FRUIT FLY (COMPENSATION) BILL 1956

Legislative Assembly, 16 August 1956, page 316

Second reading

The Hon. G. G. PEARSON moved—
That the Speaker do now leave the Chair and the House resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the following resolution:—That it is desirable to introduce a Bill for an Act to provide for compensation for loss arising from measures to eradicate the fruit fly.

Motion carried.  Resolution agreed to in Committee and adopted by the House.  Bill introduced and read a first time.

The Hon. G. G. PEARSON (Minister of Agriculture)—I move—
That this Bill be now read a second time. 

Its object is to provide compensation for loss arising from the campaign for the eradication of fruit fly which commenced in the Unley area in March this year.  On the discovery of fruit fly in the area, stripping and spraying were begun, and a proclamation was issued on March 29 prohibiting the removal of fruit from the area.  Subsequently, on April 26, a further proclamation was issued enlarging the area from which the removal of fruit was prohibited.

Following the practice of other years, the Government proposes that compensation shall be given for loss arising from these measures and is accordingly introducing this Bill.  It provides for compensation for loss arising from these measures in the same manner as in previous years.  The details of the Bill are as follows:—

Clause 3 provides that a person who suffers loss by reason of stripping or spraying on any land while the removal of fruit therefrom is prohibited by the proclamations previously mentioned shall be entitled to compensation.  Compensation will be available for loss arising from the taking of fruit, for damage caused by spraying, and for any incidental damage.  This clause also provides for compensation for loss arising by reason of the prohibition of the removal of fruit from any land because of the proclamations.

In previous years, though not last year, a third ground of compensation has been provided for, namely, loss arising from a prohibition imposed by proclamation on the growing of certain plants.  No proclamation prohibiting the growing of plants has been issued this year, and the Government does not intend to issue such a proclamation. Even if such a proclamation were issued, the circumstances of the outbreak are not such as would justify the payment of compensation for loss arising from the proclamation.  Accordingly, no provision has been made in this Bill for payment of compensation for loss arising from a prohibition of the growing of plants.

Clause 4 requires claims under the Bill to be lodged with the Fruit Fly Compensation Committee before February 1, 1957.  In previous years, claimants for compensation for loss arising from a prohibition of the removal of fruit have been given until July 1 to lodge their claims.  The Government, on the recommendation of the committee, has decided to eliminate this provision, and to require the claims to be lodged by the same day as other claims, namely February 1.  The committee considers that since there are no commercial growers in the area, a later date for the claims is not necessary.  Further, there have been very few such claims in the past, and having two dates for the final lodging of claims has caused confusion.

Mr. TAPPING secured the adjournment ofthe debate.
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