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Adjourned debate on second reading (resumed on motion).
Mr PEDERICK ( Hammond ) ( 15:44 ): I rise to continue my remarks in relation to
the Relationships Register Bill 2016. This is one in a suite of bills, and we have just had
one introduced again on gender identity, since the last one spectacularly failed when the
Premier was not in the house. This is another bill that attempts to take out gender and
introduce provisions for everyone to be called 'person', and it changes issues around
parentage and giving access to IVF for gay couples.
Certainly, in regard to surrogacy legislation, it will entitle same-sex couples, or single
persons, to be involved in surrogacy. As I indicated before question time, I was a proud
supporter of the bill from the Hon. John Dawkins in the other place regarding surrogacy,
but he certainly did not have these amendments in the original legislation, which I
thought was good legislation in amending a wrong that was causing people to spend tens
of thousands of dollars to access surrogacy in other states. As I indicated earlier, it also
caused people to go overseas, with adverse outcomes for some who used surrogates
overseas.
I do have some concerns about revocation orders and the fact that we are not talking
about marriage but about a registered relationship. People could decide they are in and
out of a relationship, they go through the 90-day revocation period, and that is it. They
can then have another relationship and do that down the track. I guess that cuts out all
the chaos with the divorce court and everything else that can happen in a marriage
these days.
In this legislation, you can be in a registered relationship irrespective of your sex or
gender identity. We hear a lot about discrimination and equality in these debates, and
quite frankly I think a lot of these debates discriminate against the values that people
have grown up with over the years. They discriminate against the values of people who
recognise that marriage is about a man and a woman, that those partnerships are about
a man and a woman, and that family values are about raising children with a father and
a mother.
I know that is not always possible, but I also know that you have to have some ideals so
that society actually functions. Currently, there are 3,200 children in care, and I believe
there are many advances that could be made so that we do not have that number of
children in care. I think we need to try to build our society and have some higher ideals.
In this house, multiple bills have been pushed by the left on gender identity—essentially
gay marriage, which is a function of the federal parliament—at a time when we have
massive issues in this state.
We have massive issues with power supply to the state. We had 'black Wednesday' most
recently, when the whole state's power supply went out. Only this morning, I was talking
to someone involved in the mining industry who said that when they come off contract
to their power provider, on the days when electricity will cost the most they will actually
be shutting down because it is more viable for them to shut down operations and not
pay an outrageous amount for power. I have people involved in all sorts of industries in
my electorate who are expanding their interstate operations, sadly, because it costs so
darn much to operate here.

There are other issues we should be dealing with in this state. We have health issues.
EPAS, the electronic patient administration scheme, is a complete disaster. We have
spent almost $500 million and we see it implicated in a Coroner's Court hearing at the
moment where allegedly people could not get the information up on time. It is part of
the new Royal Adelaide Hospital, which is not built strong enough for paper records. I
find that outrageous when we have spent at least $2.2 billion on a hospital that has had
so many repairs it is completely out of control, and it is a new building. If I was in the
private sector and was having a shed built on my farm like this, I would absolutely be
dismayed at what was going on.
We have massive issues with child protection in this state. I indicated earlier in my
contribution that we need to be doing more to look after the children of this state and
get better outcomes, instead of having endless report after report. We should be doing
something about helping these children so that they have a better future, instead of
having poor outcomes where, sadly, some turn into quite recalcitrant people over time
or, sadly, lose their lives. We have SA Water—
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Hammond, I just need to draw your attention to
standing order 128, which is the relevance to the actual bill we are debating.
Mr PEDERICK: Yes, absolutely.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am finding it difficult to understand SA Water's relevance to
the Relationships Register Bill, and you only have a minute left, so let's get right back to
the nub.
Mr PEDERICK: No worries. Yes, thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. I refer back to the
Relationships Register Bill, which is part of a suite of legislation that we are debating,
instead of the big issues of state, like the Gillman sale debacle—
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: No, member for Hammond. I did call you to order and if you
seek to defy the ruling, I will have to confer in the next 30 seconds how we might bring
you back to the nub of the bill, which is the Relationships Register Bill.
Mr PEDERICK: Yes, I am all over it, Madam Deputy Speaker.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: No, you are not all over it.
Mr PEDERICK: Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. With the few seconds I have left, I
indicate that I will not be supporting this legislation and that we should be debating the
real things to make this state great again.

