can put that into the bill as th&argets is the report ‘Three, Four, Five’, which stands for:
definitive figure for 1990? Then we can focus our attention—three challenges, four principles and five actions for a
as | know the minister and certainly the Greens are keen teustainable future. This report on implementing the State
do—on ways of meeting that target. We will know what the Strategic Plan was produced in 2004 for the government of
1990 figure is and we will know what the interim target South Australia, and it contains a section on energy and
actually means. So, if we have done the work, minister, whglimate change. In its report, in respect of the question of
can we not put that figure directly into the bill? greenhouse gas emissions and interim targets in particular,
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: Appendix 1 shows that the South the round table (with Tim Flannery as its chair) stated the
Australian government is currently adopting a methodologyollowing:
that is in line with international best praCtice. Meth0d0|ogies, The emerging carbon-constrained global economy will challenge
as we know, develop and change with time as informatioms all yet create great opportunities for innovation.
and science improve. The legislation requires that theo, itis not just a question of economic pain; there is also the
minister adopt international best practice. So, we have all thgyestion of opportunities. We might, hopefully, come back
nfCE;S%f y {ﬁqrirements in place to ensure the adequacy of fgathat theme as this debate progresses. The report goes on:
standards that we are using. L There is increasin nce that humankind must halve global
TheHon. M. PARNELL: Justto be alittle bit different, carbor‘la :msissi%r?sf)y %gggﬁg?vgg tcaag’a\s#ror?hic cltijmaltjeStchaanSg(%t?tls
| would like to ask the Leader of the Opposition a questionthis century.
because he has stated to this committee that the 0ppositigfiterms of the long-term targets in this bill that is a recom-

has somewhat changed its position. The leader of his paryengation that we have matched. In fact, we have exceeded
in another place has said publicly, ‘We’ll support the targets; The report continues:

as long as they are not mandatory.’ So, | am curious to hear hile th d emissi inth ic Pl
from the Hon. David Ridawav. on behalf of the opposition While the energy and emissions targets in the State Strategic Plan
: gway, pp sprovide a good start, they are not enough if we aim to be world

what has changed, because we still do not have mandatofyhowned for being clean, green and sustainable in that carbon
targets—in particular, interim targets—in this bill. constrained world. A strategic plan for the coming decade needs to
Mr Hamilton-Smith is on the record as saying that therd0ok beyond the Kyoto emissions target. Given the deep cuts in

. L . -greenhouse emissions needed by 2050, a leading state should aim for
is no paint in having targets unless they are tough. That 'g 20 per cent reduction in greenhouse gas emissions by the year

something that the Hon. David Ridgway as leader said inp20.

response to the Schneider report that was released recenq-;ﬁis a body of which the Premier is proud. He has set it up
Of particular interest for the Greens in relation to trying 10,4 t has reported to the government. Its advice is that ‘a
understand the Liberal Party’s approach to this issue is Somgading state should aim for a 20 per cent reduction in

of thg new information that the party says has influenced it geenhouse gas emissions by 2020'. The report continues:
decision. | understand, as the honourable member has refer . o
And to be world renowned we need to lead in achieving more

to aIrez_idy, that the Prime Minister's carbon trad_lng task forC%conomic output and a better quality of life, while using less energy
reportis one such document, and | would ask him whether hgnq dramatically cutting emissions. That means leading Australia in
could explain to the committee what particular revelation wasusiness initiatives and community practices to reduce energy
in that report that has resulted in such a change of heart on tileémand through widely applied low emission technologies,

part of the opposition. efficiency and behavioural change programs.

TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY: We have talked about a Those programs are a vital part of reducing our greenhouse
number of reports and data for establishing an interim targegas emissions, but they are not the matter before us. The
and we heard earlier about the information on which thegquestion before us now is the question of interim targets. In
government based its bill in relation to interim targets and théhe report of the Premier's round table on sustainability,
economic risk that flows to South Australia. We have notunder the heading ‘Abatement’, the report recommends:
seen those documents, and so we have to take their word for Set a binding cap on state greenhouse emissions and specific
it, as the Hon. Mark Parnell said earlier. We know there igargets for future reductions. The State Strategic Plan when updated
some detailed work being done at a national level on somehould set targets for a 20 per cent emissions reduction by 2020.
economic modelling that will gauge the impact of whateverin other words, our leading thinker at that time on the
target we might happen to set in the future. guestion of climate change through the Premier’s own round

Itis not so much based on new information that is at handable has said that we need to update our strategic plan to
now, but on information that we are on the cusp of, if youincorporate this 20 per cent reduction by the year 2020. That
like, receiving in the next six or eight months that thebegs a number of questions, one of which is: if it is good
opposition has said, ‘Well, let’s not set an interim target aenough to put it in the State Strategic Plan, is it not good
this point; let's wait for that vital information.” We can then enough to put it into this legislation? That is the matter
approach this all together, nationally as a commonwealthgirectly before us—the question of interim targets by the year
rather than individual states (this state, in particular) grand2020. | would appreciate the minister’s response to that
standing on a target that we know is actually an increase frorbecause, if it is good enough for the strategic plan, it should
where we are today. be good enough for this bill.

TheHon. M. PARNELL: I would like to reflect now on The report continues that for the state to be a top
the information that the government has had available to it oquartile—that is, a lowest emissions performer—in terms of
the specific question of interim targets and on what some agmissions per unit of state GDP compared to other developed
the key thinkers in this state who have addressed the issue @onomies we need to make the 20 per cent reduction by the
interim targets have had to say about it. My starting pointyear 2015. Directly on the question of interim targets, we
would be South Australia’s own adopted Dr Tim Flannery.have got the Premier’s round table saying that we not only
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need the figure to be 20 per cent (which was the position untéxactly the same point using another example. It is repeti-
recently championed by the Liberal Party in this place) butious. | have already put on record that | have answered these
also bring forward that target to the year 2015. | ask thenatters before. We are simply going around and around in
minister whether she can address the question of whether oircles. He is making the same point using another example;
not the recommendation will be taken into account in relatiorit is repetitious.

to both the bill and the State Strategic Plan—although, The CHAIRMAN: | remind the honourable member that
clearly, it is the bill before us now. he will have to get to the relevance of his point about the

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: The honourable member is amendment or cease that line of argument.
filibustering. | have already explained our interim targetand TheHon. M. PARNELL: Whilst it may be that a number
the rationale behind it. | have outlined the safeguards thadf these commentators—and they are not people whom | have
have been putin place. | have outlined the fact that it is basegecessarily dragged up; they are people whom the Premier
on best practice. He is filibustering and attempting to delayas dragged up—come to a similar conclusion, they often
the passage of this amendment and this bill. reached the conclusion via a different route. | think that this

The CHAIRMAN: | warn the Hon. Mr Parnell thatitis is most important, because the matter before us goes to the
not the bill we are discussing but, rather, the amendment. heart of what this state is aiming to do over the next 13 years

TheHon. M. PARNELL: Thank you, Mr Chairman. | as we lead up to the year 2020.
believe | have gone to great lengths to confine my comments TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | rise on a point of order. It is the
to the matter before us—which is the matter of interimsame point; he makes the same point using another example.
targets. | take some exception to the minister referring to thishave already answered those matters. It is repetitious.
particular debate as a filibuster. The issues that | am raising The CHAIRMAN: | remind the honourable member that
now are those that | would have raised had it been a live issuhis is not a second reading speech, and that it must be
when we first debated the bill. At that time, we clearly hadrelevant to the amendment. If there is some point quoting
the support of the council for the 20 per cent figure by 2020people whom you have named, get to the point.
so there was no great need for me at that stage to put on the The Hon. M. PARNEL L : | will move to a different point
record and to point out not just the Premier's own round tablehat David Suzuki makes on the question of interim targets.
on sustainability report, but a number of other authorities thae talks about the need to distinguish the atmospheric
this government has cited when putting its position to theoncentrations of greenhouse gas emissions from the actual
people on climate change. emissions themselves. The matter before us is emissions, but

But we are now in a different environment. The questionit is directly linked to the question of concentrations. As
of the interim target is now very much a live question, and weDavid Suzuki said, ‘Global emissions are rising, but simply
are now having the debate that we would have had a numbaalting the rise by stabilising emissions will not be sufficient
of months ago. | am more than happy to take directions wheto stabilise concentrations. The matter before us is the
| stray from the topic before us. | am very determined to playstabilisation of emissions, because that is what the govern--
by the rules of this place, and | am focusing on the mattement's amendment talks about—our going back to the level
before us—the interim target. One person who— of emissions in this state that occurred in 1990.

TheHon. J. GAZZOLA: | rise on a point of order. Given The minister has not been able to explain to my satisfac-
that comment, Mr Chairman, perhaps you could draw th&ion—and perhaps not to anyone else’s satisfaction—what the
honourable member’s attention to standing order 186 whiclevel is. The minister has not addressed the question of the
states: consequence of stabilising those emissions and what it means

The President may call attention to the conduct of a member whior concentrations. David Suzuki refers to the international
persistsin continued irrelevance, prolixity or tedious repetition, anghanel on climate change and to a different aspect of their
may direct such member to discontinue speaking and to be seate\ﬁork, where he says:

Thatis the rule.  am not (;a!llng youto rule on it, but we have  They clearly show that stabilising of concentrations at any level

been going around on this interim target stuff for quite someequires emissions to be reduced eventually to a small fraction of the

time now. current level. Detailed trajectories of annual emissions over time,
The CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Mr Parnell. calculated to stabilise atmospheric concentrations at particular levels,

. . suggest that to stabilise the atmospheric greenhouse gas concentra-
TheHon. M. PARNELL: Thank you, Mr Chair. Ithank o7t 400 parts per million of carbon dioxide equivalent, global

the honourable member opposite for not only drawing yougreenhouse gas emissions must be limited to no more than about
attention to the standing orders but, as a new person in thi per cent above 1990 levels by 2020 and fall to at least 30 to 50 per
place who is perhaps less familiar with the rules, in als@ent below 1990 levels by 2050.
drawing my attention to it. | will do my utmost not to That was earlier work he had done, but the point it makes is
backtrack or repeat myself. | thank the honourable membehat concentrations need to be dealt with as well as actual
for his assistance in progressing the debate. One persemissions. A point | want to move on to, because it is a vital
whom the Premier has constantly quoted as a supporter pbint in the question of interim targets—
this government’s approach on the question of climate change The Hon. G.E. GAGO: On a point of order, sir, | refer
is David Suzuki, renowned international ecologist ando relevance. The interim target before us addresses the issue
commentator on greenhouse gas emissions. David Suzuki hakemissions and not emission concentrations, and it is not
published widely on this topic. He has visited Southrelevant.
Australia, and when here he has spoken on the need for deep The CHAIRMAN: | remind the honourable member of
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions; in fact, one of higanding order 367 and warn him under that standing order.
papers is entitled ‘The case for deep reductions’. This is &le has been warned before, but this is a final warning. If he
publication of the David Suzuki Foundation. There is a smaltontinues not to adhere to the amendment, | will sit him down
section in— and he will not be heard again.

TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | rise on a point of order dealing TheHon. M. PARNELL : | would not presume to dissent
with relevance and repetition. The honourable member makdésom your ruling, sir, but | trust that the minister will listen
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carefully to what | am saying because it goes directly to the terms of reference that included some very significant
point. The point the Premier and minister herself has madimitations which | believe should encourage the honourable
is that the main reason for not accepting the Legislativenember to change his mind on this point, because that is the
Council’s interim target of a 20 per cent reduction by 2020purpose of parliamentary debate.
and instead to insert a weaker target is the effect that it will The terms of reference of that report basically said that the
have on the South Australian economy. It is that aspect thajompetitive advantage that Australia holds over other nations
I would like to address now. Other members and the ministeis that we possess large reserves of fossil fuels, the burning
will be familiar with the work of Nicholas Stern, the world’s  of which is the main cause of anthropocentric greenhouse gas
leading economist on climate change. He has challengesimissions, and we have uranium as well. That body was
Australia, including South Australia, to slash its greenhousasked:
gas emissions by up to 30 per cent by 2020 and 90 per cent |, assessing Australia’s further contribution to reducing
by 2050. But the reason is economic. _ greenhouse gas emissions these advantages must be preserved.
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: On a point of order, sir, | Tefer A yhe heart of the report that seems to have so frightened the

to rglevar]ce. The honourable member attempts to malﬁberal Party to abandon its position on the interim target is
similar points that | have already answered to the best of m

bilit d he is simol tina hi i King irrel ¥ term of reference which says that not everything is on the
Zvélln}[/p?gintse IS Simply repeating NIMSelt or maxing Iel- ap1e pecause we need to maintain our competitive advantage.

) . | do not know whether the Hon. David Ridgway has dug
TheCHAI RMAN: | remlnq the honourable member, S much deeper than the report he has cited on the question of
| have done previously, thatitis nota seco_nd reading Speec[ﬂterim targets. Had he delved a little deeper he would have
The debate has gone through the council and there was g4 4 ‘tor example, the submissions that had been made to
opportunity then for the honourable member to quote expe ! y

h . S that report by, | think from memory, more than 200 indi-
advice and papers. | do not think that this is the place t0 dgi 5i5 and government organisations. One of those reports,
that unless it is totally an argument that relates to th(-?n particular—
amendment before us. That is my final warning.

i ) TheHon.J. GAZZOLA: On a point of order, Mr
TheHon. M. PARNELL: Thank you, Mr Chairman. As Chairman, does the honourable member have a question for

always, | take your guidance very seriously. However, | aMhe Leader of the Opposition or the minister rather than just
disappointed that the minister is not even allowing me tQNaIking us through a report?

finish sentences or the points | am making before deciding The Hon. M. PARNEL L : With your forbearance, | wil

Lhea;g:f;e%/hzr% cl)ri:ﬁI%\;a(r;:doerr rﬁ,‘;i“?;%fds iItV\i/: Str:;ylggotr? osrﬁiy sk the question of the Leader of the Opposition on this issue,
: ecause it goes directly to the report he cites as the main

implications of the interim target (which is the question n that. in between the h hi v h hanaed it
before us) that have been stated by the minister, the Premi¢f2son that, in between the houses, is party has changed its
Osition on interim targets. | urge the honourable member

theTLr?eaﬂirnogtf:Ee 82%03{“8?] |2 Sgicr):th gfr 8:22? al\;]rd gﬁl ati?_e opposite to allow me to ask the question of the Hon. David

man, | have already answered these questions. | have alreaﬁlﬂfg.way' The question is whether, in examining the report
gone to great length to explain the methodology and rational® d its constituent elements, he came across the submllssmn
behind this position. | have already explained the variou ade by the group, Make Poverty History. F_orthe benefit of
matters the government has addressed in terms of providirp""Curable members, that group is a coalition of more than
a balance in relation to the setting of this target. | have non-government development agencies, faith groups and
already answered these questions. They are repetitious. communlty-paseq organisations. They have addresseq this
The CHAIRMAN: | agree with the minister. The question of interim targets, which is what we are talking

honourable member seems to be going around in circles ar‘?t?om' . .
adding things to the debate that do not relate to the amend- ! certainly do notintend to read out the 64 members of that
ment. | ask the honourable member to get on with Speakin%)rgamsatmn, but | draw the honourable member’s attention

either to or against the amendment, or to ask the minister @ SOMe of the faith organisations, in particular, and I urge our
question that she has not already answered. | intend to put t58!/€@gues in Family First to take this on board as well. The
roup comprises the Anglicans, the Catholic Mission, the

motion if the honourable member continues going around i - i X .
circles. going ustralian Lutheran World Service, Baptist World Aid—

TheHon. M. PARNELL: | am going to great lengths not ~ Membersinterjecting:
to go around in circles. The point | want to move to—which ~ The CHAIRMAN: Order!
the minister seems reluctant to allow me to—is the economic The Hon. G.E. GAGO: This is not relevant,
cost of the interim target. The document that has beeMr Chairman, and | raise a point of order.
referred to before was the Prime Minister's recent report. The CHAIRMAN: | agree. | do not think that it is
That is the new information that was not available to us whetielevant. | ask the honourable member to get to his question.
we debated this matter last time. It is information that has TheHon. M. PARNELL: The question for the honour-
come to us since debate concluded here. It is information thatble member is this. The position those groups have adopted
has been referred to by the Hon. David Ridgway and by hiss that they suggest that we need to adopt a national frame-
leader in another place, that is, the Prime Minister’s report omvork for reducing greenhouse gas emissions by 60 per cent
emissions trading. by 2050 (that is the long-term target), with an implementation

I do not intend at all to go into the area of emissionstimetable that will provide no less than a 20 per cent reduc-
trading, because the matter before us is one of interim target$on by the year 2020. My question is whether he has had
However, itis the effect this report has had on the oppositionliscussions with any of these groups, whether he has read this
in relation to interim targets that, | think, deserves exploringreport and whether my having drawn it to his attention now
The one point | would make, in particular to the Hon. Davidmight convince him that the target this chamber originally
Ridgway, is that the Prime Minister’s report had at its basiendorsed (the 20 per cent target) is one that is worth support-
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ing. Make Poverty History is about making poverty history,impact of interim targets on the gross domestic product of
and it focuses on the social justice implications, which is arAustralia.
issue we have not yet dealt with in this debate, but it is an TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | rise on a point of order, Mr
important one about the effect of interim targets on sociaChairman. My point of order is relevance and repetition. The
justice. Thatis my question of the Leader of the Oppositionhonourable member is making the same points by drawing on
TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY: | have not looked at the different examples. It is clear that he will draw on every
submission to the report made by that group, but it comesingle comment that has ever been made by anyone about this
back to the point | made earlier in relation to not insisting onissue. The honourable member is not raising any new points.
our amendment regarding a 20 per cent reduction by 202 is repetitious and | ask you to rule on that point of order.
| do not want to be accused by the government of repetition TheHon. M. PARNELL: Could | comment on that point
in my answer, but early next year we will have the economiof order, Mr Chairman?
modelling available. I think that most of the points the  TheCHAIRMAN: No, | have notyet ruled on it. | agree
honourable member raises are very important. Withouthat this debate is going around in circles; it is more like a
wishing to pick a fight with the government and with your second reading speech or a debate of the whole bill in
ruling, Mr Chairman, | think that he has been sticking to thecommittee. These things should have been put up and
point of the interim targets. However, it comes back to thepresented in the Hon. Mr Parnell’s original arguments. It
economic modelling. seems that the honourable member has not done that and
I do not think that, in the long term, the opposition will intends to do it here. | will not allow that. The honourable
shy away from interim targets, but it is a fact that we do notmember has been warned a number of times. | rule that the
have the details and the data with us today; we will have thdionourable member shall not be heard again during the
early next year. It seems sensible to make those decisions giiscussion of this question before the chair.
the framework that this group has talked about—a national The Hon. M. PARNELL | cannot speak to your ruling,
framework for a long-term target, as well as a short onr Chairman?
medium-term target. It will be a national solution. We know  The CHAIRMAN: No.
that South Australia’s economy is not the biggest one inthe  The Hon. M. PARNELL: So | have been gagged.
nation, and we need to approach this issue on a national basis The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
and do what is right for the future of Australia. However, I ThaHon. M. PARNELL : Am | able to call for a division
have not read that particular submission. on that question?
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | would like to make a brief The Hon. R.P. Wortley interjecting:
he economic impact of the target. | draw the S Toill o ;
ﬁommentt)lon t ber's attention t ; de by Pet TheHon. M. PARNELL: | will not say sorry. The point
Vonoara efrge”! ers aSAen lon to (;ommen stma % %’ ﬁ?rwas making is that this is new information, it was not
yaughan of Busiess oA o sreaing poter, and he Malabe o the second reading explanatn,
approved in the upper house, he said that they would cost jobs The CHAIRMAN: Order! Standing ordgr 36_7 state§.
and lead to business closure. ~ The member named shall not be heard again during the discus-
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Is this relevant to the amend- >'°" of the question before the chair.
ment? | do not think that this is relevant to the amendment. 1he Hon. M. PARNELL : | move:

iml;rarz:?ion' G.E. GAGO: Itwas to his question about the That the Chairman'’s ruling be dissented from.

The CHAIRMAN: | am going to clamp down on The PRESIDENT: | have the honourable member’s
everybody and ask them to make their comments relevant #otion in writing. I have to report that the Hon. Mr Parnell
the amendment. has objected to the ruling of the Chairman under standing

TheHon. M. PARNELL: | was looking forward to the order 367. As President, | uphold the decision of the Chair-
minister's answer, because it goes to one of the modhan.
important aspects of the question of interim targets and TheHon. M. PARNELL: Mr President, | understand that
whether we should accept the government’s proposition—th4urther discussion of this bill may be deferred to another day,
is, its economic impact. For the minister’s benefit, | note thatn which case | withdraw my dissent.
the Insurance Council of Australia (which is no stranger to  In committee.
risk—the business of the insurance industry is to manage The CHAIRMAN: The motion is in two parts. | will put
risk) has weighed into this— the first question: that the Legislative Council’s amendment

The CHAIRMAN: Order! What the insurance industry No. 3 be insisted upon.
is doing in managing risk is not relevant to the amendment. The committee divided on the question:

If members will not stick to the debate on the amendment | AYES (2)
will close down the debate and put the amendment. Parnell, M. (teller) Xenophon, N.
TheHon. M. PARNELL: Thank you, Mr Chairman. The NOES (15)
Insurance Council has weighed into the debate on the Dawkins, J. S. L. Evans, A. L.
amendment in its contribution to the Prime Minister’s task Gago, G. E. (teller) Gazzola, J. M.
force. This is new information that was not available when Holloway, P. Hood, D.
we debated this last time. Hunter, 1. Lawson, R. D.
TheHon. G.E. GAGO: | rise on a point of order: Lensink, J. M. A. Lucas, R. I.
repetition. The honourable member has already addressed the  Ridgway, D. W. Stephens, T. J.
Prime Minister’s report. Wade, S. G. Wortley, R.
The CHAIRMAN: That'’s right. Zollo, C.
TheHon. M. PARNELL: With respect, Mr Chairman, PAIR(S)

I have not addressed the Insurance Council’'s analysis of the ~ Kanck, S. M. Schaefer, C. V.



322 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Thursday 7 June 2007

PAIR(S) (cont.) Majority of 3 for the noes.
Bressington, A. Finnigan, B. V. Question thus negatived.
Majority of 13 for the noes. TheHon. D.W. RIDGWAY: | move:

Question thus negatived Page 1, after line 10—Delete paragraph (ia)

The CHAIRMAN: The next question is: that the House __ TheHon. G.E. GAGO: This amendment is consequen-
of Assembly’s alternative amendments be agreed to. tial. .
The committee divided on the question: Amendment carrlgd. . . .
AYES (7) Progress reported; committee to sit again.
Evans, A. L. Gago, G. E. (teller)

Gazzola, J. M. Hood, D. STATUTESAMENDMENT (REAL ESTATE

INDUSTRY REFORM) BILL

Holloway, P. Wortley, R.
Zollo, C. The House of Assembly agreed to amendments Nos 2 to

_ NOES (10) 8 and 10 to 15 made by the Legislative Council without any
Dawkins, J. S. L. Lawson, R. D. amendment and disagreed to amendments Nos 1 and 9. The
Lensink, J. M. A. Lucas, R. 1. House of Assembly returns the bill herewith and desires its
Parnell, M. Ridgway, D. W. (teller) reconsideration.
Schaefer, C. V. Stephens, T. J.
Wade, S. G. Xenophon, N. ADJOURNMENT

PAIR(S)

Hunter, I. Kanck, S. M. At 5.38 p.m. the council adjourned until Tuesday 19 June

Finnigan, B. V. Bressington, A. at2.15 p.m.



