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VOLUNTEERS, PUBLIC LIABILITY 

1089. Mr GRYLLS to the Minister for Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and 
Youth: 

Every regional school would welcome private enterprise assistance; and my question relates to another regional 
issue of great importance.  I refer to my second reading speech on the Volunteer Protection Bill yesterday, in 
which I cited the example of the Kununoppin and Districts Hospital Auxiliary being faced with a $1 000 public 
indemnity insurance bill.  I also refer to the minister’s press release, which states that the National Party’s 
legislation is flawed, and that in many cases it would deny an injured or aggrieved person any legal recourse. 

(1) Does the minister acknowledge that volunteer groups throughout the State are under immediate threat 
from the public liability crisis?  

(2) Does the minister acknowledge that she cannot have it both ways?  She cannot leave volunteers open to 
civil liability and still have the Kununoppin and Districts Hospital volunteers raising vitally needed 
funds for their community hospital.  

Ms McHALE replied: 
I thank the member for his question.  I also thank him for his attempts to work with the Government to consider 
how we might protect volunteers.   

(1) When I looked at his Bill yesterday, I noticed that the major difference between it and the Bill that has 
passed through Cabinet and was given approval to be printed is that it removes from volunteers any 
liability whatsoever but does not deal with the alleged victim’s rights to recourse.  That is a problem 
with the Bill.  However, I am happy to work with the member to consider how we can bring about a 
common position on the legislation.  I do not think a good Bill removes the possibility for somebody 
who is injured to have any recourse whatsoever.  There may be some vicarious liability, but the reality 
is that the Bill removes that recourse by removing the liability of the volunteers.  We will have 
problems with that element of the legislation.  The legislation introduced yesterday is an attempt to deal 
with the situation. 

(2) We have developed a comprehensive plan of which only a small part is volunteer protection legislation.  
I have said previously when we had the debate under the matter of public importance that legislation 
protecting volunteers will not of itself deal with the matter of premiums.  Other action is needed.  
Through the Deputy Premier, the Minister for Racing and Gaming and the Attorney General, the 
Government will examine other elements of legislation that we can introduce into the House.  I 
commend the member for Merredin for his attempts; however, there are difficulties with his Bill.  The 
issue of liability is one matter but there are other issues about exemptions that must take into account 
the Department of Conservation and Land Management rangers, Fire and Emergency Services 
Authority personnel and others.  More thought must be given to the Bill.  However, as a principle, I 
commend the member.  Although there are problems with the Bill, it raises the issue.  We have spoken 
before in this House about volunteer groups.  Ministers and their departments are working with 
volunteer groups.  For example, the Minister for Police is working with her department in relation to 
police and citizens youth centres.  We will introduce volunteer protection legislation that has been 
considered and that will deal with some of the unintended consequences of the South Australian Bill.   

 


