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LIQUOR AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 

Mr KRAUSE (Beaudesert—LNP) (3.09 pm): In rising to speak to the Liquor and Other Legislation 
Amendment Bill, I take a moment to reflect on the statement made a few minutes ago by the member 
for Callide, announcing that he will not be contesting the next election. The member for Callide has 
been a large figure in conservative politics in Queensland for the past 20-odd years. I put on the record 
my gratitude to him for the role he played in the term of government between 2012 and 2015. In 
particular, I mention the reforms that were driven by him, the member for Hinchinbrook and the then 
premier in the gas sector, particularly the creation of the GasFields Commission as a device to 
rebalance the ledger between landholders and gas companies.  

I also mention the strong position that he took, at my urging and with the support of the member 
for Hinchinbrook and the former premier, to stop the expansion of the coal seam gas industry in the 
Scenic Rim. I know that he stood very strong in the face of a lot of opposition from the industry and 
maintained that position. It is something that my electorate and I are very grateful for. We made a call 
that our country people and our country towns were not the right place for the coal seam gas industry 
and the member for Callide stood shoulder to shoulder with us in that decision, the whole way. 
Therefore, I pay tribute to him. We will miss him in this place.  

The Liquor and Other Legislation Amendment Bill is the saga of the lockout laws. That saga 
reflects everything that this government has touched: it destroys confidence, if it makes a decision it 
makes the wrong decision and it fails to have any real conviction or backbone. The lockout law backflip 
reminds me of the time when Kevin Rudd stood up and said that climate change was the greatest moral 
challenge of our time. He extolled the carbon tax or the emissions trading scheme, as those on the left 
and the greens like to call it because they do not like to admit that it is actually a tax, as the ultimate 
way to save the world. Of course, it was not and several months later then prime minister Kevin Rudd 
dumped the ETS in a fit of panic about an electoral backlash.  

Similarly, about a year ago in a second reading speech, the Attorney-General and member for 
Redcliffe said words to the effect that in nine years in federal and state parliaments she had never seen 
a bill, a big portion of which was about lockouts, backed up by so much research. We were told that 
paper after paper supported the case for their package, including lockouts, and that we had to have 
lockouts. They said that the evidence was in and that the research backed it up. However, the 
government is now repealing the lockout laws that, just 12 months ago, they professed were such an 
important thing to do, backed up by research.  

An opposition member: An inconvenient truth. 

Mr KRAUSE: We support the repeal, but we never wanted the lockouts in the first place. We 
have consistently opposed that element of the law, because we knew that the evidence does not 
support them. We knew that the industry did want them and did not need them. We knew that a 
one-size-fits-all approach to managing entertainment precincts was not the way to go. We listened to 
precincts such as that in Cairns, which had successfully managed its own affairs in entertainment 
precincts for many years. They told us that it would be job destroying.  
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Mr Costigan: That came from the Labor councillor, Richie Bates.  

Mr KRAUSE: I take that interjection. When we had a committee hearing in Cairns just over 12 
months ago, not a single witness came to support the government, because everyone knew that it was 
not the right approach to take. While I am sure that many people welcome the lockout repeal, such as 
the Cairns safe night precinct group, why did not the government listen and save everyone the past 12 
months of uncertainty, along with the waste of time, money and investment possibilities? I feel sorry for 
the businesses that have been affected by this. I feel sorry for the employees who have lost hours. We 
have heard from Cairns and other places that people have lost hours. We hear a lot from members 
opposite about people losing income, but we did not hear much from them when people were losing 
income because they were shutting down businesses. We did not hear that then.  

As an honourable member just said, there is an inconvenient truth, which is that lockouts were 
never ever backed by research, but they had made an election commitment. Do members know who 
else I also feel sorry for? I feel sorry for the member for Stafford because, whilst some of his colleagues 
might be pretty good at performing backflips, he comes from a different profession and I am not sure 
that he is very good at backflips. He has been looking very uncomfortable and sheepish about the 
decision being taken today, because he came into this place for lockouts. He has been done over. I 
also feel sorry for Professor Najman from the Queensland Coalition for Action on Alcohol. In January 
2014, Professor Najman stood with the current Premier and said that lockouts are the way to go and 
she said, ‘That’s what we are going to do’. He has been done over, too. I feel sorry for him. He has 
been made to look like a fool. Twelve months ago members opposite said that his research was the 
way to go and they have just repudiated him. One has to feel sorry for Professor Najman. The 
government has walked away from its election commitment. It is simply flapping in the wind. It is not 
truly committed to anything other than its own retention of power and its dithering backflip on this issue 
shows that.  

There are a number of issues that I want to touch on in this debate, one of which is the changes 
to the temporary extended hours permits. From certain members of the government we have heard a 
lot about how businesses have been rorting this system. That is a load of rubbish. The government 
legislated a system for people to extend their trading hours. Licensees made application to the Office 
of Liquor and Gaming Regulation to extend their trading hours. The OLGR approved that extension of 
trading hours, yet somehow that is a rort by business. That is complete bunkum. We need to put that 
on the record, because people are entitled to run their business in accordance with the law, which is 
exactly what they have done. The law might have been wrongly framed, but that is the fault of the 
government and not business. We see this all the time: no-one in the government ever takes 
responsibility for the stuff-ups that they cause in office.  

We will be opposing the proposal to reduce the number of permits from 12 to six, particularly 
because it is retrospective. As the member for Kawana said yesterday, even though this bill has been 
introduced and we are now debating its second reading, the Office of Liquor and Gaming Regulation is 
still approving extended permits. Who is running the government? Clearly the Attorney-General is not 
getting the message through to the OLGR, because they are still doing something that she is about to 
abolish. From start to finish the saga of the lockout laws has been a shambles that will continue into the 
future, as there are other elements of the liquor legislation introduced last year that still have hairs on 
it. I am referring in particular to the ban on rapid intoxication drinks and the very blurry lines that have 
been drawn around exemptions to that ban.  

I want to highlight the huge hypocrisy and backflip of the government on a couple of other issues. 
Throughout the debate, we have said that lockouts would put people in danger, particularly young 
women. A woman who is separated from friends or family and is unable to re-enter a licensed premises 
could be placed in danger as a result of a lockout. This concern was highlighted by the Premier. She 
picked up on this concern in the media earlier this year. It was printed in the Courier-Mail, I believe. Yet, 
we have been making this case for 12 months. In November I stood in this place—in fact, in the member 
for Chatsworth’s seat—in a debate on a motion and said that this was one of the reasons the lockout 
laws needed to be repealed. Those opposite still voted in that debate to keep them. What has changed 
now?  

Dr Lynham: The evidence of a six-month trial; that is what changed. 

Mr KRAUSE: All that has changed is that the member for Brisbane Central and a couple of other 
members are getting cold feet about the electoral backlash that could be coming their way because of 
their poorly thought out, ill-conceived and, frankly, disastrously implemented policy.  

Mr Minnikin: Flawed.  

Mr KRAUSE: Flawed indeed, member for Chatsworth. It is a very flawed policy.  

Dr Lynham interjected.  
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Mr KRAUSE: I take the member for Stafford’s interjection. There is years of research from 
Professor Najman that those opposite held up as the gospel truth. They are repudiating it. They are 
withdrawing the lockouts. They are repudiating it.  

The opposition has had a consistent policy in this sphere. We implemented the safe night precinct 
when we were in government. That is one of the reasons, in places like Cairns, Fortitude Valley and 
other precincts around the state, the incidence of violence and disorderly conduct has been managed 
in a good way. The irony is not lost on any of us that with this repeal of the lockouts today the Labor 
Party’s policy in the liquor licensing field is almost exactly the same as that of the LNP. It has just taken 
them 2½ or maybe three years to come around. They have cost hundreds of jobs and thousands and 
thousands of dollars of lost income for businesses and lost opportunities. They have finally come around 
to the point where we were 2½ years ago.  

I support the repeal of the lockout laws. There are other elements that we do not support. Finally, 
like the no-body no-parole policy that the police minister is implementing and like the dob-in-a-dealer 
strategy that the police minister is implementing, it is great to see the Labor Party adopting another LNP 
policy. 

 


