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	ADDRESS IN REPLY




The Hon. I.K. HUNTER: I second the motion. I begin by acknowledging the fact that we are on Kaurna land and that this place was built on the traditional land of the Kaurna people. I would like to congratulate all new members on their election to this place, particularly my colleagues Russell Wortley and Bernard Finnigan, with whom I hope to work closely over the next eight years. I should also congratulate Nick Xenophon and Ann Bressington on the strength of their vote at the recent election, and Mark Parnell of the Greens for finally managing to break into this place. I look forward to working with them and with new and existing members of the Liberal Party, the Australian Democrats and the Family First party.


I would like to offer warm congratulations to my friend, the Hon. Bob Sneath, on his election to the presidency of this place. You, sir, will bring a warmth and humanity to the chair and will, I am sure, in your usual calm way, maintain the decorum that we have come to expect from members of the Legislative Council.


Mr President, it fills me with great pleasure to congratu​late two very old friends who were elected to the other place on the day I was elected to this chamber: Grace Portolesi, the member for Hartley, and Tony Piccolo, the member for Light. They are two very promising members who I know will serve their electors well and will give long and distin​guished service in the House of Assembly.


Her Excellency, the Governor, in her speech to this chamber last Thursday, paid tribute to the late Terry Roberts. We, in the Labor Party, were saddened by the passing of a great Labor man. He was a friend and a comrade. My sincere condolences go to his family—Julie, and his four sons.


In recent times I described Terry as a `Labor intellectual' and that was true, but he was always more than that; he had a big heart and real concern for his fellow human beings. In these cynical times, he was a politician who could be trusted; a man who could be relied upon to do not only what he thought was fair but what he knew was right. He was a man who believed that people were essentially good—a belief which must have been sorely tested in recent times—and that many of society's problems could be solved through collec​tive solutions, through people working together towards common goals.


Lowitja O'Donohue told me, as we walked together to Terry's state funeral, that he was a man who truly cared. As a minister he cared deeply about the Aboriginal community he served, and he did not mind showing it, either. He was a fine minister whose contribution to the Aboriginal community of South Australia was tireless and selfless. One of his legacies will be the fact that more sacred sites were put on the Aboriginal heritage register under Terry's leadership than under any former minister. It is my hope that we, in this place and in the whole of government, can live up to his legacy.


I am honoured to be elected to the South Australian parliament. I follow some people I most admired and respected in politics, three people who have mentored and supported me throughout my political life: the Hon. Frank Blevins, the Hon. Anne Levy and the Hon. Carolyn Pickles. I am delighted to acknowledge Carolyn Pickles in the gallery today. Their contributions to this council were substan​tial—variously as leaders of the government and opposition, as ministers and as president of this council. I am truly indebted to them.


As a new member of the Legislative Council I would also like to thank all honourable members for their warm welcome to this place, in particular Bob Sneath, Gail Gago and John Gazzola, who have been endlessly patient and good-natured with all of my questions. I would also like to acknowledge the guidance I have received from the staff of Parliament House. I am indebted to Jan Davis and Trevor Blowes for the benefit of their wisdom, and I look forward to working with them during my term.


I would also like to mention the people who sometimes have the hardest job in Parliament, the staff of Hansard. I hope they have an easier time with my broad accent than they did with the Hon. Trevor Crothers. I will try to restrict my quotations from Ulysses to no more than one a year.


In outlining my ambitions for my term in office, I want to take the time to reflect on the influence my family has had on my personal philosophies and how they will shape my time in this place. From the age of nine I was raised by my grandparents, Marjorie and Keith Hunter. I learnt an import​ant lifelong lesson from them at that very early age. At a time in their lives when they should have been thinking about their retirement, they took me in—as families do—and raised me.


My grandmother, Marjorie, fervently believed in educa​tion as a progressive force in our community. Education was a means to improve oneself and, in time, allowed educated people to improve their own communities. Working class children do not naturally think much about going to uni​versity but, when the subject of any future plans came up in my life, Marj always said, `Stay at school as long as you can. Go as far as you can.' For her, education was a social good, something to be pursued for its own sake.


I was lucky enough to be graduating from high school at a time when Australians still enjoyed the benefits of enlight​ened and progressive higher education reforms—reforms which allowed me to attend university, being the first person in our family to do so. I owe Marj Hunter much. In fact, I owe Marj everything.


My grandfather worked as a security guard at The Advertiser on the day shift, and then he cleaned the Reserve Bank building at night. My grandparents knew what it was like to live in difficult times under conservative governments. They knew that working people who live from week to week on wages had two things they could rely on to make their lives better: their workmates, organised in their union, and a Labor government.


I remember spending time with my grandfather in his shed, where he was supposed to be making things on his weekends off. I did not see him making too many things down there. His flat carpenter's pencil saw more use marking off the races in his form guide than marking off cuts on his store of meranti and western red cedar. He had a fondness for collecting bits of wood. `You never know when they might come in handy,' he used to say. I remember asking him once, `What is the difference between Labor and Liberal?' I cannot recall why I asked the question; perhaps there had been an election advertisement on the radio in between race calls. He paused for a minute, his pencil hanging over the form guide while he marshalled his thoughts. He told me that Labor stood for the working people and that the Liberals stood for the rich, and that was all I needed to know—that Labor was for us and the Liberals most certainly would never be. Then the radio announcer started the next race at Cheltenham, and that was the end of that lesson in politics.

It was a simple explanation and one that I could grasp at a very tender age. In all my years since then I have not seen anything to refute his approach to politics.


My family was not what we think of today as a traditional nuclear family. I actually question whether nuclear families were ever the norm outside of TV sit-coms and Hollywood. It certainly was not, in my street or in my class at school. In real life, real people have wonderfully diverse family relationships, and we need to value families in all their permutations. A family to me is a group of people who are important in our lives, who share the good things and the bad and who are there to love and support us in every stage of our lives. 

In my life I consider myself to have benefited from a broad and loving family structure. I have my biological family: my grandparents, who raised me from a young age; my two aunts, Judy and Marilyn, who also did their bit in teaching me life's lessons; and all of their extended families. I have also had my chosen family: a group of dear friends who have been with me so long now that I cannot clearly remember my life when they were not there. They are Lucia Arman, Marina Gatto and MariaStella Pulvirenti, my very own `la famiglia'. These are the people I would have chosen to be my siblings, were we able to make such choices. They share my values and have always been there for me when I needed them. They are a true family.


Of course, I have also had my adopted family, the one I inherited, the one that came with my partner of more than 15 years, my husband, Leith. Some people will be quick to remind me that the term `husband' is not a legally accurate definition of our relationship to each other, but it is one which in every other respect and in reality is entirely accurate. Barb and Rod Semmens, who are of course not legally my parents in law, are the best parents in law one could possibly hope to have, and Matt and Connie are like siblings to me. To ignore them, to pretend they are merely friends, to not value their connection to me is to impoverish our lives. Members of my family and I know what we are to each other.


Her Excellency the Governor said in her speech at the opening of parliament that South Australia remains a richly diverse and fundamentally just society. I agree with her. South Australians are tolerant, progressive in their thinking on social justice issues and understanding of difference precisely because they live in all kinds of different family relationships. It is time governments and the institutions that impact on family life recognise this diversity. Some in our community want to impose their ideas about family on others, but families should be allowed to decide this for themselves. We have seen attempts recently by the Howard government to trample the ACT government's Civil Unions Bill, a bill that is designed to recognise diverse relationships. In our own state, conservative forces have tried to stymie the Statutes Amendment (Relationships) Bill. Modest though it is, this bill represents a great step forward in legally recognising that people do in fact have relationships outside the narrow parameters that conservatives wish to impose on Australians.


South Australia has a proud history of social reform. This state led the way in giving women the right to the vote. The Dunstan government shaped a vibrant, modern South Australian society through courageous, progressive policies which included homosexual law reform, and the rest of Australia followed us. I am ashamed that we, the home of some of the most progressive social measures in the past 100 years, are the last state in Australia to pass legislation of this kind. We must work to pass this bill, not because it is politically correct or because it will please this group or that group, but because of what the Hon. Terry Roberts taught us: we should do it not just because it is fair, but because it is right.


That same philosophy of doing what is right, the lesson I learnt in my grandfather's shed, is that we must continue to fight for what is right for working South Australians. I will not shy away from my support for trade unions. This support is not born out of any blind ideology but out of a fundamental belief that workers can negotiate successfully only if they can negotiate collectively. That is why I support the Rann government's High Court challenge to John Howard's new anti-worker, anti‑family laws. 

The federal government has spent unprecedented amounts of taxpayers' mon​ey—$55 million to date—in an attempt to convince us that work choices legislation will save the country from certain destruction. I suspect that the very opposite might be the case. What is under threat is the right to a fair go; the right to feel secure in your job and plan for your family's future. How can these people who notionally espouse the values of families turn around and attack them through their assault on work​place relations? Stable, secure jobs are one of the building blocks of strong families. If you take away the job security of tens of thousands of South Australians, what will be the effect on these workers' families, on their children and on their future? I am proud of the union movement for so strongly taking up the fight on this issue, and I congratulate the Premier on promising to challenge that legislation in the High Court.


There is another issue I am passionate about and which I hope to pursue during my term. Longer ago than I care to remember I graduated from Flinders University with an honours degree in microbiology and genetics. I worked for a time down the hill at the Flinders Medical Centre in the Department of Clinical Immunology. Science and in particu​lar medical research was and remains an interest of mine. The study of science in both its pure and applied forms is a progressive and liberating pursuit. Albert Einstein put it beautifully when he said:


The important thing is not to stop questioning. Curiosity has its own reason for existing. One cannot help but be in awe when he contemplates the mysteries of eternity, of life, of the marvellous structure of reality. It is enough if one tries merely to comprehend a little of this mystery every day.

Not only is the pursuit of scientific truth a noble aim in its own right, it also has the potential to make all of our lives better in countless ways.


Governments at all levels need to work with schools, universities, businesses and health organisations to support research for the benefit of all South Australians. We must not turn our backs on progress and science but embrace it as a liberating force. We need to engage young South Australians in this noblest of pursuits, the pursuit of truth, the investiga​tion of this marvellous structure of reality. We must always encourage our young people to be vigilant and recognise the difference between real science and the real pursuit of truth, and pseudo‑science. 

I am concerned about recent attempts to revive the creationism versus evolution debate in our science classrooms. Creationism, and its latest manifestation, so‑called intelligent design, is not science. We must identify and label such nonsense as the impostor that it is and not allow it to go unchallenged. Leading scientists and educators are so concerned, they wrote to The Australian late last year, and I think it is worth taking the time to note what they said, as follows:


As Australian scientists and science educators, we are gravely concerned that so‑called `intelligent design' might be taught in any school as a valid scientific alternative to evolution.


While science is a work in progress, a vast and growing body of factual knowledge supports the hypothesis that biological perplexity is the result of natural processes of evolution. Proponents of ID assert that some living structures are so complex that they are explicable only by the agency of an imagined and unspecified `intelligent designer'.


They are free to believe and profess whatever they like. However, not being able to imagine or explain how some​thing happened, other than by making a leap of faith to supernatural intervention, is no basis for any science: that is a theological or philosophical notion. 
The letter's authors go on to say:


We therefore urge all Australian governments and educators not to permit the teaching or promulgation of ID as a science. To do so would be to make a mockery of Australian science teaching and throw open the door of science classes to similarly unscientific world views—be they astrology, spoon-bending, flat-earth cosmology or alien abductions—and crowd out the teaching of real science.

We must keep fundamentalist dogma dressed up as science out of our classrooms. This unscientific doctrine of `intelli​gent design' belongs in Sunday School, not in our public school system. We as legislators must always put rational thought and science ahead of supersti​tion masquerading as a truth.


None of us get to stand in this place, as I do today, without the help and support of many people. I have so many people to thank for this honour that to name them all today might stretch the patience of fellow members. I would not wish to do that, so I limit my expressions of gratitude to some of those whom I have not already mentioned in my speech today. My thanks go to Mark Butler and everyone at the LHMU; everyone at the ASU (my union); Senators Penny Wong and Anne McEwen; MHR Steve Georganas and Wendy Georganas; former senator Nick Bolkus; and former MHR John Scott and Michiko Scott.

My thanks also go to my friends and colleagues: Jay Weatherill, Patrick Conlon and Gay Thompson; Lee Odenwalder, Victoria Purman (my creative muse), Judy Potter (perhaps the best boss in the world), Lois Boswell, Don Frater, Katrine Hildyard, Ian Steele, Ann Pengelly, Len Hatch, Michael Tumbers, John Lewin, Paul Acfield and John Kingsmill. I also need to thank Sharon Holmes, Tony McHarper and Isaac Holmes for showing me what courage truly is; Das Bennett, Susan Close and Beth Wearing. A special thanks to Steve May, Nigel Minge and Manuel Chrissan for putting up with me for so many years, as they did.


I pay particular tribute to the rank and file members and supporters of the Labor Party who preselected me and who supported the campaign in countless ways. I hope that I can repay the faith shown in me and the government, and I hope I can reflect and promote the values and aspirations of those of us who hold progressive ideals. Finally, I sincerely thank the people of South Australia for their trust and belief in the Labor Party. At the 18 March election, the people of South Australia expressed in no uncertain terms that they had confidence in the Rann Labor government. I am proud and honoured to serve in this government. We in the government will pursue our agenda of progressive policy and fiscal responsibility with energy and compassion for all South Australians, no matter their colour, race, gender, sexuality or religion.
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