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The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS:| seek leave to make a brief
LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL explanation before asking the Attorney-General a question
about the conflict of interest and the Anderson report.
Wednesday 9 July 1997 Leave granted.
Members interjecting:
The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: Thank you, Mr President. |
MODBURY HOSPITAL intend to put a number of questions to the Attorney-General
in respect of the Anderson report into the conflict of interest
The PRESIDENT laid on the table the report of the In the South-East land deals and allegations of improper
Auditor-General on summary of confidential Governmentd€alings in Hong Kong in 1994. These matters have been
contract under section 41A of the Public Finance and AudiProught to the attention of this Chamber and the House of

The PRESIDENT (Hon. Peter Dunn)took the Chair at
2.15 p.m. and read prayers.

Act 1987 in relation to the Modbury Hospital. Assembly following a coup— . .
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Mr President, | rise on a
LEGISLATIVE REVIEW COMMITTEE point of order. This material is the subject of a select

committee that was established with the support of the

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | bring up the twentieth report  Australian Democrats and the Opposition. On my understand-

of the committee, and the report of the committee andng of Standing Orders, it is inappropriate to ask questions on
evidence on regulations under the Education Act concerningnatters that are the subject of a select committee.

materials and service charges. The PRESIDENT: My advice is that it is not a select
committee: it is just an inquiry and it is netib judice
QUESTION TIME The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: Thank you, Mr President.
These matters have been brought to the attention of this
FINANCE MINISTER Chamber and the House of Assembly following a coup

against the former Premier Dean Brown. Both the ALP and

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: | seek leave to make Australian Democrats asked questions and, following

a brief explanation before asking the Attorney-General &liSmissive responses by the Attorney-General and an
question about the Anderson report. invitation from him to the Hon. Mike Elliott to go to the

Leave granted. police, the police inquiry was then instituted. We all know the

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: With his press release result of the police inquiry which left a number of questions
of 4 April 1997, the Attorney attached what appeared to b@efore_ membgrs of this Chamber. This resulted in a select
the terms of reference for the report by Mr Anderson QC intd®Mmittee being set up to look at the land deals—
allegations of conflict of interest on the part of the Hon. Dale 1 he Hon. K.T. Griffin interjecting:

Baker. The conclusion of the terms of reference stated: The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: We moved for the select
. . committee and you tried to avoid scrutiny by the Anderson
The principles, the report and the Government response will b

tabled in Parliament. ?eport. That is what. you did. | was beir_1g kind to you until
) . . . now. This resulted in the select committee being set up to
Further, an advertisement in thelve.rtlserof 11April1997 150k into the land deals affair and to get to the bottom of the
concerning the inquiry also stated: matter, in particular to look into the issues of conflict of
The prinCipleS, the report and the Government response will bﬁ']terest and po““ca' |mpropr|ety To be fa|r to the
tabled in Parliament. Government, it resisted the select committee vigorously and
Yet both the Attorney and the Premier yesterday refused tgnnounced the Anderson inquiry. When issuing the terms of
confirm that the full Anderson report would be tabled. My reference the Attorney-General assured this Chamber that the
question to the Attorney is: why have both the Attorney andeport and the Government's response would be tabled in the
the Premier equivocated about the release of the fulbarliament. This has again been reported inAbeertiser
Anderson report when the Attorney clearly stated that th@oday. The Australian Labor Party and the Democrats were
report would be tabled in Parliament? not prepared to accept that, but have not insisted that the
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Itis a rather curious descrip- select committee meet or take evidence until Anderson
tion for the answer that | gave yesterday. | said that theeports and the Attorney-General lays the evidence—

honourable member will have to wait until the— The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Mr President, | rise on a
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: point of order. There is a select committee and quite clearly
The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: —Premier makes a statement the honourable member cannot refer to matters that are the

in relation to the matter. subject of a select committee which is what he is doing. If

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: A supplementary that rule does not exist, then the rules are off and | will start
question: was the Attorney rolled in Cabinet on this issuesaying things publicly about a select committee.
because, quite clearly, the Attorney wished to table the report The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member will
in Parliament and it does not appear as if it will be tabled?resume his seat. There is a select committee into the land

The Hon. A.J. Redford: Good try. deal. The matter that was raised originally did not relate to

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: Yes, it was a good try. The that; it related to the Anderson report. So | ruled that there
honourable member will know that | am not— was no select committee and there was no select committee

Members interjecting: in that case. However, there is one into the land deal and, if

The PRESIDENT: Order! the honourable member starts to—

The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: The honourable member will Members interjecting:

know that Ministers do not disclose what does or does not The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member will
occur in Cabinet. not get an opportunity to say any more if he continues. | ask
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that when the Hon. Ron Roberts is addressing the situatioBeneral to present the full report either here or in another
he does not introduce matter that may be relevant to the seldcrum of this Parliament. My questions to the Attorney-
committee. The honourable member can speak around it b@&eneral are:

he cannot speak of evidence that has been given to the select1l. Has the Attorney-General had access to the Anderson
committee. findings? Is the Attorney-General and his advisers and

The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | rise on a point of order, officers briefing the Cabinet, or is the report only for the
Mr President. My point of order is that the matterissob  Premier and his minders?
judice Parliament has control of the select committees that 2. Given that the Attorney-General is Chair of the select
are set up by it.  understand that mattsub judiceare those committee which is looking at the matters contained in the
which are before the judicial system in this State and whictAnderson report, will he remove himself from the Chair and
clearly define the separation of powers between the judiciarfrom the discussions in Cabinet?
and this Parliament. Therefore, it ought not to be ruled by 3. If the answer to question No. 2 is ‘No,” will the
you, Mr President, that the hearings of a select committee av&ttorney resign from the select committee if his undertakings
sub judice | ask you not to uphold the Hon. Mr Redford’s to the Council that ‘the report and the Government response
point of order. would be tabled in the Parliament’ are not met?

The PRESIDENT: | have to rule that it is nagub judice The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | must confess that | could not
The honourable member is talking about the select commityuite follow the explanation that was meant to support the
tee. Originally we were talking about the committee that hadjuestions. | know that a lot of my colleagues are in the same
been set up beforehand; that select committee issubt position; they could not really follow what the explanation
judice. However, | ask the honourable member not towas all about. | think that the honourable member was in his
introduce information that has been given as evidence to thguestion trying to weave some devious web in a theoretical
select committee. or hypothetical context with which he hopes to entrap me or

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: Mr President, by way of others of my colleagues. | have said already that | do not
clarification, | must say that no evidence has been given tintend to disclose what is or is not discussed in Cabinet. Not
the select committee. So, | cannot refer to the findings of theaving been in government, perhaps the honourable member
select committee, but | cannot deny that a select committegould not be aware of that. However, as a matter of practice
exists. If we cannot talk about the fact that a select committeand principle, members of Cabinet do not discuss publicly
into these matters exists— what goes on in Cabinet, what is not discussed and how

The PRESIDENT: The honourable member cannot— decisions are taken. In terms of what may or may not happen,

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | will not refer to evidence the honourable member is speculating, and | do not intend to

given at the select committee; | undertake that. answer hypothetical questions.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member
cannot refer to proceedings of the select committee. PATAWALONGA

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: Absolutely, Mr President.
Thank you. The Premier is quoted as saying that he will The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | seek leave to make a brief
consider the report and report to the House. In response &Xplanation before asking the Minister representing the
further questions by Michael Atkinson, he also said, ‘l wouldMinister for the Environment and Natural Resources a
anticipate tabling my reply to the report before the end of théluestion about the Patawalonga clean-up.
budget session.’” Clearly, this is not in accord with the Leave granted.
assurances given by the Attorney-General in this place in The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | have asked a number of
respect of the tabling of the report. questions—
One assumes that when the Attorney-General says he will The Hon. Anne Levy: Gone for a swim yet?
lay the report on the table that it will be the whole reportand The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: No, | will not be going for
nothing but the report—no substantial additions or subtraca swim, particularly after a rain.
tions—and the Government’s response. Given all the The Hon. Anne Levy: Not you: John.
circumstances, | suggest that the Attorney-General is in a The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | am not sure about John. |
difficult position—possibly in a conflict position— have asked a number of questions in relation to the
The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member is Patawalonga clean-up. The Opposition supports the clean-up
giving an opinion. He knows that under Standing Orders hgrogram, and we have asked the Government questions on the
cannot do that. principles by which is it has devised the clean-up, the
The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS:All right, Mr President—in  methodology and the priorities it has set for cleaning up the
that the Anderson report has gone to the Premier and, orseaward side of the Patawalonga and not cleaning up the
assumes, to the Cabinet, although given the leaks in the pasters upstream.
that may not be true. However, | will allow the Attorney-  The questions | have today relate to a question | have
General to settle that. When the Attorney, who is the Chaiasked previously in relation to a decommissioned dump that
of the select committee of this Council, sits with his depart-was used by the West Torrens council for some considerable
ment and officers to consult and advise Cabinet on théime. That has been left unrehabilitated, in a state that has
legalities, he will be engaged in discussions in respect of theow come to the attention of those who are cleaning up the
politics and public responses in this an election year. Then wBatawalonga as needing attention. Methane gas is escaping
will get the Premier’s reply only and not the Attorney’s full from the dump area, and | have had complaints from people
report; then he resumes as Chair of the select committee. using the driving range—and the driving range operators
Clearly, the Attorney will be in possession of otherthemselves are complaining—that the smell is keeping away
information which other members do not have. | give noticepotential users of the driving range and could even be
now that, if the whole of the evidence that has been promisecontributing to the rotten egg odour that is permeating the
to this Parliament is not presented, | will ask the Attorney-southern beach area.
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I understand that the EPA has been called in to do somand that the millions of dollars in savings already achieved
venting and testing but, from the information | have beercould be significantly higher, but that the current proposal is
given, | am sure that the dump itself has not been tested fdo close down this operation. My questions are:
toxic contaminants. We know that all landfills contain a 1. What are the Government’s p|ans for the Net|ey
certain percentage of methane, and | understand that the ERfyerations?
has undertaken to do some testing and venting to determine
what toxins remain buried there. | make those statements nat,
as opinions but purely speculatively, given that rehabilitation
of dumps sometimes occurs that way. My questions are:

2. Will the Minister acknowledge the savings that are and
n be gained from those operations?

3. How will the Government handle future printing

1. Why has the Patawalonga clean-up program left ituntirequirements if it_sells off these operations and loses the
now to attempt the clean-up of the former West Torrenskilled personnel involved?
decommissioned landfill? 4. Will the Minister investigate the savings possible
2. If the EPA has used the vent testing system foithrough the continued operation and even expansion of this
identification, why has it done so and not used a grid systeraranch?
for testing and rehabilitation? The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | will refer the question to my
3. What gaseous volumes and pressure are under the laodlleague in another place and bring back a reply.
cover that is the overlay across the West Torrens landfill?
riséODoes the escaping gas give rise to any health or safety MASSAGE PARLOURS
5. What method of rehabilitation will ultimately take The Hon. BERNICE PEITZNER: | seek leave to make

place after known toxins are found and identified for thata brief explanation before asking the Attorney-General a
landfill area as determined by the decommissioned Wesfuestion on the subject of massage parlours.

Torrens dump? . Leave granted.
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: | will refer the honour- The Hon. BERNICE PEITZNER: | have received

?ebrileymembers questions to the Minister and bring back fhformation about a massage parlour in Beulah Park which

employs nine people. All persons employed and working on
STATE PRINT the premises are fully qualified as masseurs in a range of
massage, including sports massage, relaxation massage and

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | seek leave to make a brief aromatherapy. Most of the women employed are supporting
explanation before asking the Attorney-General, representingiothers who have chosen to avoid various unemployment
the Minister for Information and Contract Services, abenefits by working. Allmoney earned is declared and taxed.
question about the Government's printing operations. ~ This massage clinic or parlour has been functioning for

Leave granted. 2%z years.

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Questions over the future of On Saturday 28 June, 12 police officers attended at the
the State Government’s printing operations at Netley haveremises for four hours, arresting and taking statements from
caused a great deal of concern about the long-term financidiree women who were working on the premises at that time.
impact of any move to sell off these operations. | have beeithe proprietor was arrested and taken to the Angas Street
told that Sprint's Procurement Branch (Print Manage-Police Station. The proprietor was informed that, under a Full
ment SA) is presently saving the Government millions ofCourt decision, a massage service performed by topless
dollars a year in both direct and hidden costs. The power ahasseurs amounted to prostitution. On 2 July, three police-
one buyer handling the Government’s printing needs and theen attended the property. They questioned the women and
availability of trained professionals to ensure cost savings othe police stated that topless massages provided on the
print purchases are just two areas of cost savings. premises were considered an act of prostitution.

As well as being an information bureau for Government On 4 July, three more police officers came to the parlour
departments, Print Management SA also acts as a watchde@d stated that the place was a brothel because topless
onindustry prices and ensures fair pricing for print purchasesnassage was being carried out. This has forced the proprietor
I understand that the branch uses South Australian printegg close the business and the nine employees are out of work
and suppliers, which also helps our local economy. Printingind on the dole. As | understand South Australian law,
prices can vary up to $20 000 on individual quotes andprostitution per seis not illegal. However, the Summary
generally vary at an average of $5 000 a week, which is aboffences Act 1953 and the Criminal Law Consolidation
$260 000 a year. That is mainly because of equipment andct 1935 make it illegal to live off the earnings of prostitu-
methods used by private printers. tion, to procure, to permit premises to be used for prostitu-

The cost for departments of organising printing quotes an€lon, and to consort with prostitutes. My questions to the
jobs is also substantial, with some putting the cost at $16 008ttorney-General are:
per department in one year, just in time Costs alone. | am 1 - pges 4 massage done by a topless masseur amount to
informed that buying and printing in bulk with standardised .o ctitution?
paper can save an estimated $1 million ayear. Itis estimatéo -
that the branch saves the Government about $100 000 ayearz' _Was there a F.ULI Court decision on topless massage
simply by using cheaper, appropriate paper where possiblg.nd' if 59’ what was it ) ) )
Quality assurance and understanding complexities of printing 3. Will the Attorney-General investigate the issue?
requirements and options is also an uncosted asset, which The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: In terms of the law, | will take
would be lost if the concern were sold. some advice. The instance to which the honourable member
I am told that the branch now handles only betweerreferred is perhaps an issue better dealt with by the Minister
5 per centand 10 per cent of the Government’s printing cost®r Police and, if so, | will refer it to him.
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FINANCE MINISTER higher amount will receive the appropriate refund and
apology?

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: Idirect the following The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: | will refer that question to my
guestions to the Attorney-General: colleague in another place and bring back a reply.

1. Will he confirm that the letter of appointment to Mr
Anderson QC stipulated that his full report would be tabled UNEMPLOYMENT
in Parliament?

2. Under what terms did the Government agree to pay t
former Minister for Primary Industries’ legal costs associate
with the Anderson inquiry?

3. Whatis the estimate of these costs and will the forme L d
Minister be required to return payments to the taxpayer if he eave granted.

is found to have had a conflict of interest and does not return The Hon. T. CROTHERS: The_last and latest figures to
to the ministry? come across my desk on the subject of unemployment show

. . . that the unemployment rates in South Australia were the

not-irchee Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | will take the question on highest of any State on the Australian mainland—and more
) particularly so were the statistics relating to the employment

of young people, especially school leavers. | note that the
TRAFFIC INFRINGEMENT NOTICES present Liberal Government has been in power since
The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: | seek leave to make a brief 11 December 1993, which makes its present tenure of office

explanation before asking the Minister representing thd) €XCess of 3'ayears. | further note that the State

Minister for Police questions concerning speeding expiatio overnment continues to downsize its PUb“.C Serw_ce.
notices. However, itis to the Federal arena that | wish to direct the

Leave granted attention of members, who should remember that the
The Hon. T.G .CAMERON' h b tacted b Howard-led Federal Government is the Liberal Party and is
€ rion. 1..5. - | have been contacted by ne game philosophical Party from whose loins spring the

Mr Geoffrey Nunn of Cumberland Park, who was recently, oqont gisen-led State Liberal Government. Let us put some
issued with a $181 expiation notice for driving at 74km/h iNeacts that come out of this year's Federal budget on the

a 60km/h speed zone instead of the $117 that is the norm ansardrecord. First, that budget indicates that some 16 500

fine for such an infringement. Mr Nunn was caught SpeGdInsaiederal Public Service jobs will go this year. Secondly, if the

3\7 l:gondayPS kMaty,btratvsell{gg We%t on IAngaf?_ Roa(.j'defence efficiency review is implemented then 8 000 defence
estbourne Fark, at about 5.45p.m., by a police officer usin bs will go, many of them in regional Australia. Thirdly, 700

a laser gun. The police officer gave Mr Nunn an expiatio :
notice that stated that he had exceeded the speed limit @feaaf;g]ssipoﬁifﬁﬁ ct)(r)l gvc\)/rg?cr;]d ;[2 :#uran r?])gihna\cvsiltl) Eznu;egg ;ged)

14km/h in a 60 kilometre zone. However, instead of bein - -
fined at the correct rate of $117, he was fined at the highd%rOVIOIe redundancy payments to the 700 meat inspectors.
G

he The Hon.T. CROTHERS: | seek leave to make a brief
xplanation before asking the Minister representing the
inister for Employment, Training and Further Education a
guestion about unemployment.

. : Iso, the Federal Government in this budget slashes
rate of $181. He was assured by th? pol!ce officer that a $1 700 million from the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme, and
fine and the loss of three demerit points was the corre

is is on top of cuts of $500 million in last year's budget.

perAafIty fgr th'? offel\r/llcT\j b q he si This budget also saw the imposition of a new drugs tax of
ew days later Mr Nunn became concerned over the Sizg, 1, $20 a prescription. All in all, these slash and burn

of the fine and decided to contact the points demerit sectiop), tics put at risk the jobs of some of the 12 000 or so people
of the Department of Transport to check whether he ha mployed in Australia’s high tech pharmaceutical industry.

received a correct fine. That section suggested that he call thg, .t means that if no-one can afford newly developed drugs

police, which he did on 28 May. The police informed Mr ,o 4ryg companies will have very little incentive left for

Nunnl that r?ehhid(;n fact l%een ‘filr)ed t(;nehhighehr; Incorrecty ny research and development. | remind the Council of the
penalty, which had somehow ‘slipped through'. He wasg,qi ihat Faulding, a South Australian pharmaceutical

subsequently sent an amended fine, but no apology. Mr NUnQ, 1y hany has pioneered much meaningful drug research in
is concerned that this particular officer is still operating undetyic Siate- truly, as has been stated by many, it is at the top of

the misapprehension that the penalty for speeding at 74km{R g a6 in this type of research within the nation.
in a 60km/h zone is $181 and three demerit points. Perhaps if we had had more meat inspectors instead of
I would have thought that the $1 million a week that thefe\yer we would not have had the problems that this State’s
Government is currently obtaining from speed cameras "%‘ngiroducers have had over their live sheep exports or some of
laser guns would have been enough, without wanting to picl,e fatal human tragedies which we have witnessed recently
up a bit on the side. My questions to the Minister are:  5th here and in Victoria. | further note that the Howard
1. Has the officer in question been informed of hisGovernment recently decided to sell off Australian National
mistake? railways with no guarantee whatsoever with respect to job
2. Why was this error not discovered by the processingetention for its present employees. Heaven alone knows what
section within the Police Department without Mr Nunn’s that will do to Port Augustal!

having to contact it, and why was Mr Nunn not offered an  One could go on, but suffice to say that if this latest

apology?. . o ~ Liberal Federal Government budget is to be taken as a
3. Isthis anisolated incident, and how many other similagyardstick the question arises, “To whom will the unemployed
cases have there been in the past 12 months? turn to look for help?’ My own observation on these and

4. Will the Minister give an undertaking to conduct a related matters are—and people tell me so—that they are fed
simple computer check to ensure that any other person whep with the stock answers of both the State and Federal
has been booked for a 74km/h speeding offence and fined thhéberal Governments, where the State Government, in spite
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of its being in office now for more than 3% years, keepsCommittee convened by the Department of Aboriginal
bleating about the State Bank debt whilst its Federal soulmatéffairs. Member agencies of that committee include represen-
gives us its bleat—the state of the Federal Budget deficiiatives from the State Coroner, judicial officers, the Police
when it first came to office. Complaints Authority, the South Australian Police, the
The closure of the Newcastle Steel Works by BHP will Department for Correctional Services, the Courts Administra-
lead to another 2 000 workers being added to the list of thaton Authority, the Department for Family and Community
State's unemployed. The other day a taxi driver said to meServices, the Department for Employment, Training and
‘What the hell do these Governments think they are doingFurther Education, Aboriginal education, the South
They've got the reigns now. For Heaven'’s sake, let them geAustralian Health Commission and the Aboriginal Justice
on about doing something about job creation.’ In light of theAdvocacy Committee.
foregoing, my questions are as follows— The interdepartmental committee comprises five working
The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: groups that focus on custodial health, leasing issues, non-
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Well you certainly wouldn't  custodial sentencing options, juvenile justice and
understand. Your knowledge with respect to the unemployeBitjantjatjara lands issues arising from Pitjantjatjara lands. In
could never be said to be true, given that you were alway$996, an implementation report was published by the State

cloistered in the ivory tower at the university. Department of Aboriginal Affairs outlining the steps that had
The PRESIDENT: Order! been taken to that date to implement the recommendations.
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: My questions to the Minister It was widely reported last week that a summit was held in

are: Canberra on black deaths in custody attended by the Attor-
1. Does he agree that Federal Governments today— ney-General and also by the State Minister for Aboriginal
The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting: Affairs and their State, Territory and Federal counterparts. It

The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Hello, there is another ivory Was reported that, as a result of that summit, most of the
tower merchant, the Hon. Mr Davis. My questions are:  participants agreed to develop plans to tackle underlying
1. Does the Minister agree that Federal Governmentsocial, economic and cultural issues, customary law, funding
today own the bulk of Australia’s economic purse strings? levels and law reform. My questions to the Attorney are:
The Hon. L.H. Davis: At least I've still got my ivories. 1. Will'he report further on any positive outcome from the
The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | will have to count them Summit last week and, in particular, what in addition to the
when next | see the honourable member in the proper state 8feps already outlined is proposed to be done in South
undress. My questions continue: Australia to implement the recommendations?
2. Does the Minister think that the Federal Government 2. Will he advise the Council when the 1995-96 imple-
is doing enough or could do more to assist in the plight ofnentation report will be issued? An earlier answer to a
Australia’s unemployed? parliamentary question suggested that it would be completed
3. Does he agree that the withdrawal and cutting back ot May this year. )
Federal Government expenditure has increased unemploy- The Hon. K.T. GRIFFIN: | will refer the second
ment in Australia, and particularly in South Australia? guestion to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs in another
4. Does he agree that Federal Government savingglace and bring back areply. | am not aware of the date when
brought about by downsizing of the Public Service, are moréhat report will be published and tabled. A communique was
illusory than real given that redundant workers must be pai@ublished by the summit. At one stage it was intended to deal
unemployment benefits from this self-same Government andVith a great many issues in some detail, but it became
moreover, are no longer contributors to the nation’s incom&bvious during the course of the day that, because of the
tax pool, and also, because of their greatly reduced purcha¥ariety of different interests around the table, it would not be

ing power, contribute much less to sales tax revenue. And?0ssible to getagreement on a comprehensive communique.
finally, but by no means exhaustively: However, there were a number of contributions to discussions

5. Does he agree that the withdrawal of a welfarewhich demonstrated that, around Australia, a substantial
monetary benefits from 17 or 18 year olds will also have umber of positive things are happening in relation to
detrimental effect on retail sales within the State of Souttf\boriginal people in the criminal justice system, both adult
Australia? and young offenders, and that there really was no sharing of

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | will take some advice from my experiences in relation to programs or coordination of these.
colleague the Treasurer in another place, and any other person One suggestion made—and it is a suggestion that | think
who might be able to offer something useful in response tavill ultimately be taken up—is that there be a more disci-

the honourable member, and bring back a reply. plined approach to the reporting of programs that are directed
towards dealing with the issues of Aboriginal over-represen-
BLACK DEATHS IN CUSTODY tation in the criminal justice system, so that there can be a

sharing of experiences and information whereby if a program

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | seek leave to make a brief is successful in one jurisdiction it would be appropriate to
explanation before asking the Attorney-General a questiodraw on that experience and not endeavour to reinvent the
about black deaths in custody. wheel. In South Australia a number of programs are specifi-

Leave granted. cally related to addressing underlying social, economic and

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: In answer to a question cultural issues that result in over-representation of Aboriginal
without notice asked by myself early this year, | was advisegbeople in the criminal justice system.
that the Department of State Aboriginal Affairs is responsible  One of the most encouraging aspects of the summit was
in this State for monitoring the implementation of thethat, for the first time it appeared, whilst the recommenda-
recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginattions of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in
Deaths in Custody. This function in this State is beingCustody is a benchmark and that a number of the recommen-
undertaken by the Aboriginal Justice Interdepartmentatiations have been implemented, there needs to be a much
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more deliberate and focused attention given to identifyingrhey were checked for speeding by a radar and the police
underlying social, economic and cultural issues, that is, théhen decided to give chase. Even though seven people were
causes, and develop strategies to address those causes, mndhe back of the utility and the police were chasing them,
as we are doing in the crime prevention area—not justhe silly driver—and he was quite silly, because he had no
addressing the outcome and the criminal acts themselves arespect for anyone else’s life—then drove at speeds of
their consequences, but also going back to identify the caus&$0km/h and lost control of the vehicle.
and developing strategies to deal with those causes with a Two of the people jumped out of the back of the utility
view to stopping the criminal behaviour in the first place. and did not sustain any other injuries. The rest of the people,
One area also touched upon was Aboriginal customargne of whom subsequently died, were taken to the Whyalla
law. | think in some areas it gained more prominence thamospital. Four other people were flown to the Royal Adelaide
others, but it was one of a number of areas which the summHospital in a critical condition. One person discharged
considered as a possible fruitful way of addressing some dfimself and the rest are in a serious condition in the Whyalla
the causes that related to Aboriginal people being ovemospital.
represented in the criminal justice system. In this State some | have raised this question of high speed car chases on one
discussion has taken place among the judiciary abowther occasion when the previous Labor Government was in
Aboriginal customary law, but nothing of a concrete naturesower. On that occasion two police officers were killed at
has been put in place. In Queensland, for example, Aboriginglenelg. What starts out as being a traffic infringement
Elders sit with judges and magistrates on particular casefinishes up as a major crime. There has to be a different way
That is not the case in this State but it may be that it is &f picking up people rather than chasing them at high speeds
development that ought to be examined. and endangering everyone else’s life, including pedestrians.
In terms of the outcome of the summit, a number of issueshank God the Police Commissioner has asked for a report,
were identified as issues that warranted further attention: th@fhich will also go to the Coroner.
there should, in fact, be a target for reducing the rate of over- 1y question is: will the Minister insist on getting a copy
representation of indigenous people in the criminal justice that report; and will he table it in Parliament so that we can

system;_and that attention ought to pe given to p_|annin%roperly figure out a way, if the police cannot, of stopping
mechanisms, methods of service delivery, monitoring anghege tragic accidents happening?

evaluation, all directed towards not just the deaths in custody The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | will refer the honourable

issue but over-representation of Aboriginal people in the, . hars question to the Minister. The only comment | make
prlmlnal Justice system. Law reform, funding levels, JUS“Cei§ that certainly everyone would acknowledge that this led to
issues and custom_arylaw issues are all part o_f that potout g major tragedy. | am not sure whether ‘crime’ would be
which we hope to find at least some solutions in Conjunction ., 2 os the best description of what occurred, but, as | have
with indigenous people to deal with some of these issues. said, | will certainly refer the honourable member’s questions

The point was also made that it is not just a matter fof, 4, pinister for Police and have a reply brought back as
Governments: it is a matter for indigenous people as well ag,, a5 possible

for the wider community, because Governments alone cannot
solve the problems which give rise to that over representation. TAILGATING
Both indigenous people and also the wider community have

to accept responsibility so that, working together, we are able 1o Hon. SANDRA KANCK: | seek leave to make a

to make a much more significant inroad into that problem. , jat exnianation before asking the Minister for Transport a
Although there have been mixed reactions to the Summ'buestion about tailgating.

I think it was fruitful and provided a good opportunity to
exchange views on very important issues. | think it was the The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: The latest statistics

first summit of its kind that has been held in relation to 1abl h i f tailgati detailed in th
Aboriginal people in the criminal justice system and notonly{’“/alal € on the evidence of tagating are detaiied in the

Aboriginal deaths in custody, and | hope that it will be a goodDepartment of Transport publicati®toad Crashes in South

base from which we as a community can develop prograrréUStralia 1992which | realise is perhaps a little old but it is
which will more effectively address the concerns, Which,aII that we have. In the publication tailgating is rather

uite properly, have been raised about Aboriginal people iffuaintly referred to as ‘following too closely’. | am sure the
?he jugticg sy)gtem 9 peop Minister is aware that amongst RAA members this is one of

the driving practices that causes the greatest amount of angst.
POLICE, HIGH SPEED CHASES Statistics indicate that tailgating is the fourth most likely
cause of accidents on our roads. If one adds up disobeying
The Hon. G. WEATHERILL: | seek leave to make a traffic lights, stoplights and give-way signs together, one sees
brief explanation before asking the Minister for Educationthat they do not collectively result in the same number of
and Children’s Services, representing the Minister for Policeaccidents as tailgating. What is notable is that the failure to
a question about high speed police chases. obey traffic lights, stoplights and give-way signs all attract
Leave granted. heavy penalties under the Road Traffic Act: tailgating is of
The Hon. G. WEATHERILL: Yesterday there was a itself not an offence.
report in the Adelaidédvertiserof some young people being Two weekends ago, th@ustralian carried an article
picked up by radar because they were exceeding the spegdlicating that technology warning drivers of the fact that
limit. What started out as a traffic infringement finished upthey are driving too close to the car in front of them is being
as a real tragedy, because the police gave chase to this Holdédeveloped in Queensland. That article also predicted that
utility. The situation was that very early in the morning someroadside speed cameras will also be able to photograph
people were waiting for taxis, and a friend pulled up to givevehicles engaged in tailgating. My questions to the Minister
them a lift, and seven of them got into the back of the utility.are:

Leave granted.
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1. Will the Minister consider introducing an amendment 2. Is it expected to come from the car industry in recogni-
to the Road Traffic Act making tailgating an offence? tion of the securing of the immediate future of that industry
2. Will the Minister undertake to finance an educationin South Australia following the successful lobbying of the
program on the dangers of tailgating? Federal Government on car tariffs in a bipartisan manner in
3. Is the Minister investigating the implementation of SOuth Australia?
tailgating detection technology for South Australia? The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW:  Throughout discussion
The Hon. DIANA LAIDLAW: Itis an interesting issue ON this project it has always been envisaged by the advisory
because, at the same time that the honourable member Hagard that supports the operation of Birdwood National
raised tailgating, | know that research is being undertaken ifylotor Museum that there would be a private sector contribu-
terms of intelligent transport systems which encourage moréon- As we all know, the motor vehicle industry, both
vehicles to travel more closely together but with the computeftanufacture and components, is a big and important industry.
technology warning people about what is happening inl € advisory committee, which includes representatives of
advance so that we can maximise the use of our transpdffat industry, has at least for the four years | have been
infrastructure rather than having cars spread over a consideYlinister argued very strongly that there would be substantial

able distance and demanding, particularly at peak hour, th&€!p from the private sector not only in this State but
more road space be provided. nationally, because it is known to be the National Motor

The issue that has been raised is clearly at odds withluseum. . . )
research that has been undertaken to see how we can |n€ advisory committee and the board of the History Trust
maximise the benefit of the infrastructure that this State’gre confident that there will be national support. It does not
authorities—and generally those around the world—hav@ave anything to do with the recent debate on tariffs.
invested in our transport or road systems. | am prepared ertalnly,_that outcom_e_wnl be convenient in the approach
look at the issue because | know that certainly at differentat we will make, butitis an approach that has been on the
speeds, and at higher speeds in particular, it is of a concelfble and understood and accepted for at least four years. |
to motorists. If people kept within the prescribed speed limit$ISC endorse the comments by the honourable member in
for any given stretch of road, probably it would not be suchi€mS of Mr John Cashen and Mr Jon Chittleborough.
an issue. However, they do not always do what is suggested
to be of benefit to the community at large. The honourable MULTICULTURAL AND ETHNIC AFFAIRS
member has raised some interesting issues and | will look at OFFICE

them without commitment in terms of legislation at this stage. The Hon. P. NOCELLA: | seek leave to make a personal

explanation.
Leave granted.

The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | seek leave to make a brief ~ The Hon. P. NOCELLA: | wish to make a personal

explanation before asking the Minister for the Arts a questiorPXPlanation in relation to a question on political classification
about Birdwood museum. which | asked the Minister for Education and Children’s

Leave granted. Services, representing the Minister for Multicultural and

The Hon. ANNE LEVY: Perhaps | can preface my Ethnic Affairs, on 4 June. | wish to refer to—

remarks by publicly thanking John Cashen on the excellent The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: I_rise on a point of_ord_er,
work he did as Director of the Birdwood museum. Indeed, it"I" President. This is clearly subject to a matter which is part

was a loss to Birdwood when he recently left that institution.c?f a substantive motion, and it ought to be dealt with at that

I am sure the Minister would endorse my remarks regardin me. S

John Cashen. | would also like to congratulate Jon Members interjecting:

Chittleborough on his recent appointment as Director at 1he PRESIDENT: Order! I accept what the honourable
Birdwood. member says, except that | do not know yet what the Hon. Mr

We all know that Birdwood museum will at last receive NOC€lla is asking for, and at the end of that | shall—
its new pavilion. This was announced in the budget, although The Hon. P. NOCELLA: Thank you, Mr President.
no money is provided from Government resources this year, The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | rise on a further point of
and building is expected to start in September. | presume thgfder, Mr President. The honourable member has referred to
for the work occurring this financial year Birdwood will be & statement that was made on 4 June. The motion, which is
able to use the $2 million which was given to it by theat the front of today’s Notice Paper, refers to what the
previous Government towards the redevelopment. Indeeonourable member said on 4 June. Clearly, itis one and the
that $2 million should by now have grown a bit due toSa@me thing. He can respond after | make my contribution on
interest. that issue later today.

The budget papers promised capital funds of $2.5 million The PRESIDENT: Order! Is the honourable member
for Birdwood redevelopment next financial year, making a@Sking for further advice, or is he asking for further
total of $4.5 million: $2 million from the Labor Government information on that motion® _ _
and $2.5 million from the Liberal Government. However, | ~ The Hon. P.NOCELLA: No, | am just setting the record
understand that the cost of the new pavilion is estimated tgtraight in regard to the reporting and recording of my words.
be $5 million, leaving Birdwood short about $500 000—or _An honourable member: Thatis not a personal explan-
perhaps a bit less than that because of interest which wiétion.
have accrued on the money that the Labor Government gave The PRESIDENT: No. Unless it is said in here—
to Birdwood. My questions to the Minister are: The Hon. P. NOCELLA: ‘Said in here'—in this

1. Where is the extra money, up to $500 000, expected t&hamber?
come from? Members interjecting:

BIRDWOOD MUSEUM
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The Hon. T. CROTHERS: I rise on a point of order, Mr preamble was obliterated by the loud interjection of raised
President. Being rude— voices of Government members, so much so that you, Mr
The PRESIDENT: Order! | ask the honourable member President—
to resume his seat. | am not aware of the matter, but is the Members interjecting:
honourable member suggesting that the resolution on the The PRESIDENT: Order!

Notice Paper is incorrect? The Hon. L.H. Davis: Rewriting his speech?
The Hon. P. NOCELLA: No, I am not talking about that The PRESIDENT: Order!

at all: | am talking about thelansardtranscript of my words. The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:
The PRESIDENT: In theHansard? The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. P. NOCELLA: Yes. The Hon. P. NOCELLA: —so much so that you, Mr
The Hon. A.J. Redford: What day? President, had to call the House to order. The end result is
The Hon. P. NOCELLA: 4 June. that the end of the sentence preceding the interjections and
Members interjecting: the beginning of the next sentence cannot be heard. There-
The PRESIDENT: Order! | am prepared to listen to the fore’ inHansardof 4 June—

honourable member’s personal explanation. Members interjecting:

The Hon. P. NOCELLA: Iwishtoreferto page 1497 of  The PRESIDENT: Order! Come on!

Hansardof 4 June where in the preamble to my question |  The Hon. P. NOCELLA: —while there are indeed

make reference to a radio program which went to air at 8 a.nyzspes preceding and following the interjection—
on the same day. | originally listened to the broadcaston my pjembers interjecting:

car radio on the way to work, so it is probable that my 114 PRESIDENT: Order!
attention was more on the road than on the broadcast. 1o Hon p NO(':ELLA" _the sentence nonetheless

However, | have now had an opportunity to analyse closel ppears to be run on, that is, it appears that | have ceased to

the tape of this radio program, identified as the ‘the ANF ; . - .
e . speak while the commotion was in progress and continue
half-hour broadcast’ in the early hours on 5EBI-FM. In th'sspeaking after it finishes, picking up where | left off. So, |

broadcast the three announcers, who include IVerle)fu-:tedto clarify that, while the sentence before the interjection

Gardini, .Iament—'among othgr thlngs—that four It"?‘“andid contain statements that are attributable to Mr Gardini, the
community organisations, and in particular, ANFE (Natlonalcme following the interjection—

forms of alleged polical leanings, and in their own case as. MemBers interjecting:

. alleged poiit gs, and . The PRESIDENT: Order! Come on, the Hon. Legh
a right-wing organisation. Both Mr Gardini and Mr Masi (one Qtavis'
zfl\'jrllz%ihertwo announcers) go to great lengths to assert th The Hon. P. NOCELLA: So, now | need to clarify—

The PRESIDENT: Order! | point out to the Hon, Terry ~ Viémbers interjecting:

. . The PRESIDENT: Order!
Cameron and to the Minister that there is too much back-
ground noise. | am trying to hear a rather delicate point. | 11 Hon. P. NOCELLA: —that the sentence before the

would rather that the Minister resumed her seat. Thank yoUteriection did contain statements that | have attributed to Mr
The Hon. P. NOCELLA: —does not get involved in ardini; the one following the interjection pertained to my

politics, that it is able to deal with Governments of all V" appraisal of the matter, an appraisal—

persuasions and that it is in fact totally apolitical. They state Members interjecting:

that to be identified as belonging to either one or the other 1€ PRESIDENT: Order! , _

side of politics is the last thing they would want, as it could  1he Hon. P. NOCELLA: —by which I still stand.

hinder their obtaining funding from the Government of the Members interjecting:

day. In the words of Mr Gardini and the other announcer, to ' he Hon. A.J. Redford: Where are your notes?

be described in political terms is a source of— The PRESIDENT: Order, the Hon. Angus Redford!
The PRESIDENT: Order! Is the honourable member—  The Hon. T. CROTHERS: I rise on a point of order, Sir.
The Hon. P. NOCELLA: The point is simply this. It is the same interjectors on your extreme right who are
Members interjecting: doing today what they did with respect to the Hon. Mr
The Hon. P. NOCELLA: | am getting to the point. Nocella’s having to use your good offices to look at the

The PRESIDENT: Well, a personal explanation requires Hansardtranscript. I would ask you to call to order particu-
the honourable member to explain where he has bedarly those members on the extreme right who disgraced
misquoted or where there has been some mistake, ratherthemselves on the last occasion by interjecting to such an

Members interjecting: extent thatHansardwas not able to accurately record Mr

The PRESIDENT: Order! | do not need help from Nocella’s statement.
anyone on my right. A personal explanation is just that, and Members interjecting:

it does not require background information. The PRESIDENT: Order!Hansardcan only record what
Members interjecting: it hears. | will not lay blame: interjections come from both
The PRESIDENT: Order! sides of the House very loudly and, whatever islensard

The Hon. P. NOCELLA: Mr President, | am indebted to provided it is on the tape, and | understand that they reread
you for allowing the officers oHansardto go back to the and relisten to their tapes—
original audio tapes of Question Time of 4 June in order to Members interjecting:
reconstruct the events as recorded. As a result of that, The Hon. L.H. Davis: Five weeks.
Hansard of 3 July contained several corrections to the The PRESIDENT: Order! And if they listen to the
original record. They appear undetorrigendd on page tapes—
1696. These amendments go some way towards a complete The Hon. L.H. Davis: Good reaction time; a splendid
reconstruction of the events, which show that part of myreaction time.



Wednesday 9 July 1997 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 1749

The PRESIDENT: Order, the Hon. Legh Davis! The fact The Hon. ANNE LEVY: As reported in yesterday’s
is that you can make alterationsiiansardonly in the form  Hansard yesterday it was stated that | had asked the editors
of corrections for spelling and an odd word or two missedof Liquid Spacsef | could write an editorial for them. | wish
out, but you cannot change the import of what is said. If theo make clear that | was approached by people associated
honourable member wanksansardchanged, | am sorry; | with Liquid Spaceand asked if | would consider writing an
cannot do that and | cannot order it. It is in tHansardand,  editorial for them; the initial approach certainly did not come
as far as | am concerned, you had a chance to correct it afim me. | contacted the editors and suggested voluntary

if that has not been done | cannot help it. euthanasia as a topic, because I felt they may or may not find
Members interjecting: that a suitable topic for their editorial space. On being assured
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. Paolo Nocella. that they were happy with that as a topic, | then provided the
The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: editorial, which was printed. While the topic of the editorial
The Hon. P. NOCELLA: The two sentences— was suggested by me for their approval, the initial suggestion
The PRESIDENT: Order! A point of order. of my providing an editorial certainly did not come from me

The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | rise on a point of order, butwas suggested to me. | would like that to be made clear
Sir. The interjection of the Hon. Angus Redford was com-on the record.
pletely out of order.

The PRESIDENT: Order! | accept that point of order. |
ask the honourable member to withdraw that.

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | withdraw that.

The PRESIDENT: And apologise

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | apologise.

The Hon. P. NOCELLA: The two sentences that are MATTERS OF INTEREST
before and after the interjection should not be read as a single
sentence, since they were never intended to be said as such, VIRGINIA HORTICULTURAL CENTRE
but should be read as two separate and discrete sentences
rendered incomplete by a bout of interjection which oblit- The Hon. T.G. CAMERON: Today | rise to say a few
erated not only some words but also the punctuationwords about the Virginia Horticultural Centre, which | had
Consequently, now that | have clarified the sense of myhe pleasure of visiting recently. The Virginia Horticultural
preamble and avoid the possibility of any misreading of it, ICentre had its official opening on 18 October 1996 and is
have written to Mr Gardini saying, amongst other things: located in the heart of Virginia, which is synonymous with

I don't particularly wish to quibble— the finest Australian horticultural produce. The purpose of the

The Hon. A.J. Redford: Eive weeks. centre isto provide a_catalys_,t for the transition of the \ﬁrginig
horticulture industry into a viable, market focused, economi-
cally and ecologically sustainable enterprise. This will
contribute significantly to economic development, employ-
ment growth increase and the earning of export dollars. It will
also act as a model for other regions and contribute towards
the encouragement of community development and tourism.

Currently, the Virginia region has an estimated gross
annual turnover of $67 million and employs more than 1 000
people. Horticultural production in the Virginia area is
diverse, with over 60 different crops, including 29 varieties
of vegetables, grapes, flowers and almonds. This reflects both

he diversity of the land to support a variety of produce and

he region’s multicultural people, many of whom have come
from the Mediterranean and South-East Asia. But the key
success of Virginia is the quality of its product. The Virginia
region has an ideal climate, rich alluvial soils and a supply of
natural underground water for year round vegetable produc-

Members interjecting:

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. P. NOCELLA:

I don't particularly wish to quibble about technicalities as | share
your—

Members interjecting:

The PRESIDENT: Order! | cannot hear this, and | know
you cannot, so perhaps if a little bit of—

Members interjecting:

The PRESIDENT: Order! | warn members on my right,
and | will warn members on my left if they get out of hand
and talk while | am speaking. | suggest the Hon. Paol
Nocella winds up his explanation; it is very long.

Members interjecting:

The Hon. L.H. Davis: What a disgrace!

The PRESIDENT: Order! | warn the Hon. Legh Davis.

The Hon. P. NOCELLA: | stated: fi

| don’t particularly wish to quibble about technicalities as | share . .
your viewg about th)é rights e?nd responsibilities attached to parlia- 1he pending supply of treated water from Bolivar through
mentary privilege. Consequently, | have no hesitation in expressinthe Bolivar-Virginia pipeline is predicted to provide the
my sincere regret for any inconvenience or distress that myegion’s horticultural industry with the potential to increase
contribution to Parliament on the 4th of June may Un'ment'o.”a"yproduction threefold and employment twofold or more within
have caused you. | trust that this matter is now fully dealt with to . AL :
your satisfaction. the next five years. Virginia is free from the pollution and
chemical problems which plague so many European rural
areas. It has the potential to bring clean, consistent quality
%roduce to the doorsteps of the rapidly growing tigers and
dragons of East and South East Asia.

LIQUID SPACE The Virginia Horticulture Centre is certainly an impres-
sive operation. The building was funded from a regional
The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | seek leave to make a brief development grant provided by the previous Federal Labor
personal explanation. Government, while its operation is partly funded from a
Leave granted. combination of private sector backing and the Horticultural

I now table my letter to Mr Gardini, and | am happy to make
available the transcript of the radio program, together with th
original tape, for any member who wishes to consult it.
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Research Development Corporation. The centre will play Ministers, but for this Parliament they have chosen not to
central role in the future development of Virginia. intrude on the time of other Government members, and for
First, it will provide a venue and focal point for activities that | thank them on behalf of Liberal members.
and programs designed to restructure, focus and develop the On Tuesday 15 July at 10 o’clock in the morning, | will
horticulture industry in the region. Secondly, it will act as ahave the honour of representing the Premier and Minister for
catalyst to focus the industry towards meeting market needsducation and Children’s Services at Holy Trinity Church on
and establishing alternative markets. A priority for the centréNorth Terrace because on that day it will be exactly 150 years
will be to encourage growers to establish an identifiablesince the school then known as the Church of England
brand and trademark for the area, to use best practice farmirigpllegiate School of South Australia taught its first lesson to
methods and to build confidence in the quality and reliablel1 pupils in a schoolroom behind Trinity Church. Let me read
supply of their produce. from page 18 of a book entitlethe Collegiate School of St
The centre has established links with other SoutHPeter, Adelaide—The Founding Yeaas follows:
Australian horticultural regions such as the Barossa and the The opening ceremony took place at 10 a.m. on 15 July 1847 at
Riverland. These will be extended to areas throughouthe School Room behind Trinity Church. Captain Watts, the
Australia, facilitating information exchanges about farmingPostmaster-General, whose son Samuel was one of the original
. L PUpI|S, recorded the event in his diary: _
practices, training, and research and development. The centre’ \yent as a director of the Proprietory School to the opening of
will also encourage tourism to the area. The use of the latesitand was most grateful at what took place. There were present the
multimedia computer technology will be employed to giveRevs Farrell and Woodcock, Drs Nash and Wyatt, [and Messrs]

visitors information on the region and local industries. Giverfg"taefl'gﬁgg‘r?tt\ho'gg‘évggkhga" i V@gﬁrggg-r eg’;’ggsth;g‘rﬁlrgr%%ﬂm [:r\]/c::-]ry
time, the large operators in the Virginia region will be 'mpressive'way, pointing out the advantages now offered to them

encouraged to provide visitor facilities at their plants andand the necessity for making the best use of these advantages—also
production sites. The Virginia region truly has an outstandinghe necessity by their conduct to hold up the credit of the school—

future, one of which we can all be justifiably proud. Farrell had previously addressed the school with I thought the
o . - : seriousness which the occasion demanded. The boys present were
The impact of the Virginia Horticulture Centre is not ;.= ~" =0 25 1" 2oy 2 very nice set of ladgiz. Flaxman 3,

Iim!ted to the \ﬁrgini_a region alone. It will become a r_nodel Newenham 1, Gilles 2, Wyatt 1, Nash 1, Watts 1, Thornber 2.
which can be applied to other regions, communities and Thus modestly began this ambitious enterprise in the presence
perhaps to industries across Australia. As the 1992f 11 boys and 10 men, all but three of the latter being fathers of

; original scholars. Two of the fathers were medical men (James Nash
Arthur D. Little report recommended, the future of South d William Wyatt), two were senior Government officials (John

. . . a
Australian industry needs to be based on strategies th%?atts,the Postmaster-General and Charles Newenham, the Sheriff),
change the basis of competition away from a reliance omwo were merchants (Lewis Gilles and Robert Thornber) and the

price, where South Australia is generally weak, towardseventh was the surveyor and agent, Charles Flaxman.

; ; ; ; ; A sceptic might well have questioned at this moment whether the
competing on the basis of quality, service, speed and Irnage(':hool would ever come to anything but Adelaide’s four newspapers

The report also stressed the need for industry to bUiId/ere all very supportive, one of them remarking prophetically, ‘It
linkages and clusters around the industries of wine, automas a day which will long be remembered in the annals of South

tive, engineering and research and development services.Australia.’

That is exactly what the Virginia Horticulture Centre is My great-great-grandfather was Charles Burton Newenham,
attempting to do, and those involved should be commendegvho was the Sheriff and the first Auditor-General, and who
| take this opportunity to express my thanks to Carolynalso built Springfield House, the first house in Springfield,

Anderson, Executive Support to the board of the Virginiawhich still stands. C.B. Newenham’s son was an original
Horticulture Centre, and to Rachel Fletcher, her assistant, fgjupil.

their kind invitation to visit and for taking the time to explain -~ On 18 July 1849, a private ordinance passed the
the centre’s role. | highly recommend that members take theegislative Council to incorporate the governance of the
opportunity to see for themselves just how this excitingChurch of England Collegiate School of St Peter, Adelaide.
project is maximising strategies that will sustain growth inRecently, members may have observed some 150-year
this vital area of our economy well into the next century. Icelebrations relating to the highly respected Pulteney

wish the centre all the best in its future endeavours. Grammar School. The Pulteney Street School for Boys and
, Girls opened to students on 29 May 1848. | expect that, as
ST PETER’'S COLLEGE with St Peter’s and other schools, Pulteney Grammar School,

. ... as itis now known, started planning some years before it
The Hon. J.C. IRWIN: First, let me say how good it is ctually opened for business.
to see the rain patterns come around a}gai_n. Although not aﬂ Five generations of my family have attended St Peter’s
of South Australia received much rain, if any, from this o have a strong association with it. St Peter's College has
change in the pattern, let us hope that the rest of winter hasoquced 57 members of the South Australian Parliament:
some normality toit. 27 members of the Legislative Council and 32 members from
Secondly, because this is my last chance to speak in thige House of Assembly.
debate for a while, | want to say how much | have appreciated The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member's
this five minute segment and acknowledge how well it hagjme has expired.
worked over nearly four years. | thank you, Mr President, the
Opposition Whip (Hon. George Weatherill) and the Demo- STATE TAXATION
crats for its smooth operation. Once it was worked out, there
have not been too many hiccups. | also thank the Clerk The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | take this opportunity to
(Jan Davis) and her husband Peter for the clock that is tickingddress the issue of tax, particularly State taxation. It is worth
down, and | should like members to note that not onenoting that, when the Liberal Government was elected in
Minister has spoken in this debate. The agreement reaché&fktoria, it stated that it had a major debt problem. One of the
by all Parties for this five minute debate does not excludevays it tackled that debt was by imposing a special tax. |
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disagree with the form of that tax, but at least it was recogthe Government to break, because it is a better promise to
nised by the Kennett Government that one way of tacklindyreak than some of the other promises the Government has
debt was to raise extra revenue and, in that case, it wastaoken in terms of what it was going to do to education,
temporary tax applied for three years and, surprisinglyhealth etc, where it seems to have more willingly—
removed at the end of that period. People accepted that The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member's
because they saw what it was being used for, that is, delgime has expired.
reduction. | imagine that they preferred it to the alternative,

which was to cut spending, which was adopted by this IMMIGRATION
Government.

It is worth noting that Victoria had a bigger deper The Hon. P. NOCELLA: | rise on the subject of
capitathan South Australia, but we tried to reduce our deb'immigration SA, a new initiative announced by the
at a much greater rate than Victoria did. It would have beeigs oy erment earlier this year. | have been approached by a
easier for South Australia to have tackled the problem in thg mper of people who closely study these matters and given
way that Victoria did. It was unfortunate that a promise wassome thoughts that might be of interest to members of the
made before the election and one— Council on this very important subject. | would like to say at

The Hon. T.G. Cameronlinterjecti_ng: the outset that | am a supporter of an active policy of
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT. No, 'W.'" r.10t. encouragement of migrants to settle in this State, as amply
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: demonstrated by all commentators, in terms of the population

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: If the honourable member jicy applying to South Australia at the moment. However,
had listened to _vvhat | said at the be_glnmng, he would havg seems as though the Immigration SA program may have
noted that | said I did not agree with the tax he actuallypeen conceived in haste. It looks as though a successful

applied but | did agree that using tax as a way of red.ucm%lueprint for an effective immigration program, which in this
debt was worthwhile. We here in South Australia with a.5¢e is limited to the category of independent skilled

stalled economy then had a State Government that Cifhigrants, would sound something like this.
spending. Many public servants felt insecure in their jobs.
They stopped spending.

The Hon. R.R. Roberts interjecting:

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Thatis right. That, of course,
flowed over into the private sector. Because people were n
spending, we then had private companies downsizing and
cycle of lack of confidence was set in place. | believe that if
the Government had, first, not reduced debt quite so rapidl
and, secondly, used taxation in part for reducing debt, w ; : g
may not have the difficulty that we have with our stalled perhaps even in this nation. Th‘? next stage Wogld be to
economy. Also, by raising tax we would not have had to cuf‘ppfoa"h the Department of Immigration and Multicultural
so deeply into our health and education services in the Wa?ffalrs, Wh'ch has primary carriage of this matter and, as |
that we have. nderstand, interrogate its database. The figures released by

| am somewhat heartened that Mr Olsen is now not rulin he Depar_tment of Immigratio_n and_ Multicultural Affairs
out the potential for tax increases and at the same time | a ow that in the category of skilled migrants the department

disappointed that the Hon. Mike Rann (the Labor Leader) hatgas at any giyen time somevvhere in. thg vici'nity of 60 000
rospective migrants already in the pipeline, in other words,

ruled out new taxes. | presume that he also has ruled out a readv processed and in manv cases already provided with
increase in tax take. Quite plainly, if he were to be elected— yp ' y y provi wi

which | do not think is likely—we will need to put more avisa and re_ady t_o come. ]
money back into education and health, and if you want more At that point, since at this stage and for the foreseeable
money it must come from somewhere. | note from thefuture the policy of the Federal Government is not to allow
Australian Bureau of Statistics figures showing State taxatioAny more than 15 000 skilled migrants in this category per
per capitathat in April 1997 South Australia was a long way annum, it is quite obvious that the pool, which is four times
down the scale. New South Wales stood at $1 900 (I willarger, from which we could draw would be an appropriate
forget the odd cents); Victoria, $1 896; the ACT, $1 799;source of prospective migrants. The final stage, of course, is
Western Australia, $1627: South Australia, $1 494:0 make sure that the labour market matching takes place on
Tasmania, $1 451; and Queensland, $1 309. South Austraf@dmost a one for one basis; in other words, matching a
was in fact $133 behind Western Australia and a little ovevacancy in a particular workplace with a candidate coming
$400per capitabehind New South Wales. from a particular country. That is the level at which, in the
There is no doubt that, in terms of relative State taxationView of the experts, this program would work effectively.
South Australia is well down the scale. That can be some- | understand that the original survey that underpins the
thing to boast about but, if you recognise that taxation is alsahole program was not conducted in any proper fashion but
away of providing essential services, you have to realise thatas fairly superficial. In other words, it looked at the large
part of the price you pay for the lower tax take is the lessenumbers and the forecast industry by industry rather than
ability to provide the same quality of service. South Australiaworkplace by workplace, and this may create some problems
does quite an amazing job in some of its public servicesn the sense that, when these people eventually come here,
considering the lack of funds it has available. The Democratthey may not find the jobs which they were looking for and
have not ever said that there should not be tax increases. Which in a sense they had been promised or given assurance
fact, we have tried on a number of occasions over the yeaxsf, and which they could occupy if the process were followed
to encourage the Government to consider that as an optioproperly and the crucial labour market matching done
Itis a promise that we have always been prepared to suppagstoperly.

First, a thorough analysis of the requirements of industry.
By that, | mean physically asking industry about their
requirements in terms of skilled personnel; their problems in
&ecruiting appropriate skilled personnel; the number of jobs;
d in terms of timing, when this position need to be filled.
is is the most crucial part of the exercise, because it is the
ne that identifies almost one by one those vacancies that
annot be filled by the local labour force in this State or
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RANN, Hon. M.D. Itis beyond dispute that Mr Rann asked one of his shadow
Ministers, Kevin Foley, to do the dirty work for him but Mr

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: My matter of interest is the Foley wisely, and I think quite properly, refused. Many Labor
Leader of the Opposition, Mr Mike Rann. It is a matter of politicians are horrified about Mr Rann’s unsubstantiated
great interest. It should never be forgotten that Mr Mike Ranrattack. Apparently Mr Rann is now making policy on the run.
was the key adviser to Premier John Bannon for a long time-or example, his pledge of no new taxes was made without
He was part of that Bannon team that gave the green light teeference to the shadow ministry. The status of his leadership
the Remm Myer Centre, backed by a loan from the Statevas used to insert the Hon. Paolo Nocella into a Legislative
Bank of South Australia. The net loss to taxpayers was a laz€ouncil vacancy, and that member’s recent performance
$900 million, nearly $1 billion. By 1985 Mr Rann was in again reflects ill on Mr Rann’s judgment. Mr Nocella is
Parliament and in 1989 made an impassioned defence of Tialready a joke and an embarrassment amongst many of his
Marcus Clark, lashing out against the continuing questioningolleagues and ethnic communities. This is all reflected in the
of the Liberal Party Opposition. latest news poll in today'®ustralian which shows that

Indeed, in April 1989 he moved a motion attacking theRann’s performance rating has plummeted to a new low and
Liberal Opposition for its condemnation of the State Bankthat the ALP has lost four percentage points in its primary
He described the appointment of Tim Marcus Clark as/ote.
Managing Director of the State Bank as a major coup that had The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member’s
stunned the Australian banking world. Well, it certainly time has expired.
stunned the taxpayers of South Australia when, in February
1991, they reeled at the announcement of the loss of the RURAL HEALTH

1 billion and of course that inevitably grew to $3.15 billion.
$ yo $ The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS:| must thank the Hon. Legh

L'er anq 'S; so_ltled gootQS._In 1983]Wg?nt h%attf(:keﬂ.tmf)avis for that valuable contribution. Before he started | knew
Ir (\a;% tarby Orb' S Iqltjels |on|rrrlg ?n h N | ate ant.—wd|c nothing, and after his contribution | feel equipped to become
proved 1o bE absolu ey’ correct—ne also questioned OY,qo ¢'ihe biggest bores on the speaking circuit. | wish to
attack on the State Bank's commercial judgment in lending. , et ahout some of the things that are happening in
money to Equiticorp. Both the Royal Commission into thecountry health. Since this Government came to power some

State Ban and the Auditor-General had plenty to say abo%ll/z years ago a whole heap of promises, including some for
that particular deal—and that would not have been mus'Ctﬂospitals—such as a new hospital for Port Augusta—have
the ears of the financially ignorant Leader of the Oppositionbeen changed

_Mr Rann, it should be remembered, has railed against Thjs Government has engaged in a services slashing spree
privatisation by the Olsen Government, yet he was a membg{cross country South Australia which has had dramatic results
of the Bannon Government which agreed to sell the Statgy, the provision of services and the quality of life in the
Bank, and that is code—and | say this slowly for membergontry, The Government has put enormous pressure on
opposite—for ‘privatisation’. He remained silent while peajth services in country areas because it has continually
Messrs Keating and Hawke sold Qantas and th@jashed budgets and contracted services. This is compounded
Commonwealth Bank, attempted to do sell ANL and madg,y the fact that it has slashed these services and taken away
very public noises about selling Telecom. Government departments without one family impact state-

Mike Rann was Bannon's key public relations strategistment, such statements having been promised by Dean Brown
He was described by his own troops as the ‘Minister forin the run-up to the last election. No-one has seen a
Propaganda’. To give just one example, in Chris Kenny’'ssommunity impact statement, but the community impact has
book State of DeniajJournalist Matt Abraham remembered been dramatic.

a story from Rann which sounded familiar and asked him | will refer to a couple of areas in particular. Owing to
how many times it had been announced, and Rann replied, ‘Butbacks in services | was forced to raise the issue of respite
has been announced 13 times.” Among his Labor colleaguesare at the Port Pirie Hospital and the conditions for people
he is known as ‘The Fabricator'. Let me give members arseeking respite. Thousands and thousands of dollars were
example of Rann-the-man in action. In the early months o&aved by virtue of the fact that their families look after them.
this year MrRann constantly was predicting an earlyThere is virtually no respite care at Port Pirie and they had to
election—and 5 April was one date he picked publicly.go to surrounding country hospitals. Then | saw the disgrace-
Having fanned the flames of an early election Mr Rann theful situation where the Minister, when attacked, said, ‘The
issued a press release on 11 May in which he piousl¢ommunity has saved $40 000 for palliative care; we will
proclaimed, ‘The public is fed up with early elections. Thenow use some of that money to put in respite care.’ But the
public is also tired of constant election date speculation, angiorst areas are out in the wider country areas, not the
so is the business community.” Hey, presto! Rann-the-martegional hospitals but the small hospitals. We have problems
having created the problem, provides the solution—and thgt Riverton and Saddleworth District Councils, so much so
solution was that the Labor Party had decided on four yeahat, in despair, there is a public meeting on Thursday night.
fixed terms for elected Governments. There is also a public meeting on Thursday night at

The parliamentary Labor Party is becoming increasinglyArdrossan where the community hospital at Ardrossan is in
alarmed and annoyed at Mr Rann’s erratic behaviour adire financial trouble trying to survive and they are not that
Leader of the Labor Party. In recent weeks, under thdar from Maitland.
protection of parliamentary privilege, he made an outrageous Everybody in this Parliament knows that | am a great
allegation against the Premier, John Olsen, and claimed thaupporter of the private system, but the realities of life,
he had been the leak of Liberal Party information when hdecause of the cutbacks in country areas, country people, as
was previously a Minister. Mr Rann refused to repeat that inhey have always had to do, have had to make adjustments
the public arena, for fairly obvious reasons. and alterations. This hospital at Ardrossan has been run on
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a non-profit basis because of its ability to provide service tdo be filled. Let us look at the report prepared by Dr David
insured patients. It provided emergency services not only tthompson, the Coordinator of Rural Medical Training in
its own community but to visitors, and is in dire trouble. | am South Australia. The program, known as the Rural Training
suggesting that there needs to be a mix, a harmonisation, §tream (RTS), is a four-year program and, at present, there
you like, of the public and private health services in this areare 38 Rural Training Stream medical registrars in South
to provide sensible health care for those people living imustralia—14 in year one, eight in year two, nine in year
central Yorke Peninsula. three and seven in year four. The programs offered are now
We have a situation where one hospital can attract a wholeore varied and more flexible.
range of people, including a visiting female obstetri- The Director of Rural Training, Dr Strasser, also ad-
cian/gynaecologist, yet we cannot get one at Maitland. Therdressed the numerous issues involved, namely, that a child-
is excellent laparoscopic equipment but Maitland does naotare subsidy should be available for registrars undertaking
have any. Ardrossan has a colposcope and Maitland does ntining distant to their permanent address, and that there
Ardrossan has attracted a female GP to join the practice bghould be support, including mentoring, establishment of peer
Maitland cannot get a doctor. Ardrossan has a visitingsupport networks, career counselling for registrars and
orthopaedic surgeon but Maitland cannot attract onespouses, and inclusion of appropriate education programs.
Ardrossan has a visiting urologist and Maitland does not. The RTS is to include all those with an interest in rural
These people are asking for funding for two acute bedgeneral practice.
and a fee for service payment for emergency uninsured The needs of female registrars also ought to be addressed,
patients at their hospital to maintain not only their viability as it was found that women medical registrars practise
by a viable health service in the central Yorke Peninsulalifferently from the male registrars. It was considered that
region. It may sound funny, coming from a Labor politician, women registrars felt less equipped because it was said they
to talk about privatisation and the public system in the samgractise less often and often practise in rural towns without
sentence, but there is a vital concern out there. The Heal@hospital. An essential to a rural training course was a course
Commission is making ridiculous decisions, spendingn emergency medical and surgical trauma.
$170 000 on the creature comforts of one person when we Registrars were not well informed on the cost of reloca-
have got a serious decline in health services in central York&on, accommodation and travel. It is envisaged that financial
Peninsula because of the financial constraints put on theimbursement should be on a uniform national basis. The
Ardrossan Hospital and the Maitland Hospital. | call on theinitial core disciplines of anaesthetics, obstetrics and surgery
Government, instead of wasting $170 000 on a home, tshould be supported but there should be flexibility for other
provide some sensible funding, as did Martyn Evans to Keitldisciplines to be learnt, for example, paediatrics, psychiatry,
when he was Minister, to the Ardrossan Hospital and fund iENT and ophthalmology. This will be a further problem as
for a couple of public beds and give it a fee for service orthe medical registrars feel that they are put through more

uninsured patients. hurdles than a specialist registrar, and this needs to be further
The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member's discussed.
time has expired. | am aware that all the problems of working in the bush
thatis, the social and medical isolation, are being addressed,
DOCTORS, RURAL and, although a good salary is helpful, it is not the total story.

An example of this is the rural medical innovation that is

The Hon. BERNICE PFITZNER: | also speak on a occurring in Cleve, which has enjoyed a two-person practice
matter of importance with regard to the health system in rurafor a number of years. As a result of an inability to attract a
areas and the training of rural general medical practitionerseplacement doctor, one of the two practitioners who is
My contribution will be on a more optimistic note. | have seeking to move into semi-retirement, Dr Clive Auricht,
been concerned for some period about the sufficient numbetgrote to the Flinders and Adelaide Universities. Dr Auricht’s
and skills of medical doctors in rural areas, especially susiness partner, Dr Vizard, was concerned at the prospect
when an evaluation report by a Dr Louise Stone gave a ratheff being the sole practitioner and, as a result, an innovative
negative impression of rural training. | therefore visited theproject has interns travelling from the city to help to alleviate
Royal Australian College of General Practitioners inthis problem, and this appears to be an excellent initiative for
Melbourne, the headquarters for the coordination of ruraihe rural area.
medical training.

The Rural Coordinator Director, Dr Sarah Strasser,
assured me that the rural program had been reorganised and
that it had addressed all concerns raised by the project officer,
Dr Stone. My particular problem concerned the scarcity of
doctors in rural areas and the innuendo and claims that NOCELLA, Hon. P., CENSURE
doctors do not want to relocate to the country because of poor
financial remuneration. To state this does not take into The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | move:
account the very complex issues of why doctors are reluctant That this Council censures the Hon. Paolo Nocella for—

to relocate to the country. 1. Falsely declaring in the Legislative Council on Wednesday
. . L . 4 June 1997 that Mr Alex Gardini, President of the ANFE
Indeed, although financial remuneration is a factor, it is (Associazione Nazionale Famiglie Emigrate) had stated on
not the only factor. In fact, on a recent visit | was shown the Radio 5EBI-FM that he was horrified that the activities of the
wonderful facilities at the Peterborough Hospital, including Office of Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs resembled the

the doctors' quarters. A doctor's remuneration was said to be i/lcig\ll(iet;edsinogf ttﬁee égﬁ‘a%éﬂszogﬂgg?the talse claims in the
abo_u} $250 000. If finance was the only can|derat|on the ™ b iament on Wednesday 4 June 1997
position should have been snapped up, but it was notand, at 3. pistributing a copy of alansardtranscript to Mr Gardini

that stage, the community was still waiting for the position which deliberately omitted the false claim he made about Mr
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Gardini and the answer given by the Minister for Education  Certainly not to my knowledge. | know of no such files.

and Children’s Services to the questions asked:; . .
and calls on the Hon. Mr Nocella to apologise publicly to Mr A S€cond question asked by the Leader of the Opposition,

Gardini. (Hon. Michael Rann) inquired how the Premier could explain
In moving this motion, | am mindful of the comments madePOlitical assessments in briefing papers supplied to him by the
by the Hon. Paolo l\]ocella in his maiden speech on 1 ffice of Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs. He indicated that
October 1995 when he said: he Opposition had been leaked copies of briefings containing
' . 1Eolitical assessments of South Australian ethnic organisations

However, my most recent professional involvement has been i .
the area of ethnic affairs in the position of Chairman and Chie repared for the Premier. He went on and referred to the

Executive of the South Australian Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs assessments as saying:
Commission. This is an area in which a considerable degree of the National Association of Migrant Families is politically

bipartisan support has existed and may well exist for a very longright wing’ and that the Federation of Italian Migrant Workers and
time. their families are ‘politically affiliated with the Italian Communist

Unfortunately, in the 21 months since predicting that therdarty’.

would be an area of bipartisan support in the area of multicu'he Premier responded in very clear terms. In relation to the
tural and ethnic affairs, the Hon. Paolo Nocella has comeériefings, he said:

under the spell of the Hon. Michael Rann, Leader of the ¢q office has prepared those briefings, that is the responsibility
Opposition in another place, and has ditched any pretext @ the Chief Executive of the office. | have not sought them directly.
pretence that he or his Leader will do anything which mightf they have come through my office and my staff have seen them,
be described as ‘a considerable degree of bipartisan suppoft¢annot recall ever having had a look at those so-called briefing
Indeed, in the same SpeeCh the honourable member referstl'g tes. Itis certain y under no instruction from me for suc ocumen-

on to be prepared.
the demand of duty and states: . .
. . . . J:ollowmg that, the member for Spence asked the Premier
There is a massive and underwritten code of feeling an

behaviour which was outside the law and which was so powerful a/N0 had made the decision to collect and file the information
to modify in practice the harsh rules of private law which were onlyregarding ethnic organisations and whether or not political
a last resort. assessments affect State Government funding to such
| hope members can judge the conduct of the honourablerganisations. In response to that the Premier said:
member, which | am about to outline, on the same lofty Following the honourable member’s first question, | understand
standards expressed by him. The facts are relatively straighthat my office contacted the Chief Executive of OMEA, whose

forward and can be substantiated, unlike some other caséérgp'e reply was that the claims made by the honourable member
are nonsense.

by documents and statements that are part of the public i
record. The facts can be stated as follows. If one readHansardit would then appear that a copy of the

At some time in early March 1997, by persons unknown felevant document was provided to the Premier. The Premier

a document entitted ‘Briefing Notes on the Italian Said:
Community in South Australia’ was prepared. The document, | have been given a copy of the document, but the documentation
under a paragraph entitled ‘Details about the Community it have does not identify any Government letterhead or any sign-off

o e : y anyone. . To thebest of my knowledge, | have never before seen
South Australia’, sets out a number of details, including th his document. . | have neveseen this document—. | have never

demography of the Italian community, indicating that nearlyseen this document. Let me assure the House that it has never been
10 per cent of the South Australian community is eitheran instruction of mine for any such documentation to be collected

Italian born or of ltalian ancestry; the history of Italian or prepared, and never has.any such documentation been
settlement; and details outlining some of the commorPresented to me.
characteristics of the Italian community in South Australia.Indeed, a news release was issued by the Leader of the
The document points out that over 180 regional ItalianOpposition dated 28 May 1987 with the heading ‘Olsen asked
community organisations are established in South Australito explain political dossiers on ethnic groups’. He referred to
which offer a wide range of educational, recreational andhe National Association of Migrant Families (ANFE) and
sporting facilities, in addition to maintaining the respectiveindicated that certain questions needed to be answered by the
customs and culture of each area of Italian origin. It point$remier.
out, too, that the Italian community is intensely organisation On Thursday, 29 May 1997, the President of ANFE,
oriented and can quickly unite for a common purposeMr Alessandro Gardini, wrote a letter to the Premier (Hon.
Despite noting that over 180 regional Italian communityJohn Olsen) and sent a copy of that letter to the Hon. Mike
organisations are established in South Australia, the docirRann, Leader of the Opposition, the Hon. Julian Stefani
ment outlined some details concerning the major organisaviLC, the Hon. Paolo Nocella MLC and Antonio Tropeano,
tions and lists 10 organisations as major. President of CIC Incorporated (or the Coordinating Italian
In relation to those organisations, the document refers t€ommittee). In that letter addressed to the Premier,
the political leanings of four organisations and, in relation toMr Gardini said:
one, indicates that it might be affiliated with an Italian | was dismayed and deeply disappointed by the manner in which
political party. In relation to the other six organisations, nothe briefing notes on ANFE and the other three organisations were

reference is made to any political allegiance. | seek leave tgonsidered in Parliament. It was disconcerting to have ANFE

table the document to which | have just referred. identified as a political organisation and to have my own name
Leave granted flashed on the television screen following the highlighted allegation.

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: On 28 May 1997, the He continues:
member for Spence, Mr Atkinson, in another place asked the ANFE is an incorporated welfare and a registered charitable

Premier whether or not Public Service departments under tHggsociation. I?ytvilrtue %f itSt_CQt’.‘Sti“ﬁiﬁngg”Ciesv se;r_vt_icelphilo'ls_ophy,
e : : o : anagement style and activities, as no political or religious
Premier's direction kept dossiers on the political leanings Og]rientation. It was established at the peak of immigration from Italy

South Australian based organisations, clubs or individualsn 1962 as a branch of ANFE Italy, an Italian emigrant welfare
The Premier responded as follows: organisation (in Italian, ‘ente morale’).
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He went on and clearly stated that there were no politicaflefending the integrity of the organisations such as the ANFE, not
affiliations involved with ANFE and emphasised that it wasthe other way around. _

a non-political organisation. In his last sentence he said—and Y)"th every bef‘ wish for you, your family and the ANFE,

itis a very important sentence: ours sincerely,

Mike Rann.
This gives me hope that this matter will be put right and put asid
as quickly as possible and that the allegations will not become fujl seek leave to table that letter.
for those who promote racialist ideas and discord. Leave granted.

This is important because the message from ANFE to the ThedHon. IA&]. REDFOR,[D[; Ittiﬁ alljsollclear tthat oSn thet
Opposition is, ‘Do not make this issue or us into a politicalS3M€ day a Ietter was Sent by the Fariamentary Secretary

football.’ In that regard, | seek leave to table the letter of 2g*SSiSting the Premier stating that the briefing notes were not
May 1997 to which I’have just referred and which Wasprepared under the direction of the Premier, nor were they
addressed to the Premier prepared under the direction of the Chief Executive Officer
Leave granted ' of OMEA. He reiterated that neither the Premier nor the Hon.
’ . Julian Stefani had any knowledge of the existence of such a
The Hon. A.J. . REDFORD' On 30May 1997, ocument. In other words, the matter could have been left to
Mr Alessandro Gardini wrote a further letter to the Leaderol. d finished th dth
the Opposition. He said a number of things, including the'© and inished then and there. .
following: ’ The stage having been reached where ANFE has denied
9 any political affiliation, the Premier having denied any

| was shocked to see my name flashed on Channel 2 wit ;
allegations that Associazione Nazionale Famiglie degli Emigrati Inc‘lnowledge of the preparation of any documents, and the

(ANFE) had political leanings highlighted in yellow. | understand OPPOS'“O“ having been ma(_:Ie aware through 't_s '—eader (Hon.
the allegations were also reported on Channel 7. | have forwardelichael Rann) of these two important facts, an interview took
to both media denial of what is alleged. place on 5EBI-FM on Wednesday 4 June 1997 between 8 and

dWe are not adporqtiqal organrzs_ation. We are a welfare organisatio® 30 a.m. In that program Mr Gardini was interviewed. In
and a registered charity—nothing more. ; i~

ANFE was dismayed that you presented Parliament with SO[esponse to a question he said: ) .
called ‘briefing notes’ alleging political leanings both on our partand | was watching TV and there you saw this writing on the screen,
that of three other organisations. It was alleged that these notes ha#id it was highlighted in yellow, which stood out even more on the

been prepared for the Premier. screen, showing ANFE as a right wing entity—with the President
We never believed that any Minister would be so foolish as tob€ing Alessandro Gardini. You can imagine how angry | became
request such briefings. about this matter. And | confirm that we are not a political entity. We

) ) . L are neither a right wing nor a left wing organisation: nor are we a
It is quite clear that at that point Mr Gardini was extremely centre organisation because we have nothing to do with politics; you
distressed by what had happened in Parliament the previolsow that very well.

week. It is also clear that the organisation had accepted thg that interview he went on and said:

statements made by the Premier in the other place. In that ¢ reminds me that ANFE in Italy was founded in 1947 by, |
letter Mr Gardini went on and said: believe, a decree of the President of the Republic. It was founded as
| have already been approached by our volunteers expressir@) entity for no profit, or, as we would say in English, a non-profit
their own concern about the allegations and indicating that they ha@rganisation. We are a welfare organisation. Not only that, but we
been reproached by their friends for giving of their service to adre also a charitable organisation. So, if you give a donation to

‘political’ body. | had to reassure them of our non-political and non-ANFE, you can claim it as a tax deduction. Therefore, the last thing
sectarian constitution, policies and services. we need is to be accused of being political because we could lose our

Anh bl ber interiecti status which enables us to do our work.
n honourable member interjecting: . . . .
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | note that the honourable Mr Roberto Masi, the immediate past-President of ANFE,

member interjects, but this is the effect that you have onfas also on the program, and he said:

small people when you play games in this place—and we are _VVell, | can speak about ANFE with some experience since we
. . . - were founded here in Adelaide in 1961. We have never been
talking about small people, hard working ltalians. This is N0t oved in politics. We have never supported any political party

a joke: this is serious. He continues— because we are supported by both parties, in fact, by all parties, and
Members interjecting: by all those who assist us. And we have never asked for any identity
The PRESIDENT: Order! card or the details of any affiliation from any ANFE member.

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: He continues: Mr Gardini interjected and said:

As the one who has made temporary political capital out of this ANFE has no knowledge of the political views of their clients,
incident, you should have foreseen the outcome, and ANFE expec®$ What political interests they may hold.

a public and unreserved apology from you. Mr Masi responded by saying:

Quite clearly, Mr Gardini was, on behalf of his organisation, | et me tell you a little secret, for example, the allegation has been
distressed at the fact that the so-called political briefings hathat practically we are a right-wing organisation or an association
been raised in Parliament and at the manner in which thepvolved with the Christian Democrats. | can tell you one thing, here
had been raised. One might understand the concerns ofegt{ggﬁls"’t"de' ANFE was founded by Antonio Giordano who was a
Opposition faced with this sort of documentation. Indeed, a o )
letter sent by the Leader of the Opposition (Hon. Mike RannjMr Gardini interjected and said:
on 30 May 1997 could, from certain quarters, be defended. Yes, and the poor man, once upon a time was also a fascist and
In that letter the Leader of the Opposition said: he was interned.

My Dear Alex, Mr Masi added:

| was disappointed, if not surprised, by the tone you have taken Yes, and he was interned and ANFE has nothing to do with the
in your letter | received today. It is obvious to me that you seem taChristian Democrats.

be either confused, or have merely accepted the Liberals’ argume . .
on the matters debated in Parliament this week. Mr Gardini then said:

| see no possible reason or need to apologise to you for attacking After the war, Antonio Giordano became a socialist and he was
those who have smeared your organisation. | was the persamnon-believer, therefore he would have little to do with the Christian
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Democrats. And then it is well-known to you (referring to Mr Masi) available to any member of this place and, indeed, | am

that you and | have different political views. happy—and | do not think | can—to table a copy of the tape
Mr Masi then said: for consideration by all members here. | apologise if the
Yes, | cannot understand the reason for this unjust allegatioffanslation is not perfect, but | believe that it is accurate and
which has been taken to the media. that it conveys the sentiments of the two people involved.
Mr Gardini then interrupted and he said: On 4 June 1997 the Hon. Paolo Nocella rose to his feet.

e referred to the questions that had been raised by the Hon.

The bad thing is that not only has the damage been done to o '1 . .
organisation but also to three other Italian associations. And one (N'Chaﬁ Rann and the member for Spence, Michael Atkinson,

the other three organisations, which | don’t wish to name, is also @nd to the denials of the Premier. He also referred to the radio
similar entity to ANFE. Itis also a non-profit organisation which was interview, and one could only draw the conclusion that he had

founded in ltaly and the other two undertake community worki|istened to that interview. In that contribution (and, indeed,
which they do well.

In the past, | have been a member of at least two of these thrd@ today’s contribution, he confesses to having listened to it),
organisations. | am currently still a member of one of them. But tohe said:
see these political allegations that create the perception to the Tphe president of ANFE. Mr Alex Gardini. one of the organisa-
Australian public and to Australians who are no longer Italianssions classified politically and described as ‘a right-wing
because most of them have become Australians, that ANFE doggganisation’ this morning commented on 5EBI-FM and expressed
nothing else but play politics. How wrong! These organisations, inyjs dismay that the Office of Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs
fact, undertake a lot of work for the community, therefore, there iSOMEA) would get involved in this kind of activity. Mr Gardini, like
nothing political about that. me, is a former senior member of this organisation and is horrified

a

The perception which has been created by the publicity doegat these activities . resembled the activities of the KGB or, more
damage to the organisations. It also does damage to the Office ghpropriately, the Polish UB.

Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs which | founded under the Dunstan . . . .
Government. Under the Dunstan Government, | became Head of thitwill come to the reconstruction, the reinvention, the
Office. | continued to work within that Office until after the Liberal obfuscation and the attempt to wriggle his way out of what
Government took office. | worked there until six months ago andhe said in due course
then took a package and retired. Memb interi t" .

Therefore, | have seen right-wing and left-wing governments and embers in erjeclmg'
that office (meaning OMEA) has never been involved in playing The PRESIDENT: _Order! ]
politics. And that Office did not write that document (as an official ~ The Hon. L.H. Davis: Do you want to listen to the tape?
Sure.that 1 dldnt because | nave been contacte by vareug, 1oL RESIDENT: Order! if the Hon. Legh Davis wishes
politicians, including politicians within the Ministry. | have also fo say something | can give h_lm that call. . .
spoken to the public servants who | have known for many years The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: This was the first time on

within the office of OMEA and in whom | have the utmost trust.  any analysis that a statement was made to the effect that the

We should bear in mind that this is the interview from whichactivities—and | assume the activities of classifying Italian
the Hon. Paolo Nocella sought his information in making theP'ganisations by some office in OMEA—resembled the

| know was has happened. | know that it is a total disgrace an(g/qlembers here need not be reminded of the excesses of both

I don't wish to say any more than that. ose organisations. To ensure that members understand what
Ms Mirella Mancini, who was the programmer in the Studiothe honourable member said to this Parliament on 4 June

at 5EBI-FM and who was involved with this broadcast, 1997, 1 W'”_ rgpgat Wh"flt he said, as fqllgws.
asked: Mr Gardini. . . ishorrified that these activities. resembled the
. _activities of the KGB or, more appropriately, the Polish UB.
Why couldn’t we mention the names of the other two organisa-, . .
tions; they were clearly visible on the television. Maybe it is better!n @ddition, he asked some questions. But the matter does not

that you don't. end there, Mr President.
Mr Gardini replied by saying: The Hon. L.H. Davis: What's that say?
‘No. The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | will come to that in a

) minute. The matter does not end there, because the response
And went on to say: _ from the Hon. Robert Lucas was strong and critical of the
‘that when you repeat allegations people may hear well, or may{on. Paolo Nocella. Indeed, the Hon. Robert Lucas said:

gﬁéghaetiagn‘gf”' And | now would like to tell a little story about Certainly, the advice that I have received to this point is that there
. . was no instruction given at all by any Minister in relation to this

Mr Bob Masi then said: issue and the Hon. Mr Nocella knows that. He knows who prepared
Yes, because, in fact, it is an allegation, truly an allegationit: he knows how he got hold of the information and he knows who

Having said that | would like to add that, if at times on this program,the particular person is, he knows why that person gave the
we have made some political comments, which in the past, | admififormation to the Hon. Mr Nocella and he knows that person’s
to having made, the comments were never favouring one or the oth§pnnections with the Hon. Mr Nocella and othersThe Hon. Mr
Party. And let me say that when | criticised some Government action ocella knows this person: he knows who prepared the information.
it was not as a Party, but | criticised the actions of the Governmendn Friday 5 June at 4.55 p.m. the Hon. Paolo Nocella sent a

of the day because | was of the view that a particular action taken o oo o
the Government was wrong. But then, | similarly also criticised the, csimile transmission to Mr Gardini. The cover sheet stated

actions of the subsequent government or governments because &t Seven pages were sent. Those pages included an extract
don’t play politics with the elderly people. We have been veryof Hansard(and | will return to that later) and a copy of the

careful never to play politics. briefing notes of the Italian community in South Australia.
Mr Gardini then said: The cover sheet of the facsimile stated:
Let me tell this little hypothetical story. | thought you may be interested in the answer to these ques-
tions—

He then talked about the damage which could be done to ) . ,
organisations by making defamatory statements ifPn page 2 there is an extract fradansardwith a handwrit-

Parliament. | have a copy of the tape of the radio interview€N NOte, presumably from the Hon. Paolo Nocella, stating:
which occurred in Italian, and | am happy to make that tape This is an extract frontansardof 4 June 1997.
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At the bottom of the extract it states: ‘Turn 508, page 1'. In that regard | seek leave to table the letter of 5 June 1997.
Members interjecting: Leave granted.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Other issues raised in the
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | seek leave to table turn 508, letter related to the discussions he had had with Dr Ozdowski,
page 1, of thédansardof 4 June 1997 and, in addition, the the Chief Executive Officer of OMEA, indicating that the
facsimile transmission from the Hon. Paolo Nocella tostaff member had been reprimanded and an instruction had
Mr Gardini of 5 June 1997. been given to the staff never again to prepare such a docu-
Leave granted. ment. He referred to the fact that he had spoken to other
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: If one looks at the actual Officers from OMEA who reiterated what Dr Ozdowski had

document (and | invite members to look at it), one sees thdP!d him and reassured and him that OMEA continues to
some vital extracts are omitted. Indeed, if one compares tHarépare apolitical briefings. He went on to make this very
two pages carefully, one can see that a very careful cut arfPortant point:

paste job has transpired whereby only the words in the WhenIwas a public servant | had on more than one occasion to
preamble attributed to the honourable member werere- suffer public criticism without the right of reply out of respect for the
semble the activities of the KGB or more appropriately the//eStminster system under which we operate. _
Polish UB. Therefore, my questions to the Minister.are ~ —a respect which is not shared by the Opposition. | continue:
Itis quite clear that he has admitted to the words leading up | do feel for my former colleagues in OMEA as | know how
to the reference to the KGB and the Polish UB—and one cafiuch pain, frustration, humiliation and helplessness attacks like the
understand why. Nothing was provided to Mr Gardini of theones you are making on them they are suffering. Now, however, |

. . . di iti dl t ivil rights to be defended
context in which the reference to the KGB and the Polish UE%{P n?)r,‘ ;Lg{’ea(ﬁggr'éigrﬁgﬂve?pec my cvitTights fo be detende

are menn_oned—and ! V\_/onderwhy. A Ietter dated 5 June. I‘elf)id the Opposition respect that? No, Mr President. On 8 June
me explain the extraordinary lengths to which the honourablti997 Mr Gardini wrote to the Hon. Robert Lucas. In that
member went to hide what he said to Mr Gardini. In fact, heIetter he stated: ' '

cut out the top left-hand corner of titansard He then cut ’

out the bottom right-hand corner of thiinsard—something not"a”t\r,s(')art:]%rt‘tte‘?slf?age 02 [referring to the facsimile transmission] |

that we all do naturally every day of the week: we cutthe Ieft ™ 1y ie extract includes less than a third of the matters raised by

top corner and the bottom right corner. Mr Nocella, other members and you. Edited out by the Hon. Paolo
Members interjecting: Nocella are his references to me and your response.
The PRESIDENT: Order! | remind members that if they (2) the extract faxed to me by the Hon. P. Nocella leaves out the
look behind h : il : Standing Order 181. | Idfollowmg allegation made by Mr Nocella:
ook behind me they will see Standing Order 131. | woul The Hon. P. NOCELLA: The President of ANFE, Mr Alex
like all of you to check Standing Order 181: read it, mark it ~ Gardini, one of the organisations classified politically and
and inwardly digest it. described as ‘a right wing organisation’, this morning commented

. ) on 5EBI-FM and expressed his dismay that the Office of
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: |t doesn't apply to Redford and Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs (OMEA) would get involved in

Davis. . this kind of activity. Mr Gardini, like me, is a former senior
The PRESIDENT: Order! But it does apply to Cameron.  member of this organisation and is horrified that these activi-
Members interjecting: ties—[etc ]

The PRESIDENT: Order! It applies to everyone. It continues to follow theHansard(if | can be kind to the
Members interjecting: Hon. Paolo Nocella) that then existed. In relation to this
The PRESIDENT: Order! | want to hear the Hon. Angus matter he goes on to state that he made no comments to that

Redford’s explanation. effect on ANFE radio program. He also stated:

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: This is no innocent cut and | bring to your attention the curious fact that the document faxed

paste; this is no convenient ‘Let’s get the document out.” Héo me by the Hon. P. Nocella on Thursday 5 June does not appear to

_ e the same document as that circulated to the media. Given the
has carefully cut out the top left-hand corner and the bottorﬁlIegations made in the Legislative Council by the Hon. P. Nocella

right-hand corner. But he has not just sent a blank piece cﬁn 5 June 1997, | feel | have no other course open to me than to
paper without the top left-hand and right-hand corners: he hasrward to you a copy of correspondence between myself and the
actually then put it on another white piece of paper and, heyjon. M.D. Rann.

presto! It comes out like this, side by side. One would look| seek leave to table a copy of that letter.

atitand think, ‘There is the whole answer; there is the whole | eave granted.

issue.’ There it is, and we have heard this alleged innocent The Hon. A.J. REDEORD: On 10 June the Hon. Paolo
explanation, amid laughter, earlier today. That is a cut anfljocella wrote to Mr Alex Gardini. We all listened to the
paste job that any member would be proud of. explanation earlier today and how thtansard grossly

_Aletter dated 5 June 1997 to Mr Nocella from Mr Gardini misrepresented the position. We all listened; we all heard the
with copies to the Hons Michael Rann and Robert Lucagxplanation.

states: Members interjecting:
| refer to your claim yesterday in [the] Legislative Council that The PRESIDENT: Order!

exprlessgd mhyc_iismf?y_ on(gdio 5|)EB"F'I\Q that thde Office of M_ulticufl- The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Here it comes: for the benefit
tural and Ethnic Affairs (OMEA) would ‘introduce a practice o : ; .

recording political leanings and affiliations in the briefing notesOf members opposite this was the explanation:

prepared on ethnic or community organisations’. | did not do  Furthermore, theHansard presentation of 4 June gives the
anything of the kind. I and Mr Roberto Masi on the ANFE programimpression that a statement of mine was attributed by me to you,
broadcast live at 8 a.m., Wednesday 4 June 1997, expressed omhen in fact it is entirely my own appraisal, and one by which I still
concern that a document that claimed ANFE was a right wingstand.

organisation had been released to the media. We indicated to OThat is what he said today. He stood up for the very first time

to stay so and explained our work as a welfare organisation and@nd said that today. Contrast that with what he said on 10
registered charity. June. He said:
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What | find especially surprising is that you seem to be satisfied The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: In addition, in this letter of

with this explanation [i.e. Dr Ozdowski's explanation]; as | do 10 June, | must remind members that there is absolutely no

believe that you, of all people, would know that this can neither b ", ; ; :
an error, nor a mistake by a project officer acting in isolation angreference to driving along the road with his attention not fully

without direction from the above. on the radio program, there is no mention of an impression
I do not think that you have considered the facts, which are: that a statement of mine was attributed by me to you, and
the document produced by the Leader of the Opposition igertainly there was no apology, because he was too busy
authentic— quoting fromHansard To top it all off, he has even photo-

I am not sure that he knows what an authentic document is-copied an extract frolansardof 28 May and attached it to
a fact denied by the Premier on advice from the CEO ofOMEAth_e letter_‘ This time, there has been no cut and paste job, |
on his first reaction (seidansard 28 May, page 1430). will be fair to the honourable member.
the document did come from within OMEA—obviously aclear ~ Members interjecting:
departure from previous practice—as | am sure you can testify, The PRESIDENT: Order!

despite the Premier’s assertion that ‘this sort of activity in OMEA . L

G00a back six.eight or 10 yearsignsard 28 May, page 1247)_ The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: This letter, which is dated
neither you nor the rest of us would ever have known anythinglO June and which was written by the honourable member,
about it had it not been for the revelation by the Leader of thestands in stark contrast to his personal explanation and his
Opposition in Parliament. letter which he tabled earlier today, and | invite any member

The honourable member goes on in the letter to say: or any person to contrast the two letters and think about the
It must by now be perfectly obvious to you that those reSponsib@/eracny of what was said to this place earlier this afternoon.

are to be found in OMEA and the responsibility ultimately sits  In relation to the actual issues and the assertions by the
squarely with the CEO—as the Premier himself statedfisesard ~ honourable member, | will deal with them in turn. First, he

28 May, page 1427). said that the Premier denied that the document produced by
What we have here is that the honourable member has gotige Leader of the Opposition was authentic, and referred to
back toHansard carefully gone through it— page 1430, one of his first referencestansard The only

The Hon. CAROLYN PICKLES: | rise on a point of words that could remotely be said to have constituted that
order. The microphones are on, members can hear, some@gnial were said by the Premier (Hon. John Olsen), as
us do not feel too well, and we do not need to listen to thdollows:
honourable member shouting above 35dB, which actually | have never seen this document. It is not headed up with

damages the eardrums. anything official to indicate it is from the Government: and it is not
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Mr President— signed off by anyone. Itis just A4 paper with typing on it. That could
. S have emanated from anywhere, for all | knowl will obtain the full
Members interjecting: transcripts, give them to the CEO and present a detailed answer to
The PRESIDENT: Order! the honourable member tomorrow.
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Stop interjecting? You interject But that, in the hands of the Hon. Paolo Nocella, turns into
more than anyone else in the Council! a denial of the authenticity of a document. That is how far the

The PRESIDENT: Order! Would the honourable member thing gets stretched.
like the call? If members continue to interject, the honourable The second point was to the effect that this sort of activity
member on his feet will raise his voice because that is ¢h OMEA goes back six, eight or 10 years. | am not exactly
normal reaction. | ask members to take it quietly. | am nokure what the honourable member is seeking to assert in that
going to stop interjections, that is part and parcel of the gamestatement, but there is an indication to the effect that the

but when it gets out of hand and goes too long, it gets toractice of putting political affiliations on organisations is old
loud. | ask the honourable member to keep it down below th@at.

35 decibels that hurts the honourable member’s ears. In relation to the third comment that neither Mr Gardini

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Mr President, | am grateful nor the rest of us—by that | assume the community, including
and | sure that we on this side of the Chamber listen to youthe Opposition—would not have known anything about it had
rulings as they do on the other side. What is particularlyit not been for the revelation by the Leader of the Opposition
disturbing is that they do not listen to their own Leader. Inin Parliament, it is quite an absurd statement to make. Indeed,
any event, on this particular occasion, the Hon. Paolo Nocellghe Leader of the Opposition, if he was in any way sensitive
has gone throughlansardpretty carefully. He has sourced to the cultural needs of the Italian community, could have
everything back to a specific referenceHansard We can  simply raised the issue privately with the Premier. Indeed, the
glean a couple of things from that. The Hon. Paolo Nocellaqon. Paolo Nocella could easily have raised it privately with
knows how important thelansardrecord of proceedings is the Premier's Parliamentary Secretary of Multicultural and
because he does not hesitate to use it if he thinks he can ga#thnic Affairs. He did not do so.
political capital out of it. The second thing is that we know  He sought maximum publicity and was not in any way
that he is an assiduous readeHainsard a careful reader of  concerned about the effect that publicity might have had on
Hansard a detailed reader ¢dansard the relevant organisation. Indeed, the Hon. Paolo Nocella

We know that the Hon. Paolo Nocella ratéansardas a  seeks to put the full responsibility on the Chief Executive
very important aspect in the role of parliamentary debate angfficer of OMEA (Dr Ozdowski). | do say that | have met
we know that the Hon. Paolo Nocella will not hesitate to useDr Ozdowski on a number of occasions and on every single
and quoteHansardto suit his own political purposes. One occasion | have been impressed, first, by the enthusiasm and
might think that a person who is so assiduous in the quotingard work with which he carries out his tasks and, secondly,
of Hansard one who so carefully reads it, would check hispy his integrity. The only so-called responsibility sheeted
own, and we know that he did so, but | will return to that ahome to Dr Ozdowski by the Premier (Hon. John Olsen)
bit later. could be said to be with the words:

Members interjecting: If the Office prepares those briefings, that is the responsibility of
The PRESIDENT: Order, the Hon. Ron Roberts! the Chief Executive of the Office. | have not sought them directly.
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There is absolutely nothing in that statement which wouldolitical comments were to be included in any documents produced

indicate that these briefing notes were prepared with thg%;ndyo?:ﬁlr%ee'n?llns(::vﬂ%[:{tgﬁ gg;lﬂ]fyggrg?gﬁmg&? &%Sr;?gﬁtsuﬁ P?I;
approval of Dr Ozdowski _orW|th_h|s_kn0WIedge, despite thedocument, which was originally produced when | arrived at the
honourabl_e member saying so in his letter. office, was somehow re-cooked before that officer left the office in

The evil was further perpetuated by the Leader of thevarch this year. When | asked the branch manager why this
Opposition in the Estimates Committee on 17 June 1997. O#pcument was recouped, | was told that she asked that statistics on
that date the Hon. Michael Rann said: the Italian community be added to the document. From my point of

o ) ’ view it is not a convincing explanation, mainly because the statistics

‘Can the Premier confirm that the document was prepared bydded were from the 1991 census and not from the census about to

officials, or an official, from the Office of Multicultural and Ethnic pe available.

Affairs and that the briefing is one of a series of briefings coveringH . . .
awide range of ethnic groups and notjust Italian groups? e went on and eXp|a|ned that a SearCh Of a” fI|eS n the

The Premier responded as follows: office revealed that that was the only document that contained

These working notes were prepared at the request of the Brani formation concerning Party affiliations. - Indeed, Dr
Manager, Community Relations, who is not currently with OMEA zdowski denied allegations— , .
for use within that branch only. The records indicate that, at no time, An honourable member: Why aren’t you shouting now?
have they been provided to me, Ministers, MPs representing me, or The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: —that similar documents

to any other person outside OMEA or, indeed, outside th ; ; ;
Community Relations Branch of OMEA. The notes do not have anQNen:'l prepared for other ethnic groups, including the Greek,

official status. The Office records have been examined and there jétnamese and Cambodian communities, and that the
no record or recollection of briefing notes containing political documents were destroyed. The reason | am not shouting now

assessments ever going out of the Office since the appointment @ that | am not getting interjections, because the words are

the CEO. getting a bit longer and | have confused members opposite.
During that Estimates Committee, the Hon. Mike Rann wenfollowing that exchange, the Hon. Michael Rann wrote to Mr
on to say: Gardini on 18 June. In that letter he said:

_ How can the Premier explain the fact that a copy of the document My dear Alex: | thought you should be aware that last night
in question was distributed around the Office as a blue, which is @uring Estimates Committee hearings, the Premier finally admitted
status reserved for documents which have been sent to personsthe existence of briefings by the Office of Multicultural and Ethnic
agencies outside this Office? Perhaps he can also clarify why thaffairs on the political affiliations of ethnic organisations. He

political assessments were done internally in the first place. confirmed that the assessments were made in documents prepared
The Premier repeated what he had said on numerous occl March 7 this year.
sions earlier. He said: All | can say there is that the honourable Leader does not read

The point that | want to make to the Committee is that | have.hiS earlier COVreSpondence:.because they had been Concgded
never seen the documentation. It has never been provided to meir letters from Mr Alessandrini to the Leader of the Opposi-
never sought for it to be prepared. My predecessor never saw thfhn some month earlier. In any event, he goes on and says:
documentation. My predecessor never sought for it to be prepared. . . .

. . S Previously, in Parliament—

The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: o

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: You don'twant me toshout: ~ Members interjecting: ' _ _
you just control your own tongue. The Premier continued: 'll;he_fHon. A.J. REDFORD: TEe point | am tra/mg t]?

| have just indicated to the Committee on advice from the Chiefma e youlwcl';\nt to 'U‘e”e.“:t’ Is that your mob, WHO protess
Executive that it was an officer who prepared some internal notes fdpiPartisanship in ethnic politics have dragged it right down—
the department without authorisation, an officer who is no longedragged it right down because you think you might grab a

with OMEA. grubby little vote or two out of it. There is no principle on
Dr Ozdowski, in relation to the document, said— your side in this part. He goes on and says:

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Old Foghorn Leghorn wants Previously, in Parliament and in the media, the Premier had
everyone else to lower their voice. claimed that the document | released in Parliament was a fabrication

Members interjecting: by me.

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Famous words of Clint That is just simply not true. The Leader of the Opposition
Eastwood, ‘Nag, nag, nag. goes on and says, in reference to the Premier:

The PRESIDENT: Order! We do not need to get  He has been caught out and every decent ethnic organisation
personal. should condemn both the preparation of these documents and the

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Dr Ozdowski said: cover-up that followed.

_ The document was prepared without any apparent need arldam not sure what cover-up the honourable Leader of the
without any authorisation or request from me. This document wagpposition is referring to, because there does not appear to

prepared on the initiative of the Branch Manager, and it did not g ;
out of the office, with the exception of reaching the Oppositiari be any there. Every question was answered. He goes on, and

requested written statements from all officers who were involved i ©ne of the few and very rare statements in which | might
that branch. The genesis of the document was such that the documé@gree with him, he says:
was prepared soon after | arrived in the office, and it was prepared This is a free country, not a ‘police State’, and the political

as a briefing for me. affiliations of ethnic organisations are not the business of OMEA.
Members interjecting: | am sure you will now agree that it was important to raise this issue

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: The honourable member inorder to getto the truth of the matter to ensure that this practice
interjects ‘witch-hunt'. The honourable member interjects andlid ot Commu_e' o
says ‘a witch-hunt'. What does he expect the Governmentto Members interjecting:
do? They made inquiries at the request of the Leader of the The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Well, sometimes it takes
Opposition; that is what they did. And he calls it a witch- some little while for the truth to come out: like a full month.
hunt. Dr Ozdowski continues: And | will get to that in a minute. | seek leave to table that

When | [first] saw that document, | issued instructions to thel€tter.
officer and the rest of the officers in the organisations that no Party- Leave granted.
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The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | have to say there is nothing Mr Gardini, like me, is a former senior member of this
in any of the statements iHansardto the effect that the organisation and is horrified that these activities resembled the
Premier claimed that the document was a fabrication. As fctivities of the KGB, or more appropriately the Polish UB.
said earlier, all the Premier said was that he would need tbhe amendment that the Hon. Paolo Nocella sought to make
check the authenticity of the document and, for all he knewchanges it—
at that time, it could have been a fabrication. The Leader of The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:
the Opposition draws a very long bow indeed. The bald The PRESIDENT: Order, the Leader of the Opposition!
assertions by the Leader of the Opposition led to correspond- The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: —into this:
ence between Dr Ozdowski and various ethnic paperstothe \; Gardini, like me, is a former senior member of this
effect that no documents were prepared as alleged by theganisation and is horrified at the fact that these activities, that these
Leader of the Opposition. The Leader of the Opposition an@ctivities resemble the activities of the KGB, or more appropriately
the Hon. Paolo Nocella at every stage sought to misrepreseWF Polish UB.
what has been said by the Premier and their motives arewill be most interested to hear the honourable member’s
clearly displayed by the manner in which the Hon. Paolaresponse to this contribution, but | have to ask how on earth
Nocella did a cut and paste job in sending his question to Mthat changes in any way the effect of what he is saying. What
Gardini. he is seeking to do is attribute to Mr Gardini a characterisa-

In the radio broadcast by Mr Mario Bianco of FILEF, tion that this was an activity which resembled the KGB or

while interviewing the Hon. Paolo Nocella on 25 June on™Ore appropriately the Polish UB.

Radio 5EBI-FM, Mr Bianco made the following statement: In_ his personal explanation today—and on the current
version ofHansard because one can no longer be confident

Olsen declared that a document had been prepared on three othfranything the honourable member says, given the number
ethnic communities, the Greek, Cambodian and Vietnamese. ¢ changes that have been madéHansard and for some

The Hon. Paolo Nocella was sitting there when the radigonsiderable time, that is, up until a month later—he said:

announcer announced it. Notwithstanding the fact that the ... makereference to a radio program which went to air at

guestion had been put to the Leader—the question had beér"f‘-m-d‘?” th‘jihsame O{ay- ' 0&'9'”‘.1”}’ “Stet:‘etﬂ t%hte broat(ticatston my
. rradio on the way to work, so Itis probable that my attention was

put to the Leader—the question had been put by the Leadér?ore on the road than on the broadcast.

to the Premier and to Dr Sev Ozdowski denying that such

briefings had been prepared, the Hon. Paolo Nocella allowed

that lie to be put across the air and to the listeners withouf’

dispute. On 4 July—and | am putting this because it contras ! Ao

the public approach to dealing with the truth by the Hon.'€ COMeS up with that cock and bull nonsense. Later in his

Paolo Nocella—the broadcaster Mario Bianco tendered §°ntribution today, he said:
public apology. He said: Both Mr Gardini and Mr Masi (one of the other two announcers)
go to great lengths to assert that ANFE does not get involved in
On 25 June 1997, | made a statement on the FILEF prograrpolitics, that it is able to deal with Governments of all persuasions
during the Radio Televisione Italiana broadcast from 5EBI-FM. land that it is in fact totally apolitical.

[also] stated that the Hon. John Olsen declared that a document h i ; : ;
also been prepared on three other ethnic communities, the Greeﬁgwa't his explanation with a great deal of interest. How on

Cambodian and Vietnamese. | accept that my statement waAarth does that statement fit in with an allegation that these
incorrect and | unreservedly withdraw that statement. | regret angorts of people were describing conduct on the part of the

distress or embarrassment that my statement may have caused to sévernment as being akin to the KGB and the Polish UB? He
Hon. Mr Olsen, who is the Premier, and also to the Minister forcontinues—
Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs, and | apologise to the Hon. Mr . S
Olsen and withdraw my statement unreservedly. Members interjecting: . S
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: The Hon. Mike Elliott might

Why did the Hon. Paolo Nocella not correct the record at thaghink this is flippant, but we will test his standards on this
time? He was happy to allow a false picture to be given to thgssye: we will test which side he falls on.
||Sten|ng aud|ence So mUCh fOl‘ h|S malden SpeeCheS. In any The Hon. T.G. Roberts: He was On'y making a Contribu_
event, it is nice to know that Mr Bianco has integrity. | turn tion on the presentation.
now to some of the statements that were made earlier today. The Hon. M.J. Elliott: Regardless of the subject, you
As | understand it, the Hon. Paolo Nocella, having beengid have done it in half the time.
caught out, and having had drawn to his attention on 1 July The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: If | did it in half the time and
1997 the error and the_misl_eading statement made by th&q not put it all on the table, what would | get from the
honourable member, did this: he went and saw you, Miyystralian Democrats—that | have only told half the story?
President, and sought to correct tHansard Indeed, Mr v, are a joke—you are an absolute joke! In any event, the
President, on 3 July, two days after the question, some weelsyscation and double-dealing of the Hon. Paolo Nocella has
after he had sent correspondence enclosing it, the iteaq jn no small way to a confusion within the ethnic commu-
Corrigenda’ appears in th¢dansard page 1696, and then pjties about the truth of the matter. It has been done deliber-
we have nine amendments to the question. ately, and certainly contrary to the high moral position taken
I will go through some of them, because the Hon. Paoldy the honourable member during the course of his maiden
Nocella on 3 July, which is about the same time that noticespeech. It has caused great distress to the ethnic community.
of this motion was given, made various changes. He changed In looking at all the information—and | have endeavoured
the word ‘or’ to ‘nor’; the word ‘commented’ to ‘made to provide a full account of what has occurred—it is clear that
comments’; the words ‘and expressed’ to ‘expressing’; aftethe statement made by the honourable member that Mr Alex
the word ‘dismay’ he added the words ‘at the fact’; and heGardini had stated that he was horrified at the activities of the
made one change to the offending sentence. The origin@ffice of Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs resembled the
sentence read as follows: activities of the KGB or the Polish UB is made up. Itis also

e has listened to the tape and has found that he is horribly
rong. Instead of coming in here and saying, ‘l apologise for
isleading this place, and instead of writing to Mr Gardini
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clear from the correspondence subsequently sent by Muolitical point scoring, with the intention of generating animosity
Gardini not only that the claims were false but also that th@gainst me and defaming me.
honourable member misled the Parliament. The honourable member is condemned by his own statement.
Thirdly, the distribution of a copy of thedansard To say that the document was marked with the words ‘This
transcript to Mr Gardini was designed deliberately to misleags an extract from thélansardof 4 June’ on the same page
Mr Gardini as to the effect of what the honourable membefs simply not good enough. How is the recipient of such a
said. So what is one to make of all this? If one reBidskine  document able to determine the context of the words used
May's Parliamentary Practice21st Edition, one will see that when the honourable member applies a selective editing
the learned author deals with the issue of misconduct gbrinciple? Indeed, the honourable member further stated:
members of Parliament. At page 119 it states: Failure to censure this man and his action would be tantamount

The Commons may treat the making of a deliberately misleadingo giving the go-ahead to him and any other member to bastardise
statement as a contempt. any document, report or paper of any kind by tampering with its

-integrity to prove whatever they wish. Anyone could alter anyone
Further, at page 122 the learned author, under the headi e’s document in order to corroborate, strengthen, confirm or even

‘Publication of False or Perverted Reports of Debates’ stategythenticate any point they wish regardless of the document's real
A misrepresentation of speeches is also a contempt of Parliame®Urpose or meaning.
Indeed, at page 129 under the topic ‘Misrepresentingf course, adopting the Hon. Paolo Nocella’s standard of

Members’ Proceedings’ the following is put in: writing ‘extract’, it means that you are safe. You can do
Wilful misrepresentation of the proceedings of members is arNything you want. You can try anything. You can delete
offence of the same character as a libel. On 22 April 1699— every second word. Write ‘extract’ and you are right! That

for members’ benefit, 400 years ago— is the standard. o
the Commons resolved that the publishing of the names of members. There is no doubt that the recipient of the document was

of this House and reflecting upon them and misrepresenting thefRisled. His reaction following receipt of that document is
proceedings in Parliament is a breach of the privilege of this Houselearly stated in subsequent correspondence. The conspiracy
and destructive of the freedom of Parliament. between the Hon. Paolo Nocella and the Leader of the
It is my view that this clearly falls within that character. This Opposition (Hon. Mike Rann) to beat up an unfortungte
case demonstrates a very clear breach of those principles afgcurrence within the Office of Multicultural and Ethnic
as such, this motion ought to be supported. Affairs is absolutely disgraceful. It flies in the face of the

I turn now to a contribution on a similar motion made by honourable member’s lofty statement in his maiden speech
the Hon. Sandra Kanck on 2 July 1997 concerning the Horin relation to the bipartisanship of multicultural politics. He
Julian Stefani. In dealing with that motion the Hon. Sandraand his Leader have stepped into the gutter with a view to
Kanck turned her mind to the distribution of an edited versiorbesmirch the names of decent, ordinary, hard-working
of a document. In the course of that debate she said: citizens, and it does neither of them any credit. | urge

The Hon. Mr Stefani told Parliament that the people to whom hdN€mbers to support the motion.
sent the edited version knew that it was an edited version. However,
I wonder whether he considered it could be distributed more widely The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | will be short and to the point
than the people to whom he sent it and how those people mighgn 4 matter which—
interpret it if they did not know that it was an edited version. b . T

I have attempted to place myself in the position of someone who Members interjecting:
might have received that report two months ago, before this became The PRESIDENT: Order! | do not need help from my
public knowledge, not knowing that it had been edited. . . Clearlyjeft.
a lot of time would have been spent doing the necessary physical cut

and paste job to get Mr Stefani's version looking as it eventually did. 1 e Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Thank you for your protection,

It seems to me that if the Hon. Sandra Kanck is to remai Mr President. | appreciate it. | must say that what was said on
%u une or 4 June—

consistent, she has no alternative, based on that assertion, he H T Croth interiecting:
to support the motion. The honourable member further states; '€ 1oN- . CTOWETS intérecting:
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: —35 days ago, was a new low

So, in the end, | have had to ask myself two basic questions. First hni liti icularly havi dtoth h
is it appropriate for one member of Parliament to take the report off! €thNic politics, particularly having regard to the events that

another member of Parliament, remove parts of it for whatevehave followed. | want to look at it from the point of view of
reason and then allow it to circulate when it could well be misinterthe average person observing the events as they have
preted? unfolded. | remember very clearly the events of Wednesday
The honourable member says that because the documentlisune. | was sitting exactly opposite the Hon. Paolo Nocella,
marked ‘extract only’ that covers all. That is absolute rubbishand | remember his saying the words that are quoted in
If the honourable member thinks that that is all a membeHansardat page 1 497 of the official transcript. The report
needs to do, that is a very low standard indeed—a standaisl as follows:
one might expect from the honourable member. | must say The president of ANFE, Mr Alex Gardini, one of the organisa-
that if the honourable member is to apply that principle thereions classified politically and described as ‘a right wing
is absolutely no doubt that the motion should be passeorganisation’, this morning commented on SEBI-FM and expressed
wihout dssent Perhaps e bonourable member's cond U371 1 i nd ot ey S i
can be considered in the light of his own comments made ofe i< 3 former senior member of this organisation and is horrified
Wednesday 2 July. Members might recall in dealing with thenat these activities—
tampering of documents that the honourable member made Members interjecting:
the following statement: The Hon. P. NOCELLA: —resembled the activities of the KGB
Why did he do it? Did he do it in the interests of truth and ©F More appropriately the Polish UB.

honesty? Did he do it in the interests of circulating accurateThe Hon. Mr Nocella then went on to say:
information? Did he do it in the interests of better community

relations? No. He did it purely and simply as an exercise in cheap Therefore, my questions to the Minister are:
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I remember very clearly those words being spoken; knd then begins with the words—

remember very clearly discussing that matter with colleagueg.sembied the activities of the KGB, or more appropriately, the
opposite because | knew Mr Gardini, and | was surprised thatolish UB.

Ee Wouldr?avle ”ﬁide cto.mm.ents ft‘s |Bflammatgr{v\?s thig'%r Gardini, the reasonable man in the street or the man in the
ave a particularinterest in tis matter beécause, between apham omnibus, if you like, would have presumed that it

and 1989, | was the Liberal spokesperson on ethnic affairg, s v Nocella's view. Mr Gardini, quite unwittingly, would

and itwas my privilege to become quite close to people in th, 5, e received this and thought, ‘Well, this is interesting: this

Italian community, given that the Italians represent by far thefs what Mr Nocella thought.’ the Hon. Mr Nocella then

I:rgestl_group of non-English people who migrated to SOUthntinues with a summary of the questions.
ustralia post war. o . . .
- Lo Itis impossible to put any other construction on that point.
Mr Gardini was someone whom | knew not only in his When onz looks at Rﬂs in){[he light of day there can Ee no
role with ANFE which, of course, had a particular interest Inother construction put on this matter than to say that the Hon
gl)em r%ruormngbultrg?soortf%rr]%?s v?/];d(tage " ;g'iz O@:gg”g aqu d t(:‘: eFaolo Nocella has been caught with his hand in the trap as the
Y. P 9 oment has grown around him. When Mr Gardini, quite

interest in matters of particular concern to the ltalian .
community in general. | always found Mr Gardini approach_understandably, has been upset about this and the Hon. Angus

- edford goes on the record to say, ‘I will move a motion of
able, knowledgeable and very likeable. | therefore tOOl!c?ensure against the Hon. Paolo Nocella,’ what does the Hon.

particular interest in this question. The one thing thatPaolo Nocella do? He fires off a letter to Mr Gardini. One

Hansardreaders should know—that loyal bandkéinsard ould imagine that was not prepared before the notice of
readers in the public sector and those in the community ofou 9 : prep
otion went on the Notice Paper.

South Australia—is that the Hon. Paolo Nocella, whatevel" S
else one might say about him—and more of that in a mo- 1 ne Hon. P. Nocella interjecting: o
ment—prepares his questions very thoroughly. The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Exactly, 8 _Jqu. So why did it

The honourable member generally makes his observatiori@ke 35 days to apologise to Mr Gardini? Slow on the draw,
either in questions or in speeches from prepared notet that what it is? MrN_oceIIa is a man of business experience.
Therefore, when the honourable member made that confi® has headed a major—
ment—which | and colleagues of mine remember, and | am The Hon. P. Nocella:Be careful what you say and repeat
sure if members opposite had the decency they would aldboutside if you can.
remember that they were the words spoken as they are The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: What have | said that is offen-
accurately reported in tHéansard—I took particular notice  sive? Tell me.
of it. | remember commenting to my colleagues about its The Hon. P. Nocella:l was not talking to you.
being an extraordinary matter. The PRESIDENT: Order! If the Hon. Mr Davis wants to

However, when one finds that the Hon. Paolo Nocella, ifjuestion he should be on his feet.
the face of a motion, having been given notice of the Hon.. The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | was just waiting for this
Angus Redford's motion yesterday, Tuesday 8 July, writegnassive interjection to come from the Hon. Paolo Nocella:
a letter of apology to Mr Gardini dated 8 July, what is one t0jt tyrned out to be a damp squid.
make of that? What is the average man in the street to say of 1o PRESIDENT: Take some advice. and ignore it.
this? | studied law many years ago, and my Iega_l colleagues The Hon. LH. DAVIS: Mr Nocella{ cannot claim
would remember that there was the man-in-the-stregp oo in this place. He has been hand-picked by ‘Mike
approach. What would an ordinary man in the street think o ann-the-man’, the Leader of the Opposition, to come into
this? In fact, one of the tests devised was the man in .thﬁﬂs place over many other preferred candidates.
Clapham omnibus. We do not have omnibuses in Adelaide The Hon. G. Weatherill interiecting:-
and, indeed, there was a suburb of Clapham. But what would e Hon. G. Weatherill interjecting:

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Let me tell you what happened

the ordinary man think of this? . . . -
Here was an allegation made in tHansard on the public 1" Your Party. Mr Weatherill apparently is now claiming

record, remembered by people as having been said af@horance about the Lab_or_ Party p_reselectlon process.
actually backed up by the writtddansardrecord on 4 June ~ The Hon. G. Weatherill interjecting:

which goes unchallenged until Wednesday 9 July, when the The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Let me tell you what happened
Hon. Paolo Nocella stands up and suggests that the recordigfyour Party, George. The Hon. Mario Feleppa was respected
4 June is incorrect. That is 35 days later. Now 35 days is &Y people on all sides of politics. | tell members that over a
long time in politics: it is certainly a long time in the life of long period | enjoyed Mario Feleppa’s company at dozens of
Hon. Paolo Nocella. One could never accuse him of havingthnic functions, along with the Hon. Chris Sumner. There
a rapid reaction time to this matter. One could never accus&as honour amongst politicians in ethnic politics in those
him of overreacting quickly to a matter of such importancedays and that certainly was true. When the Labor Party
One can accuse him certainly, as my colleague the Horpicked Paolo Nocella out of the blue—and Labor politicians
Angus Redford did, of some selectivity when he sendgnade that quite clear, that he came from nowhere to become
Mr Alex Gardini on 5 June (the next day) at 4.55 p.m. anthe front runner and ultimately the successor to Mario
extract, which, curiously, is an ‘Extract’. In fact, if the Hon. Feleppa—it was quite clear that he had only made this leap
Mr Nocella wants to get on in the literature world, perhapsbecause he had had the special backing of Mike Rann. Not
could | suggest his first book title should be ‘Greatone member of the Opposition will stand up and deny that
Extractations’ because this gives ‘extracts’ a new meaning?ecause that s the fact, and many Labor politicians have told
What he does is just slice off the top part of his explanationiné so.

which says: The Labor Leader, Mike Rann, was particularly respon-

Mr Gardini, like me, is a former senior member and is horrified Sible for picking this one dimensional politician—full of -
that these activities— flaws as we have seen in recent weeks—to come into this
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place. | have to say, as | said at the start, ethnic politics havlat Mr Gardini believed the activities of OMEA resembled
never reached— the activities of the KGB or Polish UB. In my humble
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: Mr President, | rise on a opinion as a one time law lecturer, if that remark were
point of order. | raise the question of relevance in relation taepeated outside it would probably make Mr Alex Gardini
the honourable member’'s comments. $50 000 richer in terms of a defamation case; but that is for
The PRESIDENT: | really think the point of order has Mr Nocella to say outside, and | am sure he has not had the
some relevance and | wonder whether personal attack t®urage to say it outside. In trying to find something con-
terribly conducive to Parliamentary process but, if thestructive to say about the Hon. Paolo Nocella | am forced to
honourable member can link it into his argument, | will say that the only good thing one can say about all this is that,
accept it, but otherwise I will not. by providing an extract of what he said which, of course,
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | am simply saying, completely distorted what he said, he was saving paper. That
Mr President, that this incident starting with the statements the only one good thing you could say about it: it might
from the Hon. Paolo Nocella on 4 June, in my view, broughthave saved one piece of paper to however many people he
ethnic politics in the Legislative Council to a new low. It faxed it to.
should be emphasised that this was not an off-the-cuff speech Of course, to dig himself into a deeper pit, which has
from the Hon. Paolo Nocella: this was a prepared questiorbecome the Nocella snake pit, we find that in his letter to
The Hon. T. Crothers: How do you know? Mr Gardini dated yesterday, written after the notice of motion
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Because | can read. For the Hon. of censure was put on the Notice Paper against him (and he
Paolo Nocella to try to have thdansardrecord corrected is reacting—
weeks later is extraordinary. For the benefit of readers of The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:
Hansard it should be explained exactly what process occurs.  The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: —to the problem in a blind and
The Hon. Paolo Nocella, having directed his question to thgiesperate attempt to restore his shredded credibility; and the
Leader of the Government (Hon. Robert Lucas) on 4 Jungon. Terry Cameron should listen to this, because it shreds

would have received a draft éfansard(or the pulls, asitis  any |ast remaining credibility he may think attaches to his
called) the next day. He then had an opportunity during thago|league), he said:

next day, which was a sitting day, Thursday 5 June, to correct Dear Mr Gardini
that, indeed he probably had until Friday to Correc_t that. I have now had a{n opportunity to closely analyse the tape of the
The Hon. A.J. Redford: But he was too busy cutting and ANFE half-hour broadcast at 8 a.m. on 5EBI-FM on 4 June.
pasting on Thursday.
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: As my colleague the Hon. Angus
Redford interjects, he was too busy cutting and pasting. Th

He wrote that on 8 July 1997. In other words, this man of
q%ction, determination and integrity has taken a lazy 35 days
j

immediately raises a point that had not occurred to me unt give himself the opportunity of analysing the ANFE tape.

. - - has taken him 35 days to go to 5EBI and listen to a 30

&%V;'Sglﬁéiﬁ’ 83 ttgi;ollo(\)/\fll\?v%;?/etﬂg dhgggugglfh?ﬁgnnboerminute tape. That is how concerned he was about it. How can
9 Py o NOWS defend that? | point out that Mr Gardini wrote to Mr Lucas

able member was not unaware of what he had said 0 8 June and said:

Hansard Had he tried to correct it at that time? No. He cut '

out the offending bit. What would a jury of ordinary people 'stgnqg H?o”-ap-c '(\j‘gce(')'fat%%”t‘égeec'gfo?h?eptrg“t‘a?; ”;%{ja{?n‘:e'ﬁ”gerﬁﬁ

think of that? He was not unaware of what he had said th oIIeag?Je the Hon)./Mike Rann— 9 Y

previous day because he was busy sending it out. This prince

of cut and paste was busy sending it out the next day: n§°oUr man who gotyou here; Rann-the-man had the tape from
attempt made to correct it. It stood as the words from th&tation SEBI-FM—
Hon. Paolo Nocella’s mouth, namely, that Alex Gardini hadwithout | might add the courtesy of informing ANFE.

said that he was horrified that these activities resembled th§p, Rann had the tape. You had 35 days to look at it, and
activities of the KGB or the Polish UB. finally on 8 July you found time to listen to that tape and to

I heard the honourable member say it. He knew he hagrite a very lame apology to Mr Gardini.
said it because he was sending it out the next day without The Hon. P. Holloway interjecting:
attempting to fix it. Yet 35 days later, the honourable member tho Hon. LH. DAVIS: It is not my problem
comes into this place thinking we are mugs, or something, Holloway ’
and has the temerity to tell the Chamber that he has attemptedr.l-he Hon .P Holloway interjecting:
to correct the record. | have to tell you, Mr President, and The H .L.H DAVIS: H gl'- tened to it?
again for the benefit oHansardreaders, thaHansardis erion. L1 . ave you 1s e’ne o1
apolitical: it is totally bipartisan. | have no doubt that from __ 1€ Hon. P. Holloway: No | haven't, but | am not
time to time members of Parliament do try to rewrite thespeaklng.

record so that they do not appear in the final copy— The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: Well, why are you asking me?
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: You speak for yourself. He’s your problem.
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | am not speaking for myself, | Members interjecting:

am trying to speak on behalf of the Hon. Paolo Nocellaand The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. Legh Davis will

to tell the readers dflansardthe truth. | have no doubt that resume his seat. There are far too many fingers being pointed
from time to time members tridansardon, butHansard ~ around here. | would ask that members put the fingers in their
stands firm and will not allow anything that was said to bepockets and use a verbal application rather than a physical
removed or to change the context of it. one.

The Hon. Paolo Nocella is nodding from across the The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: The Hon. Mr Holloway, who has
Chamber; he is now agreeing that the attempt he made tgbviously been to a power dresser in recent days to give him
change things did not succeed and that what remains isome advice—

Hansardis still substantially what he said on 4 June, namely, The PRESIDENT: We do not need personal vilification.
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The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: His power dressing is not excised and sold off—to land owned by State utilities such
matched by his power interjections. For thansardrecord, as regional water reserves.
Mr Holloway asked: ‘Have | listened to the tape?’ | have not  The protection of small reserves such as the Bowker Street
had to listen to the tape, because the Hon. Paolo Nocellaval at Somerton Park and the Goodwood Orphanage land,
stands condemned by his own hand, voice and actions. Whahich has been in the news in the past couple of days, is just
| have said today demonstrates that anyone who has followess important as saving areas such as the Blackwood forests
this debate would confirm what | have told the Council todayand the Adelaide parklands. Not only do we have to fight to
in that this is a new low in ethnic politics, and that the Hon.save areas of open space which are already in Government
Mike Rann—the fabricator—now has fabricator junior in thehands but also there is a need in some suburbs for the creation
Upper House. The Hon. Mike Rann obtained a copy of thef open space. Examples are suburbs such as Melrose Park
tape a month ago without the courtesy of informing ANFE.and Edwardstown, which have virtually no urban open space
When did Mr Nocella hear the tape? If he had been sat this stage. We need to come up with ways to create urban
concerned that he had made an error—and sometimes we dpen space areas in those areas, and that is possible, but
make slips; | confess that even we on this side are mortal—henfortunately expensive.
could have heard that tape that day before asking the We must fight to save areas as the Hudson Avenue
question. You could have heard it the next day; you couldReserve, the future of which has been threatened with the
have stood up immediately. The very fact that you did noplanned closure of the Croydon Park Primary School. This
says more about you than your accusers. You are condemnegterve serves a large built-up area in the surrounding
by your own inaction. The very fact that you sent out ansuburbs. As well as saving land which offers passive and
extract shows that you are fully aware of what you said. Weactive recreation opportunities for South Australia, we have
heard what you said. It was reckless at the very best: it waa wide range of other reasons to protect open space. The
defamatory at the very worst. | support the motion. active recreation needs are quite evident. The Bowker Street
oval is heavily and intensively used by junior sports teams
The Hon. R.D. LAWSON secured the adjournment of the and, when it is not in use for that sort of purpose, people get
debate. a chance to take the dog for a walk or simply to sit and relax
on a patch of green within the suburbs. But, clearly, there are
PUBLIC OPEN SPACE BILL the more passive uses: the Adelaide parklands offer oppor-
tunities simply to sit under a tree, gaze off into the distance
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT obtained leave and introduced and to experience something of a rural setting, even though
a Bill for an Act to establish a system for creating or preserone is clearly within the city.
ving open space for the purpose of nature conservation, | remember being a Mount Gambier boy coming to
environmental protection, active or passive outdoor recregidelaide and not believing back in the old days that there

tion, heritage protection, aesthetics and for other purpose®ere these paddocks in the city. Wire fences used to run
Read a first time. around them, and | wondered where the cows were. | thought

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | move: it quite amazing that they could have padqlocks in the middle
. . of the city. Those fences have come down in most cases—and

That this Bill be now read a second time. that is a good thing—but clearly | have come to recognise
South Australia has an enviable reputation for quallty of |ife,that they were more than just a Coup|e of paddocks in the
and that quality of life is built on a number of things. But the middle of the city. Once one has lived in the city for a while
focus of this Bill is on just one aspect of that, that is, anthey become important areas for mental relief as well as areas
aspect which makes the city and indeed the State livable: thgr those people who want to go for a run and get their active
open space that we have, open space which offers a wighysical recreation from that site.
range of benefits for its citizens. However, over the life of the More recenﬂy we have seen some deve]opment of the
present Liberal Government—and in the latter stages of thgpen space area along the Torrens River so that, now that the
previous Labor Administration—there has been an acceleragrea has been cleaned up, people have a chance to sit and
ing push to sell off public green space from within both ourenjoy it, walk or cycle along the stream or, if one is silly
urban and regional areas. The Public Open Space Bill thatdnough, try to catch a fish in some of the waterways. | am not
am introducing today is aimed at protecting these fastsure | would be too keen to eat anything that came out of it
disappearing tracts of open space throughout South Australigt this stage, but | hope the day will come when the river will
The Bill seeks to address the problem through the eStab”Stbe clean enough that one m|ght take a yabby out of it and feel
ment of a system for creating and preserving open space fepnfident that it could be eaten. Along the Torrens in some
the purpose of nature conservation, environmental protectiogreas and along some other streams we are even seeing
active or passive outdoor recreation, heritage protection angttempts to re-establish the original vegetation; and there are
aesthetics. attempts to bring some of the natural environment—

When first drafted, the Bill was oriented primarily towards ~ Members interjecting:
the metropolitan area, but there is a recognition that there are The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. T. Crothers): Order!
problems beyond the city and those areas which are likely t@Vhile the honourable member is on his feet he is entitled to
be protected within our national parks and reserve system. lte heard.
has become increasingly evident that local communities are The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: There are attempts to bring
becoming vocal about the Government’s cash grab througback into the city some of the natural environment which
an ongoing and extensive series of land sales. This hasiginally belonged to the Adelaide Plains, and that is a good
covered land owned by a range of departments and includéising. | would also note that, unfortunately, some land along
everything from school ovals—as the Government has beethe Torrens that was compulsorily acquired by previous
selling schools it has been selling off the associated oval§overnments has now been sold off for housing develop-
and in some cases existing schools are having sectiomsent. It was originally purchased clearly for open space
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purposes, but at some stage a cash-strapped Government hey it could be protected as open space was by its being
sold off pockets of land along the Torrens. Unfortunatelybought from the Government.

once we have lost open space it is next to impossible to get More recently it has been announced that the Unley
it back. council will pay $2.5 million to protect open space which

We have had a very clear example of that in the parklandglready exists but which the Government is not prepared to
and we will be having a debate later today in relation to thénake public open space. Itis saying that the Unley council
old tramways site. For many years it was promised that thBas to pay $2.5 million and then it will become—
tramways buildings and the buses would be removed and that Members interjecting: ] .
the area would be reinstated to the parklands and taken over The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Itis quite a nonsense. As |
by the Botanic Gardens. The former Labor Government madénderstand it, the Bowker Street oval issue still has not been
that promise; it removed the buses and rather belatedly woriesolved and that council has been told that it has to buy that
started on the clean-up. | note that, when in Opposition, th&nd. o
then Leader of the Opposition (Hon. John Olsen) criticised The Hon. R.I. Lucas interjecting: _
the Labor Party for not moving fast enough, and now The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Bowker Street. It still has not
unfortunately we will have a vote in this place where bothPeen resolved. _

Parties, which said they supported open space, will support The Hon. R.I. Lucas: We have saved it.
establishing a wine centre on that site. The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Not officially—well, the
The point is that once land is alienated it becomes alqouncn has not been told that yet. The Mayor is a member of

excuse for it to remain alienated, and once it is lost it isL'b_?Lal Earty,Rs? Eerhapsthe.hat[:_s bgen told.
almostimpossible to recover it. There is always an excuse to The Hon. M.j EUI(_:EISE)I‘?'I?'”?I'Chmg. id tk

put one more thing onto that land. The most important thing _, . e ron. M.J. : € councli does not know.
about the land is that it is cheap and a nice place to be. | C%[ims Bill proposes to set up mechanisms to assess public land

understand the wine centre, or almost any industry, wantin efqre it is sold off to ensure that su!table open space is
to be there. Hardly a company in Australia wanting an offic tained for present and future generations and that what has

in Adelaide would not accept an offer of a patch of land in th e:gm%g ml\ﬁgﬁr):s%ragtggZsfpe(ggc?:qtg]fuiﬁfcl)rrrlr?;?ig:qartélnutgsst)S’
parl;lank(]j > bec?usg |t|_||s the bestthplac%to be, jltJSt as thte vl\)né t even gy that sta%e showed that the State Governrgent had
centre has realised. However, ther n m v . .
willingness to draw lines and stici Ey %(aesrn:?ossig Weoar old off $117 million |n_s_urplus property. That information
prepared to protect open space. revealed that $56.(_3 m_|II|on of property had been sold by
. . Government agencies in the past two years, but that property

Under t.h's Government what we have at thg momentis &4 not include property transactions by several agencies,
sell-off, with more and more open space bemg.sold. Th?ncluding the Department of Transport, TransAdelaide and
Government actually put out a press release a little over

X . e Urban Projects Authority. In addition, the Asset Manage-
week ago boasting that it had made a few hundred thousanfont Task Force sold enough surplus property in the past

dollars available for the purchase of open space. While it h%ar alone to pay $61 million off the State debt.
done that it has been making simply millions out of flogging™ \1.,ch work has been done at the local community level

off land, but | will get to that in a moment. in an effort to stop this sell off, particularly in urban areas.

It is not just happening in the metropolitan area. Moresince 1993, on several occasions | have brought together
recently Mount Billy watershed reserve on the Fleurieuthese groups. I stress that it also happened under the previous
Peninsula was under threat of being sold off by the abor Government. A conference which was held at the
Government. Mount Billy, which is adjacent to the Mineral Foundation Building was attended by quite a large
Hindmarsh Valley Reservoir, is included on the register ohumber of community groups. Again, in 1996, | helped to
the national estate and contains at least 421 native plapbst a further conference on the same matter. By that stage
species, including rare and endangered species, but thewas quite plain from the roll up that concern in the
Government wants to sell it off for cash. We may be in thecommunity had grown substantially, because the number of
ridiculous situation where another Government departmeripen space areas that were under threat, had already been
will buy it. An area with totally pristine native vegetation is sold or were being considered for sale by then made a very
already owned by the department, yet another departmentdggnificant list. An independent coalition, formed as a peak
being told, “You can have it but you have to pay for it It is hody, represents all these groups to lobby for the retention of
an extremely dangerous precedent to set, because watgjr open spaces. That group exists today only because of the
reserves around South Australia contain almost as mugvel of concern in the South Australian community.
native vegetation as there is in the national parks, particularly | will very briefly explain the Bill and its purposes. It will
throughout the Mount Lofty ranges. If there is an expectatiorestablish an open space advisory council. That council will
that the Department of Environment and Natural Resourcegot have any power. As its hame suggests, it is simply
has to buy them all on its very limited budget, this will blow advisory. | suggest that this group will need a cross-section
the department’s budget: it simply could not afford to buy itof people with relevant knowledge and expertise, but that at
all. least two of those persons will be nominated by the Local

Even worse, other open spaces are required to be bougBbvernment Association, which has a keen interest in the
by local government. The Mitcham council was forced to buyissue, two will be nominated by the Conservation Council,
the only open space in the whole of Cumberland Park. It waand three will be nominated by the Minister, one of whom at
a school oval which the Government planned to sell; it wadeast will represent the interests of sporting groups, which is
the only open space in the whole suburb, and the Governmeate group with an active interest in this area. In terms of the
said, ‘We will put houses on it unless you buy it As | recall, conditions of office, etc., the clauses are all pretty standard.
Mitcham council was forced to pay more than $1 millionto  Clause 10, which is the next important clause, relates to
buy a patch of land that was already open space. The onthe functions of the advisory council. Those functions are:
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(a) to advise State and local government on appropriate policies  The very fact that such development will occur with the
for the creation and preservation of public open space; ancapproval of Parliament demonstrates that, once land is given

(b) to recommend criteria for assessing whether land should bg high level protection, it can still be removed from the
preserved as public open space; and system. My point is that it cannot be done arbitrarily: it will

(c) to recommend standards to govern the management and u . . f
of public open space; and Reed the approval of Parliament. That is a good thing. As |

(d) to identify areas in which there is insufficient public open N2ve already said, the amount of urban open space in

space; and Adelaide is diminishing very rapidly, and we will get caught
(e) to recommend the allocation of funds available for theby surprise. We have taken it very much for granted, but we
establishment or management of public open space. are losing it quite rapidly, and | am sure that people will want

I hope that members can see that it has an advisory role. It 8 S€€ that line drawn in the sand, and it will only be for very
trying to establish criteria against which we can assesgPecial reasons that such land is remoyed. . '
whether or not a piece of space should be protected. Having At Glenelg, some urban open space in Wigley Reserve is
established those criteria, the council would make recommen0 be alienated for development. My major objection to that
dations to Government on their protection. alienation is that the council has been asked to hand it over
Having established the advisory council, the next import{Or frée. In my view, the developers should buy that land, and
ant measure in the Bill concerns the concept of public opef1® council could use that money to purchase or develop some
space. | am seeking to establish a system which has the saffgV OPen space elsewhere, and it does have a shortage.
level of protection as national parks. In other words, oncé&-CUncil is battling to find enough money to widen Sturt
land has become public open space, it cannot be remov&:{eek and return it to its natural state. If dgvelopers at
other than by a resolution of both Houses of Parliament. Mor&!€nelg were forced to pay for some of the public open space

importantly, it addresses the question as to how somethin@at they will get for_ free, the council coglq use that money
becomes public open space. create some public open space where it is genuinely needed

o . . ..~nin some other location. That was my main objection to the
The Minister may have received advice from the advisory roposal—that the public open spa(:)/e was to k])e given away

council and if having received advice that certain land would ithout the potential to use that money to retain the balance

be suitable for public open space the Minister believes th o
it should be, the Minister has the discretion to declare land t fopen space, which is desperately needed elsewhere. | seek

; . eave to conclude my remarks later.
be public open space. A local government council can make )
Leave granted; debate adjourned.

a similar declaration. Such declaration would then be made
within the Gazette Having been declared, the land has the
protection of public open space and would be incorporated
under the development plan as public open space.

There is also a need for a period of public consultation, UNFAIR DISMISSALS
and | have outlined the process for that in clause 13. | make Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. R.R. Roberts:

it quite plain that the advisory council cannot tell the Minister
q P "y That the regulations under the Industrial and Employee Relations

ora COU.n(.le What it must do: !t,ca'F Slmply provide advice. ItAct 1994 concerning unfair dismissals, made on 29 May 1997 and
is the Minister’s or the council’s discretion whether or not to|aid on the table of this Council on 3 June 1997, be disallowed.

decide to make something public open space. | note that local .

government already has the ability to declare reserves which (Continued from 2 July. Page 1623.)
can only be removed by a resolution of Parliament, so that
provision is not new. However, there is no system undeFe
which the State Government can do so, except in relation t

national parks, and this Bill refers to more than nationaa ystralia that prides itself on being the country of a fair go,

parks. . a situation whereby members of the community who may
Once land has been declared public open space, thefgs| have been dismissed unfairly will be denied the oppor-

needs to be some level of protection in relation to the way ifynity to have their case heard. These regulations deal
is treated. Clause 14 makes provision for the way in whichysecifically with changes to the unfair dismissal provisions
land can be developed and makes it plain that it can bgnqer the Industrial and Employee Relations Act 1994 and

developed only in a way that is consistent with theare part of the package currently being considered by the
preservation of its character as public open space. As | saigh,jiament under the Industrial and Employee Relations

having been declared public open space, reyocation can ocGiliarmonisation) Amendment Bill 1997, which Bill has
only by a resolution of both Houses of Parliament.  pa5sed the other place and is now on our Notice Paper. The
Letus say hypothetically that the parklands of the City ofHon. Dean Brown, in his second reading explanation of the
Adelaide were incorporated as public open space. Would th@dustrial and Employee Relations (Harmonisation) Bill on
give absolute protection? No, it would not. This Parliamentg May (Hansard page 1449) stated:
has shown thqt 't.'s possible for a motion .to be passed to This Bill is the first stage of measures to be taken by the South
allow construction in the parklands, and that is precisely whafystralian Government to harmonise the State’s industrial relations
is happening with the National Wine Centre. If that land hadsystem with the recently enacted Commonwealth laws. The Bill also
been incorporated under public open space, Parliament coul@als with a number of measures required for the efficient operation
remove it from public open space, and that is what will°f the State’s industrial relations system.
happen. | have opposed that on principle, the principle bein@ne of the significant changes to be implemented under this
that, if we are not prepared to draw a line and stop nibblindill is the changes to the unfair dismissal provisions currently
away, we will always want to put one more thing there. Somestablished under the Industrial and Employee Relations Act.
people might not agree with that, but that is the position thaThe Hon. Dean Brown, in the same speech in another place,
| have taken. stated:

[Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.45 p.m.]

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | rise to conclude my
marks on this motion. | commented in my preliminary
emarks that for the first time we are seeing here, in the
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The objective of these amendments is to ensure that (in genertfirew it out. It is to the credit of the Federal Minister for
terms) the same sorts of employees who may have access to thgnployee Relations (Peter Reith) that he has taken the
Commonwealth system established by the Workplace Relations A?I‘bgssage from the Senate, has brought back another Bill and

1996 are the same sorts of employees who are able to access ;
State unfair dismissal system. IS prepared to follow the correct parliamentary process.

Itis clearly a dangerous situation when these regulations

me in, given the history of this Parliament and this
d‘Jvernment, in particular, and the way in which it handles

d the contempt that it shows for the Upper House in this
State, whereby on a number of occasions we have dismissed
ment Bill is aimed, among other things, at allowing anregulations only to have them introduced the next day under

employee to make application to the South Australiarpcclion 10AA(2), when the Minister says that in his opinion

jurisdiction, with the exception of non-award employees Itis necessary or appropriate that the’folloyvm_g regulations
earning greater than a prescribed amount and the employe Qme Into operation as set out pelow » Which is .alvv.ays_ the
who fall into one of the groups excluded by regulation fromSame qlay. Some of tr.le.objchons to the qnfalr dismissal
making an application, and that is also in the Hon. Deaﬁegulatlons are these: first, that the f_oIIowmg classes of
Brown'’s second reading explanation. Even the Hon. Dea mployees are excluded from the ambit of part 6 of chapter

Brown in his speech acknowledges that these changes are @i the Act. Subsection (a) notes employees engaged under
be implemented by regulation. contract of employment for a specified period of time, for a

This means that, in effect, the Liberal Government haspecmed task, except where a substantial purpose of engag-

already introduced the regulations, which is the reason f%&iggt?cmgl%%%lrjggﬁréhgfi%rgg?gﬁ g(t)c; 3\1/2 |2éltwe employers

this disallowance motion today, as part of the legislative . .
package for the harmonisation of the State-Federal legisla- 597 it QOes not matter how hgrsh, unjust or unreasonable
tion, even though this Bill has not gone through thethe dismissal may have been: if they were employed for a

Parliament. The Liberal Government has done this by usingPecified time to do a specified task, they are denied access
the original Industrial and Employee Relations Act 1994, |10 the umpire hearing the case. Our objection to this clause
is not even game to use the Act before the Parliament. Eve that no definition is provided for a specific period of time.
these new changes to unfair dismissals are part of the packa@€s this mean thata person is engag%d for a specified period
currently before the Parliament as part of the Industrial ang' iMme if they work for six or 12 months? As members would
Employee Relations (Harmonisation) Amendment Bill. WeP€ aware, agreat number of public sector employees are now
see this as a threat to the parliamentary process. no longer employed permanently but are employed on one or

The changes made by regulation detail the types OMO year contra<_:ts. Thesg regulations cle_arly exclude them.
employees that are exempt from making an unfair dismissal Secondly, this exclusion further applies to employees
claim. We believe that these changes should have been de8frving a period of probation or a qualifying period of
with in the Harmonisation Amendment Bill and allowed to €Mployment, provided that the duration of the period or the
proceed through the appropriate parliamentary channel§)@ximum duration _of the period is, first, dete_rmmed in
allowing a full and frank debate on the issues, especially thedvance; secondly, is three months or less; or, if more than
changes allowing small business employers to be exemptﬁﬁ‘ree months, is reasonable, having regard to the nature and
intend to come back to that issue, because what we are seefficumstances of the employment.
here is a repetition of the events that happened in the Federal This part of the regulation does provide a period of
Parliament, when Minister Reith introduced a new Bill for theprobation of three months, and it also provides that an
control of industrial relations. He also introduced regulationgmployer could stipulate six, 12 or 18 months’ probation. An
to try to exempt certain classes of employee. There is a bit gfmployer could nominate his own probation period. The
a myth in this proposition, and it shows up in the seconddroblem with this part of the regulation is that the period of
reading explanation by the Hon. Dean Brown, when he stategrobation is very much up in the air and would involve

The objective of these amendments is to ensure that (in genergpnsmerable cost in the commission to mount legal argu-
terms) the same sorts of employees who may have access to tRReNts as to whether any period more than three months was
Commonwealth system established by the Workplace Relations Aceasonable.
é?agtg ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁ%éﬁ%‘igﬁ;&sg n?mployees who are able to access theThjrgly an exemption applies to those people ‘on a

) ) ’ ) regular and systematic basis for a sequence of periods of
In reality, quite clearly what the regulations talk about are noemployment during a period of at least 12 months’. This
the people who will have access. They give a false illusiofineans that all casual employees are excluded. As one can
that someone will make a gain, but the regulation in relatiomyather from the content of this regulation, casual employees
to unfair d|3m|ssa|, regulatlon 10, number l, prOVIdeS: who are emp|oyed on a regu|ar and Systematic basis are

Pursuant to section 105(2)(b) of the Act, the following classes otovered. A number of casuals in various industries would not
employee are excluded from the ambit of part six. work on a regular and systematic basis, so those persons
So, far from being some measure to provide inclusion an@ould fall outside the scope and would not have access to an
coverage for more workers, it ensures the exclusion of a largenfair dismissal application.
number of employees from seeking relief—not getting relief, Fourthly, the exclusion further applies to employees of
but seeking relief before an independent arbitrator. As | havemall business employers, except where the employee was
said before, in this debate and in others, this is not about a fafirst employed by the employer prior to July 1997, or the
go: this is about grabbing as much as you can for your matesmployee has been employed by the employer for more than
When the Senate considered these matters, with the suppd2 months or on a regular and systematic basis for a sequence
of the Democrats, the Greens and the Independents in anotharperiods of employment during a period of more than 12
place, it rightly saw that this was an unfair situation andmonths. That means that anyone who has not been employed

The central problem that we have with these changes, notabl
the regulations, is that the Liberal Government has bypass

the parliamentary process as part of the above changes a
decided to regulate part of the unfair dismissal changes. T
Industrial and Employee Relations (Harmonisation) Amend
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for more than 12 months and who is engaged by an employé&trofessor Andrew Stewart of the Flinders University of South
from today has no right to unfair dismissal legislation. Australia when he wrote to Dean Brown outlining his
Members can see the point of my accusation: that this isoncerns about this Government’s handling of unfair
not about employees accessing the umpire’s decision. Thdismissals in South Australia. | could go through that at some
regulation denies access to the umpire’s decision by peoplength, but | have some regard for the time.
who would normally have such access. My point about this | conclude this motion for disallowance by quoting from
section of the regulation is that if a person was engaged ithe Sydney Morning Heraldf 27 June 1997. The Democrat
employment today and was sacked tomorrow, irrespective afpokesman on industrial relations, Senator Andrew Murray,
the circumstances of the dismissal, and the employer had 3&as commenting on the Senate’s decision to uphold the right
or fewer employees, that person would have no legal redresd workers who have been harshly, unjustly or unreasonably
unless they wanted to take a breach of contract action befotismissed. The Senate, with the support of the Opposition,
the Supreme Court and pay huge legal costs to make out suttie Greens and the Independent Senators Brian Harradine and
claims. Mal Colston rejected the regulations. The Democrat’s
I would like to outline some criticisms of the rationale industrial relations spokesman, Senator Andrew Murray, said:
bhehind thelse_regula_'ﬂorr]]sl. The Goyet;nmLent haT stlfted tF]hat The purpose of the Government’s regulation—
these regulations will help create jobs. Let us look at t L : .
statistics. Unfortunately, the Industrial Relations Commissio%ﬂiesTgﬂi{:tligr?fmmem in this case, but it applies equally to
does not keep statistics as to the number of employees who ™ g _ o
file applications for unfair dismissal and who work for vr\gas to aIIIov_vsmaII bus'”gs.s to sack employeesl “”fa'”y-fTo alll(ow_
employers with fewer than 15 employees, or who have beetﬂg ,{ﬁ%gf f,'v%r:ﬁeﬁgftan 's to create two classes of workers:
employed for fewer than 12 months, so it is very hard to . . ' L
make a comparison. The Federal Court does keep statisti@g'd he is talking Federal figures in this instance—
on this. In fact, in 1995-96 the Industrial Relations Court'sin small business who would have no right to challenge an unfair
annual report shows that small business had fewer unfaff'smissal, and the 6.8 million workers who would.
dismissal claims than other employers. Clearly, in the Federal Parliament, and | hope in the State
The number of unfair dismissal applications taken as &arliament, there is a fundamental position that acknowledges
whole are less than 2 per cent of all monthly involuntarythe Australian psyche and the Australia way of life about a
terminations. That figure is an indication of the sorts offair go. These regulations are about reducing people’s rights.
people with whom we are having problems—Iless than 2 pérdo not think Governments are here to reduce people’s rights:

cent. Because of that, the logic goes that we deny a range gfovernments are here to protect their rights. We are also here
other people access to justice. to protect natural justice, and these regulations do not do this.

The Minister's and the Government's claim that by Thatis bad enough onits own, butl counsel members in this

ridding small business of unfair dismissal regulations a job®lace to recollect this Government's history in respect of
boom will be created is obviously an absolute nonsense. Orféisallowance of regulations, and some that come to mind
problem with this legislation is the lack of definition that is include net fishing, water rates and Housing Trust tenancies.
being given to key phrases such as ‘small business’. We The Government was defeated in the bicameral system in
know that this is defined as having 15 or fewer employeesghis place but introduced those regulations and dismissed the
but we do not know whether this classification includesobjections of duly-elected members of the public by saying,
casual or full-time employees. It may be that some employerdVell, that is only one House of Parliament’ The
will split their entities into smaller groups and, by having Government has the numbers in another place and its
fewer than 15 employees, can avoid any unfair dismissairrogance overcomes it. It wants to destroy long-established
procedures that may arise. unfair dismissal procedures and deny South Australians the
Another criticism to be levelled at this Governmentright to have their cases heard before an independent umpire.
concerns the claim that the legal costs and the costs awarded In terms of harmonisation, it is their view that it is all right
against the employer have been outrageously high. Obviousfgr 16 year olds who either will be forced to go back to
the Government is not fully versed on the levels of compens&school or to go to work for an employer. One can imagine a
tion. It would find that an award of compensation for an16 year old negotiating with an unscrupulous employer and,
employee of less than 12 months standing rarely exceeds tvi many cases, these people are females. We could have a

to eight weeks of wages. situation where that employer might be ‘Mr Touchy-Feely’
My colleague in another place, Mr Ralph Clarke, said thisand, if that employee objects and is then sacked, she has only
when speaking about Peter Reith: two alternatives. Normally members would expect that she

I return briefly to what Peter Reith, the Minister for Industrial €0Uld go for an unfair dismissal before the Industrial
Relations, had to say before the last Federal election about protectifgommission or through the trauma of a sexual harassment
employees from capricious dismissal. On the ABXaybreak case. That is an outrageous situation. | do not think that the
D e St en unany deat Y0U19 A1 vulnerable mour working communiy ought o be
with at work, o you A have'ar)i/ght of appeal’ y subjected to this: they are entitled to a fair go. All the

All we ask Mr Reith [and indeed the Hon. Dean Brown] is to Government wants to do is to give the employer, however
honour his word and not rat on it by bringing in exemptions for smallwrong he may be, complete immunity.
business. This is about a fair go and | ask the Hon. Mike Elliott, in
We ask that this Government honour its commitment to thearticular, to join with the Opposition and reject this legisla-
unfair dismissal process. We have had long and tediouson. | have full intention of expanding arguments when we
speeches this afternoon. | have other information which I wilcome to the Industrial and Employee Relations (Harmonisa-
later read into thélansardfrom academics and other people tion) Amendment Bill which is also on the Notice Paper. |
who have written on this subject. | also draw members’conclude my remarks by asking all members to join with me
attention to the very good document in the form of a letter byand do the honourable thing—throw this legislation out.
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The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT secured the adjournment of the the purchase of open space, but there is not a single fund but
debate. a couple of different funds. | do not believe that they are
coordinated in terms of their approach and, unfortunately,
PUBLIC OPEN SPACE BILL some of the moneys are being misspent.
Only recently | received a pamphlet from the Department
Adjourned debate on second reading (resumed on motiongf Housing and Urban Development and | was quite shocked
(Continued from page 1766.) to read that open space funds, as | understand about
i $700 000, were used for the construction of a visitors’ centre
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Just before dinner | had atthe Monarto Open Range Zoo. | am a very strong supporter
virtually concluded my speech and I just want to round offof the Monarto Open Range Zoo—and | have personally
very brlefly | do not expect a vote on this Bill in this session made donations to the Marla Wa”aby program, but | cannot
with only a couple of weeks left, but | did think it was see how $700 000 on the visitors’ centre at Monarto Open
important to introduce the Bill to allow it to go on to the Range Zoo could be deemed to be expenditure on open space.
public record to allow public comment. It is my intention |t is a worthy cause, but surely not from that fund, particular-
when Parliament resumes in the new session—whether it § when one realises that there is open space being sold off
before or after the next election—to reintroduce this BI“nght now that needs protection_ | rea”y do have to question
potentially in an amended form after | have had responsesne priorities of the spending of that fund and it is a reflection
I contend that our current approach to open spae€ 180C  of the fact that there has not been proper and due coordination
There is no one Minister who has the responsibility for operyf those funds up until now.
space. | suppose, in a formal sense, one might argue thatitis |n simple terms, this Bill seeks to offer a structure within
the Minister for Housing and Urban Development, but thewhich we can coordinate South Australia’s approach on open
reality is that decisions to sell much of our open space are N@hace. The South Australian community is making quite plain
being made by that Minister but are being made undeghat it does appreciate it. It has been a sleeper issue for some
another department. time, but | have had conversations with quite a few members
Once a department declares land to be surplus it then, &$ Parliament, both Liberal and Labor, who are all conceding
I understand, falls to a group working under the Treasurefhat they have been surprised by the strength of feeling in the
and, at one stage, even with the Minister for the Environmen¢ommunity on this issue and it is one that is growing very
and Natural Resources. The point is that there is no onétrongly. Unfortunately, the feeling is growing because
Minister responsible for open space, assessing what our neggsople are seeing increasing amounts of land sold off and
are and whether or not particular bits of lands should othere is increasing concern. | have indicated that it is my
should not be retained. Unfortunately, there are no criterightention to reintroduce this Bill in the next session of
against which we can measure whether or not land should larliament. However, at this stage it is on the table and
protected or whether the Government might indeed choosgyailable for public comment and | welcome any responses
to sell it. If there was a criterion, | suppose | would have tothat members might make before this Parliament rises. | urge
argue that that appears to be how much it is worth and whaf|| members to support the second reading.
will we get for it. If there was a second criterion which might
apply it would be: is it in marginal seats and how loud are  The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS secured the adjournment of
they yelling? Those appear to be the major tests at this stagiee debate.
as to whether or not the land will survive. Although, perhaps
one extra test is: is the local council prepared to pay for it? JOINT COMMITTEE ON LIVING RESOURCES
I would argue that we in South Australia can do better ) ) )
than that. | do not want to be in a position later on of Adjourned debate on motion of Hon. Caroline Schaefer:
regretting that we have gone too far and, as | argued earlier, Thatthe final report of the Joint Committee on Living Resources
I think we very nearly have at this point. Certainly, some land€ noted.
that is being sold should not have been sold. All this Bill  (Continued from 4 June. Page 1510.)
seeks to do is at least to get some sort of coordinated
approach in terms of decision-making on open space. It is The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | support the motion to note
worth noting that virtually all the open space, in the metro-the tabling of the final report of the Joint Committee on
politan area at least, is in the hands of State or localiving Resources and inform those members who are
government and there are only a few exceptions. Two notablehaware of the hardworking committee that was locked away
exceptions are the CSIRO land at Flagstaff Hill, which isfor some considerable time to put this report together. The
Commonwealth owned, and the Minda owned Craigburrexecutive summary states that:
Farm, but they are very much in the minority. The vast South Australia’s environment and South Australia’s economic
amount of open space is in Government hands. | also makeell-being can no longer be portrayed as counter-poised, one
one other observation; that is, a fair amount of private landpalanced against the other; they are interdependent. Sustainable

. . . ; evelopment (development that meets the needs of present genera-
is owned in the hills face zone. | am aware that right now th jons without compromising the needs of future generations) has the

Tea Tree Gully council is under enormous pressure fromyotential to integrate social, economic and environmental consider-
some quarters to rezone hills face zone land as well. ations, and thereby emphasise the qualitative aspects of development,

This Bill, in the first instance, is not directed at that: it is in the decision making process.
directed primarily at land that is already owned by State and'hat is a very wordy way of saying that, primarily, societies
local government. However, | would hope that, if it identifiesneed to take into account the fact that the environment needs
privately owned land or Commonwealth owned land, thereo survive so that future generations can survive and that we
could still be action. Clearly, if it is privately owned, the need to have a balanced view on the exploitation of our
action would be to use funds to purchase such land so thatriésources so that current generations do not assume responsi-
might be protected. | do note that there are funds available fdsility for the exploitation of all our economic resources and
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then leave future generations to survive with little or noGovernment actions and the community were linked together
resources after a few very greedy generations have taken tee that before major projects were given the go-ahead there
lot. was an educative process which analysed the best scientific
It is a timely report. If you look at the introduction, the evidence, that made sure that the principles of sustainable
Minister has signed off on the executive summary, and yoglevelopment were spelt out, that protection of the environ-
have to read into the introduction to find the compilation ofment was paramount and that you could have in some cases
the committee, although | am sure that most members wiknvironmental protection and enhancement running alongside
read the committee’s report from cover to cover. They willdevelopment. Where that could not be shown, where
find that those members of the committee—the Minister foenvironmental degradation and the integration of a develop-
the Environment and Natural Resources, David Wottoriment policy in step with the environment could not be argued
(Chair), Mr Malcolm Buckby, Mrs Robyn Geraghty, the Hon. on best scientific evidence, caution should be shown by
Michael Elliott, the Hon. Carolyn Pickles (whom | replaced Governments in giving licence to those projects that may
on 11 October 1994) and the Hon. Caroline Schaefer—madéegrade the land or make environmental conditions much
up a composite committee of three Parties. Although ther@orse.
was some discourse, debate and argument over some points,Australia and South Australia are very fragile land masses.
even though we come from varied backgrounds and holdlVe have a problem that other States do not have in that large
different positions within out respective Parties, we were ablé@reas of our State do not have quality and quantity of water,
to agree to the major content of the report and to come awajpat an expanding mineral exploration search and develop-
with a balanced report without compromise. ment program is running and that care should be taken to
Some ground was given by everyone, but we came awa§nsure that our natural resources are protected. A number of
with a report that not only this Government but future k€Y projects are running in South Australia at the momentin
Governments can look at and use as a model. | hope that tifée mineral exploration and development area that are linked
current Government uses it as a platform during the nexto a very fragile area of our State, that is, tapping into the
election for its environmental program and makes a commitartesian basin and into other areas of the fragile earth.
ment to it for the next four years. If we are elected as an For those who would like to read this report and use the
alternative Government we will certainly make a commitmentorinciples espoused in it, I point out that you can have
to the people of South Australia. The outlines and intention§levelopment but not at any cost. Basically, the price you pay
of this report will put us in good stead for at least anothefis that you give a commitment for the protection of the
decade if we are able to frame legislation that reflects som@nvironment while the development projects are putin place.
of the recommendations made in it. The terms of referencéhere was a lot of discussion about getting a biodiversity
were: starting point in order to recognise any future degradation and

(a) to inquire into the future development and conservation of SOUTFIO put together a program Whe.re we could measure degrada-
Australia’s living resources; tion. Recommendation 6 provides:

(b) to recommend broad strategic directions and policies for the The joint committee recognises that the current level of
conservation and development of South Australia’s livinginformation about the State’s biodiversity poses a threat to its
resources from now and into the twenty-first century; conservation and management and recommends that every effort be

(c) to recommend how this report could be incorporated into a Statsade to complete the biological survey program by 2005.

(d) (t:ggileer\cl)%t;;%r:tﬁtr:ﬁ;i%)r/’the taking of evidence from a wide rangeThe preyious Government a_nd this Govern_ment have given
of interests including industry, commerce, the conservatiorf* Comm'tme_nt to benchmarking a conservation strategy bas’_ed
representatives as well as Government departments and statutép @ biological survey program. It has commenced and is
authorities in the formulation of the report; and moving forward, although at a very slow rate.

(e) to report to Parliament with its findings and recommendations by  part way through an inquiry that the Environment,
December 1994. Resources and Development Committee conducted into the

December 1994 has certainly passed us by. We held dgamage caused by an oil spill in Spencer Gulf, when a ship

parliamentary discussion day in the other Chamber andias holed and spilt oil washed onto the eastern side of the

invited a lot of key people who are leaders in their fields togulf near Port Pirie, it became quite clear that when claims
gauge opinions. It could be held up as a progressive way afere pursued by fishers for damage to their stock (and they
formulating community policy before getting policy develop- were within their rights to do that) no-one really knew the
ment on many issues that will lead us into the twenty-firsipotential for damage. | am giving this only as an illustration,
century and of putting together recommendations that willbecause no biodiversity benchmark starting point had been
hopefully, frame legislation well into the next century. We drawn.

were able to identify a number of issues as starting points for So, conservationists really have to wrestle with the

the decline of the environment since white settlement. Weosition of putting a dollar value on the environment and

were able to put together some recommendations fomarine and land based resources. Conservationists have been
revegetation and reclamation as well as for future protectiorwrestling with the issue of whether we must establish in the

Where exploitation and development clashed withcommunity the principle of putting a dollar price on the
environmental protection, the argument put forward inside theconomic value of our biodiversity.

committee was that development would continue based on The philosophical argument that is being wrestled with at

best scientific evidence for the protection and/or reclaiminghe moment is whether we put a dollar value on protecting

of the environment so that future generations could be a pabiodiversity or put forward an economic rationalist argument,
of any consideration of exploitation of development projectsaassessing the worth of exploitation and the return to the State
where there were some arguments about possible degradatiagainst the value of completely protecting that biodiversity
of the environment. There was also a lot of consideratiorand resource by non-exploitation, declaration as wilderness
about future education of younger people about the enviroror reserve, or partly exploiting it. Those are issues with which
ment through the curriculum, and to make sure thatommunities as well as Governments must wrestle, and
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certainly communities must give an indication to Govern-the exploitation of native species using domestic farming
ments that, for example, in some cases we cannot placenaethods as opposed to taking them from the wild. At the
dollar value on a threatened species. moment we have a little of both. Some species are being

Are communities prepared to trade the harm or potentigharvested from the wild for culling purposes and are then
harm that could be caused to threatened species by a develdraded into the retail sector for human consumption. We also
ment? The development may be a gold mine—although thelyave some domestic farming of native animals, and a good
are not very fashionable at the moment since the Governmenase in point is probably emu, the meat of which is being
sold off the gold stock—but what value do we put on aexploited far more widely than it was a decade ago.

national park or reserve and a threatened species when a | remember Kym Mayes having an emu meat eating trial
community may want or need to exploit the potential minerain Centre Hall at Parliament House to convince us of some
value of that reserve? Who has the rlght to decide that? DO% the benefits in Changing the |egis|ation to allow for the
local government or the State Government make that decisiafomestic harvesting of emus. That sort of increase in the
on behalf of its constituents? Does the Federal Governmegploitation of our native species is taking place and legisla-
step in and say, ‘No, you cannot exploit that resourcetion supports those practices. Now we are moving towards the
because the potential cost of that exploitation will be thafurther exploitation of our native flora species, and the report
three or four threatened species will be wiped out? Whanakes some recommendations as to how we ought to
makes that judgment? . _ approach that issue, with the necessary safeguards in place.
They are the questions with which communities musOn other occasions in this Chamber, | have raised the issue
wrestle and to which they must bring back answers tef the use of our native flora for essential oils, providing job
members of Parliament so that we can show some leadershigpportunities for young people and Aboriginal people in
I have a view and, although it is not one that would be sharegglated regional areas. There is no reason why they cannot
by every member of the committee, it is one of thosealso be used in the metropolitan area and larger regional
questions that must be answered by communities in conjungentres. If it is handled correctly, the exploitation of our flora
tion with their members of Parliament, and members otan lead to job opportunities for young people.
Parliament must represent those views here in framing 1o port Adelaide Flower Farm was an unfortunate

Iegﬁl‘?lon's,[ i Iso h ibil . . xample, and the Hon. Mr Davis and others attacked the
ation States also have responsibility to Internationat,,cant and the project failed. Restaurants are advertising and
organisations and treaties, as well as for protecting biologicg o yeting the use of our natural resources, including our
diversity for the international community. So, those questiongne s A food tasting festival which is to be held in Adelaide

are fal'rly major issues that need_ to be. wrestled with. The, oeoper is being promoted on the exploitation of our native
committee has done a good job in putting together a docyg g and some of our flora is used for eating, as well.

ment which states that a biological benchmark must be N v d . K d d rehabili
established and that a State survey needs to be done. T, otonly does it make good sense to protect and rehabili-

extension of that would be for an international benchmarking®-c S0mMe of our (_jry Ia_n_d areas 1o develop our native flora for
and biological survey to be completed by all States, or by th&?0d but also the identification of a lot of our species can lead
Commonwealth in conjunction with all States, so that we ca 0 employment opportunities and grqwth in regional areas.
get a full picture of exactly what we are talking about in terms he protection of species is QISO very Important anq we must
of protecting our fauna and flora and what sorts of trade-offé)e very careful about coI_Iectlng seeds from the wild so t_hat
communities are prepared to make when deciding whate do not abuse our native flora. The same must_be sal_d of
potential riches can be found and exploited, in deciding whapur native fauna. We must not take too many W'.ld native
percentage is returned to the State through taxation d’;}mmals and use thgm in a way that stops their genetic
royalties and, indeed, in deciding what benefits privateStrength from occurring r.1aturally.. ) )
companies are able to get out of that exploitation. Answers to such major questions are contained in the
I would pose a question that all citizens need to contemt€port. Mention is also made of ecotourism, and recommen-
p|ate’ name|y' that, if we are W||||ng to trade the loss or thedatlons .are maQG asto the eXp_|OItat|0n of our environment for
harm that may occur through wiping out or at least threatenecotourism while protecting it. The report also identifies
ing species through challenging the biodiverse structure of a@ction, so it does not become a dead report. Itis a live report
area, we would have to work out exactly what returns andvhere actions have to manifest themselves out of the
benefits are being made to a community. That argument mugécommendations that have been made. | recommend it as a
be carried out using the best scientific evidence available tgood read to members and suggest that, during next week’s
Governments so that departmental recommendations can Beeak, they take it away with them. They will find that,
formed and political decisions made, hopefully with theyvhateve_rrthelrresponS|b|I|t|es|n Government or Opposition,
benefit of Governments and Oppositions agreeing so that wiecontains food for thought about developing policies for
develop a policy which is in line with the principal primary enwronmental, employment and recreational uses. | would
interest of environmental protection. have liked more time to elaborate on other points in the
Another area on which the committee wrestled and camgeport, but I will not do so tonight.
away with a good policy (although the Government is However, | pay tribute to the secretary of the committee.
working slowly towards legislation) is happening in the Jackie worked very diligently over a long time and had to put
community at the moment with guidance and sensitivity. Inup with a committee that was intent on working hard but
this respect, | refer to the exploitation of our native flora andmade it very difficult for her. I also thank the Minister who
fauna for human consumption—the trade in our native plantshaired the meetings in a bipartisan way and all the commit-
and animals and the growth in the use of our native specidgee members who made it easy for me as a committee
for restaurateurs and home consumption. member to enjoy the meetings. The withesses who gave
There is an increasing use of our kangaroo meat—in facgvidence were all very informative and interesting. | com-
we have it on our parliamentary menu at the moment—anchend the report to the Council and | support the motion.
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The Hon. R.D. LAWSON secured the adjournment of the they got some of it wrong, but that is the democratic system.

debate. Again, it was comprehensively rejected. The matter was then
taken up in the Senate, fully debated again and rejected. The
VOLUNTARY EUTHANASIA BILL pro-euthanasia people have taken some comfort because the
vote was much closer, although it was still defeated. With the
Adjourned debate on second reading. ink hardly dry on the palliative care legislation even at this
(Continued from 2 July. Page 1643.) time, we now have what is colloquially known around

~ Parliament House as the Levy Bill.

The Hon. R.R.ROBERTS:| oppose the secondreading | was not enamoured of the Bill introduced by my
of this Bill. | have been in this place for nine years and inco|league in another place, John Quirke. That is understand-
those years | have watched the parliamentary performance ghje, because | have made it very clear that | am opposed to
the Hon. Anne Levy with great admiration. In my view, the gythanasia. My judgment is that this Bill, introduced by my
honourable member is a diligent politician. She has learnt hgjood colleague the Hon. Anne Levy, is a much worse Bill.
craftin 20 years. She is persistent, she is tactically wise, angh fact, commentators, colleagues of mine in another place
| pay great tribute to her work ethic. However, | completely\yho have supported the John Quirke Bill, tell me that in their
d|Sagree W|th thIS measure but | aCkn0W|edge the I’Ight Of thﬁJdgment_and | agree W|th them_tl""S iS the worst euthana_
Hon. Anne Levy and all other supporters of this Bill to hold sja Bjll they have ever seen. Itis ironic—and | am assuming
their point of view. ) _ ) ~ thatyou, Mr President, would be aware of the argy-bargy and

It is worth while looking at the history of this subject in the lobbying that has been going on—that this Bill should be
this place over the last three or four years. It seems like onlyecognised almost universally as the worst euthanasia Bill
yesterday that we debated the palliative care legislation. that has been introduced into the Parliament. | am told by
make very clear that, in most instances, | am a supporter @fthers that the numbers are very tight.
the pro-life movement. I do not support capital punishment. | will not go into a long debate on the merits of John
I do not support the death penalty. | do not support abortiomyuirke’s Bill as opposed to this Bill, because | did not
on demand. | respect the laws of South Australia where thajypport that Bill. One could go into a lengthy debate about
procedure is available to people who meet the criteria becaugge examples that have been put before me, as | am sure they
that is their right. They have different views from me but it have been put before every other member of this place, by the
is a lawful process. The difference between my persongbbby groups. We have all had the hundreds of letters and the
views and the law poses a dilemma for me but, as a legislatoshone calls and we have all done our own research. One
I respect the law. could draw on a body of evidence, but | merely say this: if

When the palliative care legislation came beforeyou want a good encapsulation of the merits of euthanasia,
Parliament, | had a great deal of concern about some of itgou need look no further than the contribution made last week
major amendments. We made changes to give people a living, the Hon. Carolyn Schaefer.
will, that is, the right for a patient in the final stage of a | seldom heap praise on members of the Government, but
terminal illness to say ‘Enough is enough. Give me somehe honourable member's contribution is probably one of the
relief.” The amendments allow treating doctors to providepest contributions | have heard in my time in this place. She
comfort to dying patients and we made sure that thosenade one particular point, which | think is the key to the
medical practitioners were protected from legal suit if thaqudgmem of this Bill. The press, often trying to judge what
treatment resulted in the death of that patient in the terminahey believe to be the will of the community, puts tags on.
stage of a terminal illness. Today in theAdvertiserthere was a reference to the ‘right to

During those debates we were constantly told, ‘This is notlie Bill'.

a euthanasia Bill." That was repeated time and again in my The Hon. Carolyn Schaefer pointed out in her contribution
ear, simply because | sit in this seat. | think that thelast week that this is the ‘right to kill Bill'. This is not the
Legislative Council on that occasion made wise decisionsight to die: this is not the right of terminally ill patients,
Pro-euthanasia supporters will always say when questioningecause we have that covered in the palliative care legisla-
people, ‘Do you agree that a dying patient, suffering badlytion. That statement by the honourable member is the key to
in the terminal stages of a terminal illness ought to have somgye judgment. | do not support the second reading.

relief?” The obvious answer to anyone with an ounce of \When there is a Bill before the Parliament it stimulates
humanity, is ‘Yes.’ So, these people select the question vergommunity discussion. | am sure that some members of this
carefully, and then they say, ‘People are in favour of euthangslace have lost a dear one very close to them. | understand
sia.’ No: what people are in favour of is a patient in the finalthat the Hon. Anne Levy is in that position. She has had the
stages of a terminal illness seeking some relief—and thegersonal experience of watching someone fade away and die
have that relief. | contend that the legislation for palliativein pain. We all abhor that. | have had personal experience:
care that we have in this State fulfils all those requirementswo very good friends of mine have suffered from cancer, and

Within what seemed weeks of having passed the legislahey were both nursed by their wives in their homes. | have
tion, what has been called the Quirke euthanasia Bill camaothing but the utmost respect for the work that has been
before the Lower House of this Parliament. After a vigorousdone by those two ladies. They are both dear personal friends
debate and the usual round of lobbying that we all, includingf mine and | feel for their situation. It is very difficult to sit
members of this place, had, the Bill was soundly rejected. with these people and argue a case against euthanasia. They

The Hon. R.I. Lucas: What was the vote? have actually watched people die painfully. | respect their

The Hon. R.R. ROBERTS: | can’'t remember the vote rights, and when they say to me, ‘I believe in euthanasia: |
but it was soundly rejected. The next step was the Andrewdon’t want it to happen to me’, it seems pointless to try to
Bill that was introduced into the newly elected Parliament:debate the point that the palliative care legislation actually
the newest form of community consensus of this country; thenakes, because the palliative care that is provided in this
latest expression of the will of the people of Australia. | think State and in many States in the rest of Australia is abysmal.
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Governments of all persuasions pay great lip service t&now. | thought we had heard as much evidence as we would
palliative care, and take very little action. Some of theget.
conditions under which palliative care takes place in Australia | oppose the second reading of this Bill. As | say, | will
are quite degrading. There is no privacy. In my home towrhot reconsider my position on voluntary euthanasia until |
of Port Pirie people concerned about palliative care provifind a Government, either Labor or Liberal, that shows a real
sions in Port Pirie went on a fundraiser. This is in a civilisedcommitment by providing the best possible palliative care for
society with a Government that says it cares about the peoplgs citizens. And | give notice that, even then, it will need to
They raised $40 000 to improve the palliative care servicepe a very strong argument to persuade me, as one who is
in the Port Pirie Hospital. One can only commend theircommitted to the right for people to live. | claim that | am
activities and congratulate them on their work, but you havgonsistent in my view. | find it sad that people say, ‘I am
to ask yourself: is this a reasonable situation in a civilisechgainst the death penalty; | am for abortion and | am for
society where, to get some palliative care service and dignit¢uthanasia.’ You are either for pro-life and the sustenance of
for the dying in South Australia, we have to go for the chookdignified life or you are not. | make it very clear: | am for
raffle and round up the money? keeping people alive and living in dignity. | am totally

I understand that the Minister for Health is a supporter ofopposed to any legislation that condones the right to kill.
euthanasia. It is a terrible situation that people do not have This Bill suggests that a referendum might be worthwhile.
choices about palliative care. Many people do notwant to gghe Bjll comprises 19 clauses and three schedules over 12
to hospital because they want to keep their dignity. lfpages and the referendum will ask, ‘Do you agree with the
Governments are serious—if we are all serious—we woul§|ntary Euthanasia Bill 199772 It is very clear that, on
be trying to provide the best palliative care system in thengst occasions, referendums confuse people. To ask an
world. One reason that | will not support the second reading,m"nary member of the community, who will probably never

is that | do not trust Governments. | do not trust thisgeq the Bjll, ‘Do you agree with this’ is an unreal situation.
Government and | do not trust Labor Governments in thesPoppose the second reading.

areas.
We have seen how this Government has degraded health 1he Hon. BERNICE PFITZNER: This is a very difficult
services throughout country South Australia and it all comeg;j; and | am quite surprised that the Hon. Ron Roberts is

down to dollars and cents. It comes down to props: it l00kgqncerned that others might want to try to change people’s
like you are doing something. The Government can build gninq through referendums and select committees. | believe
flash h(_:)use for an executive but it will not give $170.000 Othat is the normal political way of doing things and, if the
a hospital to provide health services to the sick, dying an‘h?on. Anne Levy thinks that this is such an important Bill, |

injured. It is a very simple matter: whilst it is cheaper 10 44 ot see what is wrong in trying to get people to change
provide a syringe than to provide proper palliative care, | Willinair mind

not trust any Government. We are really duping people. We ) . " _
are not providing people with a proper choice. We should However, as a medical practitioner, | think it seems even

provide real palliative care that retains people’s dignity in thﬁ;nore difficult. One of my colleagues asked me how is it that

: o . .1 can support palliative care or abortion when, having become
terminal stages of a terminal iliness and not just that whic . o ; )
i provided in a hospital. medical practitioner, | should follow the Hippocratic oath.

People caring for dear ones who are dying in their home-srhat Is true, although Wh_en vx_1e g_raduated—
are given token support with respect to palliative care. Only 1he Hon. T. Crothers interjecting:
when we have a decent palliative care system will people The Hon. BERNICE PFITZNER: Yes, | will give a
have a real choice whether they continue life with thelitﬂe hiStOI’y onthe Hippocratic oath. When we achieved our
assistance of palliative care or make the ultimate decision.¥/BBS, we were not required to swear to the Hippocratic
find comfort in the palliative care arrangements that we hav@ath, but we were aware of the oath and, generally, we
in South Australia. When we have the best palliative caré@ccepted its principles. | now look back on this oath.
system and a real commitment by Government to help antlippocrates was a celebrated Greek physician, who was born
support not just the dying but those providing care, | will beon the island of Cos many years ago—between 470 BC and
prepared to have another look at this matter. 460 BC. He belonged to a family that claimed descent from

I am concerned about the argy-bargy that has taken place mythical Aesculapius, son of Apollo. Hippocrates died at
I am not denying that people have the right to garner suppokarissa between 380 BC and 360 BC.
from where ever they can get it, and we have seen a number The works attributed to Hippocrates are the earliest Greek
of manoeuvres. In his contribution in this place last week, thenedical writings. Amongst these is the famous oath. He also
Hon. Angus Redford said that he did not support the secondrote many other medically-based sayings. It is noted that he
reading, but he did say, ‘If a referendum was held, | might.achieved universal currency, although few who quote it today
Immediately there was a rush around and the proposeese aware that the original referred to the art of the physician.
amended the Bill. They are chasing the vote. | now see &he first of his aphorisms said:
move to refer this matter to a select committee. | do not
support a select committee, either. ) o

This is the empiric victory that says, ‘We will go offto a thatis the art of the physician—
select committee.” Everyone knows that this Parliament is ifthe occasion fleeting; experience fallacious, and judgment difficult.
its dying stages. If this matter goes off to a select committeelhe physician must not only be prepared to do what is right himself,
what will it achieve? It will achieve nothing. If this Bill but also to make the patient, the attendants, and externals cooperate.
passes its second reading stage, | will support the referral tbhe original oath begins:
a select committee because it will give me and other members | . . by Apolio the physician, by Aesculapius, Hygeia, and

the opportunity to hear some evidence from other peoplepanacea, and I take to witness all the gods, all the goddesses, to keep
From where that body of evidence will emanate, | do notaccording to my ability and my judgment the following oath:

Life is short, and the art long—
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The oath is quite long but the part of the original oath that id think so, but a small fraction of iliness and a small fraction
relevant to this debate is as follows: of disease.

I will give no deadly medicine to anyone if asked, nor suggest However, after saying that, does this Bill cater for this
any such counsel; and in like manner | will not give to a woman asmall group of people? It may be that there are terms used in
pessary to produce abortion. this Bill with which | am uncomfortable. It always surprises
We have now moved and times have changed and the modete that the medical terms used in a legal document such as
version of this oath as approved by the American Medica# Bill quite frequently do not mean what a medical mind
Association is as follows: expects it to mean. When medicos use medical terms there

You do solemnly swear, each by whatever he or she holds mo§i0€S NOt seem to be any trouble with the implication and
sacred: meaning because it is in medical jargon. It must be the same

1. Thatyou will be loyal to the profession of medicine and justwith legal jargon. | find that at times the legal jargon does not

and generous to its members. ) _equate to meaningful plain English. In such a crucial Bill as

2. That you will lead your lives and practice your art in this, we must be quite sure that the terms that we use,

uprightness and honour. - . -,
3. Thatinto whatsoever house you shall enter, it shall beforthgSpeCIaIIy the terms relating to the human condition, are

good of the sick to the utmost of your power, your holding Understood quite plainly and quite clearly by us all. For
yourselves far aloof from wrong, from corruption, from the example, in clause 3 the term *hopelessly ill’ is a term for the

tempting of others to vice. human condition that is not used in the medical context.
4. That you will exercise your art solely for the cure of your Looking at the definition, we note that we must have a

atients, and will give no drug, perform no operation, for a L . - o
griminal purpose,%ven if soligitgd,far less supggested. permanent deprivation of consciousness. At times it is

5. That whatsoever you shall see or hear of the lives of men oflifficult to forecast the prognosis of a ‘permanent deprivation
women which is not fitting to be spoken, you will keep of consciousness’. With regard to paragraph (b), it is also
inviolably secret. difficult to forecast the definition of ‘hopelessly ill’, which

So, as the English philosopher and poet Oliver Wendelis defined to mean ‘seriously and irreversibly impairs the
Holmes has said: person’s quality of life’.

New occasions teach new duties, time makes ancient good Therefore, it is difficult to forecast the irreversibility of
uncouth. ' that condition. Also | note in clause 12(1)(d) the term

Therefore, | have long thought about euthanasia becaus

geatable clinical depression’. Not all general practitioners
being a medical doctor, death is never far from your everyda%’(lvIII be competentin this area and so perhaps we might even
practice, and when you observe your patient, friend o

eed a psychiatrist or a specialist to interpret that. What we
relative suffer—suffer pain, suffer indignity, suffer for

need to have written is that the patient is suffering from a
whatever reason—the concept of euthanasia becomes v 1T atable clinical depression. | also note in clause 12(1)(e) the
real and becomes very acceptable. However, we must quali

rm ‘mentally incompetent’. Does the term ‘mental’ refer to

euthanasia as it is voluntary euthanasia about which we a pz;_/tphla;tn'c: c?lzldltlonhor does tlktl re][‘er to an mtelltictutg)l

talking. We obtain the permission of the person: it is not‘l\:/?;di'c;)"r" S :;ki%r’ ng vl\lele;Id t?enc?rrtg LZ(;OT#: ?gm']

involuntary, nor is it non-voluntary, which latter termis used, .. bl d){ E hlfg, lis | biecti

for a person who is unable to give personal permission. Wedlsa ed’, which 1T€€l 1S 1ess Subjective. .
Because of these initial difficulties, | am most relieved that

then have active and passive euthanasia and in this Bill We o Hon. Ms Levy has said that at the passing of the second

are debating active voluntary euthanasia. Eading she will move that the Bill go to a parliamentary

_In my early days as a young intern, we were concerne ommittee, perhaps a select committee. | agree that further
with passive euthanasia. It could be voluntary if the patien

were unconscious, or involuntary if the patient were deepl%
comatosed. If comatosed, there would be a sign above the bg
with the instruction ‘Do not resuscitate.” That meant, if the
patient stopped breathing, if the patient had difficulty in
breathing or if the patient had some sort of seizure, we did n«ﬁ
take frantic and further action for resuscitation. Further, we
would not continue to hydrate the patient with an intravenous

drip. For those patients in deep pain, at a terminal stage Gfe qutset that | have a great respect for the Hon. Anne Levy

iliness, painkillers were given and the dosage necessary gy for the integrity and the thought which has gone into this
alleviate the pain might end the life of the patient. For thosefegislation. | know the circumstances surrounding her

who were totally dependent on a machine for breathing, thgygstanding interest in this matter. | know that it is a matter
machine would be switched off. _ o of community interest and, indeed, has been the subject of
However, these passive euthanasia activities are nogntroversy and comment Australia-wide. It also should be
encapsulated in the Consent to Medical Treatment andoted that there have been many inquiries into euthanasia in
Palliative Care Act. Indeed, clause 12(2)(0) of the Vollu'ntaryrecem times and court judgments on the subject to which |
Euthanasia Bill in respect of the medical practitioneryi| refer in due course. | go back in time to examine a piece

vestigation on this veryexed andlifficult topic should be
ntinued as this topic is very important and one that we
nnot afford to get wrong. | therefore signify at this stage
my support for the second reading and for the Billto go to a
arliamentary select or standing committee. | support the
econd reading.

The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: | oppose this legislation. | say at

administering euthanasia provides: of legislation, which | was on the record as opposing, the
by withholding or withdrawing medical treatment in circum- Natural Death Act, to highlight some of the difficulties which
stances that will result in a painless and humane end to life. exist in putting forward such a contentious piece of legisla-

| believe that that part of the Bill is already catered for in thetion.

Consent to Medical Treatment and Palliative Care Act. So, In 1980 the Hon. Frank Blevins, then a Legislative
we are left with the voluntary active euthanasia procedur€ouncillor, put forward the Natural Death Act, which was
with which to cope. Are there conditions of the humandesigned to ensure that an adult person who desires not to be
disease and iliness that need this particular procedure? Yesjbject to extraordinary measures in the event of his or her
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suffering from a terminal illness may make a direction in theas fashionable; it was feel-good legislation from California
form of a schedule. This legislation failed in 1980 but wasin the 1960s arriving belatedly in Adelaide with good intent
reintroduced in 1983 and passed into law. | was one of than the 1980s. It was a creature of the period at a time when
few members of Parliament who spoke against it. Essentiallyve did not have a definition of death or a code of practice laid
it was non-legislation; it was feel-good legislation which wasdown for the definition of death.
never used in practice. | shall spend a few minutes looking Some years later in 1984-85 | very deliberately raised with
at this as a prelude to examining the Bill now before us. the then Minister of Health, Dr John Cornwall, the subject of
One of the problems with the Natural Death Act and, inthe Natural Death Act and asked him whether any forms had
my submission, with the proposed euthanasia legislation, igver been used in the major hospitals of Adelaide. | never
that they do not properly take into account the enormougeceived an answer, even though | asked him on notice—
advances in palliative care. In fact, during the natural death The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting:
debate it was significant that the proponents of that measure The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: You were in government; it was
took no account of the advances in the care of the dying thatour Bill. My experience from talking to people in the
were being made in 1980. At the time, Mr Horan, a lecturethospital system was that no-one had ever seen one of those
in law at the University of Chicago law school, was quotedpieces of paper used. Of course, that was an example of feel-
in evidence given by the AMA—and this is pertinent to thisgood legislation which had no practical consequence. To
Bill—as follows: move now to the issue at hand: South Australia faced with
One of the legal dilemmas of our electronic age is too mucHhis Bill on voluntary euthanasia. | received a letter from

unnecessary legislation enacted too soon, and in response to thary Gallnor, President of the South Australian Voluntary
many non-problems. Natural death legislation is a typical exampl&uthanasia Society. Everyone recognises her commitment

of that phenomena. It gives nothing to persons which they do nojn intense interest in this matter. In a letter dated February

already possess under law my view isthat the legislation is not .
beneficial and is indeed counterproductivebecause . the solution 1997 she says to me and, presumably, to other members:

is lying in the area of patient-physician relationship. | suggest therefore that those whose personal religious conviction
L . puts them at odds with their constituents should abstain from voting.
That was one of the comments which is still true today. Fr 4o otherwise is knowingly to thwart the will of the electorate and
made the point in that speech (page 175Hahsarg in it is hard to see how the responsible judgment of an elected
opposing the legislation that legislation of this nature, that isfepresentative can condone that.
the Natural Death Act, ‘will be of no assistance in building | have a great deal of respect for Mary Gallnor, but | raise my
bridges between doctors and patients’. In fact, | recognise th@dgislative eyebrows when the President of the South
it had been only in the period since 1955 that intensive car@ustralian Voluntary Euthanasia Society writes and says that,
units had become an integral part of the health system. Themy personal conviction on a matter such as euthanasia is
interesting thing about the Natural Death Act, which was nokt odds with the majority of constituents, | should abstain
satisfactorily rebutted by its supporters, was that it may welfrom voting.
have varied existing praCtice.The Only thlng that | did aCCEpt | want to put on the pub“c record that | reject that
atthe time was that it recognised the definition of brain deat@ssertion from Mary Gallnor. That could have absurd
which, in fact, gave legal sanction to a concept which hagonsequences. For example, it could mean that, if 70 per cent
been used in medical practice for 10 years or more. There wa§ South Australians polled after a particularly vicious mass
the recognition in the legislation that if someone were braifmurder in the State believed that capital punishment should
dead the machines would be turned off. Of course, that is thge introduced, | should be obliged to follow that majority
case. view if a Bill for the reintroduction of capital punishment
But in some situations, for example in the Adelaideshould be brought before the Council. That clearly ioa
Intensive Care Unit, | gave the case of patients who wergequitur As we clearly understand, these measures which |
brain dead but where the machine had been left on to give th@spect and which are brought into this Council with good
next of kin, who may have been overseas, the two or thremtent for debate are matters of personal conscience. My view
days to enable them to return. It was argued, | think quiten this may well differ, as it does in this case, from the Hon.
cogently, that the legislation as formulated by the Hon. Franls Levy'’s, although on many other matters of conscience |
Blevins would have varied that existing practice; it would suspect that the Hon. Ms Levy and | would d&didem
have forced the intensive care unit to turn that machine off That was a disappointing assertion by the President of the
before the return of the loved one and help bridge thagouth Australian Voluntary Euthanasia Society. If at any time
experience of being next to their loved one before thehere happens to be a majority of people in favour of a matter
machine was turned off. Dr Gilligan, the well-respected hea@ does not necessarily mean that | must support that view. As
of intensive care at Royal Adelaide Hospital, said—and Il will assert during this debate, there is widespread misunder-
think this is still true today 17 years later—that there was atanding about this subject, as one would expect, because it
fairly widespread ignorance in the community of what theis an extraordinarily complex subject. | have a file on this
possibilities are and what life support means. matter some six or seven centimetres thick. It is not an area
So, | believed that it was essentially non-legislation. Theén which | have specialised, as have some other members;
evidence that | took from people in intensive care in the thre@evertheless, it is a matter on which | have a view which |
major hospitals in Adelaide was that the question of théntend to express this evening.
Natural Death Act was a non-issue in the Australian context. The first point | want to make relates to the Northern
It was quite clear that the committee which looked at thisTerritory legislation on voluntary euthanasia and the contro-
measure—and this was also the case in the debate in thersy that surrounded the Federal Parliament’s decision to
Legislative Council and the Parliament generally—showedverrule that legislation. | must say that on balance | support-
little understanding of the advances made in palliative careed the Federal Parliament’s decision in that respect. The
there was little reference to that matter. | raise that debate dorthern Territory quite clearly decided to legislate in an
many years ago because that was legislation which was seepen fashion so that it was legislating for all Australians on
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a life and death matter. Certainly, in matters of finance, StatéShe goes on to refer to the celebrated case of the person
will have a variety of approaches. For example, incalled Dent in the Northern Territory who was euthanased,
Queensland there is no financial institutions duty, and that haend the relative then reversed their view on the merits of
made Queensland a haven for companies that wish teuthanasia, as follows:
minimise their financial institutions duty in a legitimate way.  |n the debate about euthanasia Dent's strange behaviour, and
Itis one thing to have differences in commercial laws, butHerron’s true life anecdote, are warnings against the comfortable
in my view it is quite another matter to allow one State orassumption that rationality and human goodness would be giveniin
Territory legislating for all Australians, particularly on a life 1€ new world of legislative death laws.
and death matter such as voluntary euthanasia. This argumdtriefer also to the very wise views of Sir Gustav Nossal, who
is reflected in the fact that all bar one of the people who tools one of the great Australians. If you were drawing up a
advantage of that legislation while it was in operation caméchedule of the great post-war Australians, Sir Gustav Nossal
from outside the Northern Territory. That is my first point. Would invariably appear in most people’s top 20 lists. He has
| believe that there is great d|ff|Cu|ty in |egis|ating for been a Director of the Walter and Eliza Hall Institute of

death. For the dying, my preferred option is caring rather thaiedical Research in Melbourne since 1965; he has been
killing. | will give some background on the advances in thePresident of the Australian Academy of Science; and he has

hospice movement. | think | was the first person to extol inb€en associated with the publication of 480 scientific articles
the Legislative Council in the very early 1980s the virtues ofand five books. With reference to the question of euthanasia,
palliative care and the merits of the hospice movement. Fdie stated:

many years | was associated with the hospice movement and, Dying with dignity and in peace should be everyone’s right,
together with the Hon. John Burdett, helped to draw up jtarticularly in an industrialised country with high standards of health

SN i ; ‘e : are. Nevertheless, | am against the formal legalisation of euthanasia.
constitution in this State. | visited one of the great hospmei well-ordered society is a very fragile thing, as recent history

in the world, run by Dr Balfour-Mount in Montreal, Canada, (Hitler, Pol Pot, Rwanda) shows. | believe there are grave dangers
in the very early 1980s, and | have been a staunch advocatea society giving to anyone, no matter how well intentioned, the
of the merits of the hospice system, as instanced in the Marjght to terminate a human life. However, | do believe that those who

; :are terminally ill should come to the end as free of pain and in as
gr?(tjtes:)%%splce attached to Calvary, the Daw Park Hosplcganquil a state of mind as possible,

It is always interesting to me that the proponents of inally; he congludes: S ,
euthanasia often ignore the merits of palliative care in respect Enshrining a right to terminate life in legislation would, | believe,
of the dying. Some terminally ill patients are conscious 0 more harm than good, although I support the right of others to

; . . . disagree.
through to their death. | have visited many hospices in m . ) . )
time and spoken to many relatives who have experienced theatis the view of a very civilised Australian. | also want to

grief and anguish of seeing a loved one die in a hospicélaborate on my remarks a_bout thg importance _of_palliative
Many of them have said that their richest moments in lifec@re. Roger Woodruff, who is the Director of Palliative Care

have been associated with those final few days with thei@t the Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre in Melbourne
relatives. and who is also Chairman of the Palliative Care Group

Senator John Herron, who was much respected as a can&gfnical Oncological Society of Australia is one of the people
specialist, who is a very compassionate man and who as W10 is dealing with death, dying and pain. The judgments |
all know has the difficult and challenging role of Federal"€@lly respect are those of people who lead the battle to
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, gave a good example of the Maintain human dignity, to minimise pain and to care for
difficulties in legislating for voluntary euthanasia. In an P€OPle. In a letter to theAge on 28 February 1997,

excellent piece headed ‘The dangers of legislating for deatt" qudruff sa.io.l: _ N
published in theAustralian Financial Reviewn 9 December Medical practitioners who advocate euthanasia and physician-

; ssisted suicide should be asked how often they seek assistance from
1996, Michelle Grattan repeated a story told by John Herrogn experienced multidisciplinary palliative care team in the

when he had been a cancer surgeon. He related this story #hnagement of terminally ill patients they see. Doctors educated
a 1994 speech, as follows: primarily about curing disease may be ill-equipped to deal with the
One Sunday, on Mothers’ Day, | was called to see an 89 year olfroblems encountered. Optimal care of the terminally ill, particularly

widow who had vomited a large amount of blood from a stomachVith regard to the fundamental issues of psychological and psycho-

ulcer. | told her that if the bleeding continued the only way to stopSecial suffering, requires the involvement of other health care

it was by operating. She said she felt she was too old and that befoRsofessionals—palliative care nurses, social workers, psychologists

deciding I should speak to her daughter by phone. The daughter sgid others. This is not worlfythat can be accomplished by a doctor

her mother was declining and to let her die in peace. | explained th&@orking alone. Dr Nitschke?

S\‘;ﬁifion %ould_twait Ulnt” tlhe b(ljeﬁ]ding b_licaf]ﬁt% Iife-thtr_eat;entiﬂg.'r hat is a reference to the Northern Territory doctor who is
ithin an hour it was. | explained the gravity of the position to the .~ ; ; .

patient and again she asked me to ring her daughter. The daughf%rrO euthanasia. He continues:

repeated her previous advice. On returning to the patient another Dr Syme?

haemorrhage occurred. | explained the relative ease of the operatipfe is on Dr Woodruff's side. He continues:

and the patient, perhaps a little sedated now, told me to do what |

thought best. | operated, easily removed the ulcer and she went home Dr Baume?

five days later. | then remembered that | had forgotten to ring th i i
patient’s GP. After | had apologised and explained the sequence, ﬁ'he letter wass signed by Roger Woodruff of Heidelberg. | put

told me the background. Mother and daughter were estranged, trlrg) my hand and say that | am on Dr .WOOdrUﬁ,S .Side'
daughter was in debt, mother had a large estate and after all—it w&nother comment which | respect and which adds weight to

Mothers’ Day. the argument for palliative care services comes from
Then Michelle Grattan makes her own comment in concludBrian Pollard, who is the author of the bodkhe Challenge
ing this article. She states: of EuthanasiaHe is also an expert, being a retired anaesthet-

Those pro-euthanasia say a clear law would include moréSt and a palliative care physician. On 26 March 1997 in the

safeguards for the old woman. Those more sceptical believe it wouldde he made a very strong and logical plea to vote down
risk cloaking manipulation in respectability. euthanasia. Dr Pollard stated:



Wednesday 9 July 1997 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 1777

While the established palliative care services provided higheof legal doctrine and practice, and strike down the considered policy
standards of care for the terminally ill, the majority of doctors choice of almost every State.

remained unacquainted with the new method#atients were too . . , .
often leftin pain when the remedies were known, the great need fdf @ddition, the British House of Lords’ Select Committee on

emotional support of patients and families was not met, and the rol&ocial Ethics, which included some members who had
of depression and despair in prompting calls for death was ngdreviously been supporters of voluntary euthanasia, again

understood. Inadequate treatment was not seen for what it Wagnanimously came down against legislation for euthanasia.
namely something that should be unnecessary, but was reasona

though wrongly, thought to be the best that medicine had to offer. at committee stated:

Tragically, this period coincided with the rise in the volume of the we acknowledged that there are individual cases in which
calls for _euthana5|a which claimed to be based on compassion aggthanasia may be seen by some to be appropriate. But individual
human rights. cases cannot reasonably establish the foundation of a policy which
When palliative care did finally impinge on the community’s would have such serious and widespread repercussiokiée
consciousness, itwas, and has remained, almost entirely focused pslieve that the issue of euthanasia is one in which the interests of

physical pain. But more than physical pain alone—emotionathe individual cannot be separated from the interests of society as a
turmoil, fear, anxiety, depression and despair—is associated wittvhole.

patient requests for euthanasia. These are not easily recognised{)% . . . .
most doctors, who are similarly not expert in treating them, even ifl Nat unanimous decision was given added weight when, on

they diagnose them. 3 July, the British Medical Association’s full membership at

He argued strongly that, following the debate in the FederdfS @nnual meeting in Edinburgh decided to reject legalising
Parliament and the general discussion around Australia dff/thanasia. As thiéimesreported, various GPs pointed out
this matter, higher priority should be accorded to palliativenat changing the rules would “put us on the slippery slope of

care. He concluded with what | found to be a very persuasivé" expectation that our function is to kill those we see as not
argument: worth while’, that symptom control enabled patients to lead

good quality lives, that ‘bad deaths were due to bad medicine’
and that the motives of some families who requested death
that is, in the Federal Parliament on the so-called Andrewsor their relatives were ‘suspicious’, seeming ‘more interested
Bill— in inheriting the family loot than their kin’s welfare’.
participants became aware that the waters were deeper than first In Sydney, only a few days ago, the Twentieth
thought, and thatthe henefits of better palliative care have not beqfiternational Congress of Chemotherapy heard alarming
dO():/torspto take life while they cannot be guaranteed to tPeat well.ev'dence that hundreds of'patler'ltslln thef Netherlands were
Better palliative care will nof be cheap or easy. | believe it is anPut to death by doctors with painkillers in 1995 although
attainable goal, though it will require steady political will to bring these patients had not explicitly requested euthanasia. The
it about. The community must not let this opportunity pass. author of this study pointed out that the law exempting Dutch

I add my voice to that argument, that it is very important todoctors from criminal prosecution in cases of strictly
fight for better palliative care funding at both the Federal andontrolled euthanasia had created a slippery slope. Doctor
State level. As Dr Roger Woodruff, who | have alreadyDick Willems, of the Vrije University in the Netherlands, told

It was notable that, as the debate proceeded—

quoted has said: the conference that it was worrisome that people were being
No patient should ever be told nothing more can be done. It maut to death without their explicit request. Professor Margaret
be impossible to cure, but it is never impossible to care. omerville, of the faculty of medicine at Montreal's McGill

agniversity, said that the data showed that the Netherlands
gystem was open to abuses. This study was as a result of

was an inquiry at the Federal level and, recently, the Uniteguestionnaires sent to doctors attending 6 060 deaths in 1995.

States Supreme Court ruled against those who had be rofessor Somerville said that it was worrying that this study
campaigning in America for euthanasia. In fact, the United €vealed that 59 per cent of doctors who admitted practising

States Supreme Court, by a maijority of nine:nil ruleolleuthanasia did not obey the country’s regulation and _report
against— P y jority it as such. They put down as natural death what was in fact

Members interjecting: euthanasia. _
The PRESIDENT: Order! There is too much background Professor Somerville concluded her remarks at the

noise. If members want to speak loudly, they should go ougonference by saying that euthanasia was a ‘powerful symbol

into the lobby. The Hon. Legh Davis of trying to take control’ by a society that had lost a sense of
The Hon. L.H. DAVIS: By a majority of nine:nil the communlj[y. .
Supreme Court brought down a finding against euthanasia.. | remain ppposed to eu_thanaS|a. Although | concede that
In June 1997, only last month, the court confirmed thdtis an emotive debate, | think the facts speak for themselves.
existing law that ‘it was a felony to knowingly cause or aid - .
another person to attempt suicide’. What is interesting abou hwe Hon. R.I. LU.CASh (Minister for Educatll(on alno(lj
that decision is that the nine justices of the United State hl rins Serwcesg.Att_ er?uts_et I yv%r_]t to ‘30 Qowﬁ. g¢
Supreme Court included two, perhaps three, Catholics ag& g‘tt ehHon. Legh Davis asjur?t Indicated: t atdt IS1S a
one Jew, with the remainder being of Protestant denominatidfie 2ate that arouses passions in the community and amongst
or none at all. There were religious differences and surel{)€mbers of Parliament, with views being strongly expressed
there were different moral perspectives. Those judges, whigPth forand against the measure that the Hon. Anne Levy has
had been appointed, were liberal and conservative igoved. | want to congratulate my colleagues in this Chamber

persuasion, yet by a majority of nine:nil they ruled againsP&cause within our Party, as within all Parties, there are
euthanasia. The Supreme Court stated: strongly differing views, from those of my colleagues who

This asserted right has no place in the nation’s traditions, give are strong supporters of the measure to those who are very
the country’s consistent, almost universal, and continuing rejectio%trong opponents of it. | want publicly to congratulate them
of the right, even for terminally ill, mentally competent adults. To ON the nature of the debate and the fact that they have not
hold for the respondents, the court would have to reverse centuriedlowed those passions to divide them. | place on the record

Finally, on the subject of a select committee, let me say th
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my congratulations to them for the way in which they havepersonal judgment here. The chances of defeat of the
approached this difficult and sensitive issue. legislation will be improved when one looks at the make-up
| have spoken on this issue in the Parliament and in publiof the new members who might enter this Chamber at the
before. | have had many long and active debates witltoming Legislative Council election. Therefore, that factor
supporters of the euthanasia cause, in particular, some tfone that | have taken into consideration.
whom | count among my friends, including Mary Gallnor,  The nextissue | want to raise is that | understand that the
who forgives me for the error of my ways whenever sheHon. Anne Levy has tabled an amendment canvassing a
speaks with me— referendum. | do not often agree with the comments of the
The Hon. Anne Levy interjecting: Hon. Ron Roberts but, at least in relation to the difficulty of
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: She certainly forgives me forthe framing an appropriate referendum question on such a
error of my ways, anyway, and we vigorously disagree ordifficult, sensitive issue, in general terms | would agree with
this issue. Nevertheless, we remain good friends, and | atihie point the honourable member made. The question that the
happy to publicly acknowledge that. It will not surprise Mary Hon. Anne Levy is proposing, that is, ‘Do people agree with
Gallnor and the other supporters of the legislation if | indicatethe Voluntary Euthanasia Bill 19977’ or words to that effect,
that | have been and remain an opponent of voluntargs a simple proposition to go to a referendum is wholly
euthanasia and the provisions of this legislation. | do notnappropriate.
intend at this late hour to restate my reasons for opposing the | look forward to the Hon. Anne Levy’s closure of the
Bill, but 1 want to make some general comments. Thesecond reading debate. | am somewhat perplexed as to the
approach | intend to adopt on this and a number of otheHon. Anne Levy’s attitude, and | guess that of the other
possible votes in this Chamber is one that | see as bekabor members in this Chamber, to the proposition for a
calculated to see the defeat of this measure in the Parliamemngferendum. | must admit that my understanding in relation
Therefore, | want to indicate a number of issues that | will beo Orders of the Day: Private Business No. 20, that is, the
canvassing in relation to what | might do at various stages o¥oluntary Euthanasia (Referendum) Bill, which was
the legislation. introduced by the Hon. Sandra Kanck, is that there was a
I make this comment because | understand that there Isabor Caucus position opposing—
particular interest from the local newspaper, the Adelaide The Hon. Anne Levy interjecting:
Advertiser in the impending vote on the second reading. | The Hon. R.l. LUCAS: In her reply the Hon. Anne Levy
want to indicate not only to thAdvertiserbut to any other  will correct me if | am wrong—the notion of a referendum.
media that might still be here that the impending vote on thé am therefore interested to ascertain in Committee the
second reading should not be taken by anyone as being aititude of other members of the Labor Party in relation to
indicative vote of the possibility of the eventual passage ofiny possible debate on a referendum clause. Certainly, | am
this legislation through the Legislative Council. | am a little advised that, whilst the Hon. Anne Levy is intending to move
concerned that those who are supporters of the legislatiom referendum clause, it is wholly likely that a significant
might have inadvertently—or perhaps even advertently—ledhajority of her colleagues will not support her position for
members of the media to believe that the forthcoming vota referendum provision being included.
on the second reading is an indication of the feeling of the Again, this is an issue that is of some importance to my
Legislative Council members in relation to the Voluntary colleague the Hon. Angus Redford in determining his vote.
Euthanasia Bill. | certainly do not want to equate the position he put to the
| want to indicate why any media outlet that sought toLegislative Council, so | will not endeavour to quote him
portray this vote in that way would be misleading its readersexactly. However, | understand that he has indicated that this
listeners or viewers. First, a number of members who will bés an issue of some importance to him. Therefore, in terms of
supporting the second reading of the legislation are fullyforming a judgment on the second reading and any possible
intending to vote against the legislation at any possible thirdote on the select committee, | think it would be important
reading. Some members are prepared to allow the Bill to pags determine whether my estimation is correct that the
the second reading to allow a continuation of the debate tmajority of Labor members in this Chamber do notintend to
occur in this Chamber, and potentially a consideration of aupport the Hon. Anne Levy’s amendment in relation to a
select committee vote on the legislation before us. So, angeferendum on this issue.
media outlet that sought to portray the division of the second Again, this is an important issue because, as | understand
reading as an indication that all those supporters of the secotide Hon. Angus Redford’s position, he is an opponent of
reading were supporters of voluntary euthanasia would beoluntary euthanasia but has indicated publicly and in the
consciously and deliberately misleading their readers oParliament that he is most interested in supporting a provision
listeners by such publication. for a referendum clause. Therefore, whether or not there is
In relation to my own position on the Bill, | will be some likelihood of that referendum clause being passed |
adopting that position which will maximise the chances of thewould presume is an issue of some importance to my
legislation’s being defeated in both this and a futurecolleague the Hon. Angus Redford.
Parliament. In the new Parliament, with the retirement of the For all those reasons, as | have indicated, this impending
Hon. Anne Levy—who has been an avowed and passionatecond reading motion will therefore not be an indicative vote
supporter of voluntary euthanasia for quite some time—andn the future of voluntary euthanasia legislation in South
with the possible introduction of two or three new membersAustralia. | intend, and | know a number of other members
into the Legislative Council, it is my judgment that the intend, to adopt a course of action which is best served to
chances of defeat of this legislation will be improved with themaximise the chances for defeating voluntary euthanasia
make-up of a future Legislative Council. legislation not only in this Parliament but also in the next
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles: We will keep on trying. Parliament. It may be that a vote to support the second
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | understand that the Hon. reading of this legislation to enable it to go to a select
Carolyn Pickles will keep on trying, but | am just giving a committee in order to ensure that no legislation passes the
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Parliament prior to the next election will be an approach tha€are Act, which was an outcome of the lengthy debates in
is adopted by a number of members, including myself, in thehis Parliament to which | referred earlier, states:

interests of ensuring that, with a change of members in the A negical practitioner responsible for the treatment or care of a
next Parliament, the chances of defeating the voluntargatient in the terminal phase of a terminal illnessincurs no civil

euthanasia legislation will be improved. or criminal liability by administering medical treatment with the
The Hon. G. Weatherill interjecting: intention of relieving pain or distress—
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am fully expecting the Hon. (a) t\:vvléh ?nedconsentofthe patient or the patient’s representa-
George Weatherill to be with us after the next election. (b) in g’ood faith and without negligence; and
The Hon. Carolyn Pickles interjecting: (c) in accordance with proper professional standards of
The Hon. R.I. LUCAS: | am fully expecting him not to palliative care,

die. | was not casting any doubt on his health or, indeed, higven though an incidental effect of the treatment is to hasten the
chances of electoral success. He is No. 1 on the ticket, he hg§ath of the patient.
a new suit and he is certainly looking healthy. | am sure hé understand this section to mean that in a small number of
will be with us at least for another vote in the new Parliamentcases where pain cannot be relieved through conventional
As | said, the Hon. Anne Levy will not be with us in that new treatment, medical practitioners can induce unconsciousness
Parliament, and | believe that, together with some othewith drug treatments. | understand that such treatments will
changes, will maximise the chances for defeat of the legislanevitably shorten the life of a patient to the extent that the
tion. difference between such treatment and voluntary euthanasia
I conclude by indicating quite clearly that this impendingin terms of the life of a terminally ill patient may not be great.
vote on the second reading should not be viewed by membetkiowever, | believe there is a huge difference in philosophy
of the media present, or indeed those who readHédmesard ~ between the two approaches.
debates in the future, as any indication of the likely support | believe that a legal framework which underpins the
of voluntary euthanasia legislation in South Australia. treatment of terminally ill patients should be unambiguously
Certainly if it is portrayed as that by media outlets abased on the relief of pain and distress as is the case with
number of members will be speaking quite loudly andsection 17(1) of the Consent to Medical Treatment and
frequently, indicating that that is an inaccurate report of théPalliative Care Act. It is my fear that the driving force of the
impending vote on the second reading of this Bill. protection for terminally ill patients, should voluntary
euthanasia become law, will be criteria such as a signature by
The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: | indicate that | will not a medical practitioners on a piece of paper rather than the
support the Bill. The South Australiadansard contains relief of pain and distress. We often see that the effect of
hundreds of pages of debate on the subject of palliative categislation once passed can quickly expand from its stated
and euthanasia over the past five years. We have heard mamyrpose. | believe there is some evidence that the application
eloquent speeches on both sides of the Chamber and | do mafteuthanasia in Holland has substantially widened since the
believe that | can make any new or profound contribution tariginal legislation was introduced. | say also that my quick
the debate, so my comments will be brief. However, | wanteading of this Bill leads me to believe that its application
to make a few points and explain my situation. goes further through the appointment of trustees and advance
First, | concede that public opinion polls indicate that arequests and the definition of ‘hopelessly il than my
significant majority of voters support euthanasia, althoughinderstanding of the Northern Territory legislation. | share
there is always the difficulty with such polls as to whatthe fear of many in the community that should this Bill pass
exactly euthanasia means to the people being polled. governments down the track may use the presence of
concede it is unlikely that any jury in this State would convictvoluntary euthanasia to cut funding to palliative care.
amedical practitioner of a charge of murder for administering This brings me to the final point that | wish to make
what might be described as ‘excessive drugs’ to a terminallduring this debate. It is incumbent on those who do not
ill patient in circumstances that might be considered to b&upport euthanasia to ensure that adequate palliative care
euthanasia along the lines of the Northern Territory legislaservices are provided. If governments persistently fail in that
tion. | believe that State Parliaments have a constitutionadbjective, | believe that, sadly, voluntary euthanasia will
right to pass legislation such as this if they so determine andhecome inevitable—and in that situation | would have to
for the record, | do not support Federal intervention overconsider my position.
State or Territory Parliaments in such matters. Finally, | wish to indicate my views on a couple of matters
In arguing my case against this Bill, | do not cast anyshould this Bill pass. Regarding the challenge made by the
aspersions on the proponents of euthanasia. Those who caden. Robert Lucas about my position on a referendum, | do
for and treat the terminally ill patient have my greatestnot support that proposition. If this Bill passes, | will not
admiration, and | accept that most people who favoubppose the establishment of a select committee, although | am
voluntary euthanasia do so out of compassion. | also beliewgot convinced that such a committee will produce any
that only a sadist would wish terminally ill patients to suffer productive results that we have not covered already. With
unnecessary pain. | do accept that, in a small proportion ahose brief comments, | oppose the Bill.
cases, palliative care is not effective, although this proportion
is declining as new drug treatments are developed. The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | rise to indicate that | will
My opposition to this Bill is based largely on the conse-support the passage of this Bill through to the formation of
guences to society which | believe will flow from the a select committee. It is my understanding that the select
unfortunate principle of State sanctioned and assisted suicidegmmittee will examine the Bill, and | do not find anything
which is central to this Bill. Also, | do not believe that the law frightening in that. It will open up the debate that has already
deals particularly well with this or most social issues. Sectiorbeen held mostly in the confines of Parliaments around
17(1) of the Consent to Medical Treatment and PalliativeAustralia, more specifically in the Northern Territory. The



1780 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Wednesday 9 July 1997

debate started to move into other States and finally into thior a more confident approach for the alleviation of pain and
Commonwealth arena of jurisdiction. the relief of some suffering members of the public who avail
One of the things that the Northern Territory Bill did was themselves of the treatment processes that go with an
to put the issues firmly before the Australian people forimproved palliative care process.
examination. The more often that this sort of legislation is  In Australia and in South Australia we can pride ourselves
introduced into other State Parliaments, | hope that a moren good diagnostic and treatment care, although our after care
mature judgment can be made and that finally it will becomend nursing health care could probably do with some
Commonwealth law, so that by the time the view of theimprovement. We are able to scientifically diagnose, treat and
majority of the people is put into legislation we will have an identify those patients in the terminal stage of a terminal
Act which its proponents can be firmly assured will containiliness. As we progress people will, if given the option, be
safeguards that will protect the sanctity of the life of thoseable to determine whether they avail themselves of complete
who wish to preserve it and allow those who wish to make galliative care processes and programs, in conjunction with
conscious decision to relieve themselves and their loved onéiseir loved ones and relatives, or whether they want the
of the trauma of a slow, lingering and/or painful death. option of voluntary euthanasia, not the option of determina-
Those are the options which we as legislators should movion to kill. | suspect that a wide section of the community
towards to allow that debate to occur in the community. If wewould like to avail themselves of the opportunity for their
as legislators can provide an unemotional debate for thdecision to be made one way or another. At the moment the
media to digest—and let us hope that it is then digested in aption is not there for them to consider, but is left to doctors
form which will not be interpreted emotionally—that should in relationship with their patients to determine that issue.
hopefully allow the issues to be debated and determinations A recent Channel 2 program on which Dr Philip Nitschke
to be made by people about the voluntary position. | emphasvas interviewed should be made compulsory viewing for the
ise the word ‘voluntary’, because people who emotionallyselect committee when it is set up. He is one individual who
debate the issue say that it is a right to kill, and once thoskas put a lot of time, energy and effort into the application of
words have been printed or spoken, the emotional side of thbe Northern Territory Act. | am sure that the human side of
debate has taken over and any practical debate has gone ¢l impact on one individual who worked on the application
the window. of that Act is well worth looking at, as well as spending time
I have watched the body language of those who havanalysing the dilemma and real trauma that goes with having
presented the arguments in the recent debate and it is clethe principles that he has had in pursuing a humanist position
that the issue is not being debated for medical or humanisin the relief of pain and suffering. In some cases the advo-
reasons but for purely political purposes. | am not making &ates of voluntary euthanasia in the emotional debate are
conscious application of any of those principles to any of mymade out to be no better than those who advocate the death
colleagues on this side of the Chamber or to memberpenalty. | cannot see the equation with that.
opposite, who can make that clear indication themselves. It If someone is seeking an alternative to palliative care and
is up to them to make that determination as they make thethey have made a conscience decision to avail themselves of
contributions or indicate in a mature way how they will vote. voluntary euthanasia, then along with counselling and all the
If itis their opinion on behalf of a constituency, or their view protective measures that the legislation implies, the safe-
being expressed on behalf of themselves or as an electgdiards are in-built for people to make that decision. At the
representative making their position clear so that theimoment, as | said, that final request cannot be made or
constituency can judge their position intellectually, that is adetermined. | hope that the emotional part of the debate can
determination they can make for themselves. be removed by the reference of the issue to a select commit-
I have indicated to the mover of the Bill that | am preparedtee. | tend to read into the Leader of the Government’s
to see it go through the stages of debate within this Chambeontribution that we will not get to finalisation of the select
to get it into a select committee so that the public can makeommittee nor the referral of the Bill back to the Council
their contributions to the formation of the Bill. They can before an election is called. He referred to a new make-up of
make recommendations for change or for its release, if thahe Chamber, both Government and Opposition.
is the case, but at least the Bill is being put into the public | guess that is a reference to the time frames into which
arena by way of a select committee and is not running awathis Bill and the select committee will run. | was approached
from the issue, which we as parliamentarians have a respon$é see whether | would be available for the select committee.
bility to do. If we hide behind a position of withdrawal and | am on four or five select committees at the moment and |
no public debate, we will have what we have now, namelyam not sure whether | would have the time, but | would
a Bill rolling up every session with the emotionally chargedcertainly make myself available if required. But there are
debates we have seen emerging over the past five yeaesjough colleagues on my side of the Chamber who could do
where the emotive side of the argument is presented and thiee job adequately and who are not on perhaps as many
political strategies and tactics are introduced, whereas theanding committees and select committees as I. If the
humanist spiritual debate ought to be the way that we addresscommendations of the committee are that it be held over for
the issue. a new Parliament, then a new Parliament will determine the
Palliative care was debated in this place for some timestrategies and tactics to carry this Bill forward. | am confident
Some of the emotional positions developed in that arena wetbat, given the history of the issue and the debate, and the
similar to some of the emotionally charged debates that havaterest that the issue is developing nationwide, it will be
been in the Commonwealth arena since the Northermtroduced into a new Parliament.
Territory legislation. The palliative care legislation is now It will be subject to perhaps the same debates as we are
being put into practice. It has given doctors more confidencbaving now. It will be forwarded to a select committee in a
in relation to treatment programs and has probably built ufuture Parliament and the same issues will be bubbling
a better relationship between patient and doctor. Fromround in the first half of 1998. With those few words, |
information | have been able to glean, it has probably allowedéhdicate that | will be supporting the second reading and the
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passage of the Bill and the forwarding of the Bill to a select | suggest that involuntary euthanasia is more common in
committee. As far as the referendum is concerned, that isthis country than in the Netherlands, precisely because
conscience decision that | will be determining during thevoluntary euthanasia is illegal. If dying people could openly
passage of the Bill. request an end to their suffering, doctors would be less likely
The Hon. R.I. Lucas: What does your conscience say? to take matters into their own hands and make end of life
The Hon. T.G. ROBERTS: | will indicate that at the time ~ decisions which do not necessarily involve their patients’
when | have to. wishes. Let me be quite clear on this point. | do not support
involuntary euthanasia. My Bill does not permit involuntary
The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | would like to thank everyone euthanasia, and | deplore intensely doctors making such
who has taken part in this debate very much. There have beelgcisions on their own. Doctors are not Gods and, however
18 different speakers, which is probably a record for anycompassionate their motives, they should not be practicing
matter before this Council. | thank everyone most sincerelyinvoluntary euthanasia. | am quite happy to make a prediction
| can assure those whose views are not the same as mine thi@t, if voluntary euthanasia is legalised with appropriate
| respect their views, even though | do not share them. | hopsafeguards, patients will feel far freer to discuss their wishes
there is equal respect in return. | also hope that those whaith their doctors and, in consequence, involuntary euthana-
oppose euthanasia do not attribute evil motives to those whsia will decrease—a result | am sure everyone in this
support it. In introducing this Bill, | claim to be motivated Chamber would applaud.
primarily by compassion and by a strong beliefinindividual  The Hon. Angus Redford made a telling point when he
rights—rights of the individual over their own body. How- stated that few if any of us have been elected to this place
ever, | would never ascribe a lack of compassion to those whbecause of our views on voluntary euthanasia. He felt that the
differ from me in their views on euthanasia. final decision on voluntary euthanasia should be made by the
I note from the debate that none of those who opposed mgeople of South Australia by referendum after the Parliament
Bill used religious arguments, unlike many of those who havéhas passed a Bill. | have considerable sympathy with this
written to me opposing euthanasia. We would surely all agreeiew. | have placed on file an amendment to this effect and
that, in a pluralist society, the religious views of one groupwill move it if the Bill gets to the Committee stage. However,
should not be imposed on those of a different persuasion,feel that the job of MPs is to consider carefully all the
while we would all recognise that our own views may well details of a Bill, to ensure that adequate and comprehensive
be influenced by our religious beliefs. safeguards are in place, that the wording used is adequate and
One argument that is sometimes used against voluntarat we should dot the i's and cross the t's with great care.
euthanasia—and, indeed, it has been used this evening—is Several speakers have questioned some of the definitions
that of it being the thin end of the wedge. | do not accept thisn the Bill, and | feel that this is one matter which the select
approach. Legalisation of abortion 28 years ago did not leadommittee can consider and look at very carefully as to
to infanticide and killing of the handicapped, although thesavhether any of the wording should be changed. But once the
fears were prophesied by many opponents of abortion. It di@arliament has considered all the fine detail of the legislation,
not happen. In a similar manner, legalising voluntarywhich is our job as members of Parliament, the people could
euthanasia will not lead to killing of the handicapped or thedecide by referendum whether the Bill should become law
frail elderly. and do this at a time which is well separated from the political
Our society is quite capable of distinguishing betweercrossfire of an election period.
different categories of individuals. My Bill, for those who ~ When | first introduced this Bill last November | stated
have read it, quite clearly refers only to voluntary euthanasiahen that | hoped the Bill would go to a select committee after
repeated and continuing requests for euthanasia by aduligssing the second reading. So it will come as no surprise that
only who are of sound mind. No other category is permitted] still favour that course of action. | view this as an opportuni-
and there is no logical reason why it would be viewed agy for anyone in the community to contribute to the wording
permitting anything other than what is clearly stated in theof the Bill and perhaps to suggest possible desirable safe-
Bill. guards. | have put forward many safeguards in the Bill—and
There are some people—and, indeed, it has been stateddnyone who has read the Bill will surely agree with this—but
this Council—who claim that voluntary euthanasia will leadl make no claims to omniscience and | would certainly
to involuntary euthanasia, that is, to killing of terminally ill welcome any suggestions which could strengthen the measure
people without their requesting it and that this would be to theand reduce the chance of any abuse of its provisions.
detriment of society. What evidence we have points to the | note that the Hon. Robert Lawson fears that my Bill is
opposite conclusion. Studies done in the Netherlands overtao bureaucratic, but | fear this is probably inevitable if
number of years where voluntary euthanasia has not begmoper safeguards are to apply. In any case | do not think the
legislated for but it is permitted under certain clear guidelinesill is any more convoluted than the Consent to Medical
showed that involuntary euthanasia occurs in some cases, afickatment and Palliative Care Act which incorporates many
this has been interpreted as compassionate doctors ending th&eaucratic features introduced as amendments by the Hon.
suffering of dying patients without the request for deathRobert Lawson himself. There are people who claim that
having been made. voluntary euthanasia legislation is unnecessary because of the
A comparable study in Australia, which was published inexcellent palliative care which is provided in hospices in
the Medical Journal of Australiain February this year, Adelaide. Let me make it quite clear that | very strongly
showed that involuntary euthanasia is occurring in thissupport the provision of palliative care of the highest possible
country, too. In fact, it is occurring at a higher frequency tharstandard for all who wish it and who can benefit from it.
it does in the Netherlands. It has also been shown from these But let us not forget that all palliative care specialists will
studies that voluntary euthanasia is occurring in Australia—agree that there are some cases for which palliative care does
whatever the law may say about it—but at a lower frequencyot work, that despite the best efforts of the hospice team
than it occurs in the Netherlands. there are always some people who request voluntary euthana-
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sia; and, indeed, among people with terminal cancer, 7 peknother case was a male patient, aged 35, in the Royal
cent request voluntary euthanasia and 93 per cent do not. Fadelaide Hospital. This patient had osteosarcoma, first in the
this 7 per cent their life has become unbearable and meanintgft leg, which was amputated; subsequently he was in and
less to them, and surely they are the only people—nobut of hospital after about two years in remission. He
doctors, not families—who can make that decision. There ardeveloped multiple secondaries, ultimately in his spine. This
also some people who fear that the passage of this legislati@ifected the whole nervous system as it spread. He suffered
may lead to less emphasis being placed on the provision dfom paralysis, incontinence and respiratory distress. He was
palliative care. In fact, | believe the exact opposite will occurturned two-hourly but his skin still disintegrated. The patient
and that greater emphasis on good palliative care provisiowas very mentally aware of his condition and the likely
will follow the passage of legislation on voluntary euthanasiaoutcome of his condition at this stage. He kept pleading to be

Most members probably cannot remember but, when theeleased before his brain became involved. He was very
abortion laws were reformed 28 years ago, there were peopteorried about the effect on his young wife and children. The
who claimed it would result in less emphasis on birth controlnurse writes:
In fact, if we look at history, quite the opposite resulted, with By this time | [had] had contact with this patient and family for
far more resources being devoted to birth control from 197@ome time. They could not understand why | could not ‘do
onwards, and there was rapid growth of the family planning®mething’ [as he requested].
movement throughout South Australia. In like manner, | amOne doctor wanted to connect this patient to a respirator.
guite confident that, with the enactment of voluntaryAfter many conferences this was not done. However, after the
euthanasia laws, greater attention—not less—will be paid tpatient’'s mental capacity became affected, something was
palliative care and that its provision will extend further anddone:
more resources will be devoted to it. We took the risk.

When | introduced this Bill | quoted the letter from The nurse continues:

Gordon Bruce, our previous PreS|den’F, who died tr.aglcally As | sitand think back through the years | could really go on and
only 13 months after his retirement. I will not quote his letter o, wyriting [such] stories. Can you imagine cancer of the vulva? The
again but remind you all that he was a previous opponent adperation is radical vulvectomy. | have seen a few survive fairly
voluntary euthanasia who changed to being a strong supportgell. But imagine having to live with a suprapubic catheter to the
due to his own situation. None of us can predict what ”e%)ladderd_ralnlng to a bag. [This cancer] spreads quickly if itis going
ahead of us. We do not know what form our inevitable deatho' Infections are rife. Patient often needs a colostomy as well.

will take or whether we might wish for voluntary euthanasiaShe writes that another cancer, that of the parotid glands,
at that time. In the months since my Bill was introduced |involves the mouth and throat, and having to be fed by direct
have received many letters of support, many of the peopl@astric tube thro_ugh the abdor_mnal wall. The mouth can
concerned quoting heart-rending cases of their own experR€come a fungating mass. Radiotherapy does help at times,
ence. | would just like to read one of these letters from an ex@s does chemotherapy. She also calls attention to the many
nurse who lives on Eyre Peninsula and who wanted to deta@ind varied effects of brain tumour—primary and secondary,
several cases she was involved with as a nurse and friend@$ follows:

will not mention her name but she writes, first, of: Some are effectively treated. The main problem is early

. . i is. The later st be horrific. To look back, | Id
... afemale friend who was a registered nurse herself aged SZgla\?vr;%s,:a abgoi.eéjt?%snﬁén € horrific. 10 fook back, T could go

She had cancer of the left breast with glandular involvement. She ha . .
radical surgery and two years of radiation and chemotherapy. ThAll the patients mentioned by that nurse had requested
cancer eroded out through the original wound to become a fungatingoluntary euthanasia. | cannot see what public purpose was

ﬁuppura(tjing Slti“ki”g m?ss. Lymphotedemﬁ‘é” Pter I$fr§_arm mgdethi§ rved by not being able to accede to their request. To
uge and useless. Her legs were not much better. This was devastaf-_ . :
ing to a neat fastidious lady. The district nurses changed he&? ovide the relief they begged for would have harmed no-one

dressings three times a day. Her pain was intractable, even witnd it would have helped the individuals whose lives were
massive doses of strong analgesic. She kept pleading to be put aemding anyway by sparing them a few hours or days of agony.
of her misery. She was receiving palliative care athome. On herlast | conclusion, may | thank everyone for their contribu-

day of life she stood up on her bed, fell to the floor screaming, sh - : -
stood up somehow and then smashed everything she could in h pns to this debate. It has been conducted in the finest

room, the mirrors, the windows, the ornaments, everything. She waaditions of this Council with a most serious topic receiving
admitted to the Royal Adelaide Hospital and died six hours aftecareful and serious consideration by all who have been

admission. involved. | urge all present to vote for the second reading of
The second case was a friend who was a farmer, aged 55. THus Bill so it can be further considered and refined by a select
letter states that after a lot of investigation he was found t¢ommittee to, | hope, eventually result in important legisla-

have pancreatic cancer with gastric involvement and widetion for the benefit of those whom we serve, that is, the

spread secondaries. This man was the husband of a friend@jtizens of South Australia.

hers. He was in constant terrible pain, vomiting. He had The Committee divided on the second reading:

investigative surgery but it was found to be inoperable. He AYES (13)
kept pleading to be ‘put down’. He wasted very quickly. He Crothers, T. Elliott, M. J.
resented his weakness, his incontinence and his dependence Kanck, S. M. Laidlaw, D. V.
on others. He could not tolerate oral morphine. On his last ~ Lawson, R. D. Levy, J. A. W. (teller)
day of life he vomited large volumes of old blood and was in Lucas, R. I. Nocella, P.
agony. He was sent into hospital by ambulance. As his wife Pfitzner, B. S. L. Pickles, C. A.
and the nurse walked in to see him he haemorrhaged through ~ Redford, A. J. Roberts, T. G.
his mouth and nose very large volumes. The nurse writes: Weatherill, G.
[I] will never forget the look in his eyes as he drowned in his own NOES (8) .
blood. Luckily | was there with his wife. She is still affected two Cameron, T. G. Davis, L. H.

years on. Griffin, K. T. Holloway, P.
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NOES (cont.) perfectly capable of dealing with this legislation without
Irwin, J. C. (teller) Roberts, R. R. going on a talkfest amongst a very small number of us. Those
Schaefer, C. V. Stefani, J. F. of us not involved in the select committee will probably be
Majority of 5 for the Ayes. unimpressed. | can predict very clearly what will happen. We
Second reading thus carried. will get two reports: one for, one against, and we will all line
The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | move: up behind one side or the other. | really do not see what it will

1. That this Bill be referred to a select committee: achieve. However, | appreciate how the numbers will fall.

2. Th nding Order No. far n nabl . .
the Chairgfef’;gndof ?h(g ggmmci’ttggac?ﬁ;\?eaa (Sjgﬁggrgt?vdeavsottg%n?;e The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | previously spoke in

3. That this Council permits the select committee to authoriséNovember last year in support of euthanasia. | am very loath
the disclosure or publication, as it thinks fit, of any evidence orto rise in this debate again, given the time. However, | must
documents presented to the committee prior to such evidence beifgse in support of the Levy proposition that is now in front of
reported to the Council, and s. In part rebuttal of the previous speaker, inAltwertiser

4. That Standing Order No.396 be suspended to enablg™” - . L .
strangers to be admitted when the select committee is examinirigi@t | read, this certainly was not the view that the previous
witnesses unless the committee otherwise resolves, but they shall Bpeaker expressed through that medium of the press—if that
excluded when the committee is deliberating. was correct—in respect of the select committee. | find it very
I will not speak at length on this motion because it has beeftrange that that honourable member would now proffer us
canvassed in detail during the second reading debate. | feglsomewhat different view from that—
that holding a select committee will enable any member of The Hon. A.J. Redford: | never said anything that—
the public of South Australia to make their contribution to ~ The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | said ‘a previous speaker’.
this legislation. In particular, | hope that by means of a selectdid not name you, Mr Redford, but I now will.
committee there can be careful examination of the wording, The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
of the safeguards, and of the whole structure of the legisla- The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Then you should sue the
tion, and that this can only be of benefit to any legislation thaf\dvertiser
results from the select committee. The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. A.J. Redford: Well, there’s no point—

The Hon. SANDRA KANCK: Members know that | am The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Sue theAdvertiser
a passionate advocate of voluntary euthanasia and | regard The Hon. A.J. Redford: They didn’t defame you. You—
referral to a select committee as a second-best option. | fear The PRESIDENT: Order!
that it will allow some Labor and Liberal members to putthis  The Hon. A.J. Redford: The Advertiser never said
issue out of the public eye at election time—or at least theyanything wrong; you just made it up.
hope it will. The fact that we have got this far is a tribute to  The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | did not. It was in the
the greater courage of MPs in the Legislative CouncilAdvertiserthat you gave a statement, my friend. You can
compared with those in the House of Assembly. check it out in theAdvertiser

However, in all likelihood, a select committee will be  The Hon. A.J. Redford: | didn’t say anything of the sort.
turned into a replica of the Senate committee into the The Hon. T. CROTHERS: You check it out.
Andrews Bill, and | imagine that we will get mountains of ~ The Hon. A.J. Redford: Well, I've never said anything
very well organised mail opposing the legislation. My of the sort.
expectation is that it will probably come in at a rate of 9:1 The PRESIDENT: Order!
opposing the legislation and that, later, those who are The Hon. T. CROTHERS: | am reporting correctly from
opposed to voluntary euthanasia will use those numbers #ige Advertiser So, having resolved that matter now, | would
proof that there is not enough support for voluntary euthanaask this Council—
sia. The Hon. L.H. Davis interjecting:

| assume that the issue of a referendum will also be part The Hon. T. CROTHERS: If | were giving you your
of the select committee’s reference, given that an amendmehemework, you would get 100 lines each day for your
about a referendum is on file. If the committee recommendscurrilous behaviour, Mr Davis.
that a referendum should occur, members should be aware The Hon. K.T. Griffin: Come on! ‘Scurrilous behaviour’
that such a recommendation would have a cost. This unparliamentary. You ought to withdraw that.
Hon. Mr Lucas told me 18 months or so ago, with respectto  The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Yes, | know. Even if it is
my referendum Bill, that a stand-alone referendum wouldrue, itis unparliamentary. | understand that. | believe that we
cost about $5 million. My referendum Bill, which is before ought to support the motion, because | do not accept the
the Council, seeks to put this question at the same time assé@atement made by the Hon. Sandra Kanck, namely, that if
general election, thereby saving that cost to the State. | aihis Council carries the vote for the select committee, it will
not sure how much a select committee will achieve. We alin fact not be able to do anything. Even if the select commit-
know that the committee will disappear when the election igee falls off the end of the parliamentary wagon through the
called, so | query its usefulness other than as a ploy to stoproroguing of this Parliament, this Council can still reconsti-
its becoming a controversial issue at the election. Neverthdute it. There will not be many changes that occur—
less, | will support the committee. The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:

The Hon. T. CROTHERS: Is there a parrot sitting in the

The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | oppose this motion. | Government back benches? Not many changes in personnel
honestly think it is a waste of time. We have had selectill occur at the next election in respect of the physical
committees around this country on this issue on numerousomposition of this Chamber. | would urge all members to
occasions. We have all been lobbied extensively over the pastipport the Levy motion because, in the words of Pastor
six months while this matter has been before this CouncilDietrich Bonhoeffer (who was put to death in Mauthausen
and | do not see any value in a select committee. We areoncentration camp), who said of the Nazis:
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When they berated the Jews and crucified them, | did nothing. semantics that even Goebbels would have been proud of.

When they put the gipsies and the Jehovah’'s Witnesses imdeed, | was pleased that the Hon. Trevor Crothers, entering
concentration camps and starved them to death, | did nothing. ¢, twilight of his career, was not sucked in by this charac-
Finally he said: terisation when he said:

When they came for me, it was too late. It seeks to give effect to a controlled legalisation of the

On that basis, and with respect to everyone of us having tH?SSession and usage of marijuana.
right to all the information we can garner in respect of thel agree with much of what the Hon. Trevor Crothers said in
Levy proposition, | urge all members to support it. relation to heroin, and | await with great interest the result of
the ACT trials. Two significant issues emerged concerning
The Hon. ANNE LEVY: | thank members for their marijuana which makes it quite different to the dealing of the
comments. | regret that the Hon. Sandra Kanck feels that thigsue with heroin. The two issues that | raised some two years
select committee cannot achieve anything. What | certainlyvere, first, the issue of the driving of motor vehicles and the
hope it will achieve is a careful consideration of propereffect of cannabis use on the capacity of people to effectively
safeguards and of the actual wording of the Bill. Whilst |control their motor vehicle while driving and, secondly, the
have taken a great deal of advice on these matters, | am sugéfect of treaties entered into by the Federal Government in
that there is in our community a great deal of expertise whiclielation to what this Parliament can or cannot do.
can contribute to this matter and allow the very careful and | have a copy of an interview that Simon Royal conducted
detailed consideration of such legislation which its import-with the Hon. Michael Elliott this morning on radio 5AN.

ance would make desirable. Simon Royal, in introducing the Hon. Mr Elliott, said:
The Council divided on the motion: Mike Elliott’s saying that it has substantial support in legal and
AYES (18) political circles, and | notice that at least as far as ABC news story’s
Cameron, T. G. Crothers, T. concerned he’s left out chemists there.
Davis, L. H. Elliott, M. J. There was then some discussion about whether or not
Griffin, K. T. Holloway, P. chemists were able to participate in the process, and the Hon.
Kanck, S. M. Laidlaw, D. V. Mike Elliott informed listeners that chemists were either
Lawson, R. D. Levy, J. A. W. (teller) neutral or ambivalent about it. We then received some
Lucas, R. I. Nocella, P. telephone calls. | think members would be interested in what
Pfitzner, B. S. L. Pickles, C. A. some of the callers said this morning regarding this Bill. The
Roberts, T. G. Schaefer, C. V. first caller was a fellow called Mark who said:
Stefani, J. F. Weatherill, G. Morning, Tony. | think I've had this out with Mike before, but
NOES (3) | think he’s got it all wrong. | think first of all cannabis should be
Irwin, J. C. Redford, A. J. (teller) treated like wine. There are as many varieties of cannabis and as
Roberts. R. R. many variations in it as there are in wine. Climatic conditions and
’ things affect the taste and everything and the pungency and
Majority of 15 for the Ayes. everything of it, and it takes as much skill, care and attention to grow
Motion thus carried. good cannabis as it does to produce good grapes and make good

- . . wine. And so | think cannabis should be sold out through bottle
Bill referred to a select committee consisting of the Honsshops and things like that rather than go through chemists, but that's
Terry Cameron, Sandra Kanck, Anne Levy, Bernice Pfitzneprobably a bit of a tall ask.

and Caroline Schaefer; that the committee have power to Se')@wther caller was a fellow called Peter, who said:
for persons, papers and records, and to adjourn from place to

place; the committee to have power to sit during the reC(_:‘Sﬁ’%ijeter: | just wanted to say that the industry as it stands now is

Ily highly regulated, and also it's very seasonal, and if théhe

and to report on the first day of the next session. Government can't, you know, have a bob each way. And also when
a government steps in all they're going to do is confuse the situation,
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES (CANNABIS you know. ) ) .
DECRIMINALISATION) AMENDMENT BILL I|§0ty61|:\l(n0rt]lce you called it the industry.
eter: Yeah.

: : Royal: Is it an industry?
Adjou_med debate on second reading. Peter: Of course it is. Most people that | know grow their own,
(Continued from 2 July. Page 1644.) and they use if for themselves, they don't on-sell it andxcept for
themselves. . . Like, there’s a real huge industry here in Adelaide that
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: | oppose this Bill. Indeed, | the Government doesn't know about, because it's really, really
have not seen anything that would purport to justify theorganised and highly regulated. You know, there’s a sort of code

decriminalisati f bis si | d t where you don't just go out and sell it to anybody, because—
ecriminafisation orcannabis since I macde my comments on Royal: Tell me about the code. That's interesting. | didn’t know

the Select Committee on the Control and lllegal Use of Drug$hat.

of Dependence report which might change the views | Peter: Well, you know. . we knowwhat the effects are. Your
expressed on that occasion. Indeed, whilst this is a so-calle\?}dg?ftr-rt]%fr? If;‘r?n?r?g{ r?:rev?/(i)frégu L:)S;Jekiag\\:ff %Tjdkg\éer gr?ﬁisnih It ii? I?ILZO
conscience issue, | know t_hat the only support for the BIII'nicgtine, althdugh it's not adoii():/tive in théysame s%nse, yog know.
other than from the Australia Democrats, will come from theang we just don't sell it on to people we don't know.

Australian Labor Party. The Bill itself warrants some  Royal: Mm.

inspection. Essentially, it allows the Health Commission to  Peter: You know, in that sense, because I've been in this industry

go into the business of drug dealing. The Hon. Michael Elliotfor nearly 25 years, you know, since | first come across it in
in introducing the Bill said: Canberra, and we all know about it. We're not irresponsible |d|ots,_
: you know, because we've done the research. The Government is
| want to reiterate that this Bill is not about legalisation of going to completely obscuricatsif] the whole affair by doing it this
cannabis but about its regulated availability. way. And also where are they going to get their supplies from?

One could easily say the same thing about legislation dealingnd so it goes on. Towards the end of the interview, he
with alcohol, tobacco or gambling. It is an exercise inindicated that during the past couple of years he had actually
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discovered football. On 21 April, | wrote to Mr Bill Pointon, The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, Mr Cameron! The
the Medical Adviser of Hemp SA Inc. | said to him regarding Hon. Mr Redford.
his letter and newsletter: The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: Table 4 of the document
In order that it may assist me to come to a firm view on this Bill, talks about the percentages of males and females testing
| would be most grateful if you would kindly advise me how #oositive for various drug combinations. It shows that 63 per
c

Hemp SA Inc. WQU'dt.SUQQ‘?t?]t(‘j’V?.deal'wWi.th the CO.”EF‘""E’“?Q Ofcent, in relation to drug combinations, had no drugs or
marijuana in conjunction with driving. My inquiries indicate tha : ; . ;
there is no simple test to determine whether or not a person i Icohol in their blood; 10.5 per cent had alcohol only; and

affected by marijuana, such as a breath test analysis or a blood tek€.6 per cent had Ca_nnabiOOidS only, whichis a mu_Ch higher
analysis. If | am incorrect on that, | would be most grateful if you percentage than drink drivers. For motorcycle riders the
would forward to me any relevant information so that | can considektatistics are even more interesting. At page 7 the report
my position. states:

| did receive some information, but none of it was relevant g, her cent of riders were positive for stimulants only, 2.7 per
or pertinent to how we can possibly test people who might ogent were positive for benzodiazepines only and 22 per cent were
might not be affected by the consumption of cannabis. | thinkpositive for cannabinoids only [in relation to motorcycle accidents].
there is a big enough problem in the community concerning-he end of the report talks about the effect and what can be
this issue, and we need to be very cautious before we appe@iade of these statistics.

in any way to sanction the use of marijuana by decriminalis- - The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:

ing the consumption of Car.‘”abis- The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: The honourable member said

’ Fhat | use statistics to mislead people. That is absolute
entitled, ‘The incidence and role of alcohol, cannabinoidsrubbish_ peop

amphetamines and benzodiazepines in non-fatal crashes’. It The Hon. T.G. Cameron: No. it's not: it's the truth
was published by Marie C. Longo, Christine E. Hunter and The AC.TII\.IG. PRESIDI.ENT" Orde,rl | have aéked

fhembers to show common decency and to stop interjecting.

Forensic Science Centre. It consisted of a series of studleL t us expedite the matter in hand. | ask the speaker not to
into the statistics regarding motor vehicle accidents and thFepIy to interjections. | will deal With them if members

e anc oy asaciation with those Arua dhat form e pigoNInue to interject. o
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: First, in relation to some of

of the paper. Page 3 of the report states: the limitations in the information that | am endeavouring to

Many of the drugs of concern are illicit (or are illicitly obtained ; At ;
prescription drugs being used for recreational purposes). BecaugéJt over the interjections of the Hon. Terry Cameron it

drivers are reluctant to acknowledge the use of illicit drugs, selfS&YS—
report surveys of use are likely to produce underestimates of the The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order!
prevalence of these drugs. Conversely, because blood samples canThe Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:

often only be obtained where some evidence of possible drug .
impairment has come to the attention of enforcement personnel, T_he Hon. A.J. REDFORD: The honqurable member then
many studies utilising data from this source are likely to producdmplied that I have not any factual basis. Has the honourable

overestimates. member read the report? | am sure that when the honourable

They then analysed various accidents, and | will give som&ember makes his contribution on this topic, he will refer to
statistics in relation to that. In relation to the percentages of and I will get some critical analysis from him rather than
casualties testing positive in various drug combinations (an80me banal interjections. In any event, the report says:
these are people involved in accidents), 66 per cent had no First, the data are from screening assays only. Screening results
drugs and no alcohol; 8.5 per cent had alcohol only; and, 10.Bave not yet been confirmed and quantified, and approximately
per cent had cannabinoids present in their blood. 1200 samples are currently being assayed, bringing the total number
- S of samples to 3 000. Second—
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:

The Hon. M.J. Elliott: | will address that; he does not @nd I think this is important—
understand it. the presence of a drug does not necessarily mean that the driver's
The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting: performance was impaired by that drug, although some inferences

. about the level of impairment may be made when the quantities of
The Hon. A.J. REDFORD: If you want me to go through - the drug are known. This issue is particularly relevant in the case of

it, | will get to the point. | accept what the honourable cannabinoids, where a positive drug result can be obtained some

member is likely to say. No-one can say whether what waweeks after use.

present in the blood had any affect on or caused any impaift then goes on to refer to a couple of other statistical

ment to the driver. | accept that, but you cannot say it theimitations. It further says:

other way either, .and th"?‘t IS the point I make. When | sent Cannabinoids were the most frequently tested drugs, with

this off to HEMP it certainly did not have any response or10.6 per cent of drivers testing positive for cannabinoids only,

comment to make on the report. | will deal with this legisla-followed by alcohol only (8.5 per cent), benzodiazepines only

tion only on the evidence before me. So, before you jump in(4.7 per cent), stimulants only (5.1 per cent) and the combination of

if you want to extend the debate, you keep making commen@¢0hol and cannabinoids (3.6 per cent).

like that. If you look at the percentage of males and fe-The report further says:

males— The situation with respect to cannabinoids is even more
Members interjecting: pronounced than for drivers: 9.1 per cent of riders judged responsible

. | Insingle-vehicle crashes tested positive for cannabinoids, compared
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. T. Crothers): Order! with 23.5 per cent of riders judged responsible in two-vehicle crashes

| point out the lateness of the hour and the way in whichypq “37 3'per cent judged not responsible. The presence of
members wish to progress this debate. There is a speaker eghnabinoids thus appears to be more prevalent in drivers and riders
his feet: he is entitled to be heard. In respect of the expeditiowho were not responsible. whereas the presence of alcohol is more
of this debate | ask that members cease interjecting. prevalent in drivers and riders who were responsible.

The Hon. T.G. Cameron: You will get what you give.  In the concluding paragraph it says:



1786 LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL Wednesday 9 July 1997

However, in the light of the caveats noted above, it is prematur@nd | will talk about that later—we will see a slow decline of
to make any firm conclusions about the contributions of drugs othefhe sort that we are seeing with tobacco. Unfortunately, these

than alcohol to road crashes. changes do not happen overnight, but with appropriate
In other words, no clear result one way or the other has beegducation programs running in tandem with the destruction
determined in relation to the use of cannabis. of the black market there will be no magic answer but there

It seems to me that it would be highly irresponsible of uswill be a slow decline in consumption. There will be other
as members of Parliament to allow the prospect of increasdgenefits—and I will return to those later—such as separating
use of cannabis in light of that information. When alcoholthe users from the drug culture and preventing exposure to
was first unleashed upon the community hundreds of yeargore dangerous drugs, namely, ecstasy, LSD, amphetamines,
ago we did not have motor vehicles—we were stuck with it—and so on. | will return to that matter later. As | see it, the
but I am sure that, if alcohol was in the same position nowonly people who benefit from the current situation in relation
and we knew what alcohol does in terms of road accidentto cannabis are the crooks. Mega-profits are being made out
and the other sorts of social consequences, we wouldf cannabis, and they are being made by people who have a
probably not be allowing alcohol to be served as freely as wsingle motivation, and that is to make money—
do now. We have been caught by alcohol by way of historical The Hon. T.G. Cameron interjecting:
accident and | do not think that we need to make the same The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: The lawyers are always there,
mistake. because there is always the right to represent somebody.

Indeed, | was sent two articles by Hemp: first, ‘MarijuanaHowever, | will leave the lawyers alone for now and just
as medicine’ and, secondly, ‘Marijuana’s effects on actuagoncentrate on the other crooks—the drug dealers. | really
driving performance’. In the latter article the researcher founghould take that back, because a number of my good friends
that marijuana did impair driving performance. The reportare lawyers, and | hold them in the highest regard. | have
stated that marijuana affected drivers in different ways fronflemonstrated in this place that I am a strong advocate of
the effects experienced in cases of alcohol. However, thBaving a responsible attitude towards drugs. It was not long
issue that concerns me is the statement in the final paragrapfier | entered this Parliament that | moved a Private
in which the author says: Mem.bers’ Bill to ban tobacco ad\(er‘[ising, and some members

... one can still easily imagine situations where the influence OPf this place will recall that quite clearly. We should not

marijuana smoking might have a dangerous effect; i.e., emergen&ncourage people to use drugs. That is my consistent view.
situations which put high demands on the driver’'s information My bona fidesvere demonstrated when | was responsible

processing capacity, prolonged monotonous driving, and after THor a Private Members’ Bill to ban tobacco advertising. It is
has been taken with other drugs, especially alcohol. grossly irresponsible for us to allow the drug lords of the
If one looks at that paper, we need to proceed with this sotbbacco companies to encourage people to use a substance
of legislation with a great deal of caution. At the end of thethat we know is harmful. | make a distinction between people
day, it is premature: we do not have sufficient information.who choose to smoke tobacco and people who encourage
In her contribution the Minister referred to continuing trials them to smoke it. Just as we make a distinction between
and studies, and it seems to me that to vote for this Bill tgpeople who choose to use cannabis—whether or not we think
proceed any further would be premature. At the end of thé is a good idea—and people who positively encourage them
day, if it did become the law of this State, it would pose someo use it.
real risks and some grave problems, particularly inregardto The people who at this stage positively encourage the use
driving and the safety of innocent people on our roads.  of cannabis are the black marketeers. We need to separate out
those people who stand to make a profit from it and then seek

The Hon. R.I. LUCAS (Minister for Education and to tackle the inducements. We should also look at the alcohol
Children’s Services):| had not intended to speak on this industry, an issue that was raised by an earlier speaker. At the
matter, but | want to place on the record that | stronglyvery least, alcohol companies should be stopped from
oppose the legislation. | do not intend again to go into thelisplaying advertising which is non promotional. When | say
detail on this occasion. | have done so over a number of yeafson promotional’, it is one thing to say that you make a red
when putting down my general position. | am not surewine that is grown in Coonawarra and then discuss its
whether there will be a division, but | have indicated toqualities, but it is quite another thing to run advertisements
the Hon. Carolyn Pickles—who cannot be with us for thewnhich are targeted at a youth audience and which try to make
vote on this legislation—that, as she is a supporter and | anlhem believe that alcohol consumption and good times are
an opponent of the legislation, | will be a private pair with herlinked together.
on the vote on this. The Hon. A.J. Redford: How can you judge that?

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | am sorry, but | think that

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Ithank all members for their that is possible.
contributions. Debates of this sort are very difficult, as was The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
the debate on voluntary euthanasia. For the most part, people The Hon. T.G. Cameron: He is making a valid point.
treat these matters as a conscience issue. As such, we in thisThe Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | am making a very strong
place have to accept that there are honestly held difference®int that | do not believe it is responsible in this society to
of opinion, and we can but seek to persuade others as to ogtvocate that the use of drugs is a good thing. | am absolutely
point of view. | suppose those opinions are held for a varietyonsistent on that, and | think that, unfortunately, some
of reasons, and | do not seek to question any of them. | wargeople are hypocrites. Some people take a stand in relation
to make a few comments in summary. to cannabis which conflicts with the stand they take on the so-

| said that all people have honestly held beliefs, and myalled legal drugs. There is hypocrisy and, unfortunately, the
honest belief is that | would not promote this Bill if | believed young people within our society pick up that hypocrisy.
there would be an increase in consumption. If this Bill is partUnfortunately, when they see that hypocrisy their respect for
of an overall package, which includes education and so on-eur society is undermined. If we are to run serious drug
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education programs with our children, we as a society haveraised this during debate earlier—that cannabis is being

to cease being hypocrites. consumed in our society now. In fact, that came up in the
Members interjecting: figures raised: significant numbers of people in our society
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No, | didn't. are using cannabis, are driving on our roads and we do not

The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! If memberswishto have atest. The issue really is that we need to come up with
progress this Bill the best way to do it is to give the speakea test for cannabis. | do not believe that by changing the
on his or her feet the opportunity to be heard. | call onstatus of cannabis—whether it is bought through the black
members on both sides to do that. market or bought through a pharmacy—consumption rates

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | made the point that we will change. We will still have the same problem that we need
should respect honestly held beliefs. | am trying to make theome form of testing. In fact, | argued in this place that we
point now that our society must cease to be hypocritical omeed to come up with tests that would include reaction tests
drugs—and our society is. Our society takes two drugswhich do not depend on a test for an actual substance. We
alcohol and tobacco, that are proven killers in large numshould be testing whether or not a person is fit to drive.
bers—alcohol mainly affects younger people and tobacco The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
mainly affects older people—and sanctions them. We allow The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No, far more sophisticated
tobacco to be sold through the corner deli, and only in theéhan that. We have to realise that people are consuming
past decade have we taken the sensible move to ban tEestasy, LSD, amphetamines and a whole range of things,
advertising of tobacco. We have not removed its promotiomnd we simply cannot test for them all individually. At the
from some sporting events; it was still advertised at the Granchoment we have a test that picks up people who are under the
Prix at the time we lost it because we remained hypocriticainfluence of alcohol but we do not have a test that picks up
in relation to that. any of the other things at all. So, do we have a problem? Yes,

| also suggest at the very least in relation to alcohol thatve do. | would argue that that problem has nothing to do with
the linking in advertising of alcohol, young people and goodthis legislation if you believe, as | do, that the consumption
times is irresponsible—and it is happening. We should seekates are not going to change. | would not be moving this
to be consistent, because that hypocrisy is picked up by olegislation if | believed they would increase. Yes, there is a
young people and it undermines any message that we try fwroblem in relation to drug testing and drivers. That is not
get out. | say to the honourable member who interjectedrue just in relation to cannabis: it is true in relation to a
before that | have been a health teacher, and | have beenwhole lot—
the position of trying to teach children what happens in  The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
relation to drugs. | point out that two of those children died, The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: No. The point | am making
but the drug involved was alcohol. is that the problem in terms of testing is not a problem which

Members interjecting: is exclusively one that relates to cannabis. It relates to a

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: It probably leads to the next whole range of illegal and, might | add, also legal substances.
point. The issue of accidents was raised. First, | want t&Ve are not testing for people who are on valium or a range
address the data in relation to the detection of cannabis iof other things which are affecting their driving capacity. We
drivers. Does cannabis affect drivers? | am sure it does; bare not testing whether or not they have had too much cough
in respect of that data it needs to be realised that cannabinoidsixture and the things contained within it. There are prob-
are fat soluble. They are released into the bloodstream fdems about people on the road who should not be driving.
weeks after they are consumed. For that reason— None of our current testing is picking up any of that, so let us

The Hon. A.J. Redford: You can't test it. work out what the problem is that we are trying to confront.

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Okay, | will get to that; but The problem is that we have a test for alcohol, but we do not
the fact that a large number of people involved in accidentbave a reasonable test for anything else, legal or illegal,
detected positive to cannabis rather than alcohol tells yowhich is likely to cause a problem. | would agree if it was
nothing more than that—a large number were detected farrgued that we have to do something about it, but | do not
cannabis use rather than for alcohol. believe it is an argument against this Bill unless you happen

The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: to believe and want to argue, first, that there will be signifi-

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Letme finish. Apartfromone cant increases in cannabis usage. | do not accept that.
interjection | behaved myself, and | wish the honourable | have not sought at any stage in this debate to argue about
member would do the same. The fact is that it is fat solublethe health effects of cannabis, because | am prepared to
it is slowly released and it distorts the sorts of figures in term$elieve that cannabis has negative effects, as do a large
of people who want to put an interpretation to say that clearlnumber of legal and illegal drugs. That is not the argument
it is linked with accidents. | am not suggesting that thatwe are having. Once again, if you believe that consumption
assumption was being made during the debate, but a numbeates are not going to increase, if you believe that you are
of people have done so. It also points out the other problernapable of bringing consumption rates down over time, then
that exists: that, if you try to do an on-the-spot test foryou would see that the health benefits will be gained not by
cannabis, you are not proving whether or not the person ige current law, which is not stopping people from consum-
under the influence—you are just proving whether or not theyng, but by pursuing lower consumption rates, and that is
used it in the last couple of weeks. In fact, if you take hairwhat | am pursuing in this Bill among other things. It would
samples, you can test them for the last couple of monthdye irrelevant to try to debate just how serious a particular

depending on how long their hair is. health aspect is or is not because | am prepared to concede
The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting: that the negative impacts are there.
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. Mr The negative health effects are most closely linked with
Elliott. chronic users of cannabis. As we know, the chronic users of

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Itis fair to say that there are alcohol also have some quite serious health effects. The
problems in terms of testing but we need to recognise—andrgument we hear (and | did hear it through an interjection)
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is that we already have two legal substances causing @ any sort. A person would simply buy a small amount of
problem. In fact, there are many more than that: theannabis and be given a health message at the same time. |
benzodiazepines and valium, and so on, are all legal and allould expect that they could purchase in only very small
causing problems. Two of those drugs are killing largeguantities, so that they could not obtain larger quantities with
numbers of people. In fact, cannabis is not killing very manywhich they could sub-deal. They would not be able to
people at all, except through backyard shootings. | believeonsume it in a public place, so they would be doing as they
that the lethal dose for cannabis is two kilograms droppedurrently do—consuming it at their own home or that of a
from a three-storey building. It is not a substance on whicHriend, but certainly not in a public place. | do not think that
you can overdose as you can with alcohol, heroin or a numbés sending a message that you are condoning the substance.
of other drugs. Having said that, | will not focus on the healthlf you condone a substance, you are saying that you can buy
impacts. it wherever you like, you can use it wherever you like, you
This Bill seeks to destroy the black market, and to do sallow it to be advertised and promoted, you have brand names
the first thing we need is an outlet, which this Bill describesand so on.
as being a licensed outlet that would be under the The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
Government’s control. | have put the personal view that it The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Look, you are ridiculous.
should be sold through pharmacies. | have met with the two  The Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
organisations that represent pharmacies, and neither has anThe ACTING PRESIDENT: Order! Mr Redford, | have

Oﬁi_f_iﬁl ;la_iositi(_)rnGin Irqelztiotn to tth[s. fina- already asked members on several occasions on both sides to
e ron. 1.L. Roberts interjecting- give the speaker the opportunity to wind up his second

The Hgnr'] M.J. ELLII|O'I;/':'I:h N?; in (;act, th@h’ f;]ave NOt  reading speech so that the matter can be progressed. | ask you
expressed that generally. When | sat down with them Severg) ;e him the same courtesy as | asked other interjectors to
of the pharmacists at the meeting said, ‘We've sold cannabléive to you when you were speaking.

before. In fact, we sold it until the 1950s.’ Cannabis, The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Thank you, Mr Acting

particularly in the form of cannabis tinctures, was used quit . - .

X o . - President. Again, the suggestion has been made by way of
Ioeg;”ai/tilrr: Agjé?“i\'/gtr% tg‘;Iﬁgsoségggg?san¥£§fégaucr']s{i[f' tSht'||tnterjection that, having done this, | was wanting to soften the
tifne 9 y 9 P %aw. The point | have tried to make is that | have supported

: . the toughening of laws in relation to the legal drugs, tobacco
chgnk:?stHcc))TJ. vf/ze?e tZ\ﬁ(li)r?rtfélt must have been a very old and alcohol. In this place | have demonstrated that clearly in
Y g to. relation to tobacco. | am not a person who supports the

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT. These fellows would be in softening of laws, and wanting to use the thin end of the

their early 60s, | suppose. Some people might find it amusin .
but it is a statement of fact that it was sold in pharmacies unt?ﬂ/edge type of argument to ry to do more apd more. Thatis
ot my record and to try to suggest by interjection that | am

L e et o to Sometring more han | am Saying i accusing me of
P eing a liar. That is essentially what you are doing. | am

expressed support, but that is really not a decent samp eaying quite clearly what | am trying to achieve and you are
except to note that they were people at the head of thegaying | am trying to achieve something else. That is a
organisations. . . :

An honourable member: The usual Democrat sample. disreputable thing to do, and my record does not stand

The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Well. it is about the same size scrutiny in that sense. You know very well that that is not the

. S case.
as Legh Davis usually uses in his direct samples, and a few | have three children growing up in this world and there

more than the telephone calls that Lucas gets when he makes . ; .
some of his statements, but let us not digress. ThE No way known that | would be taking r'SkS.W'th the§e
pharmacists’ position is that neither of those organisation§hildren. Even though other members have a different view,

has an official position but after discussions | had with thel &M taking the position which I think gives my children the
representatives they said they would certainly go back to th est chance of growing up in a better world. ltisa world
organisations and look at the possibility. Some pharmacisl?é’here | k“OW that they'W|II not have people in the black
I have spoken with have said that, while they might oppos&@rket pushing cannabis towards them and, on top of that,
the sale, they would agree that if it is to be sold they would?€INg Offered ecstasy, amphetamines and other drugs which
be the obvious outlets. Some might argue that there is a bt® far more dangerous.
of financial incentive in that. | advocate pharmacies because e Hon. A.J. Redford interjecting:
part of what | expect to happen under this legislation is that The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order!
people are given genuine health messages in relation to The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: | have talked about why |
cannabis. If a person goes into a pharmacy and buys certaifink pharmacists should do it. | think that pharmacists are
products now, the pharmacist is required to speak to therfie ideal people. | do not want it to be open slather and for
about it. | would have that same requirement with cannabiganyone to be able to sell the stuff and for it to be opened up
The pharmacist would be expected to make sure that argven wider. That is not what | am looking for at all.
person buying cannabis is given a clear health message. This | have also suggested that there should be licensing of
is part of a demystification process. At the moment people argrowing. People ask, ‘Can that work?’ We already have a
getting cannabis— model working in Tasmania where opium poppies which are
The Hon. T.G. Cameron: Even when we put health grown under licence are used for the manufacture of mor-
warnings on the drugs some people still continue to use therphine and other medicinal products. People might want to
The Hon. M.J. ELLIOTT: Atthe end of the day you can argue that it will not work; it has been done with opium
only do so much. Where cannabis would be clearly differenpoppies in Tasmania for well over a decade, or perhaps closer
from tobacco is that there would not be brand names. As | see two decades—it has been quite a while—and it is working
it there would be plain packaging and no form of promotionextremely successfully.
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As | see it, it would involve a relatively small number of NOES (11)
people and it would be no different from some farmers who Davis, L. H. Griffin, K. T.
currently under licence have an agreement with Coles or Holloway, P. Irwin, J. C.
Woolworths to grow X tonnes of pumpkins or potatoes. Laidlaw, D. V. Lawson, R. D.
These people will be working with a crop that needs security, Pfitzner, B. S. L. Redford, A. J. (teller)
but they will be growing under contract; they would not be Roberts, R.R. Schaefer, C. V.
making the megaprofits that some farmers make with their Stefani, J. F.
illegal crops now. Certainly, they would be paid enough to PAIRS
make it worthwhile, but there would not be megaprofits Pickles, C. A. Lucas, R. I.
involved that the illegal growers of cannabis currently make. Majority of 3 for the Noes.

That is my intention in terms of the source of the cannabis
that would be sold through licensed outlets.

The last aspect that | have not touched on is the question SOUTH AUSTRALIAN CONSTITUTIONAL
of price. Itis important that the price is not cheap enough to ADVISORY COUNCIL
make it attractive but is not so expensive as to allow the black
market to operate. It will be a matter of getting the price right.  agjourned debate on motion of Hon. R.D. Lawson:
That is achievable and it probably would not be that different
from the street prices that operate today.

In summary, | point out that the Bill will allow for the sale
of cannabis only through licensed outlets, preferably pharma-
cies. It will not allow sale to minors and all penalties in
relation to the supply to minors should be increased. W
should also ensure that all penalties in relation to illega

activities are increased, and there will be illegal activities.I also outlined on that occasion the seven major recommenda-
Anyone trying to sell it outside the licensing system will betions of the council, and | do not intend on this occasion, in

involved in illegal activity, so the penalties will be high but : ;
: . .~ completing my remarks, to repeat what | there said.
the rewards will ne.lh thatth nalties for minor: T ) .
e rewards be gone. | hope that the penalties fo ors, The Constitutional Advisory Council was born out of the

which exist in the legislation, will be stronger. . ; . : y X
g 9 discussion which has arisen in this country concerning the

GoSé?ﬁggtrll?gonipo? aili\tirlllburtilr?en A\clnlv\l/lclertit;?n tgtnaglyro‘mgtfornconstitutional future of the Commonwealth. It will be recalled
! price. 9 P that in June 1995 then Prime Minister Keating presented to

W:gv?diggts?r!ztegn?:)c;?:lgeadh di%iléﬁr:wnfggrfglogb\l,i\g” lg(zethe Federal Parliament a series of options, and the then
P P P P PiaCe overnment's preferred position was described as a minimal-

will be prohibited. All those measures are within the leg'5|a'i5t position to vest the powers currently held by Her Majesty

tion. Outside the legislation, in tandem, | would eXpeCtthe Queen and the Governor-General in a new head of State,

2&1‘?’1/?::r£ealth programs to be run inside schools angnd that those powers should be exercised in accordance with

. . . . the constitutional conventions that had hitherto governed their
If we tackle this problem in a mature fashion, we will have use
a much greater chance of ensuring that we minimise the harm It was suggested in the report—and | certainly agree with

that we see in our society. Harm minimisation is what W& a4 it federalism is to survive in Australia, whatever the

should seek to achieve. We know that, unfortunately, the l.awﬁature of the Federal constitutional arrangements, abolition
that we have used until now, such as criminal sanction

simplv do not work. Even the death penaltv. for example forOf the Australian Crown must not lead to State Governors
Ply : P Y, pe, being rendered subservient to anyone in Canberra. | am glad

the possession of heroin in Malaysia does not stop co NSUMPS note that the Constitutional Advisory Council believes that
tion. That tells us how well—or how poorly—the criminal

law works. Cannabis is one of the largest industries i

Second reading thus negatived.

That the first report of the South Australian Constitutional
Advisory Council be noted.

(Continued from 19 March. Page 1244.)

The Hon. R.D. LAWSON: | have previously commented
n the terms of reference and composition of the South
Australian Advisory Council in my contribution on 19 March.

it would be mischievous to leave the position of the States
Australia. but it is all hapoening underaround insettled if Australia becomes a republic. As | mentioned
' bp 9 g ' previously, all of the report is predicated upon the possibility

| thank all members for their contribution to this debate.q¢ the country’s becoming a republic, although that position
This is a difficult issue. A couple of members have spokeng 4t specifically advocated.

tome privately, saying that, althqugh they will vote again_st | congratulate the members of the council on their report.
the B'l.l’ _they _have sympathy for it but they fee_l _that at th'sln section 9.1 of the report, they acknowledge the differing
stage itis a bit premature and that they are waiting for SOMEi s of persons in Australia concerning our system of

work that is happening at the Federal level before taking overnment. They note Australia’s record as one of the oldest

];Ir:;nmdbi(:rlssilc\)/ﬂblh?\fg irr:git:a?ef(; Tﬁgirl\éiver(t)?te Ilelsgl,ielvt:s-1 ?r?gt ?rl]democracies in the world and, by many yardsticks, one of the
- A support. ost successful. That diversity is reflected in the report.
measures contained in this Bill are inevitable and that, when - ;
All the constitutional arguments about the sovereignty of

adopted, people will be pleasantly surprised at how well th ; -
proposal works. | urge all members to support the seconf'e Australian people, the debate whether that sovereignty
rests with the people or whether, as it was certainly argued

reading. . . in nineteenth century in England, that sovereignty resided in
The Council divided on the second reading: the Crown in Parliament, are noted in the report and fully
AYES (8) teased out.
Cameron, T. G. Crothers, T. It is interesting to note that the report did not accept the
Elliott, M. J.(teller) Kanck, S. M. suggestion of the Keating Government that parliamentarians
Levy, J. A. W. Nocella, P. should be excluded from nomination as an Australian Head

Roberts, T. G. Weatherill, G. of State until five years had elapsed from their departure from
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the Commonwealth. It was noted that two of the most abl@s possible. If the standard of the second report is of the same
and successful of our Governors-General in the past, Slevel as that attained in the first it will be once again a most
William McKell and Sir Paul Hasluck were translated to vice- useful resource. | commend the report.
regal office within days of their relinquishing Cabinet posts,
and | think it is reasonable to include the Hon. Bill Hayden ~The Hon. P. HOLLOWAY: The Opposition supports
in that same breath. It should be noted that a minority repofthis motion. The Hon. Robert Lawson has well covered the
expresses the views of some members, especially in relatiggope of this report. When Australia becomes a republic there
to the manner in which the Head of State should be appoinwill be consequences for this State. It is important that we
ed; the minority believing that a Head of State being appointshould consider those consequences before the event and this
ed by two-thirds majority of a joint sitting of both Houses of report does that very adequately. Members of the Opposition
the Federal Parliament was an appropriate mechanistould not necessarily agree with all 41 recommendations of
whereas the majority were of the view that the Head of Statéhe report, and | note some divergence of opinions in minority
ought be appointed by the Prime Minister and, in relation tdeports but, nevertheless, this report provides a very useful
South Australia, by the Premier, as is currently the positionanalysis of the issues involved. The annexures to the report
are a very useful compendium of information on various
Very useful discussion papers were made available 0Bssociated issues. The whole report is a very useful source of
certain aspects of the issues written by the Solicitor-Generghxformation on this question.
They are appendices to the report and | commend them. The only comment that | wish to make in conclusion is
Background papers were also prepared by the Chairman @fat many members on this side of the Council would regret
the council, Associate Professor Peter Howell. Again, theyhe fact that the movement towards a republic at a Federal
are very useful resource documents. Also appended to thevel appears to have been derailed recently. Unfortunately,
report is an opinion from Michael Manetta, a young barristethe promise of the Howard Government to call a convention
in practice in Adelaide and a member of the council, whosé\as not been honoured owing to the insistence of the
opinion on the divisibility of the Crown is a most interesting Government that the voting for the convention should be on
document. Mr Manetta’s conclusion that the Crown isa voluntary basis. | think that is most unfortunate and, as |
indivisible is certainly an interesting and well reasonedsajd, many members on this side of the Council would regret
argument. | commend the report to the Council. that occurrence. As far as this report is concerned, it is a
useful contribution to the debate and | support the motion that
it be noted.
Motion carried.

The Constitutional Advisory Council had to consider four
terms of reference, two of which were dealt with in the first
report. The third and fourth terms of reference relate to the

adequacy or otherwise of the current distribution of power  reTA|L SHOP LEASES AMENDMENT BILL
between the Commonwealth, States, Territories and local

government and what changes, if any, should be made, and Returned from the House of Assembly with an amend-
what are some practical ways of bringing about desireghent.
changes. The fourth term of reference deals with ways of

ensuring adequate consultation with the people and their LIQUOR LICENSING BILL

participation in decision making in relation to constitutional

changes. Returned from the House of Assembly with amendments.
At the time of the release of the first report, it was stated ADJOURNMENT

that the second report would be made available by the end of
1996. | have not yet seen that report and, as far as | am aware, At 12.9 a.m. the Council adjourned until Thursday 10 July
it has not been released. | look forward to its release as soa@t 11 a.m.



