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PENALTIES AND SENTENCES (DRUG AND ALCOHOL TREATMENT ORDERS) 
AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 

Mr KRAUSE (Beaudesert—LNP) (3.48 pm): In making a contribution to the debate on this bill, I 
echo and reflect on the comments made by the member for Mansfield and the member for Currumbin. 
I thank the committee secretariat for its work on this inquiry and my fellow committee members. We 
have been an extremely busy committee this term, probably the busiest of the parliament. We have 
been able to reach a decision on every bill that has come before us to report on. For the most part, we 
have done that in a very collegial manner—for the most part.  

As the member for Mansfield said, we will not be opposing this bill. I want to reflect on a couple 
of aspects of the bill. I would like to speak briefly about the policy initiative to amend the Evidence Act 
1977 to prevent a self-represented accused from cross-examining an alleged victim in a proceeding for 
an offence of choking, suffocation or strangulation in a domestic setting. Obviously, this is a matter 
related to domestic violence.  

I think it is appropriate that that amendment is contained in this bill. As far as I can tell from what 
I have seen, read and heard during various inquiries in this term of parliament and others, in many 
instances of domestic violence there is a drug and alcohol addiction involved. It is quite appropriate for 
that provision to be included in this bill.  

This provision is outside the usual criminal procedure. People who represent themselves are 
entitled to cross-examine all witnesses regardless of who they are—probably with some exceptions in 
the family law scenario. It is outside the usual criminal law procedure because we recognise that 
domestic violence, particularly where drug and alcohol addiction is involved, is very specific in nature. 
Where things are different in nature they need to be dealt with differently under the law. There are other 
examples where matters involving domestic violence, which, as I said, often involves drug and alcohol 
addiction, should be treated separately under the law. There are other examples of that in other 
jurisdictions and in our jurisdiction now as well.  

I have said on many occasions before that this House and the government, whoever is in 
government, should go a little further and follow the United Kingdom example of legislating for a specific 
domestic violence offence. I know it is not easy to draft these things sometimes, but it is a matter of 
treating different things differently. Domestic violence is certainly one of those things that we need to 
look at in that respect.  

The other issue I wanted to raise—and I note the comments made by the member for Mansfield 
around this—is the cost of implementation of this scheme. Whilst I do not intend to go back over that 
ground totally, it is worthwhile noting in this debate that I represent an area that has a courthouse—the 
Beaudesert courthouse. No doubt a lot of offenders are brought before it on drug and alcohol matters. 
If this bill is passed here today it is possible that those people could be dealt with under the orders 
contemplated in this bill.  
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I again take this opportunity to highlight the need for improvements to that courthouse, particularly 
given we are talking about these types of offences. As I have said previously, the interaction between 
drug and alcohol matters and domestic violence matters, as well as other matters, is well documented. 
At the Beaudesert courthouse there are inadequate physical facilities and this presents real issues 
when it comes to dealing with domestic violence matters. Witnesses can feel intimidated and threatened 
about giving evidence in court. While the provision in this bill to change the Evidence Act is a good 
provision, we also need to make sure that in courthouses up and down the state, including in 
Beaudesert, there are adequate physical facilities in place to deal with specific scenarios. In Beaudesert 
there is no separation between witnesses and the accused. There are no waiting facilities. People wait 
outside on the street all together.  

I come back to the member for Mansfield’s comments about the cost of implementing this 
scheme. When we have scarce resources the resources should be allocated in a manner that does not 
merely reinvent previous policies and work that has already been undertaken but allocates them to 
improving facilities on the ground in places like Beaudesert where there is clearly a need. I know that 
the Attorney-General has acknowledged in other debates the need for improving those facilities.  

In concluding my remarks I reiterate the comments I made about the Evidence Act amendments 
to prevent self-represented accused from examining alleged victims in those proceedings. The 
opposition will not be opposing this bill this afternoon. 

 


