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salary given up on moving into a transition to retirement employment
HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY arrangement. Superannuation will be able to be accessed as a result

of the employee receiving a reduction in salary as a consequence of
Wednesday 6 June 2007 reducing their hours of employment, reducing their salary as a
consequence of moving to a position with a lower level of responsi-

. . bility, or a combination of both. The overall reduction in a person’s
The SPEAKER (Hon. J.J. Snelling)took the chair at salary will be the basic determinate of the amount of accrued

11 a.m. and read prayers. superannuation that can be released for taking as an income stream.
The legislation does provide some flexibility in this basic determi-
STATUTES AMENDMENT (TRANSITION TO nate, such that if a person’s reduction in employment did not provide
RETIREMENT—STATE SUPERANNUATION) sufficient lump sum so the member could purchase an allocated

pension, the Board will be permitted to increase the draw down
entitlement, as itis referred to in the legislation, so that the member
. will have sufficient lump sum to purchase an allocated pension.
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY (Treasurer) obtained leave and Currently the South Australian Superannuation Board requires a
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Southern Stateember to have a minimum amount of $30 000 to purchase an
Superannuation Act 1994 and the Superannuation Act 19g8gllocated pension, and $10 000 to purchase an additional allocated
Read a first time. pension . .
Where the employee is a member of the State Pension Scheme
the released benefit will be an indexed life pension. Where the
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | move: employee is a member of either of the State Lump Sum Scheme or
That this bill be now read a second time. Triple S, the benefit accessed will be a lump sum. However in order
. . to,comply with Commonwealth law, the lump sum will have to be
I seek leave to have the second reading explanation insertgfmediately invested to purchase an income stream. An income
in Hansard without my reading it. stream in the form of an allocated pension is available for purchase
Leave granted. from Super SA, or many other financial services entities.

This Bill seeks to make amendments to {Bauthern Sate The proposed superannuation arrangement is probably best

Superannuation Act 1994, and theSuperannuation Act 1988, which explained by providing an exanIe. . .
establish and maintain the superannuation schemes covering _Ifan employee warking 100% full time moved to a transition to
government employees working in the public service, in thef€tirement eomployment arrangement resulting in employment at 60%
education sector, and the health sector. These schemes are the Sfdtdime, 40% of the member's accrued superannuation benefit will
Pension Scheme, the State Lump Sum Scheme, and the Southé able to be accessed and taken as an income stream. For the
State Superannuation Scheme known as Triple S. employee who is a member of the State Pension Scheme and entitled
The principal aim of this Bill is to introduce an arrangement into {0 & Superannuation pension benefit of 52% of “salary” at age 55, the
these superannuation schemes that will enable members who hag@Ployee will receive an aggregate income of 80.8% of his or her
reached the age at which they could voluntarily retire and take thejprévious full time salary. This income stream is macle up of 60% of
accrued entitlement, to have access to some of their superannuatifi time salary from active employment, and 20.8% of full time
if they reduce their level of employment as part of a recogniseiary s a superannuation pension benefit. The non ac(:)cess“ed portion
phasing into retirement or transition to retirement employmenff the accrued benefit, that is a pension benefit of 31.2% of “salary
arrangement. would remain in the scheme and become available when the member
These proposed arrangements will only be available to thoshlly retires. Superannuation benefits would continue to accrue to the
persons who have reached what is referred to as‘their preservatigfPloyee commensurate with the new reduced level of employment,
age’ in terms of Commonwealth superannuation law. Whilst the2d €nhance the non accessed benefit at age 55.
‘preservation age’ is gradually moving to age 60, and will be age  Using the same transition to retirement employment example, and
60 for all those persons in the community born after 30 June 1964pPPlying it to a person in either the State Lump Sum Scheme or in
for those persons born before 1 July 1960, the preservation agéfiple S, and in a situation where the employee’s accrued superan-
is age 55. This means that under the proposal contained in this Biliuation entittement was $200 000, the following option would be
all employees aged 46 and older will, if they take up a transition tc@vailable to the employee. On reducing the level of employment by
retirement employment arrangement on aftaining the age of 55 ¢f0%, the employee would be able to access $80 000 of their accrued
later, be able to access superannuation on transitioning to retiremeftiPerannuation benefit. After the deduction of tax, the member
The proposed superannuation arrangement has been ma@euld have about $70 000 for investment in an income stream. A
possible as a result of the Commonwealth Government introducingerson aged 55 investing $70 000 in an allocated pension could
new standards for the superannuation industry in July 2005€eceive an income stream of $6 090 per annum as a Super SA
Commonwealth laws now allow schemes to re|easel Subject to tr@located pension. If it is assumed that this personwas on a full time
rules of the scheme, a member’s accrued superannuation benef@ary of $45000 per annum before they commenced on the
even though the person may not have terminated their curreffansition to retirement arrangement, the aggregate annual income
employment and permanently retired from the workforce. payable to this person under the transitioning arrangement would be
In terms of the Commonwealth standards governing the releasg3-5% of the previous full time salary. Under the proposed arrange-
of benefits as a result of a person’s transition to retirement, th&ent, the non accessed superannuation benefit of $120 000 would
released benefits cannot be taken as a lump sum benefit, but must¥§ghain in the member's scheme and continue to accrue in accordance
taken as an income stream. This means that for persons in a scheM{igh the existing arrangements for part time employment in the
that only pays benefits as a lump sum, the lump sum must b&8Uperannuation schemes.
immediately invested in a financial product that will provide an ~ The proposed arrangements provide for an employee who
income stream. subsequently further reduces their level of employment, or moves
The Commonwealth introduced this new standard allowingto a less responsible position, to access additional superannuation in
superannuation to be accessed before a person fully retires from thige with the applicable further reduction in salary.
workforce to encourage workers to retain a connection with the In both the examples given, it can be seen that by enabling
workforce at older ages. The Commonwealth was concerned themployees to have access to part of their accrued superannuation as
previous rules which required people below the age of 65 to retir@art of a phasing into retirement arrangement will make it more
or leave their job before they could access their superannuaticattractive for many employees to consider staying in the workforce
benefits was leading to people deciding to retire prematurely. Thefor longer rather than fully retiring. The benefit for the State
wanted superannuation rules that would cater for more flexibl&sovernment is that this proposed superannuation arrangement, when
workplace arrangements where people may choose to reduce thewmbined with a proposed transition to retirement employment
hours of work as they approach retirement. arrangement which the Government is developing, will enable the
The general principle to apply in respect of a person who isGovernment to encourage many workers to stay in the workforce for
transitioning to retirement and a member of either the State Pensidanger than the ages at which they are currently fully retiring. The
Scheme, the State Lump Sum Scheme, or Triple S, is that acombined superannuation and employment strategy being pursued
employee will be able to access a proportion of their accruedor those workers over age 55, the majority of whom tend to
superannuation equal to the proportion of their existing level oterminate their government employment before age 58, will address
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the potential significant loss of skills and corporate knowledge over
the next few years. Retaining older workers with valuable skills and
corporate knowledge is particularly important for the South
Australian public sector which is significantly older than the general
workforce, and which also has the oldest profile of state public
sectors.

The proposed superannuation arrangement has been developed
on the basis that there will no increase in the overall costs to the
Government in providing superannuation benefits. The limit on the
proportion of the accrued entitlement that can be accessed will not
only ensure that the scheme does not cost the Government more, but
will also ensure that public servants do not have incomes from the
Government during the transition period, that exceed the amount that
would have been their full time salary.

The Bill also includes amendments dealing with some non-
transition to retirement matters, making amendments to the existing
legislation under th&outhern State Superannuation Act, and the
Superannuation Act.

Several of the amendments contained in the Bill seek to address
some technical deficiencies in existing provisions.

The first of the technical deficiencies seeks to insert a provision
into the Southern Sate Superannuation Act, to address a problem
where some members are falling out of death and invalidity
insurance cover even though essentially they have ongoing non
casual government employment, but in some instances there can be
a short period of non employment between the successive employ-
ment contracts. The amendment will ensure that where a member of
the Triple S scheme is employed under successive contracts, but
there is a gap between the two contracts, death and invalidity
insurance cover will be maintained for up to 3 months after the
conclusion of the first contract. This will benefit those people in the
education sector who have been at risk because of the short period
of non employment between each contract, which generally occurs
at the end of each academic year.

The technical amendments will also address a problem with the
existing provisions in theSuperannuation Act dealing with the
benefit options available to persons who terminate their employment
on accepting a voluntary separation package. The current deficiency
in the legislation relates to the fact that there is no requirement for
a person to indicate within a prescribed period which of the various
options the member wishes to accept. As there are several members
who have not indicated which of the options they wish to accept, a
transitional provision is included that will require these persons to
make an election indicating their chosen option within 3 months of
the commencement of the new provisions.

In addition there is an amendment that seeks to introduce a
provision in theSuperannuation Act, that will prevent a person in
receipt of salary as a judge or a judicial pension, from also receiving
a pension under the State Pension Scheme. Under the proposal
dealing with a pension entitlement for a person who is either a judge
and in receipt of judicial salary, or is a former judge entitled to a
judicial pension, any State Pension benefit will be suspended. A
suspended pension will be able to be commuted to a lump sum, and
then paid to the person.

The Superannuation Federation, the Public Service Association,
the Australian Education Union and the SA Nursing Federation have
all been consulted in relation to this Bill.

| commend the Bill to Members.

EXPLANATION OF CLAUSES

Part 1—Preliminary

1—Short title

This clause is formal.

2—Commencement

This clause provides that operation of the measure will
commence on a day to be fixed by proclamation.
3—Amendment provisions

This clause is formal.

Part 2—Amendment of Southern State Superannuation

Act 1994

4—Amendment of section 3—Interpretation

A definition of preservation ageis inserted into section 3 of
the Southern Sate Superannuation Act 1994 (“the Act"). The
term is given the same meaning as it has in Part 6 of the
Commonwealth Superannuation Industry (Supervision)
Regulations 1994.

Another amendment will allow for the continuation of
invalidity/death insurance between certain employment
contracts if the period between contracts does not exceed

3 months. The amendment will also assist in the operation of
section 33A.
5—Amendment of section 26—Payments by employers
As a consequence of this amendment, section 26 of the Act
will not apply in relation to persons who are members of the
scheme by virtue of section 14(10a).
6—Amendment of section 26D—Spouse members and
spouse accounts
This amendment reflects the fact that a contribution under
section 26D may be made by a spouse member or a member.
7—Insertion of section 30A
This clause inserts a new section.

30A—Transition to retirement

Under proposed section 30A, thasic threshold is
an amount prescribed by the regulations for the purposes of
subsection (1).

A member of the scheme who has reached the age
of 55 and his or her preservation age is entitled to apply for
the benefit of section 30A. The member must also have
entered into an arrangement with his or her employer to
reduce his or her hours of work or alter his or duties (or both)
so that there is a reduction in the member’s salary. The
purpose of establishing this arrangement must relate to the
member’s proposed retirement in due course.

If the South Australian Superannuation Board is
satisfied that a member has made a valid application for the
benefit of section 30A, the Board will determindraw down
benefit for the member in accordance with the formula set out
in subsection (4)(a). The Board must then invest the draw
down benefit with (according to the member's election) the
Superannuation Funds Management Corporation of South
Australia or with another entity that will provide a non-
commutable income stream for the member while the
member continues to be employed in the workforce. The
result must be that the member receivesiraw down
payment, that is, a payment in the form of a pension or an
annuity on account of the benefit.

The draw down benefit will be constituted of the
components that would be payable to the member under
section 31 (Retirement) if he or she had retired from employ-
ment immediately before the date of the Board's determina-
tion. Those components are:

(a) the employee component;

(b) the employer component;

(c) the rollover component (if any);

(d) the co-contribution component (if any).

The investment of a draw down benefit with the
with the Superannuation Funds Management Corporation of
South Australia will be on terms and conditions determined
by the Board.

Although an entitlement to a draw down benefit is
not commutable, a member may, after commencing to receive
adraw down payment and before retiring from employment,
take steps to bring the investment to an end and pay the
balance of the investment into a rollover account under the
Act as if the balance were being carried over from another
superannuation scheme to the Triple S scheme. Also, the
value of an investment with the Superannuation Funds
Management Corporation of South Australia may be
redeemed when the member retires, has his or her employ-
ment terminated on account of invalidity or dies (whichever
occurs first).

When the Board has determined a draw down
benefit, the member's employer contribution, employee
contribution, rollover and co-contribution accounts will be
adjusted to take into account the payment of the benefit.
Employee contributions payable by the member will be fixed
on the basis of the member’s salary under the arrangement
established with his or her employer. The relevant employer
contribution account will be immediately adjusted to take into
account the payment of the draw down benefit.

If the member’s salary is reduced, he or she may
apply to the Board for a further benefit. If the member’s
salary is increased, the draw down payment will continue as
if the increase had not occurred. The contributions payable
by the member will be adjusted to take into account the
increase.

On retirement, the member’s entitlements under
section 31 (Retirement) will be adjusted to take into account
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the draw down benefit. Similarly, if the member’s employ-
ment is terminated on account of invalidity or by the
member’'s death, any consequential entitlements will be
adjusted to take into account the draw down benefit.
8—Amendment of section 35E—Effect on member’s
entitlements
Section 35E provides that if a payment split underfaeily
Law Act 1975 of the Commonwealth is payable with respect
to the superannuation interest of a member, there is a
corresponding reduction in the entitlements of the member
under the Act. This clause inserts a new subsection. Under the
new provision, if amember has received a draw down benefit
under section 30A, the superannuation interest of the member
will be taken to include the balance of any draw down benefit
that is being invested with the Superannuation Funds
Management Corporation of South Australia. Any entitlement
under section 30A will be adjusted to take into account the
effect of a payment split under the Family Law Act provi-
sions of the Act.
Part 3—Amendment of Superannuation Act 1988
9—Amendment of section 4—Interpretation
Section 4 of th€Quperannuation Act 1988 is amended by the
insertion of a definition ofnon-monetary salary, which
means remuneration in any form resulting from the sacrifice
by a contributor of part of his or her salary. The definition
applies in relation to contributors who are not employed
pursuant to TEC contracts. (A TEC contract is a contract of
employment between a contributor and his or her employer
under which the value of the total remuneration package
specified in the contract reflects the total employment cost to
the employer of employing the contributor.)
The second definition afalary, which applies in relation to
contributors who are not employed pursuant to TEC con-
tracts, is amended so that the term refers to all forms of
remuneration, including non-monetary salary. Various
subsections that relate to the second definitiosatzry are
deleted and replaced with a single subsection that provides
that for the purposes of determining the amount of salary
received by a contributor who is in receipt of non-monetary
salary, the value of the non-monetary salary will be taken to
be the amount of salary sacrificed by the contributor in order
to receive the non-monetary salary. These amendments
relating to salary are consistent with amendments recently
made to theSouthern State Superannuation Act 1994.
A definition of preservation ageis inserted. The term is given
the same meaning as it has in Part 6 of the Commonwealth
Superannuation Industry (Supervision) Regulations 1994.
10—Insertion of section 26A
This clause inserts a new section into Part 4 of the Act, which
applies only to new scheme contributors.

26A—Transition to retirement

A contributor who has reached the age of 55 and his
or her preservation age is entitled to apply for the benefit of
section 26A. The contributor must also have entered into an
arrangement with his or her employer to reduce his or her
hours of work or alter his or duties (or both) so that there is
a reduction in the contributor's salary. The purpose of
establishing this arrangement must relate to the contributor’s
proposed retirement in due course.

If the Board is satisfied that a contributor has made
a valid application for the benefit of section 26A, the Board
will determine adraw down benefit for the contributor in
accordance with subsection (3)(a). The Board must then
invest the draw down benefit with (according to the
contributor’s election) the Superannuation Funds Manage-
ment Corporation of South Australia or with another entity
that will provide a non-commutable income stream for the
contributor while he or she continues to be employed in the
workforce. The result must be that the contributor receives
adraw down payment, that is, a payment in the form of a
pension or an annuity on account of the benefit.

The investment of a draw down benefit with the
with the Superannuation Funds Management Corporation of
South Australia will be on terms and conditions determined
by the Board.

Although an entitlement to a draw down benefit is
not commutable, a contributor may, after commencing to
receive a draw down payment and before retiring from
employment, take steps to bring the investment to an end and

pay the balance of the investment into a rollover account, as
if the balance were being carried over from another superan-
nuation scheme. Also, the value of an investment with the
Superannuation Funds Management Corporation of South
Australia may be redeemed when the contributor retires or
dies (whichever occurs first).

When the Board has determined a draw down
benefit, the contributor’s contributor account will be adjusted
to take into account the payment of the draw down benefit by
a percentage equal to the percentage that the draw down
benefit bears to the total benefit that would have been payable
had the contributor retired from employment. Contributions
payable by the contributor will be fixed on the basis of the
contributor’s salary under the arrangement established with
his or her employer to reduce his or her hours of work or alter
his or duties (or both). The contributor’s contribution points
will accrue, from the date of the determination until the
cessation of the relevant arrangement, at a rate calculated
under section 26A(7)(c).

If the contributor’s salary is reduced, he or she may
apply to the Board for a further benefit. If the contributor’s
salary is increased, the draw down payment will continue as
if the increase had not occurred. The contributions payable
by the contributor will be adjusted to take into account the
increase.

On retirement, the contributor’s entitlements under
section 27 (Retirement) will be adjusted in the prescribed
manner to take into account the draw down benefit. Similarly,
if a contributor's employment is terminated by his or her
death, any entitlement under section 32 (Death of contributor)
will be adjusted in the prescribed manner to take into account
the draw down benefit.
11—Amendment of section 2BA—Resignation pursuant
to a voluntary separation package
Section 28A, which prescribes entitlements for certain
contributors following resignation, applies to a contributor
who resigns from employment before reaching the age of 55
pursuant to a voluntary separation package that includes a
term that the section is to apply to the contributor and that has
been approved by the Treasurer. As a consequence of the
amendment made by this clause, the section will only apply
to a contributor who has made an election within three
months after his or her resignation. Section 28 (Resignation
and preservation of benefits) does not apply to a contributor
to whom section 28A applies. However, if an election is not
made within three months as required by new subsection (1a),
section 28 will be taken to apply to the contributor.
12—Insertion of section 33A
This clause inserts a hew section into Part 5 of the Act, which
applies only to old scheme contributors.

33A—Transition to retirement

An old scheme contributor who has reached the age
of 55 and his or her preservation age is entitled to apply for
the benefit of section 33A. The contributor must also have
entered into an arrangement with his or her employer to
reduce his or her hours of work or alter his or duties (or both)
so that there is a reduction in the contributor’s salary. The
purpose of establishing this arrangement must relate to the
contributor’s proposed retirement in due course.

If the Board is satisfied that a contributor has made
a valid application for the benefit of section 33A, the
contributor will be entitled to a pension (@aw down
benefit) on the basis of a maximum benefit determined by the
Board under section 33A(3).

A draw down benefit may not be commuted until
the contributor retires from employment. If a contributor who
has retired from employment applies for the commutation of
a draw down benefit within 6 months after payment of the
benefit commences, the benefit may be commuted in
accordance with the regulations as if it were a pension. If a
contributor who has retired from employment applies for the
commutation of a draw down benefit after the expiration of
that 6 month period, the terms and conditions of the commu-
tation of the benefit will be determined by regulation.

When the Board has determined a draw down
benefit, the contributions payable by the contributor under
section 23 of the Act will be fixed on the basis of the
contributor’s salary under the arrangement with his or her
employer to reduce his or her hours of work or alter his or
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duties (or both) and will be at the contributor’'s standard
contribution rate under section 23. During the period of the
arrangement, the contributor’s contribution points will accrue
at a rate for each contribution month calculated under section
33A(8)(b).

If the contributor’s salary is reduced, he or she may
apply to the Board for a further benefit. If the contributor’s
salary is increased, the draw down payment will continue as
if the increase had not occurred. The contributions payable
by the contributor will be adjusted to take into account the
increase.

On retirement, the contributor’s entitlements under
section 34 (Retirement) will be adjusted in the prescribed
manner to take into account the draw down benefit. If a
contributor’'s employment terminates because of invalidity in
circumstances that give rise to an entittement under section
37 (Invalidity), the contributor’s entitlement will be adjusted
in the prescribed manner to take account of the fact that the
contributor had elected to receive a draw down benefit.
Similarly, if a contributor’s employment is terminated by his
or her death, any entitlement under section 38 (Death of
contributor) will be adjusted in the prescribed manner to take
into account the draw down benefit.

If a contributor who has been receiving a draw down
benefit returns to a level of employment that is at least equal
to the level that applied immediately before the contributor
commenced the arrangement with his or her employer to
reduce his or her hours of work or alter his or duties (or both),
the payment of the draw down benefit will be suspended for
so long as his or her level of employment is at least equal to
the original level of employment.
13—Amendment of section 39A—Resignation or retire-
ment pursuant to a voluntary separation package
The amendment made to section 39A by this clause has the
effect of requiring a contributor to whom the section applies
who wishes to elect to take benefits under subsection (3g) to
make the election within three months after the date of his or
her resignation. Under new subsection (3i), a pension under
subsection (3g) will be indexed.
14—Insertion of section 40B
This clause inserts a new section into Part 5 of the Act, which
applies only to old scheme contributors.

40B—Interaction with judicial remuneration or
pension entitlements

New section 40B provides that if a person would be
entitled to both the payment of a pension undeQlygeran-
nuation Act 1988 and the payment of a salary as a Judge or
a pension under th&udges' Pensions Act 1971, the right of
the payment to a pension under Superannuation Act 1988
is suspended.

This clause inserts two new sections.
47C—Portion of pension etc to be charged against
contribution account etc

This section is in substantially the same terms as the
repealed section 43A. Part 6, which contains miscellaneous
provisions, is a more appropriate location for the section.

47D—Charge against Fund if draw down benefit paid

If a contributor becomes entitled to a draw down
benefit under section 26A, there will be a charge on the
relevant division of the Fund equal to the amount charged to
the contributor’s contribution account and, if relevant, any
roll over account, on account of the payment of the draw
down benefit.

If a contributor becomes entitled to a draw down
benefit under section 33A,there will be a charge on the
relevant division of the Fund determined by applying the
relevant proportion that applies under section 47C with
respect to the payment of a pension.

Schedule 1—Transitional provisions

1—Interpretation

In the transitional provisions, a reference tophiscipal Act

is a reference to thBuperannuation Act 1988.

2—Transitional provisions

The first transitional provision relates to the amendment made
to section 28A of the principal Act and provides that a person
who has, before the commencement of the transitional
provision, resigned from employment in circumstances that
fall within the ambit of section 28A(1) and has not received
any benefit under section 28A before that commencement
will have three months from the commencement to make an
election under the transitional provision. If such an election
is not made by the expiration of that period, section 28 of the
Superannuation Act 1988 will apply to the person to the
exclusion of section 28A.

The second transitional provision relates to the amendment
made to section 39A of thBuperannuation Act 1988. This
provision is in similar terms to the first transitional provision.
The third transitional provision relates to the insertion of
section 40B of th&uperannuation Act 1988 by this measure.
Section 40B only applies to a person whose right to the
payment of a pension under tiSaperannuation Act 1988
arises after the commencement of the transitional provision.

Mr GRIFFITHS secured the adjournment of the debate.
MURRAY-DARLING BASIN (AMENDING

AGREEMENT) AMENDMENT BILL

The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD (Minister for the River

The Board will, on the application of a person Murray) obtained leave and introduced a bill for an act to
whose pension is suspended under the section, commute tiggnend the Murray-Darling Basin Act 1993. Read a first time.

entitlement to the pension to a lump sum payment. In making

the commutation, commutation factors promulgated by  The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD: | move:

regulation will be applied.
15—Repeal of section 43A

That this bill be now read a second time.

This clause repeals section 43A, which provides that g seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted

proportion of a pension or lump sum paid to, or in relation to,
a contributor will be charged against his or her contribution
account or the relevant division of the Fund. The section is

in Hansard without my reading it.
Leave granted.

re-enacted by clause 17 as section 47C and located more The main purpose of this Bill is to amend theurray-Darling

appropriately in Part 6 (Miscellaneous).
16—Amendment of section 43AF—Effect on
contributor’s entitlements

Basin Agreement 1992 to enable improved business practices for
River Murray Water, which is the water business unit of the Murray-
Darling Basin Commission. The amendments also clarify that

Section 43AF provides that if a payment split under theQueensland cannot be held liable for works and measures in which
Family Law Act 1975 of the Commonwealth is payable with it is not directly involved and set out details of authorised joint works
respect to the superannuation interest of a contributor, therend measures in relation to salinity management.

is a corresponding reduction in the entitements of the The Murray-Darling Basin Agreement 1992 is an agreement
contributor under the Act. This clause inserts a new subsedsetween the Australian Government and the Governments of New
tion. Under the new provision, if a contributor has receivedSouth Wales, Victoria, South Australia, Queensland and the
a draw down benefit under section 26A or 33A, the superanAustralian Capital Territory. The purpose of the Murray-Darling
nuation interest of the contributor will be taken to include the Basin Agreement is to provide and co-ordinate effective planning
balance of any draw down benefit that is being invested witrand management for the equitable, efficient and sustainable use of
the Superannuation Funds Management Corporation of Soutive water, land and other environmental resources of the Murray-
Australia under section 26A or any entitlement under sectiorDarling Basin.

33A. Any entitlement under section 26A or 33A will be TheMurray-Darling Basin Agreement 1992, and its predecessor
adjusted to take into account the effect of a payment splitheRiver Murray Agreement and any subsequent amendments, have
under the Family Law Act provisions of the Act. been subject to the approval of the Parliament of each Government.
17—Insertion of sections 47C and 47D This gives a unigue strength to the Agreement which establishes the
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legal framework for natural resource management, water distributiorgstimates approval process, providing flexibility to appoint auditors
asset management and financial disbursements between thed adding adetailed description of works and measures to the basin
jurisdictions of the Murray-Darling Basin Initiative. salinity management schedule.

The Murray-Darling Basin Agreement Amending Agreement  Following a meeting between the Prime Minister and Premiers
2006 as signed at the COAG meeting of 14 July 2006 will amend thef South Australia, Queensland, New South Wales, Victoria and the
Murray-Darling Basin Agreement 1992 in three ways: Chief Minister of the Australian Capital Territory on

it will facilitate improved business practices for the 23 February 2007 the future of the Murray-Darling Basin is the
Commission’s water business (River Murray Water); subject of an agreement between First Ministers of the Australian

it will clarify the original Agreement in the matter of Government and four of the five Murray-Darling Basin jurisdictions.
limiting Queensland’s liability; and The remaining jurisdiction has shown support for such a policy

it will attach supplementary details and to make a position but is seeking further clarification on several issues. The
minor typographical correction to the Basin Salinity Manage-agreement addresses the very essence of the governance arrange-
ment Schedule (Schedule C) of the Agreement. ments between all Basin ]urlsdlctlons with the intent of ensuring a

I mproved Business Practices sustainable future for the Murray-Darling Basin and the communities

The first of these matters represents the response of the Murra{pat it supports. The details of the new agreement will not be
Darling Basin Commission and the Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Implemented for some time. However, this Bill ensures that best
Council to the COAG Water Reform Principles adopted in Februarjpusiness practices within the existing agreed arrangements are
1994. Specifically these required the Murray-Darling Basinfollowed in the immediate future and during the transition period.

Ministerial Council to put in placedrrangements so that out of Limiting Queensland's Liability o
charges for water funds for the future maintenance, refurbishment The second matter aims to put beyond doubt the liability of
and/or upgrading of the headworks and other structuresunder the ~ Queensland which became a party to the agreement on the basis that
Commission’s control be provided. it would only contribute towards works and measures in which itis

Since 1998, the Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council has, directly involved. The terms of the present Agreement do not
each year endorsed a cost sharing arrangement based on level$Bgcifically ensure that Queensland cannot be held liable, in
service provided by its River Murray Water business to the relevanamages, for matters in which it takes no part and the amending
States (New South Wales, Victoria and South Australia). Furthepdreement removes ambiguities in the agreement that could be
business reforms, inherent in the application of the COAG principlegnterpreted as widening Queensland's liabilities. Whilst the
were limited by the terms of the Murray-Darling Basin Agreement. Ministerial Council has, by resolution, recognised this principle, the
Recognising these limits, the National Competition Council endorse@greed view is that an indemnity should be enshrined in the Murray-
the initial responses of the Ministerial Council including its Darling Basin Agreement.
commitment to seek the agreement of the relevant four partner Tiding up Schedule C _ .
governments (the Australian Government, and the Governments of The third matter is to add to the Basin Salinity Management
New South Wales, Victoria and South Australia) to amend theStrategy, Schedule C of the Agreement, a detailed description of the
Agreement to enable the full extent of the COAG principles to beuthorised joint works and measures approved and implemented by
achieved. the Ministerial Council. The opportunity has also been taken to adopt

Specifically this involved enabling powers: a typographical correction.

to establish and manage a long term renewals annuity Processfrom here ) _
fund to provide for capital renewals and major cyclic _The amendments were endorsed by the Murray-Darling Basin
maintenance; Mlnlste_nal Council on 31 July 2003 and a further amendme_nt
for the Commission with the Ministerial Council's correcting a typographical error was endorsed by the Murray-Darling
approval to undertake borrowings for the above purpose; Basin Ministerial Council on 30 September 2005. The respective
for Ministerial Council to re-assign the management First Ministers signed theMurray-Darling Basin Agreement

of critical infrastructure between the relevant State GovernAmending Agreement 2006 at COAG on 14 July 2006.
ments; and Each Government of the Murray-Darling Basin Initiative is now

for Ministerial Council to vary cost sharing arrange- in the process of taking a Bill to their respective Parliaments for the

ments for periods of up to five years and to establish nevadoption of the Amending Agreement before it formally comes into
thresholds, from time to time, for financial levels of works force. Relevant Bills have been recently introduced into the Federal

and measures requiring approval of the Commission or th@nd Victorian Parliaments.

Ministerial Council The Bill will not affect the level of funding that governments are
In addition the arrangements for annual and forward estimatedllocating for the Murray-Darling Basin Commission under existing
were to be clarified. arrangements. However, it will enable the Commission to improve

Negotiations between Governments on these matters hald!Siness practices for its water business unit, River Murray Water,
extended over several years leading to a final endorsement by ti3& €Ssential improvement required now in light of the $500 million
Ministerial Council in 2005. injection of funds by the Australian Government in 2006 and the

The amending agreement allows governments to make annulRNSition period to new Basin-wide governance arrangements.
‘annuity’ contributions towards the future capital and maintenance | commend the Bill to Members.

costs of the Commission’s water business, with the power to borrow EXPLANATION OF CLAUSES
where accumulated funds are insufficient to meet costs in any year. Part 1—Preliminary
These annuity contributions will reduce fluctuations which might 1—Short title
otherwise occur in governments’ annual contributions and alsogive ~ This clause is formal.
a better reflection of the long-run costs of providing water business 2—Commencement . . )
services. The measure will be brought into operation by proclamation.
The amending agreement enables the Ministerial Council to 3—Amendment provisions
recover water business costs from state governments in shares  This clause is formal. _ _
comparable to those which would apply if fee-for-service pricing Part 2—Amendment of Murray-Darling Basin Act 1993
were introduced. The amendment enshrines COAG principles 4—Amendment of section 4—Interpretation
relating to the costs of water services and eliminates cross-subsidies ~ This clause amends section 4(1) of the Act to include a new
between the states for water business costs. paragraph (c) to the definition éfgreement and to insert a
In 2006, the Australian Government provided a $500 million cash definition of Amending Agreement 2006.
injection to the Murray-Darling Basin Commission. The funds will 5—Insertion of section 5B
accelerate water recovery measures, ensure that best use is made of ~ This clause inserts new section 5B into the Act to provide that
water recovered for the environment and fully implement agreed the Amending Agreement 2006 is approved.
programs. The amending agreement allows this and other 6—Insertion of Schedule 3
Commission monies to be invested more flexibly than the current This clause inserts Schedule 3 into the Act. Schedule 3
agreement allows. Instead of being restricted to investing in fixed contains the Murray-Darling Basin Agreement Amending
bank deposits, the Commission will be able to invest in accordance Agreement 2006 as signed by the Prime Minister of the
with guidelines set by the Ministerial Council. Commonwealth of Australia, the Premiers of Victoria, New
The amending agreement also makes a number of minor South Wales, Queensland and South Australia and the Chief

amendments including clarifying definitions, clarifying the annual Minister of the Australian Capital Territory on 14 July 2006



334 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY Wednesday 6 June 2007

and as revised by the Ministerial Council on dwelling at another place. The government supports the
29 September 2006. amendment.

i Mr PISONI: We support the amendment.
Ms CHAPMAN secured the adjournment of the debate.  \1otion carried.

Amendment No. 3:
STATUTES AMENDMENT (AFFORDABLE The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | move:

HOUSING) BILL That the Legislative Council’s amendment No. 3 be agreed to.

Consideration in committee of the Legislative Council's ~Mr PISONI: The Liberal Party agrees.
amendments. Motion carried.

The Hon. J.W. WEATHERILL: | move: Amendment Nos 4, 5 and 6:

That the Legislative Council’s amendments be agreed to. The Hon. ‘]',M' RANKINI_E: | move:
. - . That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos. 4, 5 and 6 be
Itis the government’s intention to accept all the amendmentggreed to.

maorlle ?¥hthe other place. Perhaps we could move through Mr PISONI:
each of them. L . Motion carried.
Ms CHAPMAN: It is with pleasure that the opposition .
; X . Amendment No. 7:
receives the bill as amended in another place. | am pleased .
. The Hon. J.M. RANKINE:
that the government has accepted the reforms, which have
been hard-fought and appropriately compromised. | think that ] )
ought to be acknowledged. The opposition remains concerndessentially, the government considers that amendment No. 7
about the general thrust of the bill and how effective it will iS superfluous, but we are prepared to support it.
be in producing affordable housing in South Australia. As | Mr PISONI: The opposition supports the amendment.
have spoken previously for 62 hours on this bill, | will not ~ Motion carried.
delay the house further in outlining the reasons why. At least Amendment No. 8
some semblance of possible favourable consideration of The Hon.J.M. RANKINE: | move:
governance has been restored. That the Legislative Council's amendment No. 8 be agreed to.

Motion carried. We consider this as being another superfluous amendment

) because clause 33(3) of the bill enables regulations to be
Mrs GERAGHTY: Mr Speaker, | draw your attentionto made providing that a resident need not pay statutory and

The opposition supports the amendments.

I move:
That the Legislative Council’s amendment No. 7 be agreed to.

the state of the house. other charges unless, on request by the resident, the park
A quorum having been formed: owner provides specified information evidencing the details
of those charges. The preferred option of the government was
RESIDENTIAL PARKS BILL to make such a regulation; nevertheless, we support this
amendment.
Consideration in committee of the Legislative Council's My PISONI: The opposition supports the amendment.
amendments. Motion carried.
Amendment No. 1: Amendment No. 9:
The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | move: The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | move:

That the Legislative Council’'s amendment No. 1 be agreed to.  That the Legislative Council's amendment No. 9 be agreed to.

The Residential Parks Bill is designed to protect those peopl€his amendment provides that a resident must receive a
who live in residential parks as their principal place ofwritten notice stating whether they are entitled to the payment
residence. The bill sets out the rights and responsibilities of any amount, other than the bond, at the end of the tenancy
residents and operators of residential parks. The bill wagnd also written notice regarding the resident’s rights to sell
introduced in the House of Assembly in August last year an@r relocate a dwelling on the site. The amendment is con-
passed in September last year and sent to the other place. T#idered superfluous as, under the terms of the bill, it is an
bill was passed in the other place in February this year an@ffence for a park owner to ask for or receive anything other
has now been returned to the House of Assembly with #an rentor abond from a resident in respect of a residential
number of amendments. The government supports thigark agreement. The exception is that a park owner may ask
amendment to the definitions. It provides a reference téor a statutory or other charge, as set out in division 10.
clause 96 of the bill, which sets out the provisions in relation Mr GOLDSWORTHY: | am pleased that the govern-

to excluding a resident from the park for a certain periodnent has agreed to this amendment, as it was an issue that has

because of a serious act of violence. certainly come to light in my electorate, where a caravan park
Mr PISONI: The Liberal Party supports the amendment.had changed ownership and the new proprietor was looking
Motion carried. to institute some quite significant increases in rental amounts,

Amendment No. 2: lease arrangements, and the like, which, arguably, threatened
The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | move: the tenure of some of the longer-term residents in that park.
o ] As we all know, quite a number of South Australians regard
That the Legislative Council's amendment No. 2 be agreed t0.thair occupancy in a caravan park facility as being permanent.
This amendment provides a distinction for categories offhey have expended considerable funds on developing their
dwellings to which special provisions relating to security ofhome site, and it is regarded as a non-transportable dwelling.
tenure will apply. It defines a permanently fixed dwelling asWe see examples of that in parks with cabin arrangements:
a structure that is designed to be permanently fixed to landven though they may have been brought in and located at a
and could not, under any reasonable arrangement, be remowvsukcific site through road transport, they are placed there as
in a state that would allow the structure to be reused as permanent fixtures, with annexes and outbuildings attached
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to those dwellings. To all intents, it is the permanent resiand legislation to deal adequately with what has become quite
dence of the owner. a new phenomenon in South Australia.

| am pleased that the government has agreed to accept this Mr PISONI: The opposition supports the amendments.
amendment, because it is a real issue in the community thdtist concurring with the comments made by the minister,
these folk, who for whatever reasons—economic circumalthough this amendment is not perfect, it does give protec-
stances and the like—choose to make these places théien to those permanent residents who are living in these
permanent residence, have some protection from adjfestyle villages. We believe that, on balance, this amend-
entrepreneur (a word | use reservedly) who purchases @entis animportant one and should be supported. | certainly
caravan park or a residential park and perhaps has othagree with the minister that we need to address the lifestyle

intentions for the medium to longer-term future of the land.village situation. Having such a fast-moving economy these
Motion carried. days, we have new industries, new businesses and freethink-

Amendments Nos 10 and 11 ers coming up with new ideas, and sometimes it is difficult
mendments Nos 10 al : for the government to pre-empt what some entrepreneurial

That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos 10 and 11 be | think that the lifestyle villages are an example of that. It
agreed to. is a reflection of the changing market and the fact that we are

Amendments Nos 10 and 11 relate to the security of tenuré€ing people looking at alternative ways of moving to
to which the member for Kavel was referring, | think. That ltractive seaside or country areas without having to purchase
is, security of tenure for residents with permanently fixed@nd, yetliving in a village atmosphere. The lifestyle village
dwellings who have entered into a fixed term site agreemeng!tuation does need to be addressed. The opposition will be
The amendments provide that, when a park is sold, if th@Pen to discussion on this at a later stage and we will be
purchaser wants vacant possession of the property, they migypporting some specific legislation to deal with !lfestyle
not give a resident a termination notice specifying a date thaflages which gives people tenure but, at the same time, does

is earlier than the end of the current fixed term agreement thA0t confuse the issue of residents living in traditional caravan
the resident has entered into. parks. On that basis, we are very happy that the amendments

Consultation has been carried out with stakeholders Whgrelvkl)etl_ng suppo(;ted by the minister.
offer residents fixed term site agreements and also with otion carried. .
members of the executive committee of the Caravan Parks Amendments Nos 12, 13 anq 14: )
Association of South Australia. There appears to be no 1ne Hon. J.M. RANKINE: I move:
significant adverse impacts from the amendments and for thjs That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos 12, 13 and 14
reason the government is prepared to support them. IR agreed to.
relation to consultation, as | said, there has been significarfthe amendments seek the introduction of exclusion periods
consultation in relation to this—and members would realiséor a violent resident. These amendments are seen as
that this bill has been sitting in abeyance for some time whilémprovements to the bill in that they focus on excluding the
that consultation was underway. In effect, this provides someiolent resident. The alternative of suspending the agreement
protection to people who are living in facilities which are can result in some uncertainty about the status of others
designed specifically for that. We have residents who haveesiding in the park with a violent resident. The extension of
leased or gone into a site agreement for a small allotment dfme provided by amendment No. 12 is supported. It provides
land and they have put $200 000 and $300 000 properties dhe protection for park owners who would be able to seek a
them. This gives them some surety in relation to their sitdermination of the agreement as soon as practicable. It also
should that larger property be sold. provides protection for both the excluded resident, as well as

It was certainly the intention of the government to addres@nY Persons who occupied the park with the resident, to
thatissue at a later date. It was not a situation about which w@hsure that there is a determination as to whether the
have had an appropriate amount of time to consult, but we afXclusion is reasonable and to provide certainty for parties as
fully aware that a number of these particular facilities arel® their ongoing position. _
popping up around South Australia. | do not think this Amendment No. 13 is basically a drafting amendment that
amendment covers all the situations that we need to covef,akes the intent of clause 99(1) more easily understood.
and it is my intention that we will revisit this legislation at Amendment No. 14 provides that an application to terminate

some stage in the future (if need be) and after more comprdb€ agreement must be made by the park operator within the
hensive consultation has been undertaken. exclusion period. Itis a consequential amendment following

| have had a number of discussions with the member foP" from amendment of clause 99(1). It is for those reasons

Unley in relation to this. We were certainly concerned (an he governmer]t supports th_ese amendments.

I know the honourable member held my concerns) that we., M PISONI: The opposition supports the amendments.
would not be picking up caravan parks per se which are n%‘hey are good, commonsense amendments and they improve
designed for long-term occupancy by caravan dwellers. It wa e orlg[nal legislation. We congratulate the upper house for
our concern that there were not unintended consequenceé?rlesen_t'ng the_ amendments to us.

understand the member for Unley has received the same Motion carried.

feedback as | from the Caravan Parks Association; that is, Amendments Nos 15 and 16:

they do not have a problem with this particular amendment. The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | move:

Rather than knock that out and then consult, the government That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos 15 and 16 be
is more than happy to agree to this amendment, given th@greed to.

assurances that it will not have adverse impacts on a range Amendment No. 15 specifies some additional orders that may
property owners throughout South Australia and that this wilbe made by the tribunal when it considers an application for
be the basis on which we can form some additional regulatiotermination of the agreement: first, vesting the agreement in
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a person who resides or resided with the excluded resident @fiven notice of his intention to move a private member’s
secondly, to order that the excluded resident be allowed tbill—

resume occupation of the property under the agreement. The The Hon. M.J. Atkinson: What was his urgency?
amendment is considered complementary to the exclusion Mrs REDMOND: —aimed at achieving the same end.
amendment and, therefore, it is supported. Amendmenthe Attorney asked, ‘What was his urgency?’ All he had
No. 16 specifies some of the orders that the tribunal mayone was give notice; he had not introduced the bill. Indeed,
make where the excluded resident is allowed to return to thgyy view is that the government is probably simply seeking

park. While these orders are already incorporated into thg get a bit of publicity, because it has been noticeable, in the
government's bill, the drafting in the amendment makes thease of this bill, that it is in a great rush.

intent of the clause clearer and, for that reason, the amend- What is surprising to me is that this bill is essentially

ment is supported. . directed at David Hicks, in particular. We all know that David
Mr PISONI: The opposition also supports the amend-Hicks has spent five years in Guantanamo Bay. He has

ments. pleaded guilty (whatever that plea might be worth) to a
Motion carried. terrorism offence, and he has returned to South Australia.
Amendments Nos 17 and 18: Until he was released from Guantanamo Bay, the government
The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | move: had been trying to make a lot of noise about the fact that he
That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos 17 and 18 b&€eded to be released and brought back to South Australia.

agreed to. However, as soon as that was organised, the government

Amendment No. 17 replaces the term ‘suspended agreemef@Versed its position and decided that he was now the most
with the new term ‘exclusion period'. It is consistent with d&ngerous person in the world and that, indeed, there was a
other amendments regarding the exclusion of residents d@&€at urgency to deal with any potential assets that he might
to serious acts of violence and is supported. Amendmertcduire by virtue of telling his story. _
No. 18 relates to the definition of ‘third person’ in That is wh_at thl_s bill is directed towards. It is to ensure
clause 100(2). It provides that a person who resides or residd@at David Hicks, in particular—but also any person con-
in the park with the excluded resident is not to be considere¥icted of a terrorism offence—cannot tell their story, whether
a third person, thereby precluding the park owner fronPy Writing a book about t, selling their story to a magazine
allowing them to occupy the rented property. It is considere@” telling it to This Day Tonight, A Current Affair or 60
a necessary consequential amendment to the intent of tdinutes.
exclusion period amendment and, therefore, it is supported. The Hon. M.J. Atkinson: Today Tonight.

Mr PISONI: The opposition supports the amendments. Mrs REDMOND: Today Tonight, sorry. | am going back

Motion carried. in time. It is Today Tonight these days, ndthis Day Tonight.
Itis intended to prevent his profiting from that exercise. The
CRIMINAL ASSETS CONFISCATION (SERIOUS Liberal Party is on side, as far as that ambition is concerned,
OFFENCES) AMENDMENT BILL although | would have to say that | have some doubts about
the efficacy of the legislation for that purpose given that, of
Adjourned debate on second reading. course, this legislature can deal only with things within South
(Continued from 30 May. Page 206.) Australia. It appears that, whilst we can—by this legisla-

tion—effectively prevent David Hicks from earning profits
Mrs REDMOND (Heysen): | indicate that | will be from publishing his story in this state, were he minded to do
leading the debate on behalf of the opposition in relation t®0, and subject to any difficulty that might arise under any
this bill. | do not intend to keep the house long, because federal attempt to do the same thing—
understand that the member for Mitchell and the Leader of The Hon. M.J. Atkinson interjecting:
the Opposition also intend to address the house. | am The SPEAKER: Order! | warn the Attorney-General.
interested in how this matter came to be before us so quickly, Mrs REDMOND: Thank you for your protection, Mr
because last Tuesday the government gave notice of itspeaker. If he were minded he could simply move to
intention to introduce the bill on the following day— Sydney—if there is no corresponding law in that state—and
Wednesday 30 May—and, indeed, the bill was introduced 0Bvercome the problem of the legislation which we will be
that day and it reached the second reading stage. | was thgBssing here. There is that level of problem in terms of David
notified that there would be a briefing on Thursday 31 MayHicks. As | understand it, the federal government is contem-
which was extremely quick. plating introducing the same sort of legislation, so | suppose
Atthat time, it was indicated that the government wanteghat David Hicks therefore would have to go somewhere
to debate the bill this week, notwithstanding that we have @|se—again outside the jurisdiction of even the federal
regular regime under which bills are supposed to lay on thgarliament—if he were minded to make a profit from telling
table for a clear week so we can have at least a moment tgis story.
CatCh our bl’eath and COﬂSider What the b|” mlght be about The government was at pains to point out—and | thank it

and its implications. In spite of asking a question about Whytor pointing it out and for drafting its legislation—that the
there was a pal‘tlcular rush with this b|”, | have received nqegis|ati0n does notin any way operate asagag order. There

explanation from anyone as to why— _ is nothing to stop David Hicks from telling his story. What
The Hon. M.J. Atkinson: Your leader called for it. he is prevented from doing under this legislation is simply
The SPEAKER: Order! making a profit from it. He can certainly go @ Minutes,

Mrs REDMOND: —there was any urgency with respect Today Tonight, A Current Affair, or any of the others, or
to finalising this bill. It is as though there is some greatwrite about it for a magazine, or whatever it is, as long as he
urgency. We support the bill. As the Attorney-Generaldoes not make a profit from doing so. Basically, the mecha-
pointed out, our leader called for it and, in fact, | think he hadnism the government has chosen to introduce is really
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probably more straightforward than the bill that the Leadereceiving a financial reward in lieu of him in person, again,
of the Opposition proposed. | think the government could probably bring its action.
What the government has done is simply to say, ‘Well, weHowever, to what extent it would be successful would remain
will broaden the definition that we already have in theto be seen when the matters were considered by the court. As
criminal assets confiscation legislation’—which, of course] indicated earlier, my view is that the government is seeking
already exists in this state—'so that we clearly cover thé¢o get more media, and the Leader of the Opposition had
commission of a terrorism offence elsewhere.’ | have nalready announced his intention to introduce a bill.
difficulty with the way it has gone about the intention of the ~ The Hon. M.J. Atkinson: Was he not seeking media?
legislation. The legislation is fairly broad in its concept.
‘Literary proceeds’ is broadly defined. In effect, what must Mrs REDMOND: The Attorney asks, ‘Was he not
be shown is simply that a person has, on the balance afeeking media?’ Even before we had the debate in the
probabilities, been guilty of an offence. So, they do not havehamber about the need to return David Hicks from Guan-
to have been found guilty by a court of law. tanamo Bay to South Australia, the now Leader of the
Even if, presumably, there had not been a guilty plea byDpposition had spoken to me about his intention with regard
David Hicks and he had been let out of Guantanamo Bay an@ such legislation, so it was a long considered and held view
sent back here without any plea, it would still be open to thef the leader. The government has been a bit two faced in its
government to present a case to the court that, on the balanapproach on this matter; on the one hand urgently calling for
of probabilities (that is, on the civil onus), he nevertheles®David Hicks to be returned here from Guantanamo Bay, but
should be found to have committed the offence and thereforaen making him out to be the most dangerous criminal in the
would be liable to the provisions imposed by this legislation state once he was to be returned here. It then came up with
At the briefing we discussed the concept of O.J. Simpsoits Criminal Assets Confiscation (Serious Offences) Amend-
who, of course, was found not guilty of the criminal offencement Bill, to which | do not object, but we have been given
of having murdered his wife, whose name, | think, was Annano reason for its urgent passage through this house. There is

Nicole Smith. no reason for us to have broken with the long-held arrange-
Members interjecting: ment in this parliament for a bill, when introduced, to lay on
Mrs REDMOND: No? What was her name? Anyway, the table. It is not as though Mr Hicks is getting out of prison

0.J. Simpson’s wife. He was guilty of not— next week. | do not consider David Hicks to be the most
The Hon. M.J. Atkinson interjecting: dangerous criminal this state has ever seen: | consider him to
Mrs REDMOND: Just more recently? be a stupid young man who made a grievous error of
The Hon. R.B. Such:Mrs Simpson. judgment.

Mrs REDMOND: No, | do not think she wentunderthe  The Hon. M.J. Atkinson: Who said that?
name ‘Mrs Simpson’. Anyway, so that we do not muddle up Mrs REDMOND: The Premier said that. The Premier
Hansard too much, whatever her name was. Mrs Simpson, asade out that he was an extremely dangerous criminal when
the member for Fisher points out. He was found not guilty inhe was coming back.
a criminal court of having murdered her, but that is notto say  The Hon. M.J. Atkinson interjecting:
that there could not be a civil action based on the civilonus The SPEAKER: Order!
on the balance of probabilities to say that he did it notwith- Mrs REDMOND: The Liberal opposition supports the
standing he was not found guilty of a criminal offence and antent of the bill. We can see that potentially there are some
civil action could ensue. flaws, but they will be tested in due course, if at all, in a
In the same way, someone could be found not guilty in @ourt. My suspicion is that David Hicks has learnt a very
criminal case of a terrorism offence but could still have theirsorry lesson and it will take him many years, if he ever gets
assets confiscated under this legislation were the prosecutiefer the experiences to which he has been subjected, and his
able to prove, on the balance of probabilities, that the persoglesire will be to lead a quiet life. My suspicion also is that the

had nevertheless committed the terrorism offence. media will chase him for a fair while and will urge him to
The Hon. M.J. Atkinson: And you supported that come outand tell his story. | indicate the opposition’s support
principle. You supported it. for the bill. I do not need to wish it speedy passage through

Mrs REDMOND: | am sorry; | will not be put off by the  the house as it is obviously going to have such in this
Attorney-General again interjecting. As | said, the bill doeschamber.
have some problems in respect of the jurisdiction of this state
simply because, as | said, the person who wants to profit Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Leader of the Opposition):
could go elsewhere. It is also important to note that it doe$thank the members for Mitchell and Fisher for giving way
not extend, for instance, to Mr Hicks senior (Mr Terry Hicks) to allow me to speak briefly. | thank the member for Heysen
and prevent him from telling his story. He has not committedfor her contribution.
any offence. | guess that the difficulty for the government The Hon. M.J. Atkinson interjecting:
will come, if at all, in the event that Terry Hicks were to  The SPEAKER: Order!
profit from telling a story on behalf of David Hicks. Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | will support the bill because
There is certainly nothing wrong with Terry Hicks telling | announced months ago my position on Mr Hicks, in
his story of his work as a father in trying to get his son freed particular my position with respect to his right to sell his
in going to Guantanamo Bay, what he saw there and what r&tory. Not only did | announce my position, but | foreshad-
observed there. None of that is objectionable because, a®Wwed publicly that | would introduce a private member’s bill
said, he has not been convicted of any terrorism offenceo do just that: it lays on the table as we speak. The govern-
However, were Mr Hicks senior to become a mouthpiece foment, realising that it had been gazumped, realising that it
David Hicks, there could potentially be a problem. In theshould have acted sooner and realising that the opposition
converse, if David Hicks were to tell his story ostensibly forwas quicker off the mark than was the government, it ran
no financial reward but then find that the family wereaway and hurriedly came up with a bill to match the issue |
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had raised. | prefer my bill, but | will not dwell on that until shootings, and it shows a little bit about the priority of how
the appropriate time comes and | get to speak to it, but | willve go about policing in this state. But that is a separate issue.
make reference to the government’s bill, which | do notthink  Here we have the ‘Get David Hicks Bill'. | do not have a
goes far enough. problem taking assets from criminals. | would extend it to

| suggest to the government that it will be very hard topeople who dodge and minimise tax illegally and engage in
stop Mr Hicks from selling his story one way or the otherother crimes such as that, but here we have a bill which is
once he is released. This bill deals with the South Australiadirected at David Hicks. | think he was a fool. | think his
jurisdiction, but there are ways he can get around that ondeehaviour and his decision to associate with people whose
he leaves the jurisdiction of this state. If the bill provided formotive could have resulted in the death of innocent people
the proceeds of the sale of the story to be put into the Victimgas unacceptable, short-sighted and foolish. So, | am not an
of Crime Fund, it might enable Mr Hicks to tell his story and advocate for David Hicks. | am an advocate for a system of
for the proceeds to go to the treatment of and provide help fgustice where people should be brought to trial and not
victims of terrorism in some subsequent incident. It may bellowed to be kept in a hideous prison without trial for five
better for that outcome than for Mr Hicks to run off to years, which is what happened to Hicks. How the government
another jurisdiction, escape the provisions of this measuref this country, the United States and the United Kingdom
and, one way or the other, finish up putting the money in higan justify that system as a weapon against terrorism defies
own pocket. It may be that he could have been encouragddgic, because it is the very sort of behaviour that helps to
to tell his story in South Australia, but for the proceeds notcreate terrorism in the first place.
to go to him but to go the Victims of Crime Fund. Thereality = Looking at some of the underlying issues—Iraq, for
is that media outlets will probably compete for the story andexample, is a state artificially created by Churchill back in the
will be prepared to pay for it, and it would have provided an1920s. It has three disparate groups—the Kurds, the Sunnis
incentive for the processes of openness to occur in a way thanhd the Shiites. It is an artificial nation with a rent-a-ruler
benefited the victims and not Mr Hicks. The governmentorought in to try to create a nation, and it falls apart. The

might want to reflect on that. United States, the United Kingdom and, by implication,
The Hon. M.J. Atkinson: How might the government do Australia were happy to support Saddam Hussein while he
that? was there and it suited them, but they made sure they got rid

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | suggest the Attorney look of him quickly so he could not talk too much and tell the
at my draft bill, which has provisions on that very matter—heworld who his backers were many years ago.
might find it instructive. There is a need to close any potential Likewise in Afghanistan, which is more germane to the
loopholes in the federal legislation. It has not been fullyDavid Hicks case, the Americans (with our tacit support and,
tested. We have had the Schapelle Corby incident. It is yet tdo doubt, that of the United Kingdom) were supporting the
be fully tested in cases such as that of Mr Hicks. It isMujahidin against the Russians. That is fine, because we
necessary to close any potential loopholes in state jurisdicsupported getting rid of the Russians. Arms were going in via
tions. 1 urge other jurisdictions to take my bill, rather than thePakistan to get rid of the Russians in Afghanistan. Then we
government’s bill, as a model to amend their own lawskicked out the Russians and the Taliban took over again, and
Either way, other jurisdictions need to take some action saow we are fighting the Taliban.
there is no way these people can benefit from the crimes they There have been more changes in this so-called war on
have committed. This bill applies not only to Mr Hicks but terror than many of us have had change of underwear. It has
to others who may offend in future. been a constant change back and forth, backing one side, with

We will support the bill. It is a copycat bill; it simply Rumsfeld and his mob in the early days in Iraq, and then Iraq
follows initiatives that | and members on the oppositionbecoming a bad place with weapons of mass destruction that
benches took a long time before the government realised thiere never found. Then we had to get rid of a tyrant, but we
need for it. There are signs it has been hurriedly prepared aritp not want to get rid of Mugabe—we do not want to take
introduced so as to pre-empt my bill, which is listed forany vigorous action against him; and we do not want to do
debate at another time. Be that as it may, we are big enougdinything about China because it is our trading partner. We
to accept whatever measure fixes the problem. We are not &ave all the double standards and hypocrisy in, supposedly,
opposition that is going to run away with our bat and ball andhe war on terror, when in actual fact the behaviour collec-
get upset because our bill may not ultimately be the one thaively of the western nations has helped create the terrorism
becomes statute. We are happy to accept that the governménthe first place. For example, in the Middle East we have
has acknowledged our wisdom and the need for somethirigeated the Palestinians in a shocking way. We have had an
we identified long before it did and it is doing something unequal approach to the people of the Muslim faith, not only
about it. So, in a bipartisan way, | simply say that we will in the Middle East but also elsewhere, demeaning Islam and
support the measure, and | thank the house for its agreemegacred sites in Saudi Arabia and elsewhere. It is no wonder
with the proposition the opposition has put. these people get a bit angry and feel an injustice has been

done not only to their culture, nation and state but also their

The Hon. R.B. SUCH (Fisher):Let us not kid ourselves: religion.
this is a PR exercise. | was very disappointed when | saw all We are now dealing with a situation where, exacerbated
the police escorts and so on provided for the return of Davidby the short-sighted and, | think, evil behaviour of Blair,
Hicks. Presumably he is very dangerous until Christmas andoward and Bush, we have made the situation worse. We
after Christmas, once he has been to the Magic Cave and seleave not got rid of terrorism: we have cultivated it, and we
Santa, he will be not so dangerous. The logic of this episodare going to endure the threat of terrorism for a long time to
is bizarre and weird. We saw many police cars and policeome because of short-sighted, stupid policies that are based
motorbikes escorting someone who presumably had handn an unfairness and a demeaning of the people who follow
cuffs on and was in the paddy wagon or similar, and at théslam. So, when we catch someone who is handed over in
same time we have car chases around Adelaide and bikexchange for money (someone such as Hicks), he gets locked



Wednesday 6 June 2007 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 339

up and is subject, in my view, to what can only be called a 1do not see any prompt action in relation to some of those
form of torture. We have seen evidence recently of theother things; not even in relation to graffiti vandalism. The
various techniques used by the CIA, who are experts igovernment seems to be dragging its heels on doing some-
torturing people. They do it offshore in Cuba—they are goodhing there, yet it can knock up this bill very quickly as part
at outsourcing these things. They will not do it in the Unitedof the ‘Get David Hicks’ campaign. There is no indication
States because they do not want to be subject to laws whi¢hat Hicks is seeking to profit from his experience, but you
the vast majority of the decent people of America (and theyave to ask yourself: what is he going to do when he comes
are decent) would not accept, so it is outsourced to Guarout? He says he is interested in zoology. | guess that is
tanamo Bay and also carried out via a more insidiousppropriate when you think of the way people have been
program, the rendition program, where you fly people arounéhcarcerated by the United States and treated worse than zoo
the world and torture them and therefore try to escape angnimals. How will he support himself? It will not be easy to
provisions of the Geneva Convention or any other standardget employment. | would have thought that being able to get
of decent civilised behaviour. some recompense—not for supporting terrorist activities but
Hicks gets mixed up in all this and serves five yearsfor what he had to endure in prison—is not necessarily
Should he benefit from what he did? We do not really knowunreasonable or unfair. | am not suggesting money for
what he did. He pleaded guilty to associating with peopleassociating with al-Qaeda or the Taliban, but for enduring
who are involved in terrorism. | point out that someone’sfive years in a small cell without access to daylight for much
terrorist is someone else’s freedom fighter. He pleads guiltyof the day, and ongoing mental cruelty by the United States.
| suspect, to get out of the hell hole of Guantanamo Bayl think he is probably entitled to some form of compensation.
Only he can tell his side of the story, and | would like to readif he can get that through a book which does not seek to
it one day and see what he has to say. glorify terrorism and does not seek to glorify killing people,
He is not the first person to go from South Australia tothen | would be more relaxed about that. But | certainly
engage in a cause. | was at university with Mario Despojavould not want him or anyone else to be profiting from
(related to one of our prominent senators), who | understankdaving harmed anyone, or even being associated with those
went as a so-called freedom fighter to fight in Croatia. Thergvho would wish to harm people.
have probably been many of them, some of whom are still All in all, | believe this is probably an unfortunate
overseas in various arenas fighting for various causes. | descapade by the government. At the end of the day, what he
not pass judgment on the merits or otherwise of their doindpas to say will no doubt end up on the Internet and elsewhere.
S0, but | can understand people who have particularly strongdoubt whether it can actually be enforced world wide, so
feelings about an issue. | guess the government will say thabaybe this whole exercise is what it appears to be from the
we have to act quickly because David Hicks is back heratart: simply a PR exercise by the government to get a
now. | am not sure that the government acted all that quickljheadline at a time of intense interest in an issue which has
to try to ensure that he got a trial, but maybe the Attorney cabedevilled this country like the war in Irag and Afghanistan
tell me what the government did behind the scenes to ensuwhich—particularly in relation to Irag—will remain as a dark
that Hicks was brought to trial quickly. The federal govern-stain on this country, the United States and the United
ment says they were trying hard, but | saw little evidence oKingdom because of the evil activities of the three leaders
that. who profess to be Christian but whose behaviour is anything
Should he profit from his story? Well, not from anything but Christian.
that would be based on harming others in a strictly illegal act.
What he pleaded guilty to was not an offence up until itwas Mr HANNA (Mitchell): This bill is directed at just one
recently created, so here we have a classic retrospective guderson, and that person is David Hicks. The bill seeks to
imposed on someone for an offence that did not exist iutlaw any profit accruing to David Hicks from his exploits.
Australia or the United States and they had to come up witf he bill is part of the Rann government’s phoney war on
something artificial. They came up with these military crime. It is populist in the sense that it plays upon people’s
commissions. As we know, this week two of the cases havéear of terrorism, and tramples on the rights of the individ-
been thrown out as not complying with the proper legalual—rights that have been held dear by the common law for
standards, even of a military commission. So, | am not sureenturies.
why the government wants to get into this business other A lot of people in Australia do not think about how
than, as | suspect, probably to be on the wave of a sort amportant it is to maintain the rights of the individual—rights
anti-terror, anti-Hicks campaign. to freedom and freedom of expression—perhaps because we
The feeling in the community for David Hicks changed have it so good. Most people are well off and fairly prosper-
quickly once he pleaded that he was associated with or wasis and perhaps not enough of us think about the person next
providing material support to terrorists. The communitydoor. There are those of us who are conscious of those
feeling changed, and then people could go around suggestiegnturies of common law tradition that protects individuals
that maybe he was not a terrorist but a terrorist supporter @gainst the harshness of the executive and our police and
a supporter of terrorism—a somewhat subtle choice of wordsecurity forces. | am not just talking about Australia in this
The government, | guess, has rushed this measure in. Adime but, rather, in past times as well, and also in England,
said earlier, they would be saying, ‘Well, Hicks is here andthe US, India and other places which have inherited the
he will be out in a few months, and maybe he is writing hisBritish legal system.
story in prison.’ However, | rarely see such haste in relation The legislation is all the more odious because the Attor-
to other matters. | acknowledge that the figures for certaimey-General is aware of the value of these rights yet, for the
crimes have gone down in South Australia, but we still havesake of grabbing a headline, he is happy to do the work of
far too many serious crimes in Adelaide—particularly at nightMike Rann and bring this legislation into parliament. He
time—for a population which is ageing, and for a populationknows that it contravenes some basic rights of citizens. He
which should be a bit more civilised. claims in his second reading explanation that it could relate
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to any number of people who commit offences overseas, bueturn from the US? Who signed the warrant that committed
the Attorney-General’s explanation makes it very clear thahim into custody in a South Australian prison? Did the usual
it is aimed particularly at Mr David Hicks. The other aspectassessment of prisoner danger take place? Mostly what
of this which is odious is that it seeks to preclude Davidhappens is that, when prisoners go from the court to Yatala,
Hicks from profiting—through publishing some literary work there is an assessment which takes place and which then
or appearing on television, for example—from a chargalirects the prisoner to maximum security or minimum
which has been made up specifically for the purpose ofecurity, according to their characteristics and prospects for
catching him. The US military commission (which Mr Hicks rehabilitation. Is that the assessment that took place here, and
faced) and the US administration struggled to find a lawdid the executive interfere with that process? In other words,
which Mr Hicks had broken after he was handed over to USlid the Attorney-General, the Premier or the correctional
military forces in Afghanistan. So a law or an offence wasservices minister in any way influence the assessment
created, and it was said to apply to Mr Hicks’ circumstancesprocess?
and Mr Hicks pleaded guilty to that. No doubt he pleaded The Hon. M.J. Atkinson: Smear, smear, smear!
guilty to that charge, in large part, to get out of the horrible  Mr HANNA: The Attorney-General will have the
circumstances in which he was detained. | believe he waspportunity to respond to these questions. Finally, | make the
tortured in detention and, according to most definitions otomment about whether this legislation is really useful in any
torture and the accounts of many who have been detained gase when one considers the opportunity for Mr Hicks to
Guantanamo, that is what happened. publish his story out of this jurisdiction. He could go to
The literary proceeds confiscation legislation we already ondon, Sydney or New Zealand and profit from the sale of
have in South Australia, according to section 110 of théhis story or television appearances in those other jurisdic-
Criminal Assets Confiscation Act, applies to the profits fromtions. That just underlines the fact that it is more about the
the exploitation of the person’s notoriety resulting from thegovernment’s phoney war on crime. It is not particularly
person committing a serious offence. It also applies to &ffectual. It is odious in its contravention of common law
person’s accomplice. The interesting thing is that it applieprinciples relating to the protection of individual rights. It is
to the notoriety resulting from the person committing theretrospective, and it relies on a minister’s proclaiming an
offence. In the case of David Hicks, it is probably fair to sayoffence which was made up to suit the circumstances of a
that most of his notoriety results from the fact he wasparticular prisoner, so itis odious. The Attorney-General and
detained in such horrible conditions in Guantanamo Bay anthe Premier, Mike Rann, know very well that it contravenes
that he was the only Australian, apart from Mahmoud Habibthese basic human rights, and yet they persist for the sake of
to be detained in Guantanamo Bay. If he had been capturetle headline. It is really shameful. | will leave it at that.
by the US and tried within a matter of weeks and then sent
back to Australia, he might have had a one-page story inthe The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON (Attorney-General): |
Qunday Mail one day but, apart from that, he probably wouldthank each of the members for their contribution. | note the
have very rapidly vanished without a trace from publictension between the contribution of the Leader of the
concern. The most shocking thing about the David Hick€Opposition (member for Waite) and the member for Heysen.
story is his treatment by the US Military in Guantanamo Bay.The Leader of the Opposition said that we should have acted
There is a legal question about whether the legislation draftesboner (that is, brought the bill into the house sooner), while
by the Rann government covers publication of an account dhe member for Heysen said that we were doing it unnaturally
what happened to David Hicks in Guantanamo Bay; in othequickly. Perhaps they could resolve that one in the parliamen-
words, there is a good argument to say that his notorietyary Liberal Party room.
results from what happened after the commission of any We can only legislate to the limit of our constitutional
offence rather than the commission of the offence itself. authority. Under the criminal assets confiscation laws we
The other thing | must point out is that my objection to have, it is possible to register a South Australian order in
this legislation does not relate to David Hicks, in particular.another state or territory under their legislation. So, if David
What | mean by that is that my objection relates to theHicks or the assets were here, or he were here and they were
offence to common law traditions, whereby legislation is noisomewhere else, we could try to enforce the order under the
made to target one particular person. This has analogy to trerresponding law provisions. The Leader of the Opposition
case of Cable, a prisoner interstate who had legislatiofmember for Waite) is unfamiliar with criminal assets
specifically directed at the nature of his confinement inconfiscation legislation in South Australia because, under our
prison; and the High Court ruled that to be wrong. There i€Xxisting law, the proceeds are paid into the Victims of Crime
no doubt that this legislation is drafted just to apply to DavidFund. Had he been aware of that, | do not think that he would
Hicks. There is no doubt that this legislation is put forwardhave tackled the question the way he did.
to take advantage of some sort of general fear and anti- There were two types of people who campaigned to have
terrorist sentiment in the community. It is worth repeatingDavid Hicks released from Guantanomo Bay. There were
what the Attorney-General himself said when he introducedhose, like me, who believed that he was being treated most
this legislation. He made it clear that Mr Hicks had commit-unjustly and that the United States’ system violated legal
ted no offence against the laws of South Australia. Henorms. | was a signatory to the Fremantle Declaration calling
acknowledged that it may well be that Mr Hicks committedon the Howard commonwealth government to get David
no offence against the laws of Australia. What | am sayindHicks out of Guantanomo Bay or, at least, assure a speedy
about this made-up charge, which will be the subject of Soutkrial. There was a second group supporting David Hicks who
Australian government regulation, is confirmed by thebelieved all that but also believed that ‘my enemy’s enemy
Attorney-General’s explanation in this place. is my friend’, and their enemy is the United States of
There are other questions about the treatment of Davidlmerica and its people. They are willing to say and do
Hicks by this government which remain unanswered. Whyanything against the United States of America and its people
did we, as taxpayers of South Australia, have to pay for hisvherever they are. | am pleased to be in the first group, and
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I will not be entering the second group, despite the invitation HARBORS AND NAVIGATION (AUSTRALIAN
of people like Mr Peter Combe and the member for Mitchell. BUILDERS PLATE) AMENDMENT BILL
| stand by my principles.
| am pleased to introduce this legislation. | think it is the ~ Adjourned debate on second reading.
right thing to do. | do not believe that any South Australian  (Continued from 31 May. Page 271.)
should profit by firing machine guns at Indians living in their
own country whose borders are recognised by the United Dr McFETRIDGE (Morphett): This bill is a technical
Nations. | do not believe that people should profit by servinggmendment to an Australia-wide change in legislation. It just
as mercenaries. | do not believe people should profit byrings the state up to speed with the rest of the nation, and the
engaging in training for assassination, training with weaponsypposition will be supporting it. The amendment requires an
training with explosives and training for guerilla warfare with Australian builders plate, which is a small information plate,
a view to serving with enemy forces. | noticed that theto be affixed to a recreational vessel constructed after the
member for Mitchell referred to Mr Woods—well, that tells proposed act commences, in accordance with the Australian
us a lot about the member for Mitchell. This is a good law.builders plate standard. The ABP (as it is known) is to state
It will be supported by both the major parties. | make nothe vessel's loading capacity in terms of the number of
apology for any of its provisions and | would support it passengers and a maximum load, outboard engine rating and
whether or not it were popular. engine weight. The intent of the Australian builders plate
Bill read a second time. standard is to inform the purchaser of a new recreational
vessel of the minimum safety features of the vessel. The
The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON (Attorney-General): By  minister's second reading explanation gives further detail on
leave, | move: this. The opposition does not wish to hold up this legislation

That this bill be now read a third time. at all: we support the bill.

I note that, despite the criticism of clauses of the bill by the, Mrs GERAGHTY: Madam Deputy Speaker, | draw your

o . . attention to the state of the house.
opposition and by the member for Mitchell, they did not seek A quorum having been formed:

an examination of them in committee.

Mrs REDMOND (Heysen): | put on the record at the The Hon. P.F. _C_ONLO_N (M|r1|ster forTransport). i
third reading stage a response to the Attorney’s last remarknank the opposition for its indicated support. Itis a minor
in which he indicated criticism of clauses of the bill by the Put important matter, which we believe will ultimately
opposition. | did not criticise any clauses of the bill. | simply Improve safety in our waters.
indicated some limits that | thought the bill had in general Bill read a second time and taken through its remaining
terms. | just want to make that clear on the record, given thétages.
number of interjections we suffered from the Attorney .
throughout the debate on this bill. [Stting suspended from 12.33to 2 p.m]

Mr HANNA (Mitchell): | respond to the Attorney-
General’s final speech in relation to the bill. He smugly cast SENATOR, ELECTION
aspersions at me and the opposition for not prolonging the The SPEAKER:
debate and examining the clauses of the bill in detail. The faf, , .o 4ings of the joint sitting of members of the two houses
is that, in my contribution to the debate, | raised a number o

questions about both the bill and other matters relating to th?:rll?j é?g 3 %;g;::i; ?r? g fg;?g?];f; 0?8? g) err;[z(a)t Qro E {?;ngtlgﬁ:

government's treatment of David HI'CkS. The Attorney.-to which vacancy Ms M.J. Fisher was appointed.
General in his response to those questions answered nothing,

so there seems little point in prolonging the debate when the
Attorney-General will not supply information which is of McLAREN VALE SHOPPING CENTRE
interest and value to South Australian citizens.

| lay on the table the minutes of

A petition signed by 60 residents of South Australia,

The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON (Attorney-General): In  requesting the house to urge the government to prevent the

fact, | did seek to answer the member for Mitchell's quesroposed McLaren Vale shopping centre development from
tions. | just think he is unhappy with the answers, but it isgoing ahead in its current form, was presented by Mr Bignell.
good of him to put aside his other vocations to come to Petition received.

parliament today.

Bill read a third time and passed. A petition signed by 16 residents of South Australia,
requesting the house to urge the government to support the
proposed shopping centre development in McLaren Vale, was

MEMBER’S REMARKS presented by Mr Bignell.
Petition received.

Mr HANNA (Mitchell): |seek leave to make a personal
explanation. A petition signed by 10 residents of South Australia,

Leave granted. requesting the house to urge the government to support the

Mr HANNA: At the conclusion of the debate on the lastProposed McLaren Vale shopping centre but encourage
bill, the Attorney-General suggested that | have another jotthanges to the car park by the developer, was presented by
That s false. If he says it outside of parliament, | will sue himMr Bignell.
for defamation. Petition received.
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MAIN NORTH ROAD VISITORS TO PARLIAMENT

A petition signed by 2 870 residents of South Australia, The SPEAKER: | draw to honourable members’ attention
requesting the house to urge the government to at least matttre presence in the chamber today of students from the
the $6 million commitment by the federal government toThebarton Senior College, who are guests of the member for
address the road condition of Main North Road betweeWest Torrens, and students from St Francis de Sales College,
Clare and Gawler, was presented by Dr McFetridge. who are guests of the member for Kavel.

Petition received.

QUESTION TIME

MEMBER’S REMARKS
MOTORCYCLE GANGS
Mr WILLIAMS (MacKillop): | seek leave to make a
personal explanation. Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Leader of the Opposition):
Leave granted. Now that the Premier has had a day to think about it, will he

) . tell the house how many bikie gangs, bikies and bikie
MrWILLIAMS: — Yesterday in the house, the Attomey- ¢, e sses or compounds remain located in South Australia?

General, in making a personal explanation, said the follow- The Hon. M.D. RANN (Premier): To help educate the
Ing: Leader of the Opposition—and if he is willing to take this
Members of the opposition, including the member for MacKillop, up—the Acting Commissioner of Police will give him a

doubted the authenticity of a paraphrase | gave of the Hon. MiChe”Priefing on Friday. We have just heard from the—
Lensink, the Liberal Party correctional services spokesperson. | wi Anh abl ) interiecting:
now read the full quote. . . n honourable member interjecting:

) o The Hon. M.D. RANN: The house wants to know.
The Attorney was prevented from reading that but invited g Chapman interjecting:

members to go to a particular page of the upper house The Hon, M.D. RANN: Well, it will be interesting to see

Hansard to verify his statement. What | s_,aigl to the housewhether you come—do you want a briefing from the Acting
(andHansard correctly reflects my words) is, “The connota- pgjice Commissioner or not?

tion you've put on it is wrong, and you know it Having read Mr Hamilton-Srith interjecting:

Hansard from the upper house that the Attorney directed The Hon. M.D. RANN: Oh, he does not want a briefing
members to, | see that it is actually a question of the Ministep .. <o he.wo.ul.d rather. pla§/ games '
for Correctional Services asked by Michelle Lensink in the Mermbers interjecting: '

other place where she quotes, in her explanation, three The SPEAKER: Orderl

sources and makes no comment about Liberal Party policy. The Hon. M.D. RANN: We are offering you a briefing

| stand by my remarks as recorded l d that the the Acting Police Commissioner. If you do not want one
connotation that the Attorney-General put on the comment y 9 ; 1y !
Il the people of this state. If you want to go out and

by Michelle Lensink in the other place were misrepresente ;
compromise—

and wrong. Members interjecting:
The SPEAKER: Order! | cannot hear what the Premier
PAPERS TABLED is saying. The Premier has the call.
The following papers were laid on the table: The Hon. M.D. RANN: If the Leader of the Opposition
o . ) ' _would rather play games and compromise the lives of police
By the Minister for Education and Children’s Services officers as well investigations, then that is the difference

(Hon. J.D. Lomax-Smith)— between us. He has been offered a briefing by the Acting
Education and Children’s Services, Department of— Police Commissioner. Now he says he does not want one.
Report 2006
Senior Secondary Assessment Board of South Australia— Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | have a supplementary
Report 2006 question. In light of that answer, is the Premier aware that

By the Minister for State/ Local Government Relations"€W clubrooms are being built in the southern suburbs, and
(Hon. J.M. Rankine)— is he aware that the matter has been brought to the attention
B of the Minister for the Southern Suburbs on three occasions
Local Government Association—Workers Compensation ith no action being taken?
Scheme—Report 2005-06. The Hon. K.O. FOLEY (Deputy Premier): | spoke to
Acting Police Commissioner Gary Burns a short while ago—

The SPEAKER: Order!

The Hon. P.F. Conlon: He has done nothing about it,
Vickie says.

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Gary Burns has done nothing

Mr KOUTSANTONIS (West Torrens): | bring up the
61st report of the committee entitled Emergency Service
Levy 2007-08.

Report received and ordered to be published. about it?
The Hon. P.F. Conlon:That's what Vickie says.
LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: The matter relating to the

. ) documents is subject to an internal investigation, and his
Mrs GERAGHTY (Torrens): 1bring up the third report  advice is that no further release of information should occur.
of the committee. Members |nterject|ng
Report received. The SPEAKER: Order!
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The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | am coming to that. The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: That is what | was asked
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | have a point of order. The yesterday. Yesterday you asked me to divulge operational
guestion had nothing to do with documents. The questioimformation.
related to a bikie fortress in the southern suburbs. | think he Ms Chapman: What's operational about it?

has the wrong answer to the question. The SPEAKER: Order!
The SPEAKER: There is no point of order. The Deputy ~ The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: That was not the question you
Premier. asked me.

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: In doing that, the Acting Ms Chapman: It was. I've been asking it for two days.
Commissioner of Police has advised me that, on this matter, The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Vickie, honestly, you are a
and matters relating to bikie gangs, he would be prepared tightweight better suited to the Burnside City Council.
offer, on the same basis as the government, a confidential

briefing to the Leader of the Opposition. BE ACTIVE CHALLENGE
Members interjecting: ) -
The SPEAKER: Order! Ms PORTOLESI (Hartley): How is the Premier's Be

: . Active Challenge progressing?
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: The government and this .
parliament have enabled legislation to provide police with the . 1€ Hon. M.D. RANN (Premier): It would have been

tools in which they can undertake their work. Those toold!IC€ t0 have more notice of this question, so that | could be
include the ability— more prepared! Five weeks after the start of the Premier’s Be

Members interjecting: Active Ch.allenge,.the program is doing a terrific job of
The SPEAKER: Order! encouraging phyS|cz_iI exercise and activity among South
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: The police have acted to deal Australian _school children. Indeed, the statistics tell a story
o T s . .. of outstanding early success. You remember the great success
with ISSues rgl_atlng to b'k.'e fortresses as the IegISIatIorbfthe reading challenge, which now has tens of thousands of
requires, but it IS an .ope.rat.|onal matter. [tis not— young people involved in getting certificates and bronze,
Ms Chapman interjecting: silver and gold medals. I think about 90 per cent of schools
The SPEAKER: Order! , , in the state—public, private and Catholic schools—are
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Aformer commanding officer inyolved in the reading challenge. Indeed, statistics show a
of the Special Air Services obviously took orders from hlsvery strong early start for the Be Active Challenge also. More
general and did not take orders from a minister for defencgnan one in five schools in South Australia, that is, 178
I do not think the minister for defence would ring up the gchogls, in excess of 8 000 students and about 500 teachers,
commanding officer of the SAS and say, ‘Run off and takengye taken up the Be Active Challenge.
an operation against terrorists.’ The Acting Commissioner There are 103 metropolitan schools and 75 country
asked me to inform this parliament and the Leader of thgcngols registered for the Premier's Be Active Challenge.
Opposition that matters relating to intelligence and operationgeen in another way, 141 primary schools, eight secondary
gil matters relating to bikie gangs, certainly as it relates 'Qchools, 18 area schools and 11 other schools (such as
information that has been stolen— special, OSHC and language schools) have already signed up
Membersinterjecting: o _ to the challenge. There are 143 government and 35 non-
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Premier will take his government schools already registered for the Be Active
seat. | will not have a repeat of yesterday. If this cacophonyhallenge. To the first half of term 2, more than 275 students
of interjections continues to occur, | will Suspend the hous%a\/e Completed the first Component of the Be Active
until the ringing of the bells. | am sick of it. The Deputy Challenge and will receive a bronze medal for their efforts.
Premier. Thousands more are expected to follow suit in the next few
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | will have the police minister weeks. Medals will be awarded at the end of the challenge by
provide an answer to the specific of that question as it relatagcal and state Be Active Challenge ambassadors.
to an alleged bikie headquarters in the southern suburbs. I The challenge is a 10-week program spread over the whole
will allow the police, through the police minister, to give us school year, concluding at the end of week 4 in term 4. The
their answer. What | am actually doing is offering the leadelefforts of all participating reception to year 9 students will be
one better. When the leader is briefed on the incident relatingecognised through the awarding of medals and physical
to the stolen documents, if he takes up the invitation and ifctivity awards such as frisbees and hacky sacks. Schools will
he asks Gary Burns, the Acting Police Commissionerpe recognised for their efforts when students complete
questions about the operation relating to if, when and why 0 weeks of the challenge. High achieving schools—up to 50
police wish to take action, | am confident that Mr Burns, schools in five categories (small, medium and large primary
within the limits of his preparedness to divulge thatschools, and small and large secondary and other schools)—
information, will give it to the leader. become eligible for up to $1 000 of physical activity equip-
We do not come into this parliament and explain chaptement per school once any student completes 10 weeks of the
and verse when and why police will take an action. We havehallenge. The final six weeks of the challenge may be spread
an independent police force that operates under statute in thisroughout the school year in order to coincide with physical

state. S activity events such as sports days and camps, in order to
Members interjecting: allow regular monitoring of students’ level of physical
The SPEAKER: Order! activity. Since the start of the challenge, students have

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | am sure thafThe Advertiser ~ reported the following benefits:
will want to put a gag over my mouth but | can tell you that- They become more aware and proud of their level of
I will never knowingly and deliberately walk into this place  physical activity as a result of recording and reviewing it.
and divulge operational information that will put— - Their parents and teachers have provided more opportuni-
Members interjecting: ties for them to be active, with one boy saying that his
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father had suddenly started to take him outto play crickeby criminal motorcycle gangs—that is when we came to
in the backyard most nights during the trial. office, in 2002. We have made a big reform to the rules
Teachers have reported the following benefits: regarding crowd controllers, that is, people who are in the
- They have become more aware of the need for activity androwd controlling vocation. To do that, they have to have a
have therefore increased physical activity opportunitiesecurity and investigation agent’s licence. We have brought
during class time. in laws on that which lead Australia and which other states
The Be Active Challenge has provided a focus forand territories will be following. That is to say, we have
developing information technology skills, with the use ofintroduced a rule that, if one is charged with assault, one is
the online facility seen as an ideal vehicle for developingmmediately suspended from being a doorman or a crowd
students’ IT skills as well. controller. | understand the opposition is having a look at
The Be Active Challenge is not restricted geographicallywinding that back. We have also—
One middle school student who is soon to relocate interna- Mr Williams: Where did you get that idea from?
tionally with his family was upset that he did not think he  The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON: You are having a look at
could be part of the challenge. Given the online nature of thé.
challenge, he will indeed be able to take part for the remain- Members interjecting:
der of this year and track his progress over the next few years The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON: | think the member for
as he moves from bronze through to gold medal status iMacKillop really ought to follow events in the other place.
another country or another continent. I know that he is not on talking terms with some of the people
Students with disabilities have special and varied needghere, but he ought to have a careful look at what is on the
and, in a major first, the Be Active Challenge will provide agenda in the other place. We have also introduced a test of
negotiated challenge to meet those needs. Together, teacherssociates of doormen and crowd controllers. So, to remain
parents and students will determine an appropriately demanih the vocation or to enter the vocation, one has to have one’s
ing challenge for each participant that will promote increasedamily and the people with whom one lives checked out by
physical activity, and this facility will be available in the next the police to see who the associates are, because one thing the
few months. criminal motorcycle gangs are very good at doing is getting
I wish those taking part in the Be Active Challenge all thecleanskins on the doors in nightclubs. They get people who
very best for this year, and | urge those who have not signethemselves have no criminal convictions but who, neverthe-
up to do so. | know that some ministers want to sign up, anéess, are completely reliable for their gang—say, the Hell’'s
perhaps we will ask Marjorie Jackson-Nelson, as the preAngels—and will make sure that the only amphetamines sold
eminent athlete of the state, to coach some of our minister that nightclub are amphetamines produced and peddled by
and maybe members opposite also. Can | say to the Ministehat gang.
for Health that, for a 21st century people’s hospital, | think  That is a very severe rule. Indeed, | ran into a Kurdish-
it is very fitting that it should be named after the people’sAustralian man at a nightspot who complained to me that he
Governor. had been unable to maintain his licence to be a crowd
controller because of his associates. Mind you, | note that the
MOTORCYCLE GANGS member for Waite wrote to me, indignant about these
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Leader of the Opposition): requirements that the government had introduced, and hinted

o ) to me that perhaps they could be lifted, just for his constitu-
My question is to the Premier. Does he agree that he and hjg, Well, no, they will not be lifted for anyone: they will be
government are losing the battle against bikie gangs ang

. . - X plied across the board. There is psychological testing and
organised crime; and, in particular, what can he do as Iead@fere is random drug and alcohol testing.
of the government to help hotels and nightclub proprietors in

. . 2 So, that is what the government is doing to try to keep
their efforts to remove bikie activities from venues? On ABCcriminaI motorcycle gangs out of our nightclubs and licensed

ises. M ker, if hil i h
speaking about the infiltration of bikie gangs into nightclubsﬁgméslﬁss arssrﬁ;goﬁr’_' your children are going to these

He said that bikie gangs are ‘a law unto themselves’, and he "11,o Hon. |.E. Evans: Ours are under age.

added: _ _ _ The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON: Yes, very good. My son
T{]‘ese people are wanting to Lake over your business. You eithefitends them, and | want those places to be as safe as they can
reach a compromise, give in to them, or get out. be. That means keeping associates of criminal motorcycle

The SPEAKER: The Attorney-General. gangs off the door; and, if that is inconvenient—
Mr Hamilton-Smith: Come on, Premier; youre the Ms Chapman interjecting:

leader. The SPEAKER: Order! The Attorney will take a seat. |
The SPEAKER: Order! warn the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

The Hon. P.F. Conlon:Gee, | didn't predict you would  The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON: If that is inconvenient for
tion. B ’

The SPEAKER: Order! The Attorney-General. TOURISM

The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON (Attorney-General): When
this government came to office, we were surprised to be told Mr BIGNELL (Mawson): My question is to the Minister

by— for Tourism. How does the South Australian Tourism
Members interjecting: Commission (SATC) work with local government to develop
The SPEAKER: Order! the state’s tourism industry?

The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON: —the police that about The Hon. J.D. LOMAX-SMITH (Minister for Tour-
80 per cent of the security firms supplying doormen toism): Thank you for that really incisive question, because the
nightclubs and licensed premises in the city were controlledhember for Mawson knows how important it is to deal
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respectfully with local councils and work with them in our nightclubs become ‘venues for selling the drugs they
endeavours because they have such a key role in negotiatinganufacture which we all know they manufacture and
and dealing with their communities of interest and theircontinue to manufacture which the government continues to
businesses. | am pleased to say that the tourism industry bve unsuccessful at stopping’. They are his words not ours.
South Australia—and particularly the SATC—does work  The Hon. M.D. RANN (Premier): Let me give you some
very closely with local government, because we recogniségures that | know you will be interested in because you are
that not only can it be involved in planning infrastructure andinterested in the issue. Since the December 2005 amendments
development but also it works with us in terms of marketingto the Security and Investigation Agents Act—that is the
In fact, our strong relationship has been built over manyegislation that this government put forward, the first of its
years, and we have done a range of surveys and workirignd that | am aware of anywhere in the world—
sessions. We have consulted with local government, and also Mr Hamilton-Smith: We don’t seem to be getting any
worked together to have joint publications because we knowesults though.
that we can best achieve what is best for the regions by The Hon. M.D. RANN: Okay, you want to hear the
working closely with people on the ground. We know that theresults. We pass the legislation and then the job of the police
view of tourism has changed over the last decade. Most locés to enforce the law, and | think they have done a damn good
government a decade or two ago did not realise that tourisiob. It will be interesting to hear what you say to the Acting
was their business or that they should be involved in econoni?olice Commissioner should you decide to take up this
ic development, but increasingly local government haspportunity. But here are the facts—
understood that it is an important player in this field. Mr Hamilton-Smith: | would like to know.
Starting in 2003-04 we have been giving grants on a The Hon. M.D. RANN: You would like to know. Here
dollar-for-dollar basis to either local government or thewe go: 49—
economic development boards in state tourism regions to An honourable member interjecting:
undertake regional strategic tourism plans. We have done that The SPEAKER: Order!
because, ultimately, we want these regional strategic tourism The Hon. M.D. RANN: —security agents have been
plans to be subsets of the State Strategic Plan; and we knguspended on being charged with a criminal offence, not just
that, by working with local government, we can achieve thesgonvicted—
goals. | should also point out that some councils have been Mrs REDMOND: A point of order, Mr Speaker: the
quite innovative over the years in having assessments, suciiestion was about the number of people who own nightclubs
as tourism optimisation (TOM) on Kangaroo Island, becaus@nd who are associated with people who own nightclubs. It
they know that if they invest in getting more information they had nothing to do with security agents and their licensing.
can invest in more outcomes in the future. The SPEAKER: The Premier is providing information
In the future, we will continue working with local to the house. | will hear what he has to say.
government. In the last financial year, the Tourism Develop- The Hon. M.D. RANN: Can you remember what the
ment Fund supported 23 projects, leveraging approximatelghallenge was that, in fact, the members opposite joined us
$5.9 million of additional funding from tourism partners. Our in highlighting? At venues and nightclubs there was a clear
recent Engagement in Tourism Survey identified that in 20052exus demonstrated between the security guards and the
06 councils across the state provided approximatelputlaw bikie gangs—that is, between security guards and
$1 million in funding to regional marketing, in addition to bouncers and criminals. You do not want to hear the facts
over $2 million in industry contributions and $2.4 million because the facts do not suit your story. The fact is that
from SATC. 49 security agents have been suspended on being charged
The SATC currently has been increasingly developingglith a criminal offence; 10 security agents’ licences have
multiyear funding agreements, and this is to support locaPeen cancelled for failing to be fingerprinted; 258 licences
government so that it can plan ahead and not have tBave been surrendgred;SZO licences have not beenrengwed.
negotiate every year to continue the marketing programs intbam happy to add it up but that comes to about 650 actions
the future. We currently have these marketing programs ias a result of that legislation.
place for the state’s 12 regions in tourism. In 2006-07, the Ms Chapman interjecting: .
SATC also provided grant funding of $270 000 directly to  The Hon. M.D. RANN: You say: what were the figures?
support our network of visitor information centres. Many of Okay, 49 security agents have been suspended; 10 security
these, of course, are run by local government and partiallgents’ licences have been cancelled; 258 licences have been
funded by them. | would like to commend those councils thapurrendered; 320 licences have not been renewed. But
have been innovative and that have invested across the st&@@cause the Leader of the Opposition says he is interested in
from Kangaroo Island to Port Augusta in terms of developingact— S
tourism product and working with the industry to make the ~Membersinterjecting:
industry sustainable and a driver of economic development The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has the call.

across the state. The Hon. M.D. RANN: | have the ABS crime statistics
released at 11 a.m. today South Australian time. Yesterday,
MOTORCYCLE GANGS we heard in this house that there is a huge crime wave in this
state and that things have got worse under Labor, although
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Leader of the Opposition): we heard in the upper house from Mr Lawson QC, your

My third question is directed to the Premier. How manyformer attorney-general and law and order spokesman, that
nightclubs or venues in South Australia are presently ownedrime was very low in this state at the moment. They have to
or run by bikie gangs, their associates or people who front fosort out the differences between the two houses. These are the
them? A venue owner told ABC Radio this morning that aofficial figures from the Australian Bureau of Statistics. You
significant number of nightclubs are owned or run by peoplavant facts? You are going to get facts. As of 11 a.m. today,
who are fronts for various bikie groups. He said that suctthe number of offences in South Australia has fallen by
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30.3 per cent since 2002. Who has been in government singeants, no-one wants to hear them read out in parliament. But,
20027 do not worry, we will put out a press release about it. The
Mrs REDMOND: A point of order, Mr Speaker: it still  statistics show: murders, down from 20 in 2005 to 15 in
seems to me that this is nothing to do with the question tha2006; attempted murders, down from 49 to 36; driving
was asked which was about the ownership of nightclubs. | putausing death, down from 15 in 2005 to 11 in 2006; unlawful
itto you, sir, that it is debate and not relevant to the questioentry with intent, down from 10 557 to 8 644; sexual assaults,

that was asked. down from 1 655 in 2005 to 1 507 in 2006; motor vehicle
The SPEAKER: It is not debate as long as the Premiertheft, down from 9 033 in 2005 to 8 043 in 2006. Of course,

is providing information to the house. there are some other facts that you might like to know:
Members interjecting: government funding of the police has never been higher. We
The SPEAKER: Order! now have more than 4 000 police on the beat, with another

The Hon. M.D. RANN: Remember what happened— 400 on their way.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will take his seat. Mr WILLIAMS: Mr Speaker, | seek your guidance.
| do not take kindly when | am attempting to provide  Membersinterjecting:
information to the house and to a member who has gotupon The SPEAKER: Order!
a point of order to having a chorus of dissent when | am  An honourable member interjecting:
offering an explanation. Members will hear my explanations  Mr WILLIAMS: You're in enough trouble already. Sir,
in silence. The Premier can take his seat for a moment. | seek your guidance. My understanding is that question time
How a minister chooses to answer a question has alway§ about the opposition questioning the government on
been ruled by the Speaker, and | can draw the attention @fovernment policy and seeking information from the
members to any number of occasions where Speakers haygvernment. | would like you to inform me what is the point
ruled that, provided a minister is not debating the questiosf the opposition coming into question time and asking
and provided he is giving information to the house, how aguestions if the Premier and his ministers can answer a
minister chooses to answer the question is up to the ministeguestion which was never asked and go into a discussion on
Itis not up to the Speaker to try to second-guess the ministenatters which were not the subject of the question at all?
about how they go about answering the question. As long ag/hat is the point of us being here?
he is not debating—which he is not, he is providing informa-  Members interjecting:

tion to the house—the minister is in order. The Premier. The SPEAKER: Order! | do not see it as my job to have
The Hon. M.D. RANN: As for nightclubs, we do to provide a rationale to the member for MacKillop as to why
remember that when you were in power the Heaven nightclufe are here. | can only enforce the standing orders as they
was the beacon light of criminal activity for motorcycle are, as | receive them. As | have pointed out before, and this
gangs, and we now know what has happened to the Heavesithe third or fourth time | have done so, how a minister goes
nightclub and its owners. Let me give you more details— about answering a question is up to the minister. Provided he
Members interjecting: o is not debating the answer, then the minister is in order. Itis
The Hon. M.D. RANN: This is what you do notwantto  not up to the Speaker. If the minister is dodging the question
know, and what | doubt we will read about: the number ofthen that is something that opposition members are free to
offences in South Australia has fallen by 30.3 per cent sincgoint out in the course of debate and in their media interviews
2002. Criminal offences in South Australia remain steadylrand so on. These are points that the opposition are free to
2006 compared to 2005. It follows a fall of 7.3 per cent inmake to the media, if that is what they believe is happening,
2005, 7.2 per centin 2004, and 18.9 per cent in 2003. Sexuglit the Speaker does not have the power to direct a minister
assaults fell by 8.3 per cent during 2006. The number ofg answer a question in a way that is acceptable to the opposi-
motor vehicle thefts fell by around 1 000. tion. Itis just not a power that the chair has.
Dr McFETRIDGE: | rise on a point of order. | will not engage in debate. If the member for MacKillop
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will take his seat. \ants to talk to me about this at length, now is not the time
- DrMcFETRIDGE: Sir, under standing order 127— tg do it. | would be more than happy to receive him, and any
digressing from the subject matter—the Premier is nobther member, later on today or during the week to go

referring to the question. Under standing order 128—through these issues, but now is not the time to do that.
relevance—the Premier is not referring to the question. Can

| be advised how this answer is at all relevant to the question POLICE DOCUMENTS
that was asked?

The SPEAKER: As | explained before to the member for ~ Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Leader of the Opposition):
Heysen—and | can dig out all the former rulings of previousMy question is to the Premier. Is SAPOL the only organisa-
Speakers, and | am happy to do that for the benefit of théon or entity carrying out an investigation into the theft of
member for Morphett and any other member—how thepolice files from an unmarked police car on Wednesday
minister goes about answering the question is up to th80 May 2007? In particular, is any state or federal
minister. It is not up to the Speaker to second-guess thgovernment department or agency other than SAPOL
minister and how the minister goes about answering the@volved in a parallel inquiry?
question. However, | do point out that the opposition has so The Hon. K.O. FOLEY (Deputy Premier): | am happy
far only had three questions. The Premier might want to drawo go through the briefing | was provided with yesterday. |
his answer to a close. preface it by saying that, as the Premier outlined in the very

The Hon. M.D. RANN: Thank you, sir. Itis understand- first question of question time today, Acting Police Commis-
able why the government would be confused because tteoner Gary Burns, on his return from Darwin where |
Leader of the Opposition says he wants facts about crime andnderstand he is attending an anti-terrorism meeting of police
when we give him the ABS statistics from John Howard'sofficers around the nation, will make himself available on
government in Canberra, because the facts do not fit what H&iday morning for a one-on-one meeting with the honourable
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Leader of the Opposition so that he can be briefed on aspects The SPEAKER: Order!
of this investigation that is in accord with what the govern-  The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Sir, | have to say that | cannot
ment has been briefed. be any more—
The Leader of the Opposition will be briefed, should he  Membersinterjecting:
take up the invitation, by the Acting Commissioner and The SPEAKER: Order! | think now the Deputy Premier
provided with all the information that the Acting Commis- js debating. The Leader of the Opposition.
sioner has provided to government. That is an unprecedented
offer, that | am aware of; | may be wrong, but | do not recall ROYAL ADELAIDE HOSPITAL
such an offer being made previously. The Acting Commis-
sioner will put the same caveats on that information as those Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Leader of the Opposition):
he put on in regard to the government; that is, certairls the Premier’s decision to spend almost $2 billion on a new
elements of what the leader would be briefed on would be ndRoyal Adelaide Hospital consistent with the South Australian
for public disclosure. The leader can make a decision. He cahtrategic Plan—
either accept the invitation and be briefed—same information, The Hon. M.J. Atkinson interjecting:
same conditions as in the case of the government—or not; or The SPEAKER: Order!
he can be briefed and break the trust of the Police Commis- Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | will start again for the

sioner. benefit of the Attorney. Is the government’s decision to spend
Ms Chapman: Don't try and silence us. almost $2 billion on a new Royal Adelaide Hospital consis-
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: So, the deputy leader is saying, tent with the South Australian Strategic Plan, the South

‘Don’t try and silence us.’ So, are you saying— Australian Infrastructure Plan and the recommendations of
The Hon. P.F. Conlon: There isn't a power on heaven the Generational Health Review? None of the aforementioned

and earth that would silence her. planning documents, upon which the Premier claims he relies,
The SPEAKER: Order! has made mention of the need to build a new Royal Adelaide
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | take exception to that— Hospital. In fact, on page 28 of his South Australian Strategic

The SPEAKER: Order! | am on my feet. The Deputy Plan—Priority Actions, the following target is set out:
Premier will take his seat. | am not going through this all over  |mplement the Generational Health Review which, among other
again. | warn, again, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition anthings, will provide services closer to home and develop a health
| warn the Deputy Premier for responding to interjections. System that focuses on the needs of the population rather than those

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | ask that the deputy leader °f Nealthinstitutions.
withdraw the remark that | threatened her. | did not. The Hon. M.D. RANN (Premier): | am so pleased to

The SPEAKER: | did not hear the remark of the deputy have been asked that question.
leader but if she did make that remark | invite her to take the An honourable member interjecting:
opportunity to withdraw it. In the interests of proceeding The SPEAKER: Order!
through question time in an expeditious way, | invite the The Hon. M.D. RANN: If you look at the South Aus-
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, if she did make a remarkralian Strategic Plan, which one would hope that by this
that the Deputy Premier was threatening her—the Deputgtage you would have, you will see that it is committed to a
Premier takes umbrage at this—to withdraw. | leave it up teseries of improvements in health outcomes for the people of

the deputy leader. this state. That is why we have today announced the biggest
Ms CHAPMAN: No, sir; | do not wish to make any measure in the state’s history to improve public health in this

statement. state—not just a $1.7 billion hospital, but also massive
Members interjecting: improvements: $200 million for the Lyell McEwin,
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Premier. $150 million for Flinders Medical Centre, and a range of

The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: | am attempting to be as other improvements, including projects at Ceduna and
balanced and fair in this as | can be. | am briefed, as is thelsewhere.
Minister for Police and the Premier, by the Acting Police | find it extraordinary that, because we have a Strategic
Commissioner. He has provided the Premier, the Minister foPlan that talks about our reaching bold targets, you would
Police and myself with information that he has requested waow be opposed to bold action to reach those targets. Let us
not make public because it will put at direct risk operationalagain go through the arguments concerning why this is
matters and people’s lives. How irresponsible would | be ifneeded. We are building Australia’s most advanced hospital,
I came in here and, in the heat of debate, divulged state-of-the-art facility offering the best care for patients,
information that could put lives at risk? a hospital that our doctors and nurses will want to work in.
An honourable member interjecting: The Royal Adelaide Hospital has served us well, but it is
The Hon. K.O. FOLEY: Well, he is. The leader is asking ageing and will cost as much as $1.4 billion, | am told, to
that. What | have now said is that the Acting Commissionerebuild.
of Police will brief the Leader of the Opposition. Thiscanbe  The choice for the government was clear: we could spend
done on Friday and can be arranged by contacting Actingver a billion dollars rebuilding the Royal Adelaide Hospital,
Superintendent David O’'Donovan, and | have his contacwith great disruption to patients and staff, or spend
number here for the leader. The Leader of the Opposition cabil.7 billion building the nation’s most advanced hospital. The
then be briefed on those operational matters on which th&larjorie Jackson-Nelson Hospital—which | am sure will be
police would wish to brief him, but he will have to agree to known as ‘the Marj'—uwill be for all South Australians, city
the same conditions of confidentiality. Both the Leader of theand country. As | said before, it is very fitting that a 21st
Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition haveentury people’s hospital should be named after a 21st
said that they will not be gagged. The deputy leader then saicentury people’s Governor.
that | am threatening her—'Don’t threaten me.’ It will be a truly green building designed and built
An honourable member interjecting: according to the strongest environmental codes. The new
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hospital will trigger the next step in reforming our health the South Australian government that we need to revisit some
system in South Australia, and the government will lead th®f the perimeters on which Waterproofing Adelaide was
way with historic reforms of our systems. That is thebased, and that, of course, was the reliability of the River
difference. We have seen, of course, a massive increase in thRirray system.

number of doctors and nurses since we came into govern- The River Murray system, up until this year, was con-
ment. We are spending $1 billion a year more on health thasidered to be a secure and reliable supply into the future for
you did when you were in power. But, of course, what wadess than 1 per cent of the diversions that come into Adelaide
your solution to health problems? Privatisation. You priva-city. Less than 1 per cent of the diversions out of the River
tised the Modbury Hospital; we were the first governmentMurray system are diverted to supplement Adelaide’s supply.
that | know of to deprivatise a hospital, and you wanted tdt is not an overly taxing burden on the River Murray. Where

privatise the Queen Elizabeth Hospital. there are serious issues concerning the River Murray, it
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  On a point of order— relates to the over-allocation of water resources across the
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier is now debating the system. | can quote a few figures for you. In a good year, the
answer. The Leader of the Opposition. New South Wales community diverts around 7 300 gigalitres
of water out of the system—7 300 gigalitres. In New South
WATERPROOFING ADELAIDE Wales, 7 300 gigalitres, or thereabouts, is extracted from the
m.
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH (Leader of the Opposition): sys'\t/ler Williams interjecting:

My question is again to the Premier. Is the government’s The SPEAKER: | warn the member for MacKillop.
Waterproofing Adelaide strategy now out of date? Why isthe The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD: In Victoria the figure is
government making announcements that it will maintain ang 400 gigalitres. In South Australia, our entire irrigation
increase our reliance on the Murray River, rather thamyiocation, our metropolitan Adelaide allocation and our

adopting a broader strategic approach which diversifiegountry towns allocations, amount to a mere 720 to
Adelaide’s water supply sources and which includes an arraysg gigalitres.

ofinvestments, including stormwater, waste water, desalina- on the issue of extra water from the River Murray,
tion and storage? Water expert Professor Mike Young wagyccessive South Australian governments of both persuasions

quoted in theSunday Mail on 29 April 2007 as saying: have been extremely conservative in relation to the allocation
Waterproofing Adelaide needs an urgent review to take intaf water. In South Australia we capped our extractions back

account that the River Murray is no longer reliable. in 1971. 1971 was when South Australia capped its extrac-

He also said: tions and, guess what? The Mount Bold dam expansion does

When the strategy was formulated there was no discussion aboliot take one more drop of water out of the River Murray. It
dealing with prolonged water restrictions or possible zero wateis about better managing the River Murray allocation that we
allocations to irrigators, as is now the case. currently have. South Australia has a 650 gigalitre allocation

The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD (Minister for Water on a five year basis.

Security): | am very happy to answer this question. | am also  The Hon. |.F. Evans interjecting:
very happy to offer to the Leader of the Opposition— The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Davenport

Members interjecting: knows better.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD: So, 650 gigalitres over a

The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD: —a detailed briefing on the rolling five year licence is what South Australia has to supply
Waterproofing Adelaide strategy and the other initiatives thatnetropolitan Adelaide. That licence is arolling licence for a
this government is undertaking to ensure that we secure wateery good reason. It is a rolling licence because of the
supply in South Australia in the long term. Our Waterproof-variability of the inflows into the Adelaide Hills. The
ing Adelaide strategy is about looking at alternative ways tcAdelaide Hills have a variability that needs to be supplement-
ensure that South Australia’s water supply is secure. In thad with other water. So, what we have is a 650 gigalitre
strategy there are many innovative and also cost-effectiviolling licence that provides top-up water for Adelaide as
projects that will see us reduce our dependence upon threquired. In a drought year it can be up to 90 per cent of
River Murray but also secure our supplies into the future. Adelaide’s needs: in a wet year it can be less than 40 giga-

The Waterproofing Adelaide strategy is a couple of yearditres. But the point we are making here is that what we will
into its life. During the course of the last 12 months it hasbe able to do—
been realised—and this is on the public record over and over Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | rise on a point of order,
again; it has not just been brought to the attention of thidr Speaker. | think we have got the message and we can
house for the first time today—that the perimeters in regargrobably move on to the next question.
to the lowest inflows in the Murray River have changed this Membersinterjecting:
year. Surprise! We are 55 per cent of the last lowest year on The SPEAKER: | did not hear what the point of order
record, which was 1902. It is the biggest drought in 116wvas. The minister.
years. Itis the worst drought that this nation has seenin 116 The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD: Mr Speaker, thank you. |
years. Itis great to see that the opposition is catching up witthought that was quite an extraordinary statement from the
that little detail. Leader of the Opposition, and it shows exactly what he thinks

It was back in 1902 when the last lowest minimum wasof the importance of securing water in Adelaide. He has no
recorded. This year is 55 per cent of that figure. Since lagtoncern about this issue and no concern whatsoever about the
yeatr, since it was seen that the bottom was falling out of théuture security of supplies in Adelaide. With our 650 gigalitre
Murray-Darling Basin system—in about July, August, rolling licence—

September last year—we have participated at a national level Membersinterjecting:
in regard to drought contingency planning. As part of that The SPEAKER: Order!
drought contingency planning, it has also been made clear to An honourable member interjecting:
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The SPEAKER: Order! | am on my feet. | cannot hear question on notice, | will have it looked at, and | will tell the
the answer of the minister. | have already spoken to membersember what | can.
about speaking across the chamber to each other while the
minister is answering a question. It is a grave discourtesy to MOUNT BOLD RESERVOIR
the minister on her feet. The Minister for Water Security. i i . i
The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD: Thank you, sir. The reason Mr WILLIAMS (MacKillop): ~ Will the Premier confirm

we believe it is prudent to consider the option of extra storagi® the house that the Mount Bold catchment and the Onka-
fparinga River are rated in the Australian Natural Resources

capacity in the Adelaide Hills is to ensure that as Soutt? | hat i developed
Australians we can better manage that 650 gigalitre allocati taf abs cater?ory 4, thatlis, anl ovehr evelope brlesqulg:e% %ne
across the five year rolling licence. That rolling licence, if we'€Ve' & Ovit & category equal to the sustainable yield of the
are able to store that— catchment? _ o .
Members interjecting: The Hon. M.D. RANN (Premier): | find it interesting
Y | that members opposite have today come out against Mount
The SPEAKER: Order! Bold and any plans to expand the Mount Bold reservoir,

The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD: Thatrolling licence, ifwe when | understand that their former leader called for a
are able to increase our storage capacity in the Adelaide Hillseservoir to—

means that we have better flexibility to manage that water The Hon. I.F. Evans interjecting:

within South Australia; that we will be not so dependent upon  The Hon. M.D. RANN: Not true?

Victoria and New South Wales; and that we will not have the  The Hon. I.F. Evans interjecting:

experience we had this year of having to deal with the e Hon M.D. RANN: Oh, another reservoir, which was

extensive losses in the system between Hume Dam and thg; 4oing to be linked into either the River Murray or—
offtakes below Lock 1 for our metropolitan country licence A honourable member interjecting:

use. We will have the capacity to store more water in the  tha Hon. M.D. RANN: Okay. So, you were going to

Adelaide Hills, where it is closer to our community, and bey ;14 a reservoir. but you do not know where it was or how
able to manage that ﬂEXIbIlIty within that licence far more it was gOing to be filled. That rea”y sums it all up. | will

effect!vely. It would be a significanF improvement in the Jpiain a report for the honourable member.
security of water for supply to Adelaide city.

Mr WILLIAMS:  Will the Premier rule out the future
HIV REPORTING GUIDELINES diversion of water, which was purchased from the Lower
Murray river flat dairy farmers and last year dedicated as

Ms CHAPMAN (Deputy Leader of the Opposition):  environmental flows in the river, into an enlarged storage at
My question is to the Minister for Health. Can the minister pount Bold?

tell us the date on which he received Stephen Walsh QC’S The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD (Minister for Water
report on the Stuart McDonald case, and what was the da@ecurity): SA Water has a whole series of licences, which
on which he received the Crown Solicitor’s legal advice nott yses'to best manage its business. Some of the water
to disclose part of it? allocation that was purchased from the Lower Murray
The Hon. J.D. HILL (Minister for Health): |cannottell swamps and a range of other licences that have been pur-
the member exactly the date, but | can tell her roughly. Thehased out of the marketplace since involves water that is
first date was several days after the report was completegdsed for strategic purposes. It is used not only for environ-
which was around the end of April (as the member notednental purposes but also to supplement the South Australian
yesterday). My recollection (and | will have this checked forlicence. There would be no point in ruling it out, because we
the member) was that it was in the first week of May. Theneed to ensure that we can supply and secure our water
advice in relation to the other matter was in the last week osupplies into the future. One of the things that members of the
so—10 days, or something like that. | will obtain the opposition fail to understand—
information for the member. It is not a secret: | just cannot  Mr Wiliams interjecting:
recall. The SPEAKER: Order, the member for MacKillop!
] ] The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD: —is that South Australia
~Ms CHAPMAN: Sir, I have a supplementary question. works within its limits. We work within our cap. We work
Did the minister have the report last Wednesday, 30 Mayyithin the allocations that we have. There have been abso-

20077 lutely no new allocations of water in South Australia since
The Hon. J.D. HILL: Ijustindicated to the member that 1971: not a drop more water has been allocated since 1971.
| received the report early in May. The opposition might like to create the perception that more

water is coming out, but there have been no new allocations
Ms CHAPMAN: My question is to the Premier. Did in South Australia since 1971. | refer to the figures mentioned
Stephen Walsh QC conduct any investigation into the condudh my previous answer. New South Wales and Victoria have
of the health department consistent with his minister'scontinued to allocate, but we stopped allocating in 1971. We
statement to the house on 2 May 2007, as follows: are taking no more water out of the River Murray. As | say,
If people in the health system have made mistakes, they havk3 gigalitres of water—which was purchased out of the
been honest mistakes, but they will be investigated and, if there afmarket—has been transferred to the Living Murray initiative,
any issues of impropriety, whatever consequences there are will hghich is now delivering—
pursued. Mr Williams: For five minutes! How are you going to
The Hon. J.D. HILL: As | indicated to the house take that back?
yesterday, | have received certain advice from the Crown The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD: lItis not being taken back,
Solicitor about what | can and cannot say. Rather thamand thatis an absolute misinterpretation of my response. My
interpret on my feet what | can and cannot say, | will take thaesponse is telling the honourable member that 13 gigalitres
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of water has been permanently transferred to the Living Key issues already conveyed to the trust include the need
Murray—permanently. It is over there; ticked off on theto establish minimum levels and standards of service
Eligible Measures Register. It is there. It will not be takenprovision. Volunteer burnout is reported in many communi-
back. As | say, 13 gigalitres from South Australia is the firstties. Some communities have felt they do not have the
water in Australia to be delivered to the Living Murray out capacity or capability to perform certain functions. Some
of water purchased from willing sellers. Water is not beingcommunity volunteers report an unmanageable administrative
taken back for that program. The other thing we do haveburden, as well as the need for a coordinated approach to
though, are country licences, and we also ensure that we halseilding, development and provision of community services

enough water to supply Adelaide. in communities where populations are rapidly increasing.
Following completion of this process, a report will be
OUTBACK COMMUNITIES prepared with recommendations for the future governance of

. ) . the Outback.
Ms BREUER (Giles): Will the Minister for State/Local

Government Relations advise the house about the review
being undertaken to deal with the challenges facing our
Outback communities?
The Hon. J.M. RANKINE (Minister for State/Local
Government Relations):| thank the member for Giles for GRIEVANCE DEBATE
her question, and | note her very keen interest in this
important matter. | also note the interest of the member for
Stuart who, in fact, raised this issue with me only last week. GOOLWA BARRAGES
The Outback Areas Community Development Trust will be
celebrating its 30th anniversary next year, that is, 30 years of Mr PEDERICK (Hammond): It saddens me to have to
providing community assistance and limited local govern-revisit a subject so recently raised in this place, but the
ment function in our Outback areas that do not have @roblem is a serious and immediate one and there has been
council. In the main, these Outback communities are relianto real progress in the meantime. | revisit the subject of the
on their local progress associations, which are run byeaking barrages at Goolwa for several reasons, one of which
volunteers. is to point out that the minister’s reassurance that action was
They receive grants through the trust to help in thebeing taken has proven hollow to those who depend on water
management of their communities, but itis very apparent thajuality at the river's end. The matter of salt water entering the
the challenges facing these progress associations and thiikes in some volume has serious consequences, both
volunteers are increasing, as are the expectations of théinmediate and future. It has an immediate and disastrous
communities. The trust wants to ensure a future in whicleffect on farmers around the lower reaches of the lake and its
residents of the Outback enjoy ongoing improvements to thetributaries, the Finniss River and Currency Creek. On 28
quality of life, social capacity and access to services antlay, minister Maywald declared that three out of the five
infrastructure. To achieve this, it is important to: reviewbarrages had had remedial work done and that work on the
current governance arrangements; provide strong leadershigmaining two would be completed within days.
in planning, coordination and administration in the region; Let me say that if the sealing method for these last two is
continue to build strategic partnerships and effective workinghe same as was used on the first three, they may as well stop
relationships with Outback communities, governmentiwork now. It is quite apparent that the early attempts to stem
businesses and other community groups; and, if necessatje flow have been ineffective as sea water continues to pour
adapt the trust's functions and mode of operation. in at many of the barrage bays. The minister explained that
This has come about at the request of the trust. It soughghe did not have a hand in the barrages’ design but she
my agreement to consult with residents, workers and agencig®inted out that they are being asked to do a job that they
who service the Outback to ascertain their views on the futurerere not designed to do, namely, to hold back sea water.
direction of governance for the Outback. We are on the cusproadly speaking, that is incorrect. The specific purpose was
of significant change in the Outback, and we all want toexactly that, to prevent sea water from getting into the lakes,
ensure that the most appropriate governance structure is particularly at times of low flow. However, it is fair to say
place to manage this change. These views were consistentlyat not only did our forefathers not anticipate the unprece-
reinforced during my recent visit. Clearly, expectations arelented situation presented by the excessive over-allocation
rising and demands are increasing. All the communities bf water from the Murray-Darling system, highlighted by this
visited wanted to talk. severe drought: they also did not expect that those barrages
They indicate that they want to be engaged, continue to bmight need to be completely watertight.
involved and have a say in how their community develops. The design of these gates is such that hasty, last-minute
While it is clear that the unique spirit and heart of theseattempts to seal them up have proven almost futile. The
communities is as strong as ever (in fact, it has to be seen fastic wedges and log-stops have been dislodged by the
be believed), they also indicated that the current situatiomigorous wave action on the sea water side, brought about by
simply is not sustainable. A community engagement processecent stormy weather. | suppose the government will now
jointly managed by the trust and the Office for State/Localargue that it could not be expected to anticipate stormy
Government Relations, is currently underway. A range ofveather in winter. The whole dilemma is the product of the
open forums is being planned across the region, and | hoggvernment's lack of anticipation; it is not about fickle
to attend as many as | can. Every resident will also receiveveather but about low flows, low lake levels, design limita-
a comprehensive, easy to read, easy to respond to documeions and the needs of local farmers. They knew weeks or
in which they can convey their views and have direct inpueven months ago that low flows, low levels and farmers’
into this process. needs would come to be. They were also given a plausible,
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workable solution to the problem of shifting wedges but they  After an information night was held, with representatives
have ignored that simple suggestion, too. As always, th&éom all 11 Booze Brothers hotels, a steering committee was
minister knows better, even though she has not been there (flmrmed to gauge interest from staff and whether they would
my knowledge) to see for herself and to talk to the locals. be keen to donate through payroll deductions. It was also at
On top of this, promised standpipes are only just beinéhis point that the Booze Brothers management offereql to
installed, even after Hindmarsh Island landholders hav8'atch the money raised by the staff dollar for dollar. With
already carted over half a million litres of water for stock. 9reat zeal the committee was formed and the foundation was
You can imagine locals’ frustrations when their reasonabl&iven the name Booze Brothers Staff Charitable Fund. Alogo
suggestions to overcome the problem fall on deaf ears. TH¥as created, and the first donations were made by staff in
end results—and bear in mind the maximum salinity livestock®Pril 2002. With the celebration of its fifth anniversary
can tolerate is about 5 000 EC—is that salinity readings atecently, the fund continues to grow from strength to strength.
Hindmarsh Island are currently 12 000 EC; the reading atthe In its short history the fund has already been able to assist
top of the barrages is 18 000 EC, and at the bottom it i€9 different charities, with a total in excess of $220 000. The
40 000 EC; readings along the lower reaches of the river ar@mount—I might add—has been realised solely from staff
over 14 000 EC at Currency Creek and 10 000 EC at Finnissnd management contributions, and from donations by a few
Apart from the dire immediate consequences of thidfiends of the foundation. I cannot acknowledge everyone
situation, there are other more serious implications long tern{¥h0_participates but, even though they will probably be
Consider that salt water, because of its density, settles neBprrified, | must mention two people who are the driving
the bottom, and it will stay there insulated from the sun by thdorce of the foundation: Cathy Maxwell and Craig
layer of fresh water on top. The only way to shift it is for a Williamson. I also acknowledge the generosity of Adrian and
substantial flush of fresh water from upstream. Moreoverl-€0n Saturno—the directors of the Booze Brothers hotels—
because the lake’'s freshness has not been adequatéw matching the staff donations. It is not often that hoteliers
protected through the government's procrastination an@f€ thanked these days, but | can say that the Saturno brothers
mismanagement, we now have to send to islanders precio@é€ generous, as well as being good patrons and supporters
water that might otherwise have been helpful elsewhere hef the arts in South Australia.
it not been needed there. The long-awaited standpipe, which In addition to raising money, since 2005 the fund has
is only now being installed and is yet to deliver any water,presented a community award to two individuals who have
still requires expensive and time-consuming carting. | urgelevoted their time to helping the community through their
the minister and her department to work with the locals tachosen charity. This award is presented annually with a
find a workable solution to the immediate problem of thecertificate of appreciation, along with a cash donation of
leaking barrages. Given that the now serious salinity problers5 000 going to their chosen charity. The two winners of this
cannot be rectified within six to 12 months at the very leastaward so far have been two exceptional women who volun-
| also urge the government to liaise with islanders, farmersgeer their time for two very worthwhile organisations: Riding
and residents about extending the mains water supply th&tr the Disabled and Blackwood and Southern Palliative

already exists on the island. Services. But, whilst the money raised is often the most
publicised and talked about fact, it is important not to forget
BOOZE BROTHERS STAFF CHARITABLE FUND the people at the grassroots level—the people who actually

make it happen—and that is the staff of the Booze Brothers.
Ms CICCARELLO (Norwood): Today | wish to The staff participat!on fund is currently at 70_ per c_ent, which_

acknowledge the fantastic work being done by a proudiyneans that approximately 290 staff are participating, and this
South Australian company and its staff in setting a findS @ truly wonderful effort.
example of what generosity in the workplace can provide for Itis the staff who, constituting the committee, donate their
an organisation and the community. | speak of the Boozéme selflessly and willingly. They attend committee meet-
Brothers Staff Charitable Fund that was founded in Aprilings, identify charities and spend many out-of-work hours
2002 after a staff member from one of the Booze Brothersrganising additional activities such as winter food drives and
hotels was diagnosed with a life-threatening iliness. To helChristmas hampers. The committee also holds two free
him, a few of the staff member’s workmates decided to raiséunctions each year to present the charities with their cheques,
some funds to help him during his recovery by organisingand | have been honoured to be present at all of them. It
some sausage sizzles and by placing collection tins on theways makes me glad to witness first hand the impact on the
bars of the hotels. The money raised was enough to purchastaff when they see how their contributions have helped the
a laptop computer and internet time so that this staff memlives of others. Sometimes it can be as simple as providing
ber—who, at the time, was working in the hospitality industrymoney for a television set so that people undergoing pallia-
to put himself through university—could continue his studiegtive care can enjoy some distraction.
from home. The generosity of the South Australian public, ~south Australia has a proud record of volunteerism and
and seeing first hand the difference it made to his life, was thge|ping others in need. | am pleased to see that many South
catalyst for the staff asking themselves a question: "Whyystralian companies are now following the lead of Booze
can’t we do more of this sort of thing on a regular basis?" Brothers and embracing the concept of workplace giving. |
It was a simple enough question, but one that is ofterencourage many more to take up the challenge and follow the
overlooked in the frantic pace of our everyday lives andead of the Booze Brothers staff to make a difference. | would
because not many are personally exposed to tragedy @ve to be able to include in my contribution all the organisa-
situations of dire need. However, | am pleased to say that th#ons but | cannot; however, some of the organisations which
Booze Brothers staff answered this question with promphave been given money are Cystic Fibrosis, the MS Society,
action and a commitment to helping those in our communitySpina Bifida Association, the Magdalene Centre and many,
who have the greatest need. many others.
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HIV REPORTING GUIDELINES procedures, and provided a written report to the minister. On
2 March it is quite possible at that stage that the minister,
Ms CHAPMAN (Deputy Leader of the Opposition):  even if he had received the report, had not read it, but he told
Today the Minister for Health was unable to advise the housthe house, quite clearly, in response to questions, that this was
of the date upon which he had received the advice andn investigation that was under way. He said, on 2 May:
recommendations as a report from Stephen Walsh QC, who i people in the health system have made mistakes they have been
had been asked to provide urgent advice to the governmehbnest mistakes, but they will be investigated, and if there are any
as to any appropriate amendments to the Public and Enviroigsues of impropriety, whatever consequences there will be, they will
mental Health Act and guidelines formulated previously byPUrsued:
the department with respect to persons who knowingly placé/hat have we had? We have had an excuse from the
others at risk of HIV infection. That was curious, to say thegovernment, particularly the minister, that he will not release
least. He was able to indicate that he thought it might béhe report because he has had legal advice not to. Why? The
within the first week, and that within the last week, orreason why is very obvious: there have been calls already for
possibly 10 days, he had received notice of the Crowrivil claims against the government, and they face a major
Solicitor's advice that part of Mr Walsh'’s report should not damages claim. That is why he is keeping silent.
be disclosed, that is, should not be made public. That was his Time expired.
explanation for his press release and for his announcement
yesterday in the tabling of part of Mr Walsh’s report. VOLUNTEERS

I find it curious because of a number of things. First, when L .
the minister became aware of this issue on 16 March, of M PICCOLO (Light): Today I would like to talk about

which there was some action in referring it to the police byvolunteers. Recently, between 15 and 21 May, we celebrated

19 March. it then took ther 10 d bef thé\lational_VolunteerWeek. Qn Monday, 11 June, we will be
arcn, It then toox anomer ays of S0 betore ’Belebratlng South Australia’s Volunteer Day, and on 5

person in question was detained. | also found it interesting t .

note that when the Hon. Dean Brown. former health ministe ecember we celebrate International Volunteers Day. What

was interviewed on 10 April on Radio FIVEaa radio aboutdo these days have in common? They all acknowledge and

this matter, he described, when he had this very situation: celebrate the achievements of our volunteers. Who are the
' ' “volunteers in our community? They are involved in sporting,

e e S ners & gy ot o e ek aha.eY are coaches n footbal, soccer, netbal, ricket and other
b sports. They are involved in welfare.

have been followed in this case that is that the head of the )
communicable disease should have been told—it's such a serious In Gawler, for example, UCare, St Vincent De Paul and
case it should have been notified to the principal medical officer oNorthside Community Services are involved in supporting
the department, ther to the CEQ and then lo the ministeteryone — famiilies. There are faith groups, there are schools, from
as acknowleage atthere's been a serious breakdown name . .
the precedent that occurred, it was brought to my attentiowe  Playgroups to school governing councils. There are recrea-
took action immediately to protect the public. tional groups, such as the Petanque Club of Gawler. There are
- . . . cultural and heritage groups like the Gawler town band and
That. is in the transcript of that interview that has bee'}he National Trust, and environmental groups, like the Gawler
provided. | mention that because, clearly, there was a form - tal and Herit A iation. Th d
minister—under the current guidelines, under the curre%nvIronmen & and Hertage /issociation. Tnere are educa-
; onal groups such as the University of the Third Age, and

e 29ed 6roups uch as the Galer Share and Care he Gawler
’ ensioners and the Gawler Senior Citizens group.

repeated questions, on 2 May and 30 May, as to why it too .
a year, even once his department were a_dvised of two mqﬁolgersea?éteysﬁg%;?tzgrgur.}!%'e%oieg’ ilé)(r;:n?i?téze Srgvdlloe;
being infected by Mr McDonald of HIV in January and involved in health, such a{s the Women’s Auxiliary at the
March 2006, for his department to tell him about it in 2007. ocal hospital Ther,e are women's health arouns as well as the
We still have absolutely no explanation whatsoever. Yet th(l: , pita. group .

men’s health group. There are support and fellowship groups,

minister goes on to tell us on 5 April 2007, when he finallysuch as the Probus clubs, and we have service clubs which are
released this information to the public—and | might mention . ' ;
Iso very active in our community.

that he had an opportunity on 27, 28 and 29 March to tell thé | recently attended the joint annual dinner for the service

parliament about this issue but he obviously decided he ;

. ubs at Gawler. It was hosted by the Country Women’s
gﬁ:lﬂ;g% ?ﬁ;gitﬁgﬁgg throws it outand on the eve of East ssociation this year. Present were members of the Lions,
Th is th iI b b f MPs. includi Rotary, Zonta, View, Apex and Kiwani clubs. Our
. ere Is then a call by a number o S, Inciu 'ng.community benefits enormously from the contribution of
independent members_ofthls house, for there to be an INQUIY ose clubs, a number of community projects, supporting
as to what wentwrong in the department, why he, and 'ndeef?;\milies and schools, and supporting things like the Breakfast

his CEO, were not told; and that it be reported back. T.h‘_aCIub at local schools. If we ever need an understanding of
minister, in interviews on radio in response to this call, Sa'dvolunteers and if we put aside the economic benefits of

_Look, I haven't yet determined that they have made a mistakeolunteers, we need only look at the social benefits to our
either . . that's why we're going through this proper investigation. . . community from volunteer work: the friendships and the
He made it abundantly clear that it was a matter whichcommunity skills which are developed.
required investigation and that he would bring that informa-  Mr Griffiths: Enormous.
tion, ultimately, back to the parliament. On 16 April he  Mr PICCOLO: Enormous, the member says. That is
confirmed that Mr Walsh’s report was underway. correct.

It is now clear from the report that Mr Walsh prepared it  Mr Pisoni interjecting:
on 30 April. So within three weeks of his instruction he has  Mr PICCOLO: Human capital. There are also volunteers
investigated, looked nationwide at the legislation andwvho help build our community capacity and they help build
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the community. As | noted recently, they also help people Mr Griffiths: They weren’t all from your staff, were
actually integrate into our community. When people come tahey?
live in a community, they actually get to know their township ~ Mr VENNING: My staff did not register a vote, member
and become integrated with the community—which is arfor Goyder. Barossa Wine and Tourism marketing manager,
important thing—through their local community group. If we Racheal Klitscher, says this is a fantastic opportunity to
need to understand how important our volunteers are, wehowcase the Barossa to the world and to reinforce its
need only imagine our own community without the school orposition as one of the iconic Australian tourism destinations.
sporting coach, who is a volunteer; imagine if communityEveryone can go past gaol, go past ‘Go’, pick up their $200
groups no longer cleaned up the environment or planted treesind have a wonderful night in the Barossa with top food and
etc; imagine if the social clubs for the elderly no longertop wine. So, get on board! It is a pity about the railway
existed or if all the playgroups for kids did not exist. Imaginestations, Madam Deputy Speaker. We have our four good
if the support, for example, of our built environment norailway stations—Angaston, Nuriootpa, Tanunda and
longer existed. There are a number of things that volunteelisyndoch—but there is no passenger rail service to the
do in our community which need to be acknowledged. ThaBarossa any more, although there is a freight service. The
is why volunteers need our support. stations are all still there but no passenger train. Perhaps there
The state government is supporting volunteers in a veris a ‘Chance’ card in the budget for a new Barossa hospital
practical way through the Office of Volunteers. | recentlytomorrow, or maybe a ‘Community Chest’ card for an
attended the signing of the Gawler Volunteer Charter, whickextension to the dial-a-ride service.
is something | was involved in as the mayor, where the state Or is there a ‘Chance’ card saying more funding for the
government was represented by the Minister for VolunteersRegional Food SA Co-op Ltd, a wonderful not-for-profit
the Hon. Jennifer Rankine. The charter, the first of its type irorganisation based in the Barossa, which acts as a distribution
this state, describes the relationship between the volunteagent for a range of small to medium producers, buying and
groups in the town and the council, and how they can worlselling on their behalf. They market food not only for the
together for the benefit of the community. It is a model forBarossa but for all South Australian regional areas. This
local government which other councils can follow. Thecooperative received seed funding for three years to get
Gawler Volunteer Centre, also established with the supposstablished, and it is almost there, but it really needs another
of the state government, is now run by the council with theyear of funding before it can reach self-funding capacity. It
support of volunteers, again another— needs more time to increase clients, producers and representa-
Mr Griffiths interjecting: tives on the ground. The Regional Food SA Co-op won a
Mr PICCOLO: They do, and that is why the state Premier's Food Award in 2006 for the most innovative and
government has made $200 000 available in the next financiautstanding entrepreneurial company. It is a wonderful
year to support local communities to establish them. Thisoncept that gets smaller producers into the marketplace
financial support will help local communities determine when they would have no hope of doing so on their own.
where they need to establish their centres. One of the These gourmet goodies are available through an online
community groups that | mentioned was a school governingtore and feature foods that are grown, produced and
council. Itis a group that is often not well recognised in ourprocessed in South Australia. Product categories include
community. They are volunteers helping to steer the educaondiments and relishes, honey, fruit, pasta, spices, chocolate,
tion of young people in our communities. | have a number oblives and oil. According to the website, the co-op recorded
schools in my community, and | sit on two governing the strongest sales month in December 2006, a result of
councils which are doing enormous good work for ourconsistent sales representatives in three states. Sales are up

community. 78 per cent from December 2005, but it still needs some
Time expired. funding to keep it viable until it reaches self-funding levels
of sales.
BAROSSA VALLEY It has been brought to my attention that the state govern-

ment appears to have dumped its food groups. There were
Mr VENNING (Schubert): For many years | have been eijght or nine groups, and it is now down to five. A represen-
coming in here with good news stories about my belovedative of Regional Food SA Co-op went to a Melbourne food
electorate, in particular, the Barossa Valley. Well, Madantonference last year. Interstate groups thought that South
Deputy Speaker, they seem to get better and better. It igystralia was way ahead with its food groups. Now that
official: the Barossa has been voted into the number one spgppears to have been taken away from them because of
in the new all-Australian version of Monopoly. It is the all- funding cuts.
Australian equivalent of Mayfair on the international  congratulations to all those in the Barossa who made the
Monopoly board. I am really chuffed; proof again that we areaystralian Monopoly board happen. Yes, monopoly has a lot
number one. Mayfair, as members would know, is theg do with the Barossa. The Barossa has a monopoly on the
number one spot, the most coveted property on the board. jjorid's best wines, a monopoly on the finest Australian food,
really is the jewel in the crown, so to speak. _ amonopoly on the finest tourist destinations, and a monopoly
As members know, | have always been a champion of thgn the most wonderful people—mine host—for discerning
Barossa, but just recently there was a poll across Australigiternational travellers. Itis world class and world renowned.

suggesting that it had dropped out of the top 10 tourist is the best, beautiful Barossa. Ein Prosit!
destinations in Australia. Well, this just proves that it is still

as popular as ever. Out of a total of 17 million votes cast, CRIMES, Mr E.H.

close to half were for South Australian regions, and Adelaide

came second. The Barossa received an extraordinary The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON (Attorney-General): |rise

2 046 136 votes, putting it way out of front of all other to congratulate the former member for Spence, Ernest Henry
destinations. The Barossa— Crimes, on reaching the milestone of his 100th birthday.
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Ernie was born in Crewe, Cheshire, England on 27 Mayf South Australia, théabor Herald, from 1950 until his
1907. Once, the South Cheshire town of Crewe was reretirement in 1986. After his retirement from parliament he
nowned for its position as undisputed capital of the nation'svas appointed to the board of the Savings Bank of South
railway industry, turning out a constant line of world-classAustralia.
trains, being a major junction and once home to busy railway | should add that Ernie wrote a very long-running column
networks. Ernie Crimes moved to Adelaide with his parentsn the Labor Herald under the pen-name ‘Saboteur’. He
when he was five years of age. His father was a fitter anderved as the president of Labor's May Day Committee, the
turner and ardent socialist, who was involved in the AmalgaSouth Australian president of the Australia-Soviet Friendship
mated Engineering Union, both in South Australia andSociety, a member of the ALP State Executive and president
England. The Amalgamated Engineering Union, | think untilof many sub-branches of the Australian Labor Party. In an
the late 1960s, was organised along international lines, so thativertiser article of 21 January 1986, Ernie Crimes is
the South Australian branch was, in fact, a branch of theeported to have said that the Polish union movement
British union. Solidarity is a Roman Catholic/CIA conspiracy.

Ernie soon exhibited his political leanings when he Time expired.
campaigned against conscription in World War | while still
at primary school. In an article in theabor Herald he is
quoted as saying:

I'd go to school wearing an ALP badge with a big red NO in the
middle of Australia on it. And | would never take part in the

conservative demonstrations. A few of.uswould sit in the

- B - b SELECT COMMITTEE ON BALANCING WORK
| d hile th t of th t drilling.
classroom reading comics while the rest of them were out drilling AND LIFE RESPONSIBILITIES

The former member for Spence considers himself ‘a deep-

dyed socialist of the old school’ and claims he leftthe Labor The DEPUTY SPEAKER: | advise the house that the

Party when the Keating government privatised the Commonspeaker has today received a letter from the member for

wealth Bank. In the same article he says: Napier, advising with regret that he must resign from the
What we're going through now is a gigantic capitalistic swindle Select Committee on Balancing Work and Life Responsibili-

on the world. They’re trylng to make Somethlng last that won't |aStt|eS due to h|s appo|ntment as Cha|r toa Cablnet |nqu|ry
And of course they're completely ignoring the class nature of

g?g'ﬁéyééjnt#; \Ij\,?]l,)g}: Ea;t%,;fd“ffvﬁoisse”'”g were all just citizens The Hon. K.A. MAYWALD (Minister for the River
Mr Venning: Hear, hear! Murray): 1 move: ) _
The Hon. M.J. ATKINSON: ‘Hear, hear says the __ThatMs Ciccarello be appointed fo the Select Committee on
member for Schubert. Emie claims the nearest thing to th al_anugg Work and Life Responsibilities in place of Mr O’Brien,
. : . . signed.
Labor party of old in the federal parliament is the Greens. He 9 ) )
therefore claims to now vote 1 Greens, 2 Democrats and Motion carried.

3 Labor. He says:
Both parties, Labor and Liberal-National, believe in economic CLIMATE CHANGE AND GREENHOUSE

rationalism, which is just another name for hard-line capitalism. EMISSIONS REDUCTION BILL

That's all it is.

Ernie Crimes was one of several ALP members who were Consideration in committee of the Legislative Council’s
accused by Don Dunstan and the previous member, Cyrﬂmendments.

Hutchens, of pro-Soviet leanings. Ernie was suspended from | "€ Hon. M.D. RANN: Of the 17 amendments proposed
holding any ALP office for a period of 12 months, well by the opposition parties, the government is prepared to agree

before my time. In théderald article, veterarHerald writer to support 14 of them, in the spirit of bipartisanship that | am
Phil Robins states that: sure we will find this afternoon.

Ernie agreed he was the most left-wing member of caucus and Amendments Nos 1 and 2:
thinks that is why Dunstan did not like him. The Hon. M.D. RANN: | move:
Ernie served as the first member for Spence from 30 May That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos 1 and 2 be
1970. Previously, the seat had been known as Hindmarshgreed to.
when it was held by Cyril Hutchens for Labor and, before  Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | will begin by making some
that, John MciInnes. Ernie was re-elected on 10 March 1973emarks to explain our position with respect to amendments
He had previously contested the Adelaide Hills seat olNos 1 and 2, because they are consequential on, or linked to,
Gumeracha twice, in 1959 and again in 1965, against Seimendment No. 3, as | understand it. If the clerks can
Thomas Playford. Ernie Crimes retired at the snap electiorexamine and confirm that, | think they will find that the three
that is, the railway sale election, of 1975 owing to the ALPof them are all connected. | am explaining to the committee
policy of the time that no MP could stand for a new term if that, in principle, the opposition remains resolved at some
he would be 70 years before the end of it. Indeed, | knowpoint in the future to look at interim targets that set a goal to
from first-hand experience that Ernie Crimes never forgavée achieved before 2050. However, | make the point that,
Don Dunstan for calling that election and depriving him of since this matter was dealt with in the other place, there have
an entitlement to parliamentary superannuation. been a number of very significant developments that will

During his time in parliament, Ernie was a member of theaffect our consideration of amendments Nos 1, 2 and 3. In
Labor Party’s Parliamentary Labour and Industry Committeeparticular, the Premier has produced his greenhouse strategy
the Conservation Committee, and the Parliamentary Lantbr climate change, and it is a very interesting read. He has
Settlement Committee. He was managing editor of thalso announced the Thinkers in Residence report entitled
official newspaper of the United Trades and Labor CouncilClimate Change: Risks and Opportunities’.
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More importantly, the Emissions Trading Task Forceat this juncture. That is surprising because the message that
(commissioned by the federal government) last Fridaysuggests to me is—
released its report, which provided some new science, TheHon. M.D. Ranninterjecting:
modelling and data very relevant to our consideration of Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: It does raise the question
amendments Nos 1, 2 and 3. The task force report observechether the bill—
that an interim target by 2050, which would see a 20 per cent The Hon. M.D. Rann: You've had it for weeks.
reduction in emissions from 1990 levels, ‘would involve  The CHAIR: Order! Premier, | remind you that you will
replacing Australia’s entire fossil-fuelled fired electricity have an opportunity to reply on the record for the benefit of
generation capacity with electricity from nuclear power whileHansard.
atthe same time removing all vehicles from our roads’. | say Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Thank you, Madam Chair. It
again: ‘removing all vehicles from our roads’. raises the question as to whether or not the bill was properly

| must say that those of us on this side of the chambethought through when it first came here, but | stand to be
found that new information quite startling and concerningcorrected by the Premier. | did not handle the bill when it first
and it put the spotlight on the issue that it is very importancame to the house, although | participated in the debate; if |
for South Australian businesses and families that we do n@m wrong, | am happy to be corrected. We will not be
pass measures that are likely to result in extraordinarjnsisting on amendments Nos 1 and 2. The government has
hardship for them; for example, financial hardship whichthe numbers. If for some reason of the government’s own it
would put people out of business or which would result inwants to agree with those amendments and insist on them, in
energy or other utility bills that they simply cannot sustain.effect, they become the government's amendments, and the
Equally, such an effect would prevent the Roxby Downsgovernment will have ownership of them. That is fine as long
expansion from going ahead. It might dramatically andas the Premier understands that, in effect, they will become
drastically affect dozens of major and small businesses in tHéis amendments. We do not think they are necessary any

state and have a very disastrous effect on the whole statenger, so we will not be supporting amendments Nos 1 and
economy. 2. 1 am happy to deal with amendment No. 3 again, if

In light of this new information, the opposition has Necessary. So, we will not be insisting on those two amend-

determined not to insist on its amendments Nos 1, 2 and 3 §#€Nts, and | put it back to the house whether or not the
this juncture. As we remarked when the measure was firdt"emier wants to take ownership of those two amendments

considered in this house, we think the bill is largely symbolic,"oW and make them his own. _
because the targets are not mandated. The Hon. M.D. RANN: | do want to take ownership of

C amendments Nos 1 and 2, and | think they were not put

The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting: . . forward by us but | am certainly very pleased to be able to
_ MrHAMILTON-SMITH: ~ Well, in practical terms, the  g,nnrt these amendments. They provide for the setting of an
bill means nothing, in that it will not involve any penalties o jyterim target, and they are necessary to facilitate an interim
any punitive or enforcement provisions. Itreally is Symbo"ctarget and, therefore, they are supported because | believe
and, in some respects, worthless as an instrument to enforg&sre should be an interim target. | cannot understand what

emissions reductions. Nevertheless, when it comes e | eader of the Opposition was actually talking about

amendments Nos 1, 2 and 3, | think it is very important thabecause, from my memory, we were asked for an interim

major parties signal targets which are achievable, not targefarget by the Liberal opposition, and | said | was prepared to

which are unachievable, even though they may not bgqy at one between the passage of going through—
mandatory. If we stand up and say that we should be setting 1y Hamilton-Srith interjecting:

an aspirational target to achieve certain cuts and emissions The Hon. M.D. RANN: No going through the lower

which are just completely unrealistic and which would have,q,se and the upper house and, indeed, your party dealt with
completely disastrous effects to the economy, the signal Wg,,, amendments in the upper house and rejected it; so, you
are sending to the people of South Australia when we do thaf,ye known about it for weeks. Clearly, as was the case with
is that we are irresponsible. the Lawson statement about law and order yesterday, you do
We did not have this information a little over two months not talk to each other, and that is the problem with the Liberal
ago when this matter came through this house. We now havearty. We will be adopting and supporting amendments Nos 1
a report—and | make the point to the committee that theind 2 because they help facilitate an interim target and later
Emissions Trading Task Force includes none other than then, in opposing amendment No. 3, we will be introducing a
secretary of the federal Treasury; it has some pretty weightifew interim target.
people on it—basically saying, ‘Anyone who proceeds with  Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | note that the government,
these sorts of targets on an interim basis who has not thougfteffect, is proposing these amendments of its own account,
it through may be taking a very irresponsible step that coul@yhich is great. | see that the government is now going to put
have a compelling and disastrous effect on South Australiajh an interim target, despite the evidence that has since
businesses and families.” We have a drought and all sorts @fanspired from the Emissions Trading Task Force. Given that
problems. We certainly would not want to precipitate that sorthese are now the Premier's amendments, and | say that at
of hardship onto people, even if it is a non-mandatoryfirst blush | am quite intrigued that he has done this; | think
voluntary target. it is going to provide a very interesting few months going
For that reason, given this new information, we haveforward. Has the Premier read the Emissions Trading Task
resolved not to insist on our Amendments Nos 1, 2 and 3. Force’s report? Secondly, could | ask what economic
note that there are some forthcoming amendments from thmodelling and what research and science has he commis-
government and that the Premier wants to proceed with somstoned as Premier to substantiate the need for an interim
interim targets of his own, which surprises me a little becaustarget now that he has ownership of it?
I would have thought they might have come in when the bill  The Hon. M.D. RANN: | will be going on to that when
first came to the house, not as amendments to be dealt witlget to amendment No. 3.
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Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting: stage government supports the interim target of reducing
The Hon. M.D. RANN: You are a stranger to shame, emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, and will commit to
because in the lower house you said we would need aongoing policy development in an effort to reach this target
interim target, that the bill was not strong enough. We theras a stepping stone to the target of a 60 per cent reduction by
provide you with an interim target that would be the stronges2050. The Leader of the Opposition is telling us that this is
in Australia and would match that of California. But in the a revelation to him. This is the target that he said was
upper house it was too weak, so you come up with your owminachievable—
policy, and we have your statement on the day about how you Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: Point of order, Madam
were going to be tough as the new Leader of the OppositiorGChair—
leading from the front; you were going to demand this and The Hon. M.D. RANN: —that it was too weak.
that. Now you have backed down on your target, and now \jy HAMILTON-SMITH: | have said no such thing.
you want to back down on the target that you said was t0ghat is a complete fabrication by the Premier, and I ask him
weak. So what is going on? Will the real Leader of theiq withdraw what is a false statement.
Opposition please stand up? Amendment Nos 1 and 2, if yoU The Hon. M.D. RANN: You and your party opposed this

happen to look at this, are actually about facilitating. If you,g peing too weak, and that is why you did your deal with the

want to debate the merits of the interim target, whichgreengin order to play games. If you want to be an alterna-

apparently you did not know about even though it WaSjye premier, act like an alternative premier. The target of

debated ar]d reject.ed.by your ovyn party room— reducing emissions to 1990 levels by 2020 would be the only
Mr Hanilton-Smith interjecting. legislated interim target in Australia, and would match the
The Hon. M.D. RANN: It is about time you started to pay target set in California.

attention. Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting:

Motion carried. . S L
Amendment No. 3: The Hon. M.D. RANN: You think it's a load of—

The Hon. M.D. RANN: | oppose amendment No. 3 Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting:
(clause 5, page 5). During debate of the bill, the opposition The CHAIR: Order! _
put forward an amendment for an interim emissions target of The Hon. M.D. RANN: Do you want us to make it
areduction of 20 per cent. The government agreed to look dpandatory?
an interim target between the houses. The proposed emissions The CHAIR: Order, Premier!
target of a 20 per cent reduction of 1990 levels by 2020 has The Hon. M.D. RANN: Did you get another call from
been considered by the Department of Premier and Cabinéohn Howard?
and the Department of Transport, Energy and Infrastructure. The CHAIR: Premier, please resume your seat. The
Their advice was that such a target being proposed—forcé-eader of the Opposition will not scream across the chamber.
fully and dynamically by the Leader of the Opposition— | will vacate the chair if this continues.
cannot be achieved, and would damage the state’s economy. Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | rise on a point of order,
The increasing economic activity in the state, including theviadam Chair. If the Premier hurls abuse and insults across
forecast mining activity and the current lack of implementa-the chamber, he invites interjections. | simply ask that you
tion of climate change policy initiatives at the national level,call the Premier to order as well as me, and we can proceed—
such as an emissions trading scheme, put that target out of The CHAIR: Order! There is no point of order. The
South Australia’s reach. | am advised that adopting such peader of the Opposition will not enter into debate with the
target is neither feasible nor responsible. chair.

What happened, of course, is that if we had a target here The Hon, M.D. RANN: What we are suggesting is that
of no emissions at all in South Australia—or only 1 per centne only legislated interim target in Australia would match the
emissions—the Greens would say that was not acceptablgyget set in California. On Thursday 12 April 2007, in one

There is no way anyone would satisfy the Greens. Theys his first interviews as Leader of the Opposition, the
would rather have the state closed down, the electricity powgfember for Waite said:

stations trned off, no industries, and no business, be.cause We supported deeper cuts in the bill that's been before parliament
they do not care at,’OUt workers. And so What happened is thﬁﬁt they're, of course, voluntary cuts, they're not binding on
there was a Faustian pact between the Liberal Party and tiygsiness. We will reconsider any proposal for mandatory cuts that
Greens. The Liberal Party did not support what we werevill have an effect on business because that's a much more serious
doing and the Greens resented what we were doing, so thepeoposition. So, we will stand by our decision but if they become
was a Faustian pact designed to kill the bill. What did theynandatory cuts we will be reviewing it.

come up with? Oh, the Liberals would support the GreensBasically you stood up and said: deep down you are a
amendment, even though it was totally irresponsible anghoney. That is what you were doing on that day. The leader
unachievable—but it seems like the Prime Minister andclearly has never been serious about climate change, just as
Business SA have had a word. the Prime Minister has not been.

I am told that national and international developments Business SA expressed concern on Thursday 29 March
outside state government’s control would have also influwith the Liberal opposition’s interim target. Business SA's
enced whether the target is achievable. Such developmerfeter Vaughan said at the time the amendments were
include the development of geothermal energy technologwpproved in the upper house that it would cost jobs and lead
carbon storage capture technology, as well as clean cotd business closures. He said that the government’s original
technology. The state government supports the interim targérgets of reducing greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 levels
of reducing emissions to 1990 levels by 2020— by 2020 would be a stretch, but he said amendments restrict-

Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting: ing those levels by a further 20 per cent could not be achieved

The Hon. M.D. RANN: It has been debated by you in the without substantial cost to the business community. On ABC
upper house, Marty. Pay attention—read Hensard. The 891, he said:
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To have an amendment which proposes a tougher regime thaimply say this, and perhaps | should put it in the form of a
L%emg?é%flnT%'grggﬁgSreez |II? tg{wswotfh%fﬁgn%?xsioggg ;ggitgéotjﬁestion, and that is to ask the Premier whether he has done
and ICt)he c%s% of achieving thyat in business ?ermgs, which directl he economic mod(_elllng and done the science to sustain the
relates to employment. argument he has just put, because | put to you, Madam
Itis interesting that Peter Vaughan has again written to us tChalr'—and | wil use the same language the Premier used—if
advise us of his concemns in that regard %ere_ls a_phoney |n_the chambe_r atthe moment, the phoney

: . is sitting right there in the Premier’s chair. Phoney, phoney,
h N . . %honey. This whole bill is nothing but huff and puff, with no
change. In fact, for along time, during its 11 years in Omce'mandatory requirement on anybody to do anything, but a

it has refused to recognise its existence. Mr Howard has be . ; :
forced to act on climate change by the leadership shown %%aot opportunity for the Premier to grandstand, as he is apt

the issue by the state Labor governments and by Kevin Rudd. ~
It has been a miracle transformation for Mr Howard from | would simply make this point: that we recognise, in light
sceptic to now where he is desperately trying to take actior®f the Emissions Trading Task Force, and work that he, as
or appear to take action, in the lead-up to the fast approachirfgyemier, alleges has been done by the department, which no-
federal election. one has seen, by the way, and which seems to be secretive,
On that, let us remember that last September, | think ithat a target of a 20 per cent reduction in emissions to 1990
was, John Thwaites, the Deputy Premier of Victoria, Morrislevels by 2020 would impose some economic hardships. That
lemma, the Premier of New South Wales, and | held a pred§ Why we are not insisting on this amendment—because new
conference at Bondi Beach at which we released a discussidiformation, new science, has come to light. On that particu-
paper on setting up an emissions trading scheme—I am sul@ point, | tend to agree with the Premier. We have been
the Leader of the Opposition has read this. The Primgnlightened by the research that has been done by the
Minister came out and said it would wreck the economy, itEmissions Trading Task Force, and that is why we are not
was just the end of civilisation. Now, of course, the Primeinsisting on the amendment.

Minister wants an emissions trading scheme. What the Premier needs to understand, though, is that his
Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting: senior federal colleague, Peter Garrett, wants to stick to that
The Hon. M.D. RANN: No, it would not have, notatall. standard. He wants to stick to the standard of a 20 per cent

You do not know what you are talking about. The reality forreduction in emissions from 1990 levels by 2020. With that,

the Leader of the Opposition is that he has been blatantliie wants to bring upon Australia what the Prime Minister has

caught out trying to be too smart by half. He is not only outdescribed as a Garrett recession we do not need to have. In
of kilter with his own party and the Prime Minister, but he a moment we will get to debate the Premier’s amendment.
has tried to force on South Australia a target that is completep/e might talk about the Rann recession we do not need to
ly irresponsible and unachievable. | am advised that Southave either, when | ask him about the science for his interim

Australia’s economic activity, including mining, is not target—but we will talk about that in a moment.

projected to peak until 2015. | am also advised that South The point that the committee needs to understand in

Australia is on track to reach its Kyoto target adopted in lati Ft) d t No. 3 is that this | hani

South Australia’s Strategic Plan. This is 108 per cent abovEs 2ton to amendment V0. S IS that this IS as much an 1Ssue

1990 levels by 2012, an 8 per cent increase on 1990 level&20Ut the economy as it is about the environment. It is an
Therefore, it is clear that our emissions, as | have sailf>"¢ about the economy, because it will have an impact on

repeatedly, will increase before they reduce people’_s Iiv_es. Signif_icantly reducing e_missions in South
The gO\,/ernment’s interim target of retu.rning to 1990Austral_la will mean hlgher costs for busmesse_s and housc_e-
levels by 2020 is an ambitious target but one the S,[a,[holds ngh_t here in Adelaide and across the regions. There is
: . o Fo escaping that and anyone, particularly the Premier, who
government is committed to achieving and one that w

believe we can achieve. As indicated, the opposition retends otherwise, is not a serious participant in this hugely

proposed target, which apparently it has now abandoned, W%“nportant public policy debate. That is the bottom line. It will

unachievable and mere political posturing, because it wan ﬁange the entire cost structure of our economy. We simply
p P 9 ave to get it right and, if we get it wrong, it will have a
to play games rather than be an alternative government.

Less mv onlv advice to the Leader of the Opposition. havin ramatic effect on South Australia. That is why we are not
Eeld thatyroley— PP ’ ﬂwsisting on amendment No. 3.

Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting: | note that the Premier also is not agreeing with it, so

The Hon. M.D. RANN: Oh, you don’t need my advice. Perhaps we should just deal with it and move on to debate the
Having been Leader of the Opposition for eight years is— Premier's amendment, which | assume we will deal with

Mr Hamilton-Smith: | do not want it. shortly. Are we dealing with the Premier's amendments as we

The Hon. M.D. RANN: Because you do not want to Work our way through the bill or are we dealing with the
know how to win. Well, perhaps you should not take mySchedule of amendments made by the Legislative Council and

advice. then returning to the Premier's amendments? | am happy to
Mr Hamilton-Smith: You got it given to you on a silver MOVve on from clause 3 since we both seem to agree that it
platter. should be struck off.

The Hon. M.D. RANN: Given to us on a silver platter. The CHAIR: Premier, before inviting you to speak, | will
Yes, you had seven hours with Peter Lewis, we had aboyjtist clarify that it was your intention to move that the House
five minutes, but perhaps that says more about your advocaf Assembly disagrees to amendment No. 3 from the
cy. So we will therefore oppose the amendment. Legislative Council and move instead the following alterna-

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  As we are not insisting on the tive amendment as tabled, which | believe all members of the
amendmentin any event, perhaps we are having a debate tltammittee have had an opportunity to view. That is the
might not need to be had on this particular clause. | wouldjuestion before the chair.
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Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  As a point of clarification, we In the last six months people said that it was totally
will have an opportunity to debate the Premier's amendmeninachievable. We are actually ahead of where we need to be
shortly? to reach those targets. We also came out and put our money

The CHAIR: We are doing that now. where our mouth is and said that, for the contract that we

The Hon. M.D. RANN: | move: have in terms of buying sustainable energy, 20 per cent of our

Thatthe House of Assembly disagrees to amendment No. 3 mad@Wer by the end of, | think, this year would come from
by the Legislative Council and makes the following alternativesustainable energy largely from wind power. That was part

amendments in lieu thereof: of the purchase for power used in hospitals, schools and
Claﬁiieesl,spage 5— government buildings. As a result of our doing that, it meant
Delete ‘Two’ and substitute ‘Three’ that other states then followed. We then challenged local
After line 13— government to come out and do the same, and dozens of
Insert: councils came out and matched us.

(aa) an interim target to the SA target, thatis to  What we are doing with the sectoral voluntary agreements
reduce by 31 December 2020 greenhouse gags negotiating with sectors for them to do the right thing. It

g(r}ndsalslt%ngrvl\gtshslrlrt]g% sltggeotlcé\e;glgmountthatlsis about leadership. The Leader of the Opposition wants to

After line 19— make them mandatory, apparently. Maybe he should tell that
Insert: to Business SA.
(2a) The targets under subsection (2)— Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | will start by again pointing

(@) are to be achieved in a manner that is consisout to the house that the Premier has made another false
;enn(} with the principles reflected in this act; gya1ement. | did not say that anything should be mandatory,
(b) are set recognising that their achievement will SO he is wrong again. The remarks he just made are untruth-
be influenced by national and international ful. He knows them to be untruthful, but he makes them,
developments that are outside the control of anyway; typical of the Premier. What economic modelling,
the state government. what thorough scientific research has the Premier done to
Apparently this is a revelation to the Leader of the Oppositiorassure South Australians that the target that he seeks to insert
except that he has had them for weeks and he opposed therirthe bill—the 2020 target to reduce gas emissions within the
in the upper house because they were too weak. Far too weakate to an amount equal to or less than 1990 levels—will not
the Liberals said, and unenforceable anyway, and nowause crushing economic hardship on South Australians? We
apparently they are going to cause a recession. This juake very happy to consider the science; we are very happy to
shows how lacking in substance you are. consider the economic modelling.

Mr PEDERICK: There was much debate in the upper  The Premier is trying to make hay out of the fact that two
house about where the baseline measurement is as far as #rehree months ago, when we dealt with this issue, we had
level of megatons of emissions per annum. The number fag certain position. Now that a number of publications have
2004 is said to be 27.6 megatons per annum where the leveleme out—some of which he has produced—with new
for 1990 were 32.4 megatonns per annum. Projections imformation, now that pressing scientific research has come
2007 are to be near 1990 levels, which is 32.4 megatons. Hows the public forum in the form of an emissions trading
do we get such a dramatic increase from 27.6 megatons target—

2004 to 32.4 megatons in around 18 months, which is the The Hon. P.F. Conlon:Now that John Howard has told
projected 2007 figure? you what to do.

It gets a bit confusing whether imported power generated Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Well, the barking chihuahua,
interstate is included in these figures. Some would say thahe Minister for Infrastructure, is out of the kennel—woof,
the 2004 emissions is 27.6 megatons but then, with importedloof! Go and balance the books on the Northern Expressway
power, it goes up to 31.8 megatons per annum. Even thougind then come back and talk about greenhouse gas emissions.
it is a totally voluntary piece of legislation and no-one has taf you want to participate in the debate jump up; there is your
abide by it, what is the baseline emission measurement arggat—contribute!
does it include imported power generated from interstate? The CHAIR: Order!

The Hon. M.D. RANN: This is based on all the emerging ~ Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Well, if you—
national and international best practice that comes out of what The CHAIR: Order! Leader of the Opposition, sit down.
is being done by the international bodies on this, the Stern Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  He is interjecting out of his
review, and so on. The Climate Change Council will have tglace; you do not call him to order. What is going on?
report every year and we will have to report every two years. The CHAIR: The Leader of the Opposition will treat this
In terms of whether it recognises greenhouse gas producedmmittee with respect or the chair will be vacated. Leader
interstate in terms of power, that has been recognised in thef the Opposition.
greenhouse strategy that you have before you. Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  On a point of order, Madam

One minute, people keep saying that this is voluntary andzhair, a moment ago you allowed the Minister for Infrastruc-
therefore, ineffectual; then in the next minute they sayture to interject out of this place freely. You did not call him
however, it will destroy the economy, even though what willto order. That side of the house was out of control, and yet
now destroy the economy and force a recession in Soutyou call me to order. | seek your guidance. Will you enforce
Australia was described by you a few weeks ago as being tahe standing orders as chairperson equally with government
weak as well as unenforceable. It is becoming bizarre. Whahembers and with opposition members?
has happened is that we are showing leadership. We are The CHAIR: The Leader of the Opposition will sit down.
showing leadership by being the first place ever to say thakhe Leader of the Opposition may now resume his comments
we will have 20 per cent of our own power produced andn relation to this clause.
consumed in South Australia from sustainable energy by MrHAMILTON-SMITH: | will get back to the question
2020, and we will reach that. that | am putting to the Premier. If the Premier can table, right
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now, the economic research, modelling and proof to substamr Leader of the Opposition, in command, when you put
tiate his claim that the amendment he now seeks to insert iforward your amendment that was much tougher, you must
the bill is achievable without undue economic hardship orhave done some scientific study. Or was it like your an-
South Australian families and businesses, we are very happouncement of a desalination plant and the price you plucked
to consider that modelling. We may be encouraged; we areut of the sky? Or was it like your nuclear power station?
open to be persuaded by the Premier if he can produce the The thing about being in opposition is that you have to
science to absolutely confirm that the amendment he seeksderstand the difference between strategy and tactics, and
to make will not lead to a Rann recession—a Rann recessiofou also have to remember what you said the day before. And
that we do not need to have. We have had one beforeye have it all. Basically, we go to our government depart-
remember the State Bank debt. Remember the last time meents—the Premier’s department, the sustainability council,
was in charge he wreaked havoc. He wrecked the state. e department of energy, the department for infrastructure
would not want him to do that again. | am just looking for theand transport—as well as taking into account the work that
evidence, the facts, the science to substantiate his claim thahave done through the CAF process, to come up with
the amendment, which he sought to make in the other housmmething that is achievable, as opposed to the baloney you
and which he now seeks to make here, is sustainable. put forward. Now, presumably, based on your thesis, you
We are not opposed to aspirational goals. Let me makmust have done some scientific research when you came up
this very clear, Premier: we are not opposed to aspirationalith your target. | challenge the Leader of the Opposition to
goals at all. As a matter of fact, | do not know if the Premiershow us and table the scientific research that he thought was
has seen Al Gore’s video on this. Have you seen Al Gore'sichievable a few weeks ago and now apparently will destroy

video on this? the economy.
The Hon. M.J. Atkinson: We loved you with Matt and Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Thank you, Madam—
Dave this morning. The CHAIR: Order, you have not been called, Leader of

The CHAIR: Order! The Attorney will cease interrupting. the Opposition. The Leader of the Opposition.

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Have you seen it? Have you Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Thank you, Madam Chair, |
read the bool&n Inconvenient Truth? am so glad. | have a startling revelation to make, Madam

The Hon. M.D. Rann: Yes. Chair, and | am a bit overcome. But | have to admit | may

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  You have seen the movie? It have erred. | have come to the realisation that we have not
is very good viewing. | can tell you that it has caused a lot ofdone the detailed economic modelling and research to
debate on this side of the house. | suspect that we are mosepport—
committed than the Premier and many on his side to address- The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting:
ing the problem of climate change. There is one distinct Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  No, | hate to have to admit
difference: we understand that, before you go out there witkhis, but we have not done the detailed economic modelling
aspirational goals—without any science, without anyto support the proposition we put in the other place and
economic modelling, without doing any homework—andinserted into the bill and which we now seek not to insist
require businesses and families to face ruin, it is a very goodpon. | must say, we did consult with people, but have now
idea to make sure that you have your facts right. With thigealised this. And this is the point: the Premier does not seem
amendment and the whole bill, the Premier wants to go oub have been listening to me, but we realised when we read
there with a whole lot of grandstanding and say to peoplethe Emissions Trading Task Force report that there were
‘Look at me! I'm the champion of greenhouse concerns. lsome weaknesses in the proposition that we had put in the
haven't done any homework; | haven't done any economiapper house. What we thought was: maybe there is a need for
modelling; | don’t know what impact this will have on your far more detailed economic modelling. The other point that
life, but I'm the hero. Worship me!’ I make, and this may come as a shock to the Premier, is that

What we say is: give us the science, give us the economiwe do not have tens of millions of dollars on this side of the
modelling, and give us the facts now. Can you table now théouse to spend on consultants, and we do not have 20
detailed economic modelling to support the amendment yoministerial staff for every minister. In fact, do you know how
are seeking to make? If you can table it now we will be happynany extra staff every shadow minister gets? Zero! And, in
to take it away and consider it between the houses and maylfect, we do not have the resources—
we can reach some accommaodation. But, if you have done no The Hon. P.F. CONLON: | have a point of order,
homework, if you have no economic modelling, if like PeterMadam Chair. Apart from the fact that nothing has changed
Garrett you do not have a clue what effect this will have orfor shadow ministers’ staff—we didn’t get any, either, from
South Australian families and businesses but you would likehem—I do not know how it is relevant to the debate. How
to do it anyway, | am sorry, we are not overly encouraged bys the number of staff he has relevant to the debate?
your proposition. So, have you done the modelling and have Membersinterjecting:
you done the research, or not? If you have, putit on the table. The CHAIR: Order! There is not a point of order, but the

The CHAIR: Order! There is a point of order. Leader of the Opposition will keep his remarks more tightly
The Hon. P.F. CONLON: He is obviously off the bill, to the question.

but he needs to sit down. Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Thank you, Madam Chair. On
The CHAIR: The Premier. the point that the Premier has made, | am asking him for the

The Hon. M.D. RANN: We have just had the Leader of economic modelling and research that he has done to sustain
the Opposition, who wants to be the Premier of this statehe amendment he has before us at the present time. | make
barking like a dog in the house. Itis interesting that there aréhe simple point that he is the government; he has the money
no cameras here. He was barking like a dog. He is now saying engage consultants; and he is in the position to consult with
that | am going to be setting interim targets that will crippledepartments and seek guidance from public servants. He has
the state’s economy, He said just a few weeks ago that it waextraordinary resources to provide the economic modelling
not tough enough and it was too weak. So, presumablynd the research that is needed to support his amendment. On
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this side of the house | am equally making the point that wenow it will crush small business, farmers and everyone else
do not have those resources. That is why we did not insist oim the state.

amendment No.3, and that is why | ask the Premier for his Mr Hamilton-Smith interjecting:

research. We are open to any proposition the Premier may The Hon. M.D. RANN: ‘Oh, waffle can do that,’ he said.
seek to put, as long as he has done his homework. This Kgain, | point out that we have agreed to suggestions and
what premiers have to do: they have to do their homeworkamendments in the other house to have our science independ-
The Premier has just told us that he has consulted witkntly assessed by the CSIRO. The other thing is that in the
departments and been told that the amendment he has befagper house we went through all the things that have
us will be fine; everything will be okay. | presume, if that is happened here (and I have already detailed all the government
the case, Premier, that you, purporting as you do to be departments in question and the consultation that has taken

competent leader, have asked for— place; we have put stuff out for consultation), and a briefing
The Hon. P.F. CONLON: | have a point of order. He was offered, | am told, to the opposition in the other place.
should refer to the Premier through the chair. Maybe the Leader of the Opposition should inquire, if he

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  You, my friend the Premier— does speak to upper house members—I do not think he will

The CHAIR: Order! The Minister for Transport makes be speaking to Mr Lawson QC after the embarrassment
a correct point of order. However, | observe that it has beenaused to him yesterday—
breached on both sides, so | ask all members who are Mr Hamilton-Smith: Do you readHansard at all? It
speaking to address the chair. might be instructive; you might learn something.

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  So, Madam Chair, we are The Hon. M.D. RANN: Yes, the member should have
being asked to accept that, in relation to this new target whichead it. Obviously, the leader had not read it. Had he read
the Premier wants to insert in the bill before it goes back tahat?
the other place and which could very well result in a dead- Mr Hamilton-Smith: | read Hansard often. It is very
locked conference, he has done his homework. He tells ufistructive.

‘It will be all right. I've spoken to a couple of public servants,  The Hon. M.D. RANN: Oh, good. But did the leader not
and Sir Humphrey said she’ll be right.’ | make the point thatread that bit where he said that there was no crime problem
I made earlier. People’s lives, people’s jobs and familiesin this state and | was exaggerating? | guess the point is that,
electricity bills may depend on this. if you do not want a briefing, you come up with a target

| want to repeat the words in the Emissions Trading Taskourself. The leader has accused ours of being too weak, but
Force report, because | will revisit the report, based on thisow apparently it will crush the state. The leader is a total
amendment from the Premier. Does he want to live in a Soutfraud.

Australia where we have to replace every existing fossil fuel Motion carried.

fired electricity generation plant in the state with a nuclear Amendment No. 4:

power plant? Does he want to live in a South Australiawhere The Hon. M.D. RANN: | move:

\éve ha:jve totLemove all yehiclgsllfrom Ogrt;oads'? When \tl\k/:? That the Legislative Council's amendment No. 4 be agreed to.
ave done the economic modelling and the science on .

amendment that the Premier has produced today, we mig\r};’e government is prepared to support amendment No. 4,

! s ich provides for the setting up of additional interim targets.
find that it is not so bad, because we only have to remove hal . S 9 .
of all the vehicles on roads in South Australia in order to The CHAIR: The motion is that the committee agree to

this amendment. The Leader of the Opposition. No? In that
meet the target.

All' I am saying to the Premier is: there is no point in case, | put the question.

: P : : Motion carried.
having a target, even if it is a waffle target in a waffle bill, . .
with no mandatory provisions and no penalties; it is all Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: - Amendment No. 4, again,

- o . - was consequential—
voluntary. There is no point in having a target if you cannot The CHAIR: | point out to the Leader of the Opposition

meet it. The Premier needs to understand that, when you are_. . .
the Premier, you have to obey the ‘R’ word, which is{hat it has been put. | gave you the opportunity. | now proceed

‘responsibility’. What the people of South Australia want to amendment No. 5. If you have anything to say, you can say

I . . - it then.
from a premier is for him to make responsible decisions. Thalf Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Madam Chair, can | just ask

is why | am asking him for the science. . X h
an the Prerﬁier now table the responses from th!—:hat' in your enthusiasm to proceed through the bill, you go

departments which have assured him, and which have dor"f‘eIIttIe more slowly so that we do not miss an opportunity to

> ; k.
the economic modelling? Can he show us the consultant ea i .
reports to give us some confidence that we can go to th The Hon. P.F. CONLON: On a point of order, Madam

farmers, the small business people, the mining companies a ar, Idclealr(lyhhea_:(dhyou ref;ardtotthe Leall(der Oc‘; tEe Opposrll-
the families of South Australia and say to them, ‘This non- lon and ask him 1 he wanted 1o speak, and he gave no
answer. | think it is rather unfair of him to reflect upon you.

binding, non-mandatory target that the Premier has moved— ) o ; ;

that by 2020 we will have greenhouse gas emissions within The CHAIR: The M|n|ster.for Transports recollection

the state equal to or less than 1990 levels—will not crusﬁ’f events coincides exact_ly W'.th r_nlnle—

your lives’? | just want to be assured of that. The Premier has An honouraple memb'er Interjecting: .

four minders in the chamber. I am sure there is a briefcase "€ CHAIR: O“?'er- It also coincides with the record.

somewhere full of economic modelling and research. Can he Amenament No. 5: ) )

just bring it out and table the documents? We will have alook 1 n€ Hon. M.D. RANN: | move:

atit and, if it all stacks up, we m|ght be very happy to agree That the Leg|S|at|Ve Council's amendment No. 5 be agreed to.

to the Premier's amendment. We are happy to support this amendment, which provides that
The Hon. M.D. RANN: In the space of about five areportbe prepared upon setting targets or making determi-

sentences, this was waffle legislation and a waffle target, butations under this clause. It is envisaged that these matters
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would, in any event, be the subject of the two-yearly reportike you came out against the ABS? As advised by the
on the operation of the act. The amendment is, therefore, natinister in the Legislative Council, it is agreed that it would
strictly necessary. However, the government sees no harmbe appropriate to subject the report on the legislation to
adopting the proposal and is prepared to support the amenthdependent assessment.
ment, in the spirit of bipartisanship. While the government believes that this is a role best
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  We support the amendment. performed by the Climate Change Council of South Australia,
Mr PEDERICK: | seek a little more clarity with respect independent assessment of the report by the CSIRO or other
to the question | asked earlier about the baseline figure. THadependent body can be accommodated. You want it to be
figure for the 1990 emissions is 32.4 megatons. Is that the nehecked independently on the science. You have suggested
power generation figure for South Australia; does it includehe CSIRO and we have agreed to it.
imported power from interstate; and is that the baseline figure Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | thank the Premier for
that we will be moving forward with to calculate all further agreeing to our amendment. It underlines the point and the
calculations on how we control our emission load? It was notiew on this side of the committee that the science needs to
clarified in the upper house under lots of questioning. Thide right before you impose. Whether you impose it through
all happened about six weeks ago, and | think the committemandatory measures or through symbolic measures, the
deserves an answer. science must be right, so | am glad that the Premier is
The Hon. M.D. RANN: If he looks at the bill, the agreeing with it. It is a shame that, whilst the CSIRO might
honourable member will find that clause 14(2)(d), under Panivell be able to go to the environmental aspects of the science,
4, ‘policies, programs and other initiatives’, provides: the economic aspects of the science seem to have been totally
apply up-to-date practices and methodologies in calculatingieglected by the Premier.
greenhouse gas emissions, and the use of renewable energy, The reality is (and we know this) that this bill was never
€) E@ﬁ%{ﬂg%ﬁﬁgggg roerq#;rtcieorngrltgvoefl?ny relevant Ieg'SI"’mo?lave set up most of the arrangements that are set down in the
. ’ bill through other devices. You could have set a target in a
These matters have been dealt with. . range of ways. You could have done nearly all of this without
Mr PISONI: Is the Premier able to clarify whether the o heeq for egislation. It is really about getting up and being
carbon produced in food and manufactured goods that ar, le to say, ‘Look, we have passed a bill. We are world

made in another state, or Wh'ch are ]mported.from anOthjﬁaders—better go off and see the New York Police Depart-
state or from another country, will be included in the target ‘ment and the FBI and tell them all about it'. but | will move

The Hon. M.D. RANN: Thatis why we have calledfor, o, " 3y glad the Premier is supporting this amendment,
have been arguing for and have been working on—ancgec{jluse it is necessary.
r

thankfully, now | am told there is some measure of suppo : ;
nationally—a national emissions trading scheme Motion carried.
. ; X Amendments Nos 7, 8 and 9:
Mr PISONI: Will the food and the manufactured goods . .
: ) . - ; The Hon. M.D. RANN: | move:
that are imported into South Australia be included in your That the Leaislative C i q Nos 7. 8 and 9 b
carbon targets? It is a simple question, Premier. | am not her. reegttg e Legislative Council's amendments Nos 7, 8 and 9 be

for a lecture about what is happening around the world or .
what you are trying to do with the rest of the world. | wantThese amendments are to increase the number of members

to know what you are doing for South Australia. on the Premier’s .Climate Change Coun.cil to include a
The Hon. M.D. RANN: Those matters will be dealt with member of the envwonment and conservation sector, as well

every year in the report of the Climate Change Council. S petzople from thet bollemess sector, and therefore the amend-
Mr PISONI: What guarantees can the Premier give thd"€NtS are supportea. _

committee that Austral?an manufacturers and food producers Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: 1 thank the Premier for

will not be inclined to move interstate or move branches of9réeing to these amendments. Amendments Nos 7 and 9

their businesses interstate to avoid meeting these targets?Vere moved by the Hon. Sandra Kanck and amendment No. 8
The Hon. M.D. RANN: Does the honourable member Was moved by the Hon. MrPamell. They are valuable

want to sit down and let me respond, or does he just want fgeéndments, and we were happy to support them with the

grandstand a bit? The fact is that we are talking abouPemocrats and the Grgen§|nthe other pIape. There was quite

voluntary sector agreements with different parts of ou® degree of cooperation in all aspects linked to the three

industry base, and we have been getting terrific respons@§néndments. | am happy to see them proceed.

from people wanting to be involved in the process. Everyone Motion carried.

will be involved in John Howard’s or Kevin Rudd’'s emis- ~ Amendment No. 10:

sions trading scheme, because that will not be voluntary. ~ 1he Hon. M.D. RANN: | move:

Mr Pisoni: What about China? That the Legislative Council’s amendment No. 10 be agreed to.
The CHAIR: Order! We support this amendment, which provides that the
Motion carried. Premier’s Climate Change Council should advise the minister
Amendment No. 6: on the effectiveness of the targets. The bill from this house
The Hon. M.D. RANN: | move: contained ample provision for review of the effectiveness of

That the Legislative Council's amendment No. 6 be agreed to.determinations and targets, therefore, this amendment is not

We are prepared to support this amendment, again in trpés.sential but, inthe spirit of bipartisap coopera‘gion for which
spirit of bipartisanship. The opposition moved an amendmerff!iS government is renowned, we will support it.

requiring every alternate report on the effectiveness of the Motion carried.

legislation to include a report from the CSIRO where possible Amendment No. 11:

to assess progress against the targets. There is the science—! Ne Hon. M.D. RANN: I move:

the CSIRO. Are you going to come out against the CSIRO Thatthe Legislative Council’s amendment No. 11 be agreed to.
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Again, we support this amendment. As advised by thejovernment is selective about how open and accountable it
minister in the upper house, this amendment, which expressiyants to be.
provides for consultation with the environment and conserva- Motion carried.

tion movement, is to be supported. Amendments Nos 15 and 16:
Motion carried. The Hon. M.D. RANN: | move:
Amendment No. 12: That the Legislative Council’'s amendments Nos 15 and 16 be
The Hon. M.D. RANN: | move: agreed to.
That the Legislative Council's amendment No. 12 be disagreed’he government supports these amendments. The govern-
to. ment supported amendment No. 15 in the parliament as

This amendment is opposed. The Hon. David Ridgwaydding ‘entity’ will allow for inclusion of state government
moved an amendment that advice provided to the minister bgnd local government entities. Also, amendment No. 16
the Premier’s Climate Change Council should be in writingprovides that the government is obliged to take steps to
and that advice be tabled in parliament along with a statemeaichieve sector agreements with its own agencies. As advised
by the minister as to the outcome of that advice. As lin the Legislative Council, this can also be supported. The
previously advised parliament, the requirement that writtersecond part of the amendment provides for a report on the
advice from the Premier’'s Climate Change Council to theoutcomes of action taken to achieve the sector agreement and
minister be provided each quarter to the parliament wouldhis can be supported, again, in the spirit of bipartisanship,
make its operations cumbersome, bureaucratic and unworkpenness and accountability.

able. It would formalise the council’s operations in a way ~Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  These provisions, in particu-
which could compromise the provision of timely and franklar amendment No. 16, relate to state government business
advice. In addition, there is sufficient scope in the bill toenterprises making sector agreements with the likes of
make the council’'s independent views known to the parliaSA Water and reporting on outcomes of the same. We were
ment through its annual report to the parliament. It is goinchappy to support these propositions put by the Greens in the
to have an annual report to the parliament. other place, given that, during an agency briefing by the

There are some disingenuous members and commentat@secutive director of the Office of Sustainability, it was
who would like to draw comparisons to the Climate Changeadvised that SA Water was not included in such government
Council and its operations and my support for an independeriocuments as the South Australian Strategic Plan and this
Murray-Darling Basin management authority. There is namight help to deal with that concern. It gets back to the issue
comparison between the Climate Change Council and attat | raised earlier, that one needs to look at the impact of
independent authority which has statutory responsibility tahese targets and the provisions in this act upon South
manage a national resource and itself make the determinAustralia and its community, and that includes through
tions. So, the government does not support this amendmemovernment agencies and sectors.

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | am very disappointed to see It is quite apparent that the government has not done its
that the Premier is not supporting this initiative for opennestiomework and modelling. It has not researched what the
and accountability, which the opposition, the Independentsnpact of this will be, so we will introduce the bill and then
and the minor parties in the other place see as important. | deork our way through the issues in the years ahead and
not know what it is about this government wanting to be sanaybe do the science and economic modelling as we go
secretive and closed. | make the point that this bill deals witlalong. We probably should have gone to these government
an issue which is as much a matter of economics as it is abosector businesses before we introduced the bill to examine
environment and sustainability, and | cannot see why thahat the impact might have been before we brought it in here.
government would want to oppose this level of openness anlut we have not done that; we have the cart before the horse.
accountability so that the people of South Australia can seklaving said that, we are very happy to support the two
how this bill is working for them. We insist on this amend- measures.
ment, obviously, it will go back to the other place, and we are  Motion carried.

disappointed that the government does not support it. Amendment No. 17:
Motion carried. The Hon. M.D. RANN: | move:
Amendments Nos 13 and 14: That the Legislative Council's amendment No. 17 be disagreed
The Hon. M.D. RANN: | move: to.
That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos 13 and 14 bdhe government opposes this amendment. | am sure that
agreed to. members opposite will be aware of the view of Business SA

As advised in the Legislative Council, this amendment, whichn relation to this amendment as well. What appears to be
provides that any policy that is varied should be publishedmotivating the opposition in the upper house is to have some
is supported. That is openness; that is accountabilityfform of report before the next election during March 2010.
Amendment No. 14 requires a notice in t@®vernment  Such areport will occur under amendments agreed to in this
Gazette of the adoption of any policy under clause 14 and thahouse anyway. That report will include consideration of the
copies are reasonably available for inspection. Again, thereperation of the act, including how the state is performing
are already provisions in the legislation requiring the ministeagainst targets as set in the legislation.
to publish any policy developed under this section. Neverthe- This clause, which the council has sought to amend,
less, the amendment can be accommodated in the spirit ebncerns a review of the act. That review will principally deal
openness and accountability. with whether or not the framework of the act is still relevant
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  The opposition was happy to and, in particular, whether targets need to be modified or
support the Australian Democrats with both of these amendnade mandatory. It is clear that the opposition wants to move
ments which, as the Premier has pointed out, are in thesward mandatory targets prior to 2010. It is the govern-
interests of openness and accountability. It is a shame that tineent’s view and that of the representatives of the business
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community that it would be premature and would createness of the bill any time before the next election. No, no, no,
uncertainty. Business investment and planning decisionse wouldn’'t want that, would we? We wouldn’t want to be
could be seriously adversely affected. Voluntary sectoraheld to account. We wouldn’'t want anyone looking at
agreements are pivotal to bringing change to industry. Tevhether this bill has achieved anything at all before March
review their efficacy in such a short time span would be2010, would we? So let’s oppose the amendment put by the
setting them up to fail. other place to require such a review to occur. That is the
In addition, clause 21(2) of the bill currently provides thatreality of it.
the review must address the extent to which additional The Premier, incorrectly and untruthfully, mentioned in
legislative measures are considered necessary, including thés contribution earlier that we on this side want mandatory
introduction of performance standards and other mandatotgrgets. He knows that to be wrong, but he said it anyway, so
requirements. By bringing forward the review of the legisla-l will correct the record. He made a number of other com-
tion, it is bringing forward the time that mandatory measuresnents—as he is apt to do—that were incorrect and untruthful,
could be introduced from July 2011 to December 2009. Thabut that is all right; we will go through them one by one and
is clearly what the opposition wanted to do, to bring forwardwe will clarify them on the record. But that is not true. The
the time that mandatory measures could be introduced frofundamental reality of this bill is that, when you as a nation
July 2011 back to December 2009. This is not something thair a state set a long-term aspirational goal for reducing carbon
would be welcomed by the business sector, which hasmissions, you need to access very carefully detailed
advocated in particular for a voluntary approach in dealinggconomic modelling to ensure that the impact of any target
with climate change. on the South Australian economy in this case, and on South
The fact that Business SA wants a voluntary approach téustralian families, is sustainable. That is what you have to
dealing with climate change does not mean to say that it is néto. That is really what should be tested by this clause.
committed to it. In fact, it would be really unfair for the ~ What really should be tested by this amendment that has
Leader of the Opposition to make such a suggestion. Theeen put forward in the other place—and a very wise
opposition leader cannot say today that he wishes to look &nendment itis—is that very economic modelling. What we
setting interim targets after more work is done next year andshould be looking at is not only how is this bill operating in
at the same time, try to institute a review of this legislationterms of containing greenhouse emissions, but we should be
to occur in 2009 after the legislation has been operational foasking how much pain has there been on families, on small
only 2% years. Industry should be given four years, nobusinesses, on enterprises and on farms? Is that achievable

2% years, to adapt to sustainability initiatives. aswell? o
I have a letter from Business SA dated 1 June and signed The Premier does not want to have anything like that, does
by Peter Vaughan, which states: he? He does not want to have any onus to report back, or for

Business SA is also concerned with the reporting requirement@ny outside entity to have any sway over the bill in terms of

of the Bill. Reports are essential in confirming the effectiveness ofaying to the people of South Australia that this is working
the Bill, as well as the various impacts on the economy, society andr it is not; so why do we not just disagree with this clause?

the environment. However, as the legislation will be introduced byt really exposes the whole bill. It is a pedestal bill designed
the beginning of 2008 at the earliest, a report due in 2009 will not b%o that you can scamper up there, stand on top and shout as

able to demonstrate the efficacy of the legislation. loud!| it h Aren't | fantastic! Look at
This will be a waste of resources and taxpayers’ money.Ou Yy as you can, Tm a hero. Arén antastic: Look a

Business SA firmly believes that the first report involving the CSIROWhat | am doing about global warming and greenhouse
or alternate independent entity should not be undertaken until themissions. None of it is mandatory, none of it is compulsory

legislation has been operating for at least four years. and none of it has any real meaning. And, by the way, |
He goes on to say: haven't done any homework, | haven't done any science—
| believe the difference between both targets and the neWV€ 9ot no idea, but | want you all to try to achieve this
reporting requirements are important to both the South Australia@spirational goal. By the way, | don’t know if you'll wreck
economy and my members. In particular, Business SA recommendle economy or put yourself under undue hardship along the
the following. way. | don’t know if your business will go broke or whether

of t%'e S’rvétvr}girngtgigtE‘T’ﬁé"?—‘mﬁ%@fh will allow the inclusion o, || finish up causing people’s bills to increase. | don't

2. Withdraw amendment Part 1-3(1)(b)(ii), which would allow know any of that. | haven't done any of that. | did ask Sir
the development of various interim targets adding more uncertainttiumphrey and he told me that it would all be okay. But when
to the business community. asked by the opposition in the parliament, "Can you table the

3. Withdraw amendment Part 3-7(4), which would require theaconomic modelling?" | couldn’t do it. | just said, "Look,
minister to table a report by 2009. trust me, it'll be all right.” By the way, under amendment No.

Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  This amendment really draws 17, | really don’t want anyone telling anybody whether this
the government out, does it not? It exposes their real interis all working by the end of 2009.
tions with this bill. This bill is a pedestal bill. Itis a good  This is the last amendment we are dealing with. It really
term, ‘pedestal bill'; we might have to adopt that morejust raises the question about the real intent of this bill and
broadly across the parliament. Up on top of the pedestal is thghether the Premier really intends to do something meaning-

Premier— ful, or whether it is all about posturing. | get back to the
The Hon. M.D. Rann interjecting: point: we will consider the aspirational goals that the Premier
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  —like that: muscles bulging. has set. We are more than happy to do that. We can resolve

Itis a pedestal bill; we know it has no mandatory provisiongsthat between now and when it is dealt with in the other place
and we know it is all about symbolism. Do not ever getif only the Premier could provide us with the economic
between a Labor politician and a bit of symbolism; do notmodelling and the facts and science to back it up.

ever get in the way—you will get crushed in the stampede. Similarly, on this amendment, we would like to see that
Thatis what it is all about. With this amendment we see thaéconomic and environmental modelling used as a basis upon
the Premier does not want any sort of review of the effectivewhich to report on progress—»by reviewing the achievements
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of the bill by the end of 2009. | cannot see why you would Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  The Premier has clearly
want to resist that. Obviously you are not going to support thenoved right off the subject and is going on with a whole lot
amendment. We are insisting on it. It will obviously go backof piffle and dribble that has nothing to do with the subject.
to the other place. It is a shame that you have decided notto The CHAIR: Order! Resume your seat. Premier.
have a review. The Hon. M.D. RANN: It does have a lot to do with the
The Hon. M.D. RANN: There is genuineness written all subject. Because you were caught out this morning on
over the Leader of the Opposition’s face! We can all se¢adio—because you have been told to pull your head in by the
that—the genuineness of the Cheshire cat smile! He is sayirfgrime Minister and by Business SA—you have gone from
that we should reject Business SAs advice; we should rejecaying that what we were suggesting was too weak to now
the advice of the business community. Let me repeat whagying that it will destroy the economy, that it is going to be
Business SA says: the Rann recession. You cannot have it both ways. As | said

Business SA is also concerned with the reporting requiremen%t the_ outsef[, th_e g(_)vernment IS _app_roachlng this ground-
of the bill. Reports are essential in confirming the effectiveness oPréaking legislation in a constructive light. We are prepared
the bill, as well as the various impacts on the economy, society antb accept 14 of the 17 amendments put forward. If you want
the environment. However, as the legislation will be introduced byto be taken seriously by the business community, then start
the beginning of 2008 at the earliest, a report due in 2009 will not b%cting seriously rather than playing games.
able to demonstrate the efficacy of the legislation. Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Madam Chair, | gather that
Peter Vaughan goes on to say—apparently totally opposegle are still on amendment No. 17 and that you will give me
by the Leader of the Opposition, so he is totally at odds withthe same leniency that you have given the Premier.
Business SA: The CHAIR: Only a little.

This will be a waste of resources and taxpayers’ money. Business Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | will just inform the Premier
SA firmly believes that the first report involving the CSIRO or of something: the Prime Minister has actually given no
alternate independent entity should not be undertaken until thgirection on this matter; in fact, | doubt that he is even aware
legislation has been operating for at least four years. of this bill. I will tell you what—
Clearly, because the Leader of the Opposition has not read Membersinterjecting:
this legislation at all, what he does not realise is that in fact Mr HAMILTON-SMITH:  Well, | can assure you, then,
there are three reporting arrangements: the annual report tifat he does not lie awake at night worrying about it. He and
the department; the two-yearly report, which will be assessehave never discussed your bill. | would not waste his time,
by the independent CSIRO; and the Climate Change Coundilecause nothing in it is mandatory; nothing in it is meaning-
report. He wants more and more reports. | think the independtll. It is a pedestal bill. We have not discussed your bill.
ence of the CSIRO goes without saying, and | think thafThere have been no instructions issued to anyone. | did read
Business SA is acting responsibly, whereas you are actingith great interest the task force report that the Prime
politically. Minister tabled last Friday. The Prime Minister—one of the

On Thursday 12 April, in one of his first interviews as greatest Prime Minister’s this country has ever seen, leading
Leader of the Opposition, he adopted this politically drivenone of its best governments—is a Prime Minister whose
policy position on an unachievable interim target. Now, eighjudgment | really value. In addressing the issue of climate
weeks later, he has been forced into making a major backflighange, he will deliver something meaningful in the way of
He has been told by the Prime Minister, and others, to pull hi@ carbons trading system. He is doing this—and this is
head in and start acting like an alternative premier of théomething that the Premier needs to be aware of—when the
state. He made the decision, of course, about this very strorifobal influences on climate change are spiralling almost out
stand. He made the decision to take up the bull in the chinaf control.
shop strategy and to rush out and support his position without The combined C@emissions from plants in China and
doing any homework whatsoever. He talks about the impadfidia will be five times the total reduction in G@handated
on power prices and yet he was prepared to support nuclefy the Kyoto accord. Yet the Labor Party is impervious to
power that would cause a 100 per cent increase in thiis reality. You really have no idea how this is spiralling out
wholesale price of power. He was also prepared to suppogf control. It is a global problem. What we do here in South
an instant desalination plant without an environmental impacfustralia is really just tinkering on the edges. | have made the
assessment on what that would do to water prices in this sta@Qint, which the Premier has ignored, that things have
We need a responsible Leader of the Opposition. You cannghanged in the last eight weeks: they are changing all the time
be an alternative premier if you just shoot from the hipon climate change. New information has come to light. |
without doing the work, finding out the facts and at leastoared all before the Premier. | have simply said, ‘Yes; we are

talking to the business community in South Australia. no longer insisting on an amendment that we imposed in the
Members interjecting: other house some time ago. Things have changed.’ In away,
The SPEAKER: Order! | am recognising the point that he is making, that we can now

. . . see that one does need to do one’s economic homework
The Hon. M.D. RANN: It is quite clear that there is a hefore insisting on any aspirational target.

measure of disappointment around about the Leader of the Th P : o I

- . e Premier is quite happy to criticise the aspirational
Opposc;tmn. ngefn;zb%r Kwh_at hgpper_‘e?ﬁ? ,Edvernsberf target that we are not insisting upon today, but he gives no
wanted to get rid of Rob Kerin and put In 1ain Evans beforeq, ;4o ce to back up his own aspirational target: ‘Listen; |

j[h?hla?;helii’;\'lont: That (:lt(?]npt work ogt. Thet?] Wh"’.u hadppene on't like your aspirational target but, here, I've got one over
IS thatThe Advertiser got théir man and now tn€re IS a degreey, o . try mine.’ It is a bit like cigarettes in the playground,

of disappointment around.the place about— isn't it? ‘Here, have a cigarette” He has no evidence to
Mr HAMILTON-SMITH: | have a point of order. support his own aspirational target. He has done no modelling

Membersinterjecting: to support his own proposition. He does not have a clue as to
The CHAIR: The leader has a point of order? what impact it will have on South Australians, but he is still
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happy to throw it out there. We are happy to consider ithas been singled outin a business sense, simply because itis
Premier; just show us the money, show us the evidence, shawot necessarily the most popular kid on the block. As | said
us the modelling, show us the hard work you have done tgesterday, the evidence of this is the headline of the press
prove that it will not be crushing on South Australian release that came from the minister’s office last week. | think
families. she described the real estate industry as ‘robber barons’.
You are happy to criticise us for our target, but you haveThen, of course, | was very interested to hear that the minister
no evidence to support your own. You can show it to me thislescribed this amendment as a ‘get out of gaol free card’ for
afternoon, tomorrow, before it goes to the other house. | wilthe real estate industry. She went on to say that they have
rush up there; we will have a meeting, and we will try to actually been breaking the law in not returning rebates at the
convince ourselves to embrace it. We are open; just show usoment.
the evidence, show us that you have done the work. The |would like an answer when | have concluded my remarks
Premier has gone on with all the other piffle, trying to asserpn this. My question to the minister is: how many investigat-
his authority over the new Leader of the Opposition andons have there been of real estate agents by the Office of
suggesting that | have said this, and now | have said that.Consumer and Business Affairs about breaking this law; and
freely admit that | was not the minister responsible for thishow many attempted prosecutions or successful prosecutions
matter when it first came through the house. | was not evehave there been of real estate agents who have not returned
the Leader of the Opposition then. But, do you know what tthe rebates they have received to their clients? If it is a
do, Premier? | deal with issues as they come before me amtoblem and, as the minister said yesterday, they are doing
as | see them. it now and it is illegal that they are doing it, | think it is an
| deal with them, not based on emotion or a desire t@utrage that the Office of Consumer and Business Affairs has
grandstand, pump myself up and convince people that | agat on its hands while the minister has been fully aware that
a hero for this, or a hero for that. | actually deal with issuegeal estate agents have been breaking the law.
based on the science, based on the facts, based on theSo perhaps the Office of Consumer and Business Affairs
economic research and modelling. That is what | havés operating in a similar manner to the police under the advice
consistently sought from you, and that is what you consisef minister Zollo in the other place before the hands-free
tently refuse to provide. | simply say: show us the evidencetelephones in cars situation when she said to use common-
You will find no-one in this house more committed to the sense. She was actually giving the police directional instruc-
need for action on climate change than I. You will find no-tions on doing their work. Perhaps that is what the minister
one more determined to move the political agenda toward#as doing in this instance and the minister told the Office of
meaningful action on climate change than I. | am veryConsumer and Business Affairs not to prosecute these real
determined. It is a very serious problem. | agree with Ster@state agents. But the fact is this is not a get out of gaol free
that it is probably the greatest economic challenge facing theard, because real estate agents are not criminals, despite the
world community this century—no question. fact that the government likes to paint them as being so, for
We need to find real and meaningful solutions, and thaits own political goals.
is what we on this side of the house will do. | commend the The Hon. M.J. Atkinson interjecting:
Greens and the Democrats for their commitment to it, and | Mr PISONI: Robber barons, Attorney-General. What
commend those in the Labor Party who are genuine abowtoes that put in your mind, Attorney-General, robber barons?
their commitment to it. However, it has to be more thanltis a very derogatory and disrespectful term to use about an
grandstanding; it must be meaningful action. industry in this state that employs thousands of people and
The Hon. P.F. CONLON: On a point of order, | have that everyone turns to at least once in their life when selling
listened patiently, but this is amendment 17. He does need &nd buying a home. So, | think it is an outrageous fear and
address himself to amendment 17, not take a grandiose to&¢are campaign. It is based on ideology and ignorance of
of the world about his views. business and ignorance of how things work in the real
The CHAIR: | uphold the point of order. | have been World—and that is understandable, because there is not a
waiting for five minutes for the Leader of the Opposition toSingle person around the cabinet table who has business

address amendment No. 17. experience. So, it is understandable that they can make that
Motion carried. assertion. It is very interesting how they can make that
judgment when they have no experience themselves in
STATUTES AMENDMENT (REAL ESTATE business.
INDUSTRY REFORM) BILL Some comments were made about advertising. The

minister thought it was outrageous that coloured advertising
Consideration in committee of the Legislative Council'swould be used.

amendments. The Hon. J.M. Rankine: No, | didn't say that at all.
(Continued from 5 June. Page 327.) Don’t misquote me.
Mr PISONI: The minister said, ‘Why would they go for
Amendment No. 9: a small black and white ad when they can talk someone into

Mr PISONI: Thank you for the opportunity to add to the full colour? Why would they do that?’ Perhaps we should talk
comments | made yesterday on this clause. | would like tao David Jones and Harvey Norman and all the other
reinforce the view that | have, and obviously the majority ofcompanies that put out the colour brochures. The fact is that
the Legislative Council, of the government’s understandingolour works, colour is cheap, and colour is part of tech-
of business. We do not believe the government understand®logy. It is the way businesses have moved in the last five
business and that is why it is, in fact, being so unreasonable 10 years in particular. | can remember, in the very early
about this clause. It does not understand that the real estatays when | was in the furniture industry, that there were
industry is being singled out in a buy and sell relationship; ithand drawings of furniture in magazines and newspapers—
has been singled out in a wholesale-retail relationship; and itewspapers, in particular, because the print quality for
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photographs was not very good. The real estate industry dithis is popular: it is popular with every home owner here in
the same thing. There were hand drawings of homes. It waSouth Australia who wants their just entitlements and who
a common thing. | think there are one or two agents now whaevants to be treated fairly.
have decided to continue to do that because it is an image that The member for Unley said that the government does not
they are portraying. The sort of people who like their homeginderstand business and that we have singled out real estate
and the choice of stock they have are drawn to that sort cigents. That simply is not true. The Hon. Nick Xenophon'’s
advertising and that works for them. That is the free marketamendment allows them to keep the money, as long as they
That is how it works. The free market does not need th&ay where they are getting it and how much they are getting.
government in its pocket threatening a $20 000 fine becauskhe opposition wanted to delete ‘source and amount’ and just
of perhaps an accounting error. have ‘source’ in the legislation. So, the opposition just
| have heard time and again, from people in the industryvanted to tell home owners where the land agents might be
who have contacted my office, that the rebate is a negotiatingetting a benefit, not how much they might be getting. That
tool. It is one of the levers they use to determine what theys contrary to the code that has been adopted by the Real
can charge their customers by way of commission. What i§state Institute. So, they wanted to go back even further. |
wrong with building a brand in business? Brands help peoplerge the opposition and the Hon. Nick Xenophon to reconsid-
recognise a product; brands help reward. A person getsex this matter. This is about fairness; this is about an entitle-
good brand when they run a good business, and they getent that is already there under the law, and what the
repeat business. Hon. Nick Xenophon is doing is significantly watering that
The real estate industry is one of those industries thadown.
builds brands and has a lot of referral business. People who Mr PISONI: How many police prosecutions and police
attempt to sell their homes privately think that they can do thénvestigations have there been with respect to real estate
job of a professional real estate agent. They try to advertisagents who have not been returning the rebate?
their own house, and they get stuck with a little advertisement The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | cannot give the member a
at the back of the real estate pages, which is not terriblfigure, but | would venture to say not many, simply because
appealing. They do not have the skills to attract the righinost home owners did not know it was happening and did not
clientele. Why is it that, after they attempt to do that forknow they had an entitlement.
several months, they end up going to a real estate agent and The Hon. R.G. KERIN: | want to ask the minister
saying, ‘Look, | obviously don’t have the skills to do this. | whether or not she will apologise for some of her comments
don’t know how to get my house out in the marketplace. lyesterday, and | will outline why in a moment.
don’t know how to attract the correct clientele. I don'tknow  The ACTING CHAIR: Does this have anything to do
who wants to buy my house. You guys have had lots ofyith amendment No. 9?
experience, and your— _ The Hon. R.G. KERIN: Absolutely. It is to do with the
The ACTING CHAIR (Hon. S.W. Key): | remind the  minjster's comments with respect to amendment No. 9 about
member that this is not a second reading contribution; it is &ractice. By her comments yesterday about robber barons,
guestion on an amendment. | would like the member to bringind so on, she basically put every real estate agent into the
himself back to the question as soon as possible. same book. If she readsansard, she will see that that is
Mr PISONI: Thank you, Madam Acting Chair. My exactly what she did. Some of her comments were totally
questions to the minister are: how many investigations havgappropriate. One of the things the minister said was:
there been; what resources does the Office of Consumer and You do not have to be a rocket scientist to know what an agent

Business Affairs have to investigate these illegal practiceg really keen about when he is talking to his client in relation to
that are currently happening; and how many prosecutionsdvertising. | have no doubt that one of the major topics is about the
have been attempted or achieved? amount of advertising needed because it is in their interests to sell
The ACTING CHAIR: Member for Unley, | will allow @S much as they possibly can.
you to ask all those questions so we can get on with businesEhat is an accusation that the minister has made against every
The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: The answer to the question agent, by the way in which she put it yesterday. It is totally
is that it is a criminal act and falls under the jurisdiction of theincorrect. There are a lot of very good people in the property
Criminal Law Consolidation Act. It is a matter for the police industry, and that type of accusation is inappropriate. It is
to investigate, not the Office of Consumer and Businessypical of this government. That is why today in the yellow

Affairs. pages the message has come out loud and clear that business
An honourable member interjecting: in this state has lost confidence in this government.
The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | am answering the | will further point out to the minister her lack of under-
member’s question. | have not finished yet. standing about the way in which this industry works. She said
An honourable member: | thought you were going to sit it was put to her that one agent does not care whether or not
down. he sells a house, because he is making $10 000 a week. He
The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: Atwhat stage did | indicate does not care whether he sells a house! The annual wages
that? each week of the sort of agent who would receive that sort of
An honourable member interjecting: rebate would be way above $10 000. It is a ridiculous

The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: So, if | move | am sitting statement to say that an agent would not care whether or not
down? | have not finished. Let me make it perfectly clear. Ithe sold a house. How sustainable would his business be? It
is true that | have described the Hon. Nick Xenophon'sshows a lack of understanding of what business is all about.
legislation as a ‘get out of gaol card'. | said that it provides Furthermore, the minister made an accusation about one
the robber barons of the real estate industry with a get out gfarticular agent who printed an editorial. If an agent chooses
gaol card. | could hardly describe them as Robin Hoods. Theipo take out space in a newspaper for an editorial that is his
are not taking from the rich and giving to the poor. Thebusiness. He can run it, he can charge the householders for
government has been accused of having popular policietheir part of the ad and he pays for the editorial. The
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minister’'s accusation was totally different than that. She saidspread if the vendor’s advertisement is only a 10 by two
‘None of this information is about how to prepare your centimetre section of the newspaper, which in actual fact is
property for sale, what to do with your garden, what thea different rate charged by the newspaper? Will real estate
process is that you need to go through or what you need tagents be required to run a tape measure over each page to
check. Itis all self-promotion, and the poor old home ownerdetermine which areas of the purchased advertising space are
is actually paying for that.’ | think the minister needs to used for promoting the business and which areas are used for
apologise for that accusation because it would not be corregtromoting the properties, and what formula does the minister
The minister is saying that they have loaded that back onteuggest they use to ensure that they are not hit with a $20 000
home owners. | think that is totally incorrect, and it is anfine if they get it wrong?
accusation that she absolutely should not have made. The ACTING CHAIR: 1 think that was another three
The other thing the minister said (which, again, shows ajuestions, so the minister can answer as she sees fit.
total lack of understanding) is that this amendment helps The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: They apportion the rebate
support small agents. Well, they are the people who will bexccording to the size of the ad. They apportion the rebate they

significantly disadvantaged. get from the advertising agency to their clients. They can
The Hon. J.M. Rankine interjecting: work out now how much they charge their client. All they
The Hon. R.G. KERIN: They will not be? Well, thinkit  have to do is discount it by the rebate they receive. It is that

through. simple. As | said yesterday, real estate agents have said that
The ACTING CHAIR: Members must not have a ayear 1 accountancy student can do it.

conversation across the chamber. The committee divided on the motion:
The Hon. R.G. KERIN: The minister said yesterday that AYES (26)

larger agents receive up to a 40 per centrebate. She also said  Atkinson, M. J. Bedford, F. E.

that the smaller agents receive a rebate as low as 5 per cent.  Bignell, L. W. K. Breuer, L. R.

In addition, she said that the average advertising bill to sell Caica, P. Ciccarello, V.

a house was about $2 000, which basically means thatasmall  Conlon, P. F. Foley, K. O.

agent will be disadvantaged by $700 when they quote. If, in Fox, C. C. Geraghty, R. K.

fact, the rebate has to go back, then the advertising on what  Hill, J. D. Kenyon, T. R.

is currently $2 000 will be $100 back from a small agent Key, S. W. Koutsantonis, T.

versus $800 from a large agent. So, this will disadvantage Lomax-Smith, J. D. Maywald, K. A.

small agents, because they will have to charge $700 more for ~ McEwen, R. J. O’Brien, M. F.

the advertising. That is a significant disadvantage for the Rankine, J. M. (teller)  Rann, M. D.

small agent. Will the minister apologise for her comments Rau, J. R. Simmons, L. A.

yesterday and correct them? Snelling, J. J. Stevens, L.
The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: At no time have | intentional- Weatherill, J. W. Wright, M. J.

ly included all land agents in relation to this because, as | NOES (13)

have said on numerous occasions, | have talked with a  Chapman, V. A. Goldsworthy, M. R.

number of land agents. A number have contacted our office Griffiths, S. P. Gunn, G. M.

to outline their concerns in relation to the Hon. Nick Hamilton-Smith,M.(teller)Kerin, R. G.

Xenophon's amendment and urged the government to McFetridge, D. Penfold, E. M.

proceed with the bill as it was presented in this place. The Pengilly, M. Pisoni, D. G. (teller)

member for Frome raised a range of issues based on nothing.  Redmond, I. M. Venning, I. H.

| stand by the information | was given yesterday with respect Williams, M. R.

to the advert. That information has, again, come to us. PAIR(S)

Members only have to look at some of the adverts in the White, P. L. Evans, I. F.

newspapers to see that real estate agents do have large pjccolo, T. Pederick, A. S.

editorials. It might be about a new real estate agent who is Maiority of 13 for th
working for them. They top and tail. Real estate agents Malority of 13for the ayes.
themselves have said that these adverts are as much aboutVotion thus carrle.d.
selling the real estate agent as they are about selling the Amendment No. 10:
house. The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | move:
I do not know where the $700 stands up. The simple fact That the Legislative Council's amendment No. 10 be agreed to.

is that small real estate agents do not get the same level §his amendment provides for an independent land evaluation
rebate. In circumstances where large agencies are getting thecertain circumstances prescribed by regulation. Again, we

40 per cent rebate, they have a $1 million contract. That ighink this is unnecessary, nevertheless, in the interests of
$400 000 they have got coming back to help offset costs thafrogressing the bill, the government accepts the amendment.

should be met through their normal course of business, - pPISONI: The opposition supports the amendment.
through their commission setting. The small agents do not get Motion carried

that benefit at all. If one wants to sustain an uneven playing .
field, the Hon. Nick Xenophon amendment is the way to do ?Ew:n:g:n\t] Rl/lo. ékNKINE' | move:

I The ACTING CHAIR: |am not sure, but | think this will That the Legislative Council’s amendment No. 11 be agreed to.
probably be the member for Unley’s last question because hehis amendment makes it an offence for a person to hinder
has already asked a number of questions on this clause. or disrupt an auction. The government believes that this
Mr PISONI: Thank you for your advice. Is the minister amendment is unnecessary. We have not received any
able to tell the committee whether the rebate will be based oavidence to suggest that the disruption of auctions is a
the column centimetre rate for a whole page or a double-pag@oblem in this state, nevertheless the provision is unlikely
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to create any new problems and so the government is open to receiving submissions from industry and other
prepared to accept it. interested parties on the effectiveness of the reforms.
Mr PISONI: The opposition supports the amendment. AAlthough a two year review period is somewhat arbitrary, the
very colourful description was given of where this has beergovernment is prepared to accept this amendment. We
a problem previously. | would suggest that, with the tighten-believe it will not interfere with our ongoing commitment to
ing up of the auction system, this is a very good provision tanonitor the effectiveness of the reforms.
include because it could very well circumvent intimidatory ~ Mr PISONI: The opposition supports the amendment; we
type practices that may be used against bidders by ageritsnk it is a good idea. A lot of new things are happening in
trying to get around the rules that have been put in place. Thiis legislation, and it would be a great opportunity to review
opposition supports the amendment for good reasons.  the legislation with the view to improving it if need be,
Motion carried. making changes or amendments if need be. We are all here
Amendment Nos 12, 13 and 14: to make life as easy as possible for the community at large,
The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | move: whether they be business people or consumers, and conse-

That the Legislative Council's amendments Nos 12, 13 and 14Uently the opposition is happy to support the review.

be agreed to.
The effect of these amendments is that three vendor bids will

Motion carried.

be allowed at auctions instead of the one vendor bid proposed crIMINAL LAW CONSOLIDATION (SERIOUS

by the government. The aim of the restrictions on vendor
bidding is to discourage agents from recommending proper-

CRIMINAL TRESPASS) AMENDMENT BILL

ties for auction where there is a risk that there will be very Received from the Legislative Council and read a first

few, if any, genuine bidders. There are agents who wilkime.

concede that it is often in the interest of the agents to

recommend that properties be sold by auction because it

minimises their work and maximises revenue from advertis-
ing and marketing. As long as scope is left for misleading
bidders by allowing vendor bidding, there remains an
incentive for agents to recommend inappropriate propertie@

for auction. Moreover, where a genuine bidder increases the"!

bid after a vendor bid, there is a risk that they do so withou?
understanding that, effectively, they are bidding against
themselves. This lingering potential for confusion is another
reason why vendor bids should be restricted. Although the
government would prefer only one vendor bid, we are

prepared to accept the more relaxed limit of three vendor bids
up to the reserve price.

Mr PISONI: The opposition supports these amendments.
The minister failed to mention that these were declared
vendor bids. | am not sure that anybody in their right mind
would be bidding against a declared vendor bid if they were
the only bidder. If the real estate agent says, ‘I will putin a
vendor bid here’ (they can only bid up to the reserve), as he
is required by law to do, and there are no other bidders, it
would be an extraordinary situation for someone to say that
they will bid against the vendor bid, because the last bidder
would be invited to come in and negotiate privately with the
agent. Vendor bids are simply a tool to indicate to the crowd
that the reserve price has not been hit, the seller is not
prepared to sell at that price and, consequently, if they want
to keep the auction going they have to get serious. If they
want to buy the property they have to put their money where
their mouth is. Three vendor bids is better than unlimited
disclosed vendor bids, but it is still a compromise, but we are
prepared to accept the compromise position put forward by
the Hon. Mr Xenophon.

Motion carried.

Amendment No.15:

The Hon. J.M. RANKINE: | move:

That the Legislative Council’s amendment No.15 be agreed to.
The effect of this amendment is that some of the reforms
introduced by the bill, including the disclosure, bait pricing
and auction provisions, must be reviewed within two years.
No doubt the changes made by this bill are significant

changes that need to be monitored and reviewed. The
government intends to keep a close eye on the reforms and

PSYCHOLOGICAL PRACTICE BILL

The Legislative Council agreed to the bill with the

endments the Legislative Council desires the concurrence
f the House of Assembly:

No. 1. Clause 14, page 11, after line 7—Insert:
(ga) toexamine whether there are opportunities for enhanced

competition, in the public interest, in the provision of
psychological services, or any unnecessary impediments
to such competition, and provide advice to the Minister;

No. 2. Clause 14, page 11, line 8—
After ‘Minister’ insert:

on any other matter

No. 3. New clause, page 23, after line 2—
Insert:

35A-Restriction on administration and interpretation of
certain psychological tests

(1) A person must not personally administer or interpret
a prescribed psychological test unless-

(a) the person is a psychologist or psychiatrist acting in

the ordinary course of his or her profession; or

(b) the person administers or interprets the test under the

direct supervision of a psychologist or psychiatrist; or

(c) the person administers or interprets the test with the

approval of the Board. Maximum penalty: $75 000.

(2) An applicant for approval under this section must, if
the Board so requires, provide the Board with specified
information to enable the Board to determine the application.

(3) The Board may, before giving its approval under this
section, require the applicant to obtain qualifications or
experience specified by the Board and for that purpose may
require the applicant to undertake a specified course of
instruction or training.

(4) An approval under this section may be subject to such
conditions as the Board thinks fit.

(5) A person must not contravene, or fail to comply with,
a condition of the person’s approval under this section.
Maximum penalty: $75 000.

(6) If a person contravenes, or fails to comply with, a
condition of the person’s approval under this section, the
Board may, by written notice to the person, revoke the
approval.

(7) In this section—

psychiatrist means a medical practitioner registered
on the specialist register under thiedical Practice
Act 2004 in the specialty of psychiatry.

No. 4. Clause 46, page 29, line 26—

Delete ‘3’ and substitute:
4



Wednesday 6 June 2007 HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 369

No. 5. Clause 46, page 29, line 28—
Delete paragraph (b) and substitute:
(b) 2 will be members who are psychologists.

ADJOURNMENT

At 5.53 p.m. the house adjourned until Thursday 7 June
at 10.30 a.m.



