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Second reading

His Excellency the Governor, by message, recommended to the House of Assembly the appropriation of such amounts of money as might be required for the purposes mentioned in the Bill. 

The Hon. J. D. CORCORAN (Minister of Works) obtained leave and introduced a Bill for an Act to provide for compensation for loss arising from measures to eradicate fruit fly.  Read a first time. 

The Hon. J. D. CORCORAN: I move: 
That this Bill be now read a second time. 

It is in similar form to the Bills passed in previous years, its object being to enable the payment of compensation for losses arising from the campaign for eradication of fruit fly. A proclamation relating to the fruit fly outbreak in the eastern suburbs was made in January of this year under the Vine, Fruit and Vegetable Protection Act and, as members know, the practice has been for compensation to be given for losses arising by reason of any act of officers of the Agriculture Department within a proclaimed area. Clause 2 accordingly provides for such compensation and compensation for loss arising from the prohibition of removal of fruit from land in a proclaimed area.  Clause 3 fixes the time limit for lodging claims at August 31.  This date, fixed as a closing date for claims in relation to the outbreak in 1968 proved satisfactory.  It is estimated that approximately 500 claims will be made and that total compensation will amount to about $5,000.  There will be no commercial claims. 

The Hon. D. N. BROOKMAN (Alexandra): I support this Bill, which is in the same form as similar Bills that have been introduced previously.  It would be only too easy to take for granted the freedom of South Australian orchards from fruit fly.  The first fruit fly outbreak in the late 1940s was controlled and each subsequent outbreak has been controlled and complete eradication achieved or there has most certainly been control to the extent that the outbreak has not caused commercial losses.  The costs to the Government have been high over the years but previous Governments have recognized that a disservice to the State would result if there were any laxity in the application of fruit fly eradication measures.  The orchardists of this State are well aware of the dangers, but it is worth emphasizing when an outbreak occurs that we should not take eradication for granted.  I approve of what the Government is doing and I approve very much of what the Agriculture Department has done. 

Recently I asked the Minister whether there would be a special dispensation for a person who saw in this control a threat to his civil liberties, I think completely wrongly.  I think the person acted irresponsibly and I was assured by the Minister that that person would not get special treatment.  The people of this State, although anxious to see that civil liberties are preserved, are not so blind as to confuse an issue such as this with one that we could possibly call civil liberties.  It is an important matter when someone who ought to know better takes a stand such as the one to which I have referred, and I applaud the fact that no favouritism was shown in this matter.  The Bill receives the support of the Opposition. 

Mr. CURREN (Chaffey): Representing the District of Chaffey, one of the largest fruit producing areas of the State, I believe that this measure to prevent the fruit fly from becoming established in South Australia is a very worthy one and I commend the Governments of the past for the action they have taken to see that any outbreak in the metropolitan area has been confined to as small an area as possible.  I am also happy that householders who suffer damage as a result of the eradication programme are to be fully compensated, which has been the practice in the past.

Mr. McANANEY (Heysen): I support the remarks of the member for Chaffey. Representing a district that produces much fruit, I believe that this is a very wise course to take.  I only wish that in the district I represent the same strong attitude was being taken by the Government on the eradication of weeds.

The SPEAKER: Order!  There is nothing about weeds in this Bill.  The honourable member must confine his remarks to the Bill.

Mr. McANANEY: He is getting more childish every day.  I support the Bill.

Mr. NANKIVELL (Mallee): I, too, support the Bill, and I endorse the remarks of the member for Chaffey.  The Murray River area is one of the major fruitgrowing areas in South Australia, and the control in that area of the incidence of any disease or pest, such as fruit fly, is extremely important.  The honourable member and I, as well as other members, know that the industries concerned are beset with many problems as it is, and, in view of the added cost of trying to control fruit fly once it becomes established in a commercial area, it is terribly important that action be taken to contain any outbreaks of fruit fly in South Australia.  I commend previous Governments on the action taken in the past to control these outbreaks, and I particularly commend the Agriculture Department on streamlining its techniques and on the efficiency with which it is able to control outbreaks.  On this occasion I also commend the present Government.  I think it is proper to provide compensation for those people whose properties are affected by fruit fly, if for no other reason than to make them happy about the methods being used to eradicate the pest.

Bill read a second time and taken through its remaining stages.
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