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THURSDAY, 6 AUGUST 1998
          

Mr SPEAKER (Hon. R. K. Hollis, Redcliffe)
read prayers and took the chair at 9.30 a.m.

PAPER
The following paper was laid on the

table—
Minister for Environment and Heritage and
Minister for Natural Resources (Mr Welford)—

First Interim Report of the Panel
Assessment Study for the period 13
February 1998 to 12 August 1998.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Crime Commission

Hon. P. D. BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—
ALP) (Premier) (9.32 a.m.), by leave: On the
front page of today's Courier-Mail there is a
claim that the Queensland Crime Commission
seeks a 50% funding boost to $4.6m so that it
can fight paedophilia and organised crime over
the next year. While the deliberations of the
Cabinet Budget Review Committee remain
confidential, I can confirm that the commission
has sought an increase of more than 50% in
its budget for the 1998-99 financial year.

As honourable members will recall, I
opposed—and the Opposition opposed—the
creation of the Crime Commission in its
present structure for two important reasons.
First, I believed that the establishment of a
stand-alone Crime Commission diminished the
role and authority of the Criminal Justice
Commission, which has withstood the twin
tests of time and politics and, therefore,
warranted more resources, not fewer.
Second—and this is the crux of the issue—I
believed that the establishment of the Crime
Commission would lead to unnecessary
duplication of administrative staff and,
therefore, unnecessary costs.

The submission to the Cabinet Budget
Review Committee for extra funding confirms
my worst fears. In its first year of operation the
Crime Commission had an allocated budget of
$1m. But this had reached $1.35m by the end
of the year. Much of the increase was needed
to cover higher than expected establishment
costs—some may say one-off costs—such as
motor vehicles, computers, office equipment,
furniture and a security system. There is some
suggestion that staff are being paid very high
salaries. But in the second year, and with the
establishment expenses already met, the

commission says that its operating costs will be
higher still.

For the benefit of honourable members, I
can reveal that the current operating budget
for the commission for the 1998-99 financial
year is $3m a year. But the commission is
seeking a further $1.6m—an increase of more
than 53% on the funds allocated in the final
Budget of the Borbidge/Sheldon Government.
I am advised by Treasury that the previous
Government indicated that the budget would
be $3m and that would be it. I find it an
extraordinary request for such a large increase,
considering the fact that the previous
Government's Budget was only presented to
this Parliament in May. The previous
Government said that the total budget for the
Crime Commission was going to be $3m and
no more, which seemed to me to be very fair.
As I said, Treasury has confirmed that advice
to me, and I agree with the previous
Government.

Before I am denounced by honourable
members opposite and editorial writers, let me
reassure this House that I am firmly committed
to the fight against crime and all its
manifestations, especially paedophilia and
organised crime. As a father, I am particularly
determined that the fight against paedophilia
will be unrelenting. I am about catching crooks,
not about analysing them. My concern is that
we seem to have all these crime-fighting
organisations basically given overlapping
responsibilities to fight organised crime and
paedophilia. What we need are bodies that
actively tackle crime, not talk about it.
Taxpayers' money should not be wasted on
bureaucracy; it should be spent on catching
criminals—money going into investigations, not
bureaucracy. What we have at the moment is
a Criminal Justice Commission, the Crime
Commission, the Parliamentary Commissioner,
the Children's Commissioner and the police.
We even have the Federal Police involved in
some of these matters. I am concerned that
these crime-fighting agencies occasionally
announce that they are going to investigate
matters just to put pressure on Governments
to allocate funds—pressure on both sides of
politics. No doubt the Courier-Mail and other
organisations will be put in that position again,
as they have been in the past.

Mr Borbidge: It's not new.

Mr BEATTIE: Of course it is not new. The
member faced the same pressure. We are
getting it again. I am saying that enough is
enough. Let us get this money into
investigations instead of bureaucracy. Yet they
rarely deliver with people in the dock charged
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with an offence. I want people in the dock
charged with offences, not simply more
bureaucracy.

I put these organisations on notice today.
The taxpayers of Queensland have had
enough of their talk of new investigations and
cracking down on organised crime or
paedophilia. We want results. I will not play
any role in diminishing the powers of the CJC
or behaving in a way which is detrimental to
these investigations. But as the Premier of a
Government committed to disciplined financial
management, I will not tolerate any waste of
taxpayers' money. Every dollar that goes into
bureaucracy in these organisations is money
not spent in schools or in hospitals. I therefore
give this pledge. The Cabinet Budget Review
Committee will weigh up the community
benefit and the cost before making its final
decision on the request by the Crime
Commission for extra funding, and we will not
be pressured by media reports which suggest
that it deserves additional funding when that
cannot be substantiated.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Chevron Gas Pipeline

Hon. P. D. BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—
ALP) (Premier) (9.37 a.m.), by leave: In this
House yesterday, the member for Toowoomba
South inferred that the Labor Government was
favouring the Chevron gas pipeline project at
the expense of the north-west mineral
province. At the time I placed on record my
Government's commitment to do everything
possible to ensure that the gas pipeline project
proceeds and generates 2,500 jobs for
Queenslanders. Today I wish to briefly outline
my Government's strategy for the north-west
mineral province, recognised as one of the
world's great mining regions.

Honourable members will remember that
it was the previous Labor Government that
had the foresight to coordinate the
development of this great mining region. It was
the Labor Government that set in train the
provision of vital infrastructure, such as the gas
pipeline from the State's south-west to Mount
Isa. It was the Labor Government that initiated
the upgrading of rail lines to the coast and port
facilities at Townsville. During the past two
years, however, the region has marked time,
as the previous Government displayed a
remarkable lack of vision, drive or leadership. It
can try to blame native title, it can try to blame
metal prices, and it can even try to blame
hard-nosed mining company executives, but it
was a lack of Government direction.

The shame of the lost opportunities and
lost jobs rests solely with the previous
Government. My Government, as a can-do
Government, will reignite the north-west
mineral province. We will tackle the issues
head on. We will ensure that the necessary
infrastructure is provided. We will get the
mining companies, the pastoralists and the
Aboriginal landowners together at the same
table to work out land claims. I have already
begun that process.

Importantly, we will ensure that jobs—real
jobs—are created throughout the north-west
and throughout the State. As a demonstration
of my Government's commitment to the region
I will again visit the north-west next week. That
will include an inspection of the Ernest Henry
copper/gold mine near Cloncurry. The mine is
a clear demonstration of the dual benefits that
are flowing to the north-west as a result of
Labor's foresight in planning and commitment.
Firstly, there are the jobs at the mine; and,
secondly, there is the infrastructure that
benefits local residents of the region. In the
case of Cloncurry, that includes the upgrading
of the town's airstrip. Although some people
may see that event as of little consequence, I
can assure them the people of Cloncurry are
justifiably excited by the opportunities that the
new airstrip will bring to their region. 

Honourable members may also be
interested to learn that the work is well
advanced in many of the other major projects
in the north-west, including the fertiliser plant at
Phosphate Hill south of Cloncurry. Total
investment by WMC in that project alone is
$700m, generating 600 construction jobs and
250 full-time jobs at the plant once it is
completed. As well, WMC is building a sulfur
acid plant at Mount Isa that will reduce sulfur
dioxide exhaust emissions at the Mount Isa
plant by 80%. The sulfur acid will be used in
the WMC fertiliser operation at Phosphate Hill.
Some additional acid will be used in the Sun
Metal zinc refinery in Townsville. 

I also wish to inform the House today that
the Government is close to finalising an
agreement with WMC to provide infrastructure
of $24m to the WMC operations. That includes
$6m for roads, $8m for site works, $2m for the
airstrip upgrade, $2m for rail siding works and
$6m for water and power facilities at the Mount
Isa acid plant. The investment by WMC would
never have been made without Labor's
commitment to the gas pipeline from the
south-west to the region. Now Labor will
ensure that the job is completed. The
honourable member for Toowoomba South
asked me to give a commitment to the north-
west minerals province. I am happy to do so
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today based on what I said to the House. The
only pity is that his colleagues in the former
coalition Government failed to do the same.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Goods and Services Tax

Hon. M. J. FOLEY (Yeronga—ALP)
(Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and
Minister for The Arts) (9.41 a.m.), by leave: I
wish to draw to the attention of the House a
serious threat to the jobs and job security of
the 54,000 people employed in the
Queensland arts industry and leisure-related
sector, namely, the impact of the goods and
services tax proposed by the Federal coalition
Government. A meeting of arts industry
representatives at the Metro Arts complex in
Brisbane last Friday, 31 July heard that reports
by KPMG and other respected analysts
indicate that a GST would cause job and
revenue losses to the arts industry and rising
costs to the arts consumer. KPMG's report
"Taxation reform and the arts", released on 25
March this year, predicted that a 12.5% GST
would result in a 3.4% fall in arts business and
job losses for 6% of workers in the arts
industry. 

Opposition members interjected. 

Mr FOLEY: Members opposite may not
care about jobs in the arts industry, but this
Government does.

Mr Brian Tucker, arts accountant, told the
meeting he predicted a 10% rise in admission
costs to a wide range of cultural and
recreational activities. The likely timing of the
GST would also be disastrous for the arts,
coinciding as it probably would with the
Olympic Games and the centenary of
Federation when competition for the arts dollar
is at its fiercest. OECD studies have pointed
out that the cost of administering a GST is 30
times higher for small businesses than for
large businesses—a disaster for arts
businesses, most of which are small. 

A GST is also likely to result in a loss of
sponsorship as companies cut costs to offset a
GST. Econtech modelling reported in the
Business Review Weekly of 18 May indicates
that the cultural and recreational services
sector is one of the three areas likely to be
worst hit by the introduction of a GST.
Regional Queensland's developing arts
industry will feel the impact of a GST very
badly. Every book and work of art, including
Aboriginal art, would cost more with a GST.
There would be immediate loss of sales, of
jobs and of cultural tourism revenue. That

would hurt ordinary Queenslanders as well as
artists, art galleries, authors, publishers, book
sellers and everyone associated with these
industries. The flow-on would be disastrous.

At the hip pocket, the price of tickets to
movies, concerts, theatre and dance would
immediately all rise. On the industry side, the
costs of production, set building, costumes,
exhibitions and art production would balloon,
forcing artists and performers out of jobs and
closing down many art businesses.
Unemployment would rise as arts revenue
came down—a double whammy. I urge all
honourable members to do all in their power to
resist the introduction of the proposed GST. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Cutaneous Anthrax
Hon. W. M. EDMOND (Mount Coot-tha—

ALP) (Minister for Health) (9.44 a.m.), by leave:
Queensland Health is investigating a case of
cutaneous anthrax in a young adult male. I
stress that the case shows no identifiable link
to animals. The young male labourer was
admitted to the Princess Alexandra Hospital on
18 July 1998 with the diagnosis of cellulitis. On
28 July, the Brisbane Southside Public Health
Unit was notified of the diagnosis of cutaneous
anthrax, or skin anthrax. The patient has not
been exposed to animals. Other sources, such
as exposure to cotton bales, fertiliser, Rugby
football and home environments are being
investigated. 

Single sporadic cases of the infection
occur from time to time, and cutaneous
anthrax is the most common form of the
infection. It usually enters the body through a
small cut or scratch, and is readily treated
when detected early. It is extremely rare for
humans to be infected by cutaneous anthrax.
In fact, this is the first case to be notified in
Queensland in more than 50 years. It cannot
be transmitted from human to human, and
Queensland Health assesses no risk to the
public. Anthrax occurs worldwide, commonly in
animals such as sheep, goats and cattle.
Officers of the Division of Workplace Health
and Safety, DPI and Queensland Health are
investigating the source of the infection.
Anthrax spores are highly resistant to heat and
desiccation, so it is often very difficult to trace
the source of infection for sporadic cases such
as this. The spores can live in the ground for
many, many years. In the meantime, the
young man is being treated at the Princess
Alexandra Hospital and is doing well. I repeat:
there is no evidence of risk to the public or
livestock from this isolated case.
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Electricity Industry

Hon. T. McGRADY (Mount Isa—ALP)
(Minister for Mines and Energy and Minister
Assisting the Deputy Premier on Regional
Development) (9.46 a.m.), by leave:
Queensland's prosperity has been built, in
part, on the existence of a world-class
electricity industry capable of supplying low-
cost and reliable power to resource
development projects, industry and the wider
community. The Government wishes to ensure
that the electricity industry continues to
maintain its high standards as a reliable,
efficient and low-cost provider of power.

Mr Speaker, as you know, during the
election campaign we announced that there
would not be any privatisation of Queensland's
electricity industry. I want to reaffirm in the
strongest terms that the Government has no
intention of privatising any of the Government-
owned electricity corporations. Unlike the
Victorian Government, the Queensland
Government has no need to sell the family
silver. We regard the industry as an important
community asset, one that should remain in
public ownership.

Turning to the structure of the electricity
industry, I have long been concerned that the
current structure is cumbersome and unwieldy
and represents an obstacle to efficient
management and operation. There are
currently 13 separate Government-owned
corporations plus two major retailing
subsidiaries reporting to the two shareholding
Ministers. This clearly needs to be addressed
and a more efficient and manageable
structure put in place. In this regard, a number
of options are under active consideration by
the Government. We will ensure that the
structure adopted will provide reliable low-cost
supply to Queensland consumers, will take
advantage of opportunities as Queensland
joins the national market and will provide a
sound platform for these businesses to grow
and create wealth for all Queenslanders.

Interconnection with the New South
Wales electricity grid is an important
component of Queensland's future electricity
supply strategy. Not only will the
interconnection facilitate competition but it will
also provide additional reserve supply margin
to the Queensland system.

For these reasons it is important that the
interconnector is operational as soon as
possible. To this end, I have asked Powerlink
to work with its New South Wales counterpart
to accelerate the construction phase of the
project to achieve completion in early 2001.

This would take up to nine months off the
scheduled construction time.

The previous Government had locked into
a policy of total reliance on market forces to
dictate the pace and shape of energy
infrastructure development in Queensland.
This has clearly been unsuccessful as
witnessed by the difficulties with the Callide
and Townsville power station projects and the
related PNG gas pipeline development. This
Government believes that a more strategic
focus needs to be introduced into the
development of energy infrastructure in
Queensland—one that recognises
Queensland's State and regional development
imperatives.

To this end, this Government will prepare
and implement an integrated energy
development strategy for Queensland. The
strategy's focus will be on ensuring that
provision of energy infrastructure will provide
both for the needs of existing industries as well
as acting as a catalyst for new industrial
development. This new, more integrated
approach will be of considerable benefit to
potential investors in resource development
projects throughout our State.

Reliability of supply is the highest priority
for this Government. We want to ensure that
the lights stay on in Queensland. Upon coming
to Government, one of my first concerns was
to examine the current and future
maintenance schedules of the Government
owned generators to ensure that they are
adequate. To this end, I have established a
task force, headed by Mr Ron McGuigan,
former chief executive officer of CS Energy,
and Mr Dick Williams of the Communications,
Electrical and Plumbing Union to provide
independent technical advice to the
Government on the issue. As a former CEO of
one of the generation corporations, Ron is
uniquely placed to provide us with advice on
the generators, while Dick Williams will ensure
that electricity industry workers are also able to
have input into the work of the task force. This
task force will report to me by October. Action
on their recommendations will be taken
immediately to ensure that we do not have
simultaneous breakdowns in four power
stations as happened earlier this year. I am
also writing to the boards of each generating
corporation directing them to clear all
maintenance backlogs which could jeopardise
the efficient operation of the generating units
in the coming summer.

As the House may be aware, the
Queensland Electricity Reform Unit was
established in 1996 to oversee the introduction
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of the national electricity market and the
restructuring of the Queensland electricity
industry. Its role is due to finish in December of
this year and it is expected that the majority of
its tasks will have been completed by then.

The electricity industry and energy
infrastructure in general plays a vital part in the
State's economic development. Accordingly,
this Government is determined to ensure that
development of energy infrastructure in
Queensland meets the economic and regional
development imperatives. This will be achieved
through ensuring that energy policy provides
for the needs of existing industries as well as
acting as a catalyst for new industrial
development. This new, more integrated
approach will be of considerable benefit to this
State.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Leading Schools Program

Hon. D. M. WELLS (Murrumba—ALP)
(Minister for Education) (9.52 a.m.), by leave:
During my first week as Minister for Education,
I visited Calamvale Special School, which was
a Phase 2 Leading School designated as such
by the Education Department, presided over at
the time by the member for Merrimac. I table a
list of special schools provided to me by the
department, indicating that Calamvale Special
School was a Phase 2 Leading School. 

The designation of Phase 2 Leading
Schools began at a very early time. I table the
form letter dated 4 December 1997 which
advised a large number of Phase 2 Leading
Schools that they had been accepted into the
Leading Schools program. Acceptance
entailed eligibility to participate in programs of
professional development for Phase 2 Leading
Schools only, and these were held under the
previous Government. Phase 2 Leading
Schools had a legal and institutional status
different from that of excluded schools and it
gave those schools the opportunity to make
investments in the confidence that sums of
money promised to Phase 2 Leading Schools
in the enterprise bargain agreement would be
forthcoming. 

I pay tribute to the staff of Calamvale
Special School, one of whom described to me
in moving detail the circumstances I referred to
the other day, and the parents who took part
in the process of that school becoming
accredited as a Leading School. Calamvale is
not in a socioeconomically privileged area and
it takes special efforts for parents of special
students, whose parental responsibilities are

more pressing than those of other parents, to
jump through the hoops required for their
school to become a Leading School.

There were many school communities,
however, who lost out. I table the letter which
went to them. Again, this was dated as early
as 4 December 1997. Among special schools,
those which did not have the status of Leading
Schools and which were not able to anticipate
the legal and institutional advantages of
Leading Schools included Royal Children's
Hospital Special School, Mundingburra Special
School, Red Hill Special School, Inala Special
School, Claremont Special School,
Mudgeeraba Special School, Montrose
Special School, Gympie Special School,
Logan City Special School, Toowoomba West
Special School, Aspley Special School, Woody
Point Special School, Redland District Special
School, Nambour Special School, Clifford Park
Special School, Aitkenvale Special School,
Geebung Special School, Kuraby Special
School, Bundaberg Special School, Mount
Ommaney Special School, Ipswich Special
School, Currimundi Special School,
Maryborough Special School, Mitchelton
Special School, Kewarra Special School,
Tennyson Special School, Ipswich West
Special School and Xavier Special School.

It really is the case, as I said to the House
the other day, that the hard edge of Leading
Schools was that one little special school child
would get a benefit and another would not. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Public Housing Rental Rates

Hon. R. E. SCHWARTEN (Rockhampton—
ALP) (Minister for Public Works and Minister for
Housing) (9.55 a.m.), by leave: I want to draw
to the attention of honourable members and
tenants of public housing in Queensland an
issue raised with me by the member for
Nudgee, who received a complaint recently
from a public housing tenant who had been
telephoned by a salesperson claiming to be
employed by a large home building firm. The
tenant was asked whether he was interested in
buying a home through the building company.
The tenant told the caller he was not
interested because he was in public rental and
intended to remain so. The caller then told the
tenant that all public housing rental rates
would soon rise to market rates and asked
whether the tenant had received a letter from
the Department of Housing to that effect. It is
suggested that this line of approach was taken
in an effort to have the tenant reconsider his
decision not to become a home buyer.
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The facts of the matter are that the
department's rent policy is reviewed from time
to time, but no such review is under way at
present. The department has not initiated any
communications with tenants regarding
changes in rents. Rent levels are based on a
percentage of income—between 21% and
25%—up to a maximum of the market rent of
an individual property. Only slightly more than
5% of public housing tenants pay market
rental.

This morning I phoned the principal of the
building company involved, who assured me
that the company did not endorse such
misleading statements. Nevertheless, I take
this opportunity to warn all tenants of public
housing not to be taken in by such
approaches. I also want to warn building
companies—and telemarketers in general—
that I will not tolerate misrepresentation of
Department of Housing policies in an effort to
make a quick and easy sale. 

In the interests of fairness, on this
occasion I do not intend to name the company
involved in the recent complaint, since
telephone canvassers do not always reflect the
attitude and standards of management.
However, persistent complaints of this nature
will easily change my mind on that score.
There should be no doubt about that.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Goondiwindi Floods

Hon. M. ROSE (Currumbin—ALP)
(Minister for Emergency Services) (9.58 a.m.),
by leave: As floodwaters bore down on the
Goondiwindi district last week, the Department
of Emergency Services swung into action. The
Department's Squirrel helicopter and the fixed-
wing King Air aircraft were dispatched to the
region, carrying disaster managers and 1,000
sandbags. The helicopter remained in the
flood zone until the danger passed. It was on
stand-by for medical evacuations and search
and rescue tasks in the
Goondiwindi/Inglewood areas. It also
completed a range of tasks, including highway
and road reconnaissance, visited isolated
homesteads and allowed inspections of flood
damage. Heavy rain inundated a wide area,
resulting in major flooding and road closures.
While there was no serious flooding of towns,
many isolated properties were cut off. 

Last Thursday, I activated
Commonwealth/State Natural Disaster Relief
Arrangements for the area. The arrangements
enable primary producers who have suffered
substantial losses to apply for concessional

loans, cover counter-disaster operational costs
incurred by the local government and enable
restoration of damaged public assets. The
move has been widely applauded by the
councils concerned. Floods can be devastating
for communities and councils. Government
funding helps ease the personal and financial
pain. 

I am happy to report that floodwaters are
now receding across the south-west, although
flood warnings remain current for the McIntyre,
Weir, Bulloo, Paroo and Moonie Rivers and
their tributaries and a number of properties are
likely to remain isolated for some time. While
the flood threat is all but over, damage to
roads and other property is still being
assessed. There will be a big repair bill, which
will be helped by swift Government action. 

The Goondiwindi region flood was the first
in the term of this Government; it will not be
the last, with the end of the El Nino and the
advent of the La Nina and the certainty of a
return to traditional wet seasons. The
Government took swift and effective action to
help flood-affected communities—people in
need. This really is a Government for all of
Queensland.

NOTICE OF MOTION 

Private Members' Bills

Mr BEANLAND (Indooroopilly—LP)
(10 a.m.): I give notice that I will move—

"That consistent with the Premier's
commitment to the Member for Nicklin
dated 25 June 1998 in relation to Private
Members' Bills, to allow adequate
opportunity for their debate, that there be
a new Sessional Order to enable a Bill
introduced by a Member, who is not a
Minister of the Crown and which has laid
upon the Table of the House for a period
exceeding 60 days and has not passed
all stages, that Bill will be brought on for
debate on the following sitting
Wednesday evening.

The House will continue to sit on the
following Wednesday and if the Bill has
not been finalised, further consideration of
the Bill will take precedence over
Government business on subsequent
sitting days until the Bill has been
finalised.

On those Wednesdays the House will
break for dinner between 7pm and
8.30pm with the adjournment being
moved at 11pm followed by a 30-minute
adjournment debate."
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PUBLIC SERVICE AMENDMENT BILL
Hon. R. E. BORBIDGE (Surfers

Paradise—NPA) (Leader of the Opposition)
(10 a.m.), by leave, without notice: I move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act to limit the term of
appointment of chief executives of
government departments."

Motion agreed to.

First Reading

Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and
Bill, on motion of Mr Borbidge, read a first
time.

Second Reading

Hon. R. E. BORBIDGE (Surfers
Paradise—NPA) (Leader of the Opposition)
(10.01 a.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."
Mr Fouras interjected. 

Mr BORBIDGE: In response to the
member for Ashgrove, this legislation merely
enshrines the policy that was in place under
the previous Government and which was
endorsed by the then Leader of the
Opposition. The Public Service Amendment
Bill is designed to give legislative effect to a
provision of Government that all of us in
Parliament and every Queensland taxpayer
should support. It reflects the previously stated
position of both the Government and the
Opposition. 

Unlike five-year contracts, public service
appointments for the term of the Government
reflect the reality of politics and of
parliamentary and Executive control of
Government. Difficulties alleged to be
associated with this short tenure—difficulties
which actually would seem to be more a
matter of something organic to the
organisation of parliamentary Government and
thus something to be managed rather than
removed—are not properly the subject of this
Bill or of this debate. The question of market
rate salary packages for the best available
brains is separate from the deliberations this
Bill invites. It may be that Public Service chief
executives should be paid more. That is a
matter for the Executive.

The Public Service Amendment Bill
recognises the facts of political life. It legislates
for termination of essentially political
appointments at the top of the Public Service
co-incident with the departure from office of

the Premier, by whose gift chief executives are
appointed. It will over time, provided the
political leaders involved in these decisions
play the game properly and by the rules,
resolve the issue of the expense incurred by
incoming Governments in acquiring new chief
executives acceptable to the incoming
Premier.

It is widely recognised that many Public
Service chief executive appointments—we are
seeing this under this Government—are de
facto political appointments. As such, for the
most part these appointees should leave their
jobs along with the Government they were
recruited to serve, unless an incoming
Government decides otherwise. They should
not be the beneficiaries of publicly funded five-
year contracts that exceed the life of even the
most secure of Governments in this State,
where parliamentary terms are a maximum of
three years. Such contracts are rightly seen by
the electorate as mechanisms by which top
level appointees can be provided with highly
profitable residual pay-outs when the
Government changes. They are an imposition
on the public purse that cannot and should not
be justified. 

The Public Service Amendment Bill
provides for the scrapping of section 53(4)(a)
of the Public Service Act 1996, under which
appointments of chief executives can be made
for a period not longer than five years. 

Mr Beattie interjected. 

Mr BORBIDGE: I remind the Premier that
the previous coalition Government appointed
chief executives for the life of the Government,
a policy that the Premier when Leader of the
Opposition endorsed and said he would
honour. He said this as recently as June of this
year in a statement of Labor Party policy to the
public sector unions in this State. 

The Bill replaces this provision with a
clause that from 26 June 1998, the date the
Government changed after the State
election—this is in accordance with the
comments and stated policy of the then
Leader of the Opposition and now Premier—
the appointment of a chief executive
terminates at the end of the day during the
term of the appointment on which the
appointment of any person to be Premier of
Queensland first happens after a general
election for members of the Legislative
Assembly. It provides for these terminations to
apply even though the terms of appointment
stated in the chief executive's written contract
are for a longer period. It does not prevent the
appointment of a chief executive ending at an
earlier time.
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I believe that these provisions are
sensible, fair and administratively sound, and
that they meet the expectations of the people
that a Government will not use its control over
public money to create unjustifiable benefits
for people the Premier of the day might like to
employ. As I said earlier, it enshrines in
legislation the policy enacted by the previous
coalition Government, which was
wholeheartedly supported by the current
Premier when Leader of the Opposition. 

The Bill specifically excludes people
appointed to head public service offices—that
is, people who hold defined offices and
exercise the powers of a chief executive but
whose appointments are not as chiefs of a
department. The measures proposed by the
Public Service Amendment Bill will strengthen
the operations of the Public Service. It is
essential in today's world that Public Service
department heads have not only the
professional but also the total political
confidence of their Ministers. I commend the
Bill to the House.

Debate, on motion of Mr Beattie,
adjourned.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' STATEMENTS 

Diversionary Centres

Mr LINGARD (Beaudesert—NPA)
(10.09 a.m.): One of the recommendations of
the Aboriginal deaths in custody report was the
building of diversionary centres. Diversionary
centres had many aims. One was to provide a
place where people affected by alcohol could
either admit themselves for the night or be
taken for a night, and obviously to try to stop
the incidence of suicide which may have
occurred when people were placed in cells.
Another aim was to reduce the numbers of
Aboriginal people held in custody. A third aim
was to provide rehabilitation programs which
could be undertaken by Aboriginal people who
were affected by alcohol. 

In 1996-97 I visited three diversionary
centres—one at South Brisbane, one at Mount
Isa and a new one at Rockhampton. I
recommend that all members look at those
diversionary centres, which are excellent
examples of the concept. 

Last weekend I was able to visit the
Townsville diversionary centre. Many people
will realise that past Governments have had a
lot of trouble with the problem of alcohol in
Townsville—especially in the mall and in
Hanrahan Park. I recommend that all
members have a look at that diversionary
centre at Townsville. It is culturally

appropriate—it is built at the Bohle on the new
Ingham highway—and aesthetically excellent
for the area it is in. 

I believe that this centre provides an
excellent place where people can be taken at
night. They can be assessed by the next
morning to see what sort of assistance they
need. If they need detoxification help, then
they can receive that. If they need health
programs, then they can be taken to the
hospital. The centre at the Bohle is only 10
minutes from the centre of the city and
probably 12 minutes from the hospital. 

I wish to congratulate the people running
that diversionary centre. They are very positive
in their attitude in dealing with people who are
affected by alcohol, whether they be black or
white. It is a centre for all people. I
congratulate the staff on the way they are
running the program, and I especially
commend them for the cleanliness of the
building. 

Time expired.

Sister M. Conway
Mr REEVES (Mansfield—ALP)

(10.10 a.m.): My achievement of being the first
student of St Catherine's Primary School,
Wishart, to enter politics and the Parliament
pales into insignificance when the actions of
my former principal and Year 3 teacher, Sister
Margaret Conway, are considered. Sister
Margaret has been at the forefront of assisting
the people of Papua New Guinea to recover
from the tidal wave disaster. Sister Margaret
was at home in Aitape when the first wave hit
on Friday, 17 July. She spent the next days
and nights caring for the injured, feeding the
sick, burying the dead and comforting those
who lost family members. 

I thank Sister Margaret and her Order of
the Presentation nuns for their magnificent
work under the most horrific conditions. To
adequately convey those conditions, I wish to
read from a letter that Sister Margaret sent to
the Order in Queensland. It states—

"Not long after this we heard crying
and ran to see if someone was hurt. A
young mother had been washing her
baby and the wave rolled them over and
the baby was lost. She clung onto me
and her other two children clung onto a
leg each. What could I say. I don't know
how long we stayed like that. Eventually
we walked to our house and then I saw
people walking towards us. It was at that
moment that I realised that we had a
terrific disaster on our hands."
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I table that letter.
Sister Margaret is an example to us all.

She is willing to sacrifice her own life to help
those more unfortunate than ourselves. She
and those who assisted in the relief effort are
the finest of all Australians.

Millers Timber Yard, Cooktown
Hon. V. P. LESTER (Keppel—NPA)

(10.11 a.m.): I refer to the plight of Millers
Timber Yard at Cooktown. In September 1997,
it applied for a permit for Timber Reserve 165.
After considerable delay, because various
groups wanted to have an input about
environmental aspects, the Minister gave
permission for a permit to be issued for these
people to start operating in early July. On 30
July, a notice to cease operations was issued.
The next day, the Minister found out that he
could not tell them to cease operations, as he
had already given them a permit. The Minister
then came back and said that they had to at
least volunteer to cease operations for a
period of 21 days. Millers Timber Yard found
out that it did not really have to do that, and so
it has continued operating in a limited capacity.

In a press statement, the Minister said
that rare species were threatened and that is
why the operation cannot proceed. However,
the Minister did not have any evidence of that,
because mining and grazing activities have
gone on there and the area is not pristine.
Why did the Minister allow a permit early in
July and then try to take it away later, only to
find out that he could not do so? He has not
even offered compensation. What about the
jobs of these people? Does he not care about
that? Does he not know what he is doing? Will
he continue to dither all the time? He does not
know what he is doing from one day to the
next. What on earth will happen to the other
timber operators in the area? They have
licences. Will theirs be taken away? The
Minister should not be laughing about this.
This is a serious business. What will the
Minister do to reassure timber operators that
they will be okay?

Time expired.

Anniversary of Hiroshima Bombing

Mr FENLON (Greenslopes—ALP)
(10.14 a.m.): It was 53 years ago today, at
8.15 a.m. on 6 August 1945, that Hiroshima,
the Japanese city on the island of Honshu,
became the first city to be destroyed by an
atomic bomb. It is therefore timely for us to
remember the 80,000 people who were killed
instantly and the many others who died later or

who were severely burned or crippled. This is a
time also to remember the people who died
three days later when the Allies dropped
another bomb on the Japanese city of
Nagasaki, and the other lives that have been
lost and damaged in the development of
nuclear power for non-peaceful purposes.

Today Hiroshima is a city dedicated to
peace. As the peace bell rings today in
Hiroshima we should all renew our personal
commitment to world peace—to a world that is
free from the threat of nuclear war. It is
incumbent upon all of us also to continue to
demonstrate our own personal commitment to
world peace in our communities. We should
demonstrate that in whatever way we each
feel fit and appropriate in our communities so
as to remind people of the importance of
continuing the quest for world peace.

That is also particularly timely now in
terms of the current threat about which we are
reading on the Indian subcontinent and the
prospect of nuclear conflict in that theatre. I
commend all members to spend some time
today remembering the people of Hiroshima
and others who have been killed or hurt
through the non-peaceful use of nuclear power
and to continue to work in our communities for
peace.

Recycling Technology International Site
Fire, Tanawha

Mr LAMING (Mooloolah—LP)
(10.16 a.m.): Early last Saturday morning there
was a devastating fire at the Recycling
Technology International site at Tanawha in
the electorate of Mooloolah. Honourable
members may have seen the fire at the site for
a tyre recycling plant covered in the media. I
understand that it was the first of its kind in
Australia and potentially a world-class facility.

The object of this company is to redirect
used tyres from landfill so that they can be
recycled. It also represents an export
replacement, as Australia imports virtually all of
its rubber. The people running this plant have
invested $1.2m. The initial development of the
machinery was done in Brisbane—locally
made machinery. The equipment has the
capacity to process a tonne of used tyres an
hour. It is also able to perform many other
processes, including the very important
devulcanising of rubber. Importantly, under
that process rubber is returned to its original
latex form in which it can be reused. 

The project now faces a four to six month
delay. I have spoken with Mr Ted Pedersen.
Because of the devastating fire, the three
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employees now do not have any work to do.
They are planning to have five employees
working in each of two shifts—a total of 10
employees. I intend to approach the Minister
for State Development later today to discuss
whether there is any way in which assistance
can be given to get this very important
process—a first in Australia and perhaps in the
world—on the road again. I table the letter.

Time expired.

Aboriginal Reconciliation

Mr REYNOLDS (Townsville—ALP)
(10.18 a.m.): I refer to a headline in
yesterday's Courier-Mail, 5 August, which
incorporated the words "Aboriginal industry". I
deplore the fact that that negative stereotype
was used by the Courier-Mail, as the headline
is against the objective of reconciliation and
panders to the narrow policies of the One
Nation Party.

No-one doubts the need for transparency,
accountability and probity, which should be an
essential component of the work of any public
administration unit or community organisation.
However, the headline used by the Courier-
Mail reeks of sensationalism and racism and
does little to bring about reconciliation and
unity between indigenous and non-indigenous
Australians. Ten per cent of the Townsville
electorate are Aboriginal and Islander people. I
am extremely proud of the contribution that
that group of residents makes to the cultural,
social and economic development of the
Townsville electorate. 

I wish to give an excellent example of the
positive message published in my electorate
the day before, on Tuesday, 4 August. I refer
to the Marian Messenger from the Marian
Catholic School, which is in the electorate of
Townsville. The "Principal's Corner" column,
written by the principal, Paul Lucas, states—

"Three events reinforced my faith in
Australians on the weekend. The first was
the Charters Towers conference between
landowners and aboriginal land claimants.
The second was the Townsville
Multicultural Fest and Reconciliation
Concert. The third, our response to the
Aitape tidal wave.

Camilla Cowley is a cattle-farmer from
Western Queensland who, on discovering
that the local aboriginal tribe had made a
land claim on her property, went to the
land claimants and discussed the issue
with them.

... 

Now she travels Australia helping
many groups like the one in Charters
Towers. She says she was an ordinary
person, a wife, a cattle farmer just three
years ago. Now she is regarded as an
'angel of hope' in land claim resolutions."

Secondly, Paul discussed those who attended
Sunday's Reconciliation Concert in the Strand
Park——

Time expired.

Millaa Millaa Hotel Fire
Mr NELSON (Tablelands—ONP)

(10.20 a.m.): I would like to inform the House
that last night an historic landmark in the
Tablelands electorate, the Millaa Millaa Hotel,
burnt to the ground. I am sure that the Premier
is familiar with that hotel. The Millaa Millaa
Hotel was a centrepiece of the beautiful town
of Millaa Millaa on the Tablelands. It is a
devastating loss when a hotel in a small
country town burns down. It is not just a pub
where people go to drink, it is a meeting point
and it certainly is a focus for the township itself,
and Millaa Millaa has been through some hard
times in the past.

I would like to take this opportunity to
salute the firefighters from Malanda and Millaa
Millaa who got together late at night to fight
the fire and also to salute the policemen in
Millaa Millaa and Malanda, one of whom is my
father, who went out early this morning to
make sure that no-one was injured or hurt in
the fire. We have heard today that there were
fires in Mooloolah and places like that. It is
times such as these when rural fire services
are put to the test, and 9 times out of 10 their
members are found to be very good at their
jobs. The immediate response by the Malanda
and Millaa Millaa volunteer fire services
certainly saved the central business district of
Millaa Millaa. On behalf of the people of Millaa
Millaa, I would just like to thank those people
for their efforts.

Hospital Waiting Lists
Miss SIMPSON (Maroochydore—NPA)

(10.21 a.m.): I am rising in this place to table a
document, and I find it rather curious that the
new Health Minister is silent on the issue of the
good job that the coalition did in reducing
hospital waiting times in this State. It is
interesting that she has gone quiet. This is the
document that she released last week, and I
seek to table this document because it proves
what we have been saying: we had a plan and
we were delivering on that crucial area of
improving hospital waiting times.
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I am very concerned by the Minister's
press statement which foreshadows worsening
waiting times under Labor. Obviously, this
Government does not have the stomach to
keep its eye on the ball and make sure that
critical waiting times are kept down. But let us
not forget that Labor had the worst waiting list
times in Australia and, under two years of the
coalition Government, we went to having the
best waiting list times in Australia. This is an
issue on which the Government must keep its
eye on the ball because, if it does not stay
focused on it, those good achievements will go
back down the gurgler.

In Townsville we went from having
something like 62% of people under the Labor
Party system in Category 2—semi-urgent
surgery—waiting longer than they should have
had to down to 6.1% under the coalition. At
Nambour it went from 25% down to 0.08%. At
Cairns, 45% of people were waiting longer
than clinically acceptable. That has gone down
to 0.8%. It is curious that this Minister has not
tabled this document, because it proves
exactly what we were saying.

I also want to note the Minister's
comments on the radio this morning. We
should pay tribute to the previous Health
Minister for the good deal that he did for
Queensland, because not only did we get an
extra $103m from the $120m incentive bonus
pool, we signed an agreement under which we
were guaranteed in a letter from the Prime
Minister an increased share of the agreement.

Time expired.

Mr N. Rundamen; Springwood State High
School

Mr MUSGROVE (Springwood—ALP)
(10.23 a.m.): I rise to inform this place of the
work of an outstanding individual and educator
in my electorate, Mr Noel Rundamen, who is
the manual arts department head at the
Springwood State High School. He taught me
manual arts when I was at that school some
15 years ago.

Since that time, Mr Rundamen has
expanded the facilities at that manual arts
section far above and beyond the basic
woodwork and metal work that was in place
when I attended that school. The facilities now
available include a full motor machinery
workshop where students are able to
recondition engines donated from local
businesses and individuals, and learn practical
hands-on skills which will help them gain
meaningful employment in the local
community. The manual arts program at the

Springwood State High School is extremely
popular with students. While it is not a
compulsory subject, it remains the most
popular subject stream in the school. The
ingenuity of Mr Rundamen has allowed the
school to cope with the student demand for his
courses, despite the shortages of work space
and storage space.

The Springwood State High School was
not a Leading School. Tragically, it suffered
under the previous Government and, as a
result, this great school has a huge backlog of
maintenance. The principal of that school, Mr
Peter Fanning, and deputy principals, George
Tatnell and Cathy Watt, have managed their
school through the funding crisis. I am pleased
to report that the school has already received
additional funding from the new Government
as part of our commitment to make all schools
Leading Schools. I trust that some of this
funding will help Mr Rundamen continue with
his extraordinary work, which is legendary with
the students and local businesses alike.
Students from Mr Rundamen's courses are
placed in local employment usually after a
period of work experience organised by Mr
Rundamen or the deputy principal, Mr George
Tatnell.

I salute the tireless work of Mr Noel
Rundamen. He has helped generations of
graduates from my former school gain
meaningful employment and go on to achieve
qualifications and meaningful jobs for them
and their families.

Queensland Rail
Mr HEALY (Toowoomba North—NPA)

(10.25 a.m.): I will give credit in this place
where credit is due. I want to thank the
Minister for Transport for his promptness
yesterday in addressing an issue in my
electorate which stemmed from a classic piece
of outdated bureaucratic rubbish. It is to do
with a submission that I received yesterday
morning from a Toowoomba mother, which
received prominent coverage in yesterday's
edition of the Toowoomba Chronicle.

The lady in question booked a return rail
fare to Mount Isa with Queensland Rail for
herself and her six-year-old son and
proceeded to arrange sleeping berths for the
two overnight stays each way on the train. She
was shocked to be told by Queensland Rail
staff that, because her son was six years old,
he could not sleep in the same berth as her
and "he will have to share a berth with two
other gentlemen in the male quarters" and
that she would have to sleep in the female
quarters. The lady promptly cancelled the
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sleeping berth without any hesitation, opting to
sit for the entire journey with her son safely
beside her. In her submission to me, the lady
wrote—

"Being a parent, I find this policy
appalling, antiquated and totally
disgusting in an age where children are
not safe anywhere. I have spent my entire
son's life teaching him not to talk to
strangers and Queensland Rail expects
me to allow my son to sleep in a room
with total strangers—not only strangers to
him but also total strangers to me."

I agree with her and I assure honourable
members that the Minister did, too. This was
an appalling regulation. As I understand, this
regulation was on page 4 of the passenger
fares book for reservation of seats and berths
on Traveltrain services.

I gave the lady an undertaking that I
would raise the issue with the Minister today.
However, the Minister advised the Toowoomba
Chronicle last night that he had already sought
an urgent review of the policy and he sought
to have it amended yesterday, which I
understand has been done. In cases such as
this, commonsense should prevail. On behalf
of the lady in question, I thank the Minister. It
is hoped that in future issues such as this can
be cleared up as quickly as possible without
too much fuss and politicking.

Machans Beach Residents; Air Services
Australia

Dr CLARK (Barron River—ALP) (10.27
a.m.): I wish to tell the House about an
incident that occurred some days after my
election to this place. I received a very urgent
phone call from residents at Machans Beach,
one of the townships located close to the
Cairns Airport. A meeting was held there. I
arrived at the meeting to be confronted by very
many angry and concerned residents who had
just received in the mail a letter to tell them
that the very next morning contractors were
going to be arriving to construct a two metre
high chain mesh fence along the perimeter of
an area known as the radar field, which is a
very large open grassed area which contains
some navigation aids. This was a clear
example of Air Services Australia bulldozing its
way into the lives of these people. There was
no consultation. It was intending to simply
proceed with this particular activity, which is
going to have a very significant impact on the
lives of Machans Beach residents.

Mr Purcell: Shame!

Dr CLARK: It was a shame. They were
just not prepared. This was an example of
Canberra bureaucrats just going ahead totally
regardless of the wishes of residents.

Fortunately, I was able to intervene at that
meeting and the Air Services Australia local
officers were prepared to defer the building of
the fence. We have since had a public
meeting at which Air Services Australia officers
heard very clearly from the community their
concerns. The community does recognise that
there are some vandalism problems, but there
are other alternatives to solve those problems.
That is what we see: community based
solutions, not bulldoze solutions from
Canberra. I am very hopeful that we are going
to see a response from Air Services Australia
that will, in fact, take up those suggestions
from the community so that we can solve this
problem in a way that will satisfy their needs as
well as the needs of Air Services Australia.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The time for private
members' statements has expired.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Marketplace Communications

Mr BORBIDGE (10.30 a.m.): I ask the
Premier: were any resources or personnel
provided to the Labor Party in Opposition by
Marketplace Communications, its associates,
or companies or organisations in any
arrangement with Marketplace, and, if so, on
what basis?

Mr BEATTIE: Oppositions have been
traditionally underresourced. When the
National Party was in Opposition there was
support for staff members such as Wendy
Armstrong from the National Party
organisation. I understand—and the Leader of
the Opposition can correct me—that there was
corporate support for extra staffing for the then
Leader of the Opposition. This occurred prior
to 1996.

Mr Borbidge interjected. 
Mr BEATTIE: It is true, and the Leader of

the Opposition knows it is true because it is on
the public record. From time to time a number
of corporate people do support staff. This was
the case with the National Party and it was the
case with the Labor Opposition. Marketplace
did, in fact, provide some support, and I am
quite happy to say so on the public record. I
have no hesitation in saying that that was an
arrangement that assisted us with staff. It was
appropriate assistance.

As the Leader of the Opposition knows,
when he was Premier he and I regularly talked
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about staff. He would be aware that I indicated
that I did not have sufficient staff. I am
amused that the Leader of the Opposition is
now in the other role and he indicates that he
does not have enough staff. All we do is
change the chairs but the argument remains
the same. That is why I was delighted to be
able to provide the Leader of the Opposition
with additional staff and resources in this
Parliament, just as I have provided significant
resources to One Nation.

The important thing is this: all these things
are transparent and they will be on the public
record. It is nothing that I wish to hide. The
answer is yes, and I have no hesitation in
saying so.

Chevron Gas Pipeline

Mr BORBIDGE: I direct a further question
to the Premier and it relates to the substance
of the Labor Party's conduct of its relations
with respect to the Chevron project. I ask: is
the Premier aware that Chevron is a client of
Marketplace Communications? Can he again
assure the House that there has been no
conflict of interest?

Mr BEATTIE: Mr Speaker, you have to
understand that the former Premier and I
share a common commitment to this proposal.
Yesterday, the Prime Minister of Papua New
Guinea and I signed a memorandum of
understanding to make this important project a
success.

Mr Borbidge interjected. 

Mr BEATTIE: I will come back to the
member's question. I have to say that I am
appalled that we have another attempt to
undermine this project. Yesterday there was
some nonsense about Ross Rolfe—someone
from the private sector whom the Leader of
the Opposition thought should not be a
director-general. As the leader of a political
party that aspires to the principles of private
enterprise, I am appalled that the Leader of
the Opposition is critical of my Government
because we have appointed someone from
the private sector to head a department. I ask
the Leader of the Opposition: what is wrong
with that? The answer is: nothing.

Mr Borbidge: A conflict of interest.

Mr BEATTIE: Oh, conflict of interest my
foot! Mr Rolfe resigned. What the Leader of
the Opposition is saying is that no-one who is
in the private sector can ever take a position
as director-general of a Government
department. Nonsense! Mr Rolfe resigned
from his commitments in the private sector. He
had consultancies with a number of

companies. He resigned and there is no
conflict of interest.

Mr Borbidge: That was yesterday.

Mr BEATTIE: Nonsense. Let us be very
clear about this. The Leader of the Opposition
is about sabotaging the most important project
that this State has had in a generation.

Mr BORBIDGE: I rise to a point of order. I
find those remarks personally offensive and I
ask that they be withdrawn. This is an issue of
transparency to which the Premier said he is
committed. 

Mr BEATTIE: I am happy to withdraw.
The bottom line is this: the behaviour of the
Opposition—and I use the generic term so that
the sensitive little petal cannot get too
damaged——

Mr SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BEATTIE: I apologise. I feel strongly
about this issue and I will continue to feel
strongly about it because it involves 2,500 jobs
for Queenslanders. All we have had from the
Leader of the Opposition and the other
members of the Opposition is sniping and
petty criticism. We were in Opposition when
Marketplace provided that assistance by way
of one staff member. The same occurred
when those opposite were formerly in
Opposition. We are now in Government. It is a
different role. We were not provided that
assistance in Government. End of story!
Marketplace has not provided any staff to
assist us in Government. There is no conflict of
interest. That is absolutely clear. That is the
end of it. What we have here is an attempt to
sabotage jobs.

Time expired.

One Nation Policies; Multiculturalism

Mr SULLIVAN: My question is directed to
the Premier. I refer to the positive action being
taken by the Premier to counteract the
damage done to Queensland's reputation
abroad by publicity about the divisive policies
of One Nation, and I ask: what is he doing to
counteract the divisive policies of One Nation
and to reassure Queenslanders that the
Government is committed to multiculturalism? 

Mr BEATTIE: This Government is not just
about jobs—and we have seen that through
our support for major projects such as the
Chevron gas pipeline; it is also about policies
that will bring people together. We are about
policies that will overcome problems in the
community caused by divisiveness and give
this State the future to which it is entitled. That
is why I have retained multiculturalism in my
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area of responsibility as Premier. That is why I
have asked my Parliamentary Secretary,
Gordon Nuttall, to assume that as his prime
role.

Let us look at what we are as a State,
why it is important that we appreciate our
diversity and why multiculturalism is so
important to us. Queensland has significant
diversity. We have people from 160 different
ethnic backgrounds, we have 350 languages,
we have about 90 religions and there are
some 200 Aboriginal and Islander groups.
Multiculturalism is an acknowledgment of the
strengths of our community. Not only does it
bring people together so that we can all take
advantage of the strengths of different ethnic
communities; it also builds us as one
nation—a strong nation. Not only do we get
diversity from that strength but we also put
ourselves forward in the world as a nation with
whom other countries are proud to do
business.

It is important to understand that trade is
fundamentally important to jobs. I refer again
to the Chevron gas pipeline. As I said,
yesterday I signed the MOU with the Prime
Minister of Papua New Guinea. Those sorts of
relationships are fundamentally important to
jobs in Queensland. This project will generate
2,500 jobs. It is important that this
Government sends a very clear message to
our friends in Papua New Guinea that we
support multiculturalism, that we are a
Government of tolerance and understanding,
and that we want to work together to create
jobs. We have to let them know that we want
to work together for the mutual benefit of the
people of Papua New Guinea and the people
of Queensland.

Today I place on record very clearly my
Government's commitment to multiculturalism
and my commitment as Premier to do those
things that will bring people together. The
greatest strength that Australians have is our
tolerance—that we are tolerant of one another
and that we judge people on how we find
them, not on the colour of their skin or their
religion. We judge people on how we find
them as individuals. That is the strength of this
great country and that is why my Government
is unashamedly committed to multiculturalism.

Chevron Gas Pipeline

Dr WATSON: My question is also directed
to the Premier and concerns the proposed gas
pipeline——

Mr Elder interjected. 
Mr Borbidge interjected. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! Will the member
continue with his question?

Dr WATSON: Firstly, I congratulate the
Premier for signing the MOU with the Prime
Minister of Papua New Guinea. It is a major
project which has the in-principle support of the
Opposition. However, I refer the Premier to his
answer to my question yesterday about the
proposed gas pipeline. The Premier said, "The
Chevron deal with Comalco is intrinsically
linked with the price of electricity." Therefore I
ask the Premier this: will he guarantee the
people of Queensland that turning on the gas
from Papua New Guinea will not turn up
electricity prices for all Queenslanders? 

Mr BEATTIE:  In one line, the answer is: of
course it will not. This is a commercial
arrangement. This is a commercial deal.
Opposition members were in Government for a
long period. They understand the nature of
commercial arrangements. The Goss
Government made Korea Zinc a reality. What
was the key to Korea Zinc? Power and the
price of power! That was the key to the project
going ahead. And yes, the Goss Government
did come to an understanding in relation to the
price of power to make Korea Zinc a reality.
Was it a commercial deal? Yes, it was a
commercial deal. What are we trying to do with
Comalco and Chevron? Exactly the same
thing! One does not need to be a Rhodes
scholar, like my colleague here, to work that
out. It is basic. Members opposite are
members of the party that represents
liberalism in the private sector. I would have
thought that they would understand this. Why
is it that Labor Governments are the only ones
who understand the business community?
Why are we the only Government that can
actually put deals together? When in
Government, members opposite had two and
a half years in which to make the Chevron
project and Comalco a reality. But what did
they come up with? A big zero!

I believe that the tactics of the Opposition
in this matter are reprehensible. We are
pursuing jobs for Queenslanders. I went to the
people of this State with a clear program to
generate jobs. Members opposite scoffed at
my jobs program. I am delivering. My
Government is going to deliver. Opposition
members have come up with absolutely
untrue, dishonest allegations about a conflict
of interest involving, firstly, Ross Rolfe and
then Marketplace Communications—none of
which are sustainable, none of which are true,
and none of which are designed to do
anything constructive, they are simply
designed to undermine this project.
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Mr Borbidge: You'll compromise.
Mr BEATTIE: The Leader of the

Opposition and his shadow Minister can get in
the gutter and throw all the mud they like. We
will deliver jobs. We will not be deterred by their
mud-slinging. I will deliver jobs and so will my
Government. They can get in the gutter, but
we will keep the high ground, and Queensland
will get 2,500 jobs.

Expo 2002 Bid

Mr PURCELL: I refer the Premier to a
decision earlier this week to refer to the
Auditor-General serious concerns about the
financial controls on consultants to the Expo
2002 bid. I also refer to the reported
comments by a spokesperson for the
Opposition Leader who said that the Auditor-
General had previously considered one matter
relating to a consultant, and I ask: can the
Premier confirm whether this is the case and, if
so, what was the outcome of the Auditor-
General's investigation?

Mr BEATTIE: The Auditor-General, Mr
Len Scanlan, raised concerns on 2 June 1998
with the former Director-General of the
Department of the Premier and Cabinet, Mr
Peter Ellis. Those concerns related to 10
progress payments to contractor Parris &
Associates. In some cases, the officer
processing the payments also prepared the
original invoice on behalf of the contractor.
That was a very unusual practice. Mr Scanlan
also noted that the processing arrangements
required that the cheque to the contractor be
returned to the same officer who initiated the
payments on behalf of both the department
and the contractor. Mr Scanlan noted that—

"Such practices are most
inappropriate and could lead to potential
misappropriation of public funds."

On 18 June 1998, Mr Ellis replied that the
issues identified by Mr Scanlan occurred as a
result of what Mr Ellis described as "the close
working relationship which developed within
the Expo 2002 bid team." Mr Ellis assured the
Auditor-General, however, that the relationship
between the department and Parris &
Associates was, and continued to be, an arm's
length client-contractor relationship. I note that
this arm's length relationship was achieved by
having three floors of the State Government's
Executive Building between the office of Parris
& Associates and the office of Mr Ellis.

I table a copy of an invoice dated 31 July
1997, a direct invoice voucher dated 28
August 1997, a letter from the Auditor-General
dated 2 June 1998, a letter from Peter Ellis to

the Director-General of the Premier's
Department dated 18 June 1998 and a letter
from Parris & Associates Pty Ltd to me dated 5
August 1998. I am including that last letter in
fairness to Parris & Associates so that this is a
balanced report to Parliament. The bottom line
is very simple. The way in which we will do
Government will be honest. There will be
integrity to our decisions. We will not go down
the road——

Mr Borbidge: Why are you destroying
Peter Ellis?

Mr BEATTIE: The Leader of the
Opposition comes in here and talks about
conflicts of interest. This is the way he ran his
Government. This is his responsibility; it is not
Peter Ellis's responsibility. For the last two
days, the Leader of the Opposition has
avoided the media on this issue. I challenge
him today to explain to the people of
Queensland why he ran a Government like
that—a Government that ran its affairs as
Christopher Skase did.

Chevron Gas Pipeline

Mr HORAN: I refer the Deputy Premier
and Minister for State Development to
comments made yesterday by the Premier
indicating that the expansion of Callide C and
Tarong would lower the price of electricity in
Queensland, and I quote—

"This whole matter relates to the
price of electricity and the price of natural
gas. That is the key link between Comalco
and the Chevron gas pipeline. Those
opposite know the decisions they made in
relation to Callide C and Tarong directly
affected the price of electricity. What did
that do? The price of electricity directly
impacted on the feasibility and the viability
of the Chevron gas pipeline."

I ask: why is his Government taking the
unprecedented step of deliberately fixing
electricity prices at a higher level in order to
provide a price advantage to one private
operator? And why is his Government
deliberately disadvantaging Queensland coal
producers and Queensland mining and
electricity workers in favour of this one private
gas project?

Mr ELDER: The short answers to both of
those questions are: no and no. As the
member would know, we have no control over
that pricing arrangement. It is when these
projects come on stream that is important to
us in Government. It is getting all those
projects on stream which makes all those
projects viable in a time frame that creates
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jobs in all the various areas of regional
Queensland to which they are committed. I
cannot understand the continual knocking by
Opposition members of a project that will do
for Queensland what the gas pipeline and the
gas projects did for the North West Shelf. The
Opposition contains a range of members who
have constituencies between Gladstone and
the far north. Therefore, I cannot understand
why they are undermining a project that will
create $8.1 billion of investment with ongoing
projects, 5,000 construction jobs and a further
2,500 jobs without impacting on prices in
Queensland. In Government, members
opposite supported the project. Now, in
Opposition, they are knocking the project. The
answers to the member's question are: no and
no.

Mr Borbidge interjected.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the Minister to answer the
question.

Mr ELDER: Here it comes. The professor
and the new economic rationalist—the
economic purist—are throwing at me the level
playing field argument. As a Government, we
intend to govern. That means that these
projects will be brought on stream, without
impacting on prices, to provide jobs for
Queenslanders and to make sure that all of
those projects have viable lifetimes. That is the
difference. We are not going to sit here and
watch those projects wither on the vine. We
are actually going to get out and govern.

The former Premier and the shadow
Minister have dragged up allegations to try to
undermine the project. They sacked Ross
Rolfe as a director-general. Then the former
member for Burdekin said to the private sector
that no-one should employ him. But he got
employed in the private sector. He is a very
pro-business director-general with an
impeccable record in the private sector. They
undermined him at that stage, and they have
tried to undermine him at this stage. At the
end of the day, they have adopted an attitude
of undermining this project. They want to
undermine it.

Mr BORBIDGE: I rise to a point of order.
That comment is personally offensive, and I
ask that it be withdrawn.

Mr ELDER: I will withdraw it if the Leader
of the Opposition finds it offensive. But it
represents pettiness, and it is spiteful. At the
end of the day, they are undermining what will
be the largest investment project in this State.
This project will create the value adding
opportunities that are necessary to provide
jobs in regional Queensland between

Gladstone and the far north. The project will
deliver for Queensland what the North West
Shelf project delivered for Western Australia.
This project will be the single largest
investment in this State. But what we have
from the former Premier is nothing but
knocking and pulling back this project.

I remind members of his first interjection
following his first question in relation to this
matter. He said, "They won't sign." Why will
they not sign? Is the Leader of the Opposition
going to be talking to the Prime Minister? Will
he be talking to the Federal Government
about his view in relation to Comalco and
Chevron? I would like him to articulate to the
House at some time whether he has made
contact with the Prime Minister of Australia or
his relevant Minister, John Moore, about
support for this project.

Time expired.

Department of State Development 

Mr MUSGROVE: I ask the Deputy
Premier and Minister for State Development
and Trade: can he outline the steps that he
has taken to improve the delivery of business
services through his department?

Mr ELDER: We have set up the
Department of State Development, which
gives business—from small businesses that
are looking to establish to those with major
projects like Chevron that are trying to get
those projects up and running—a single entry
point into Government. That department
encompasses all the necessary firepower
within Government to ensure that the major
projects are dealt with and equally make sure
that small businesses as they come through
the door have their needs met through the
State development centres that will be
provided around this State. 

One of the recommendations of the
former Premier's own report on the business
department, which was provided by KPMG
and found that the department was moribund,
was that they should put someone from the
private sector in to manage the business
department. We have done just that. This
report is solid reading. I have been fairly busy
on major projects. I have only just started to
flip through the KPMG report into the industry
department. It has some really interesting
parts, including the part that says that the
former Minister left it moribund. The report
states—

"As there is no perceived direction of
where the department is heading,
individual managers are left to focus on



6 Aug 1998 Questions Without Notice 1715

only the day-to-day issues and can easily
get caught up in 'fire-fighting' activities or
else concentrate on protecting and
expanding their own area of control.
Without direction, staff can stagnate and
programs will simply roll over. Government
overlaps create confusion in the
marketplace as well as establish the
propensity for greater territorial patch
disputes." 

That was a department without any direction
and with staff members who were interested
only in covering their backs. Another section
revealed from where the leadership came in
that department, because all the problems
come back to leadership. The report states—

"Cabinet briefs marked urgent and
sent to the Minister's office were not
attended to within three and five months."

The Government was making decisions. Those
decisions—in the form of Cabinet
briefs—would go to the Minister's office and sit
in the Minister's tray for three to five months.
The former Minister shakes his head. I must
say that that is written here in black and white.
No wonder the former Minister would not table
the report!

Mr DAVIDSON: I rise to a point of order. I
ask the Minister to table the KPMG report.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of
order. 

Mr ELDER: I will gladly table the report.
The Minister has seen it. It fell into my lap. We
will make sure that it is published. 

When one of the senior managers in the
department asked how he rated his
communication with the Minister out of 10, he
said 1.5. 

Time expired.

Callide C and Tarong Power Stations

Mr MITCHELL: I refer the Minister for
Mines and Energy to his ministerial statement
this morning and his Government's
commitment to lower electricity prices and jobs
for Queensland mining and electricity workers.
I ask: how can he support the cancellation of
the Callide C and Tarong projects when the
Premier has indicated that those projects
would lower electricity costs? How can he also
justify the loss of current and future jobs for the
Queensland coalmining and electricity industry
workers that would result from the cancellation
of those two projects?

Mr McGRADY: I think this is a very sad
week for Queensland, because day after day

we have had an Opposition come into this
place—an Opposition that just a few short
weeks ago formed the Government of this
State—and knock a project that will provide
thousands of jobs for the people of this State.
In Opposition and again in Government we
made our position perfectly clear: we support a
project of a gas pipeline from Papua New
Guinea down to Queensland. The reasons we
supported that project are that it would provide
thousands of jobs for the people of this State,
it had the possibility of providing a base power
load in Townsville and would also have a major
impact on Gladstone. We have had to come in
here and listen to the former Premier, his
deputy, the Leader of the Liberal Party and
now the member for Charters Towers make
claims that we intend to close down power
stations. That is an absolute lie.

Mr BORBIDGE: I rise to a point of order.
Yesterday, Government members informed
this place that they had looked at the contracts
of Callide C with a view to cancelling them.
That is why we asked the question.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of
order. 

Mr McGRADY: As an incoming
Government we have not only a responsibility
but also a duty to discover what went on in the
two and a half years that members opposite
controlled the Treasury benches. Of course we
checked the contracts of Callide C. Of course
we checked what was happening at Tarong.
Of course we checked what was happening in
the electricity industry. That is our duty as the
Government of the State. To stand here in this
place and listen to members opposite trying to
destroy a project and the reputation of honest
people who are trying to provide jobs for this
State is an absolute disgrace. Members
opposite stand condemned. The Beattie Labor
Government will continue this program. The
Beattie Labor Government will deliver the
pipeline from Papua New Guinea to
Queensland.

Goods and Services Tax

Mr WILSON: I note the comments of the
Federal Treasurer, Mr Costello, who has
advised that the coalition tax proposals are to
be released publicly on Thursday of next week.
I ask the Treasurer: what consultation has
occurred between Commonwealth officials and
Queensland over the detail of the
Commonwealth proposals? What would be the
implications for Queenslanders of the
introduction of a 10% goods and services tax? 



1716 Questions Without Notice 6 Aug 1998

Mr HAMILL: There has been very little
consultation at all between the Queensland
Government and the Commonwealth in
relation to this matter. Indeed, that is
something that other State jurisdictions have
reported as well. It is very much a package of
measures about which there is considerable
speculation, but there are certain aspects that
are very clear about the introduction of any
goods and services tax into Australia and in
Queensland in particular. They are the groups
in the community who will be most affected by
the introduction of such a broad-based
consumption tax. The group in Queensland
that faces the greatest losses of all are those
on low incomes. Among those low income
groups in Queensland are pensioners and self-
funded retirees. 

Some 250,000 Queenslanders over the
age of 65 are among the 40% of
Queenslanders on the lowest incomes. They
are the people who are really going to be hurt,
particularly those self-funded retirees who have
found that, in a climate of low interest rates,
they are running down their assets, their life
savings, just to make ends meet. To be then
confronted with a tax of 10%, 15% or whatever
it will be on top of their consumption means
that their assets will run down even more
quickly. I understand that those were the
people whom the coalition ran around claiming
to represent and support. All they are doing is
supporting them into penury, into a reduction
in their standard of living. 

When we look at low-income earners as a
group, I am also very concerned. We will find
that the poorest 20% of Queenslanders will
have to receive a $12 a week increase in their
disposable income to compensate for any
10% GST. Given the Commonwealth
Government's track record on tax, the other
area where I am particularly concerned relates
to all Queensland taxpayers. Since I wrote to
the Treasurer last week asking the Federal
Government to honour its obligation to
Queensland on the disbursement of those
moneys in relation to fuel, it has now cost us
$1.5m. How can we trust a Federal
Government that will raise a new tax and
maybe abolish taxes in other States, but make
Queensland taxpayers pay to subsidise the
removal of taxes such as financial institutions
duty in New South Wales and Victoria? 

I cannot be confident that the Federal
Government will do anything other than do
what it has done already to Queensland and
that is short change the people of
Queensland; make them pay a new tax for no
real compensation. The Commonwealth
Government's track record on disbursements

of tax money is poor. In relation to the
introduction of a GST, we are concerned that
we will receive no better treatment.

Time expired.

Fraser Island Airstrip

Mr DALGLEISH: I ask the Minister for
Transport and Minister for Main Roads: as the
lease on the Fraser Island airstrip is up for
renewal in the near future, does the
Government intend to continue its funding of
this necessary and important public utility? This
airstrip is important to the people who call
Fraser Island home and the tourism industry
which it supports. Does the Government intend
to renew the lease?

Mr BREDHAUER: The responsibility for
the lease on the airstrip on Fraser Island does
not rest with the Minister for Transport and
Minister for Main Roads.

Common Youth Allowance

Ms STRUTHERS: I ask the Minister for
Families, Youth and Community Care and
Minister for Disability Services: is she aware of
the introduction of the Common Youth
Allowance by the Howard Government on 1
July this year? Can the Minister inform the
House of the impact that the introduction of
the Common Youth Allowance will have on
young Queenslanders and their families?

Ms BLIGH: This week is Youth
Homelessness Week, and I thank the member
for Archerfield for giving me the opportunity to
mention the kind of support that we provide for
young people in the community. As many
people would know, on 1 July this year the
Howard Government introduced the Common
Youth Allowance. Those of us on both sides of
the House who were disturbed at the attacks
on older Australians by the Howard
Government's nursing home scheme should
be equally concerned about this mean-spirited
attack on the wellbeing of Queensland families
and young people. 

What does the Common Youth Allowance
mean? It means that an 18 to 21-year-old who
is unemployed and looking for work—and
members should bear in mind that that is 30%
to 45% of young Queenslanders—is no longer
regarded by the Federal Government as an
independent adult entitled to the full benefits
of citizenship. If an unemployed person is in
that age group and living at home, that
person's benefits will now be based on his or
her parents' income. What is the at-home
unemployment allowance? The princely sum
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of $174.80 a fortnight! We are talking about a
benefit that is already less than $90 a week. 

The new means test imposed by the
Federal Government will cut in when the
combined family income reaches the level of
$23,400 a year. The only people who will now
receive the full benefit if they are 18 to 21
years old are those whose parents are earning
on a combined basis less than $23,000 a
year. For every dollar that their parents earn
beyond that $23,000, the benefit of that
young person will be cut by 25c a week. When
the parents have a combined family income of
$42,000, their son or daughter will be entitled
to no income support whatsoever. 

The Federal Government estimates that,
under this scheme, 12,800 young Australians
will lose all of their benefits and 33,500 young
Australians will have their benefits reduced.
That amounts to a direct and brutal attack on
the living standards of Queensland families
and young people. Often those families are
struggling already with stretched budgets and
they will now be expected to find more to pay
for clothes and food, and that is before they
are hit by a GST. 

This is nothing more than cost shifting to
the State Government. I suggest to those
persons who profess to care about young
people but who come in here and rant about
communist recruiters in schools that they
would do their young constituents a great deal
of service if they actually paid some attention
to what is happening in their electorates in
terms of family income and drew the matter to
the attention of their Federal members.

Forde Inquiry
Mr FELDMAN: I direct a question to the

Premier. Before the terms of reference are
announced for the Forde child abuse inquiry,
will he undertake to instruct the member for
South Brisbane, the Minister for Families,
Youth and Community Care, to appoint the
necessary staff from Government departments
other than the Family Services Department to
uphold integrity and accountable standards as
required for this inquiry as promised by the
Premier to the people of Queensland?

Mr BEATTIE: I thank the member for
Caboolture for the question. I made it
absolutely clear that not only would this be an
independent inquiry but also it would be
headed by someone with impeccable
credentials. We have done both. No-one
would argue about the head of this inquiry. In
terms of the staff—that is entirely a matter for
the inquiry itself. It is a matter for Leneen

Forde. We will not interfere in that as a
Government and that means that the Minister
will not, either. Under the Act, it is impossible
for us to interfere. The member can rest
assured that not only is the inquiry going to be
conducted that way but also that it is illegal for
it to be conducted any other way. 

This matter is a matter of the utmost
gravity. I made it absolutely clear that my
Government will not be a Government of
inquiries. I am opposed to the feeding frenzy
that we get from lawyers who run around these
inquiries like sharks and, in my view, steal
taxpayers' money when it ought to be going
into schools and hospitals. I have a very clear
view about all of that. However, the issue of
child abuse in institutions is of such
seriousness that it is an exception to the rule.
That is why we have regarded this inquiry as
being of such importance. 

The other matter that I need to be very
clear about is that not only will this inquiry be
independent but also there will need to be a
finite time within which it has to be carried out.
When a budget of $2.8m was allocated to the
holding of the inquiry, I made it absolutely
clear—and Cabinet did when it considered
it—that there needs to be a finite time within
which the inquiry must be carried out. That is
why six months has been set aside for it. I say
to all honourable members that six months is a
sufficient time to get to the bottom of the
issues required to be examined and to make
an appropriate report. If there are matters that
need to be referred to the police or to the CJC,
that is sufficient time to enable those matters
to be done. 

I believe that everyone would accept that
$2.8m is more than sufficient to adequately
and properly fund such an independent
inquiry. Therefore, the Government has been
generous to that extent. However, any
extension beyond that six months would cost
more money. That is why the inquiry needs to
be done properly. It has been established
properly. It will be independent and impartial.
However, the terms of reference will be six
months and the budgetary amount will be
$2.8m.

Goondiwindi Floods

Mr MICKEL: I refer the Minister for
Primary Industries to reports of flood damage
to crops and properties in the Goondiwindi
area, and I ask: what is the extent of damage
to winter crops in the area?

Mr PALASZCZUK: I inform the House that
the Government views with concern the extent
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of the damage caused by the floods in
Goondiwindi over the past week and, of
course, with the heavy rains again this week.
Early indications are that large areas of wheat
and other winter crops will be damaged or lost
during the floods. Although it is too early to
estimate the losses at this stage, I personally
plan to inspect some properties in the area this
weekend and to talk to the producers on what
has turned out to be a very, very cruel blow to
their income. I will then report to Cabinet on
my inspection and continue to monitor the
situation with regular updates from our
Department of Primary Industries officers in the
area. I have also been working closely with the
Minister for Emergency Services in other areas
of her work there. 

It is devastating for producers to see what
looked like a bumper winter cropping season
lost or to at least suffer significant yield
reductions. It really hits home to all members
of this House just how hard life is on the land.

I am quite sure that the residents of the
Goondiwindi area would not mind me
reminding members of this House that the
Royal Queensland Show starts today. Today
we woke up to a beautiful day. What a
beautiful day for the start of the Royal
Queensland Show or, as everyone knows it
affectionately, the Ekka. The Ekka is the
annual centrepiece for Queensland's primary
industries. The Ekka is where we can
showcase our excellence across a broad range
of industries, not only to the people of
Brisbane but also to the people of Queensland
and to visitors from interstate and overseas.
International interest in the Ekka seems to
grow each year, and the event really is an
excellent opportunity for our rural industries to
show off their wares to potential new overseas
buyers. 

At this point I welcome all the Miss Show
Girl entrants, who are currently observing what
goes on in this Parliament. I wish them all the
best. As the Minister for Primary Industries, I
am very pleased to announce that I will be at
the show every day—at least two or three
times.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I add my welcome
to the Miss Show Girl entrants. 

Special Schools

Mr QUINN: I refer the Minister for
Education to the list of phase 1 and 2 schools
in the Leading Schools program which I
released on 10 December last year and which
I tabled. The list does not contain the
Calamvale Special School. I also refer to the

list of special schools which the Minister has
tabled today purporting to be schools included
in the Leading Schools program. Four schools
from bands 6 and 7 are included on the list of
phase 2 schools. These are schools which
were not permitted to join the first two phases
of the program, since it was limited to bands 8
to 11. The list also contains schools in phases
3 and 4 of the program when no applications
have been called for these phases. I therefore
ask the Minister: what is the basis for the
compilation of the list he tabled today?

Mr WELLS: The list I tabled was given to
me by the Education Department. I suspect
that this list is more recent than the one the
honourable member had. Well into the
Leading Schools process somebody drew the
honourable member's attention to the fact that
he had excluded special schools. That meant
that every single special school was going to
be discriminated against. As a result of the
political advice, he suddenly decided, "This is
not going to do. We will have to make other
arrangements." That happened. That might
very well occasion the difference between the
list the honourable member tabled and——

Mr Quinn: Do you stand by the accuracy
of the list?

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The member has
asked his question.

Mr WELLS: It is a list given to me by the
Education Department. I expect that it is more
recent and more accurate than the information
the member has. 

Mr Quinn: Do you stand by the accuracy
of the list?

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Merrimac.

Mr WELLS: I do not purport to be
infallible. I gave the honourable member the
information which was given to me by the
department. I expect that it is more accurate
than that of the member opposite.

It was not just the special schools that got
discriminated against by the honourable
member opposite. There are people in this
House who will be interested to know exactly
who got discriminated against in the Leading
Schools program. I have drawn up a little
league ladder. If we take into account all the
schools in each electorate—including the
smaller schools, because they were all
discriminated against—we find that in Liberal
electorates 57.3% of the schools across-the-
board were Leading Schools. In electorates
held by Independents, which is a small group
and therefore less statistically significant, it was
42.5%. In Labor electorates it was 39.4%. In



6 Aug 1998 Questions Without Notice 1719

One Nation electorates, it was 27.4%. Who
were the real losers? 

Ms Bligh: It couldn't be the Nationals!

Mr WELLS: The member for South
Brisbane is right. It was in fact the National
Party, with 22.2%. It was a discriminatory
system. I stand by the proposition that it was
discriminatory. One of the first acts of the
Labor Government was to reduce the
discrimination inherent in the program.

Montrose Special School
Mrs ATTWOOD: I ask the Minister for

Education: why is Education Queensland
moving from the Montrose Special School and
what is the Minister doing to address this
situation?

Mr WELLS: The Society for Crippled
Children has asked the Education Department
to vacate the Montrose Special School. This
presents a problem. Officers of my department
are at the moment negotiating to get an
extension of the time the school can continue
to be occupied as a special school. I have
asked a project officer to take special
responsibility for this. That project officer will be
talking to the parents and the teachers at the
school with a view to ensuring that the
necessary transfers of the students from one
school to another are effected with the least
amount of inconvenience to the students. 

The department will also be building a
specialist facility in a mainstream school
located close by in order that those who
cannot be conveniently located in those
special schools will be transferred. I am sure
that the process which was necessitated by
the request of the Society for Crippled Children
can be effected with the least possible
disruption to the lives of the students.

Police Resources

Mr GRICE: I refer the Minister for Police
and Corrective Services to a memo, sent to
the electorate office of the member for
Bundamba, providing briefing notes for the
Ipswich Community Cabinet meeting to be
held on 24 August, which states there is an—

"Urgent need for co-ordination of the
release of prisoners from the jails at
Wacol. At present, most prisoners seek
houses for Dept of Housing, get on
benefits from Centrelink at Goodna, then
start to commit crimes on local residents
eg drug dealing, break and enters etc." 

I ask: given the massive increase in police
numbers under the coalition Government,

what action will the Minister be taking to boost
police numbers in the Goodna/Gailes area to
address the drug dealing and break and
enters identified by the member for
Bundamba? Does the Minister share the view
of the office of the member for Bundamba that
those crimes are committed by former
prisoners from the Wacol detention centre?

Mr BARTON: What an interesting
question! The first thing that needs to be said
about that is that clearly somebody has leaked
to the member a memo—there are some
mischievous people out there. We are very
proud of the fact that we are having these
Community Cabinet meetings and that we are
addressing the concerns being put forward by
residents. We have a process that makes sure
that, where people are approaching electorate
offices with views about what they perceive as
problems, we are fully briefed so that when we
talk to those people who seek deputations with
us we are aware of the issues. That is what
that part of that process is all about. 

Very clearly, police numbers come into
this. As the member knows, or should know,
the Police Commissioner and senior
management of the Police Service make the
decisions about the allocation of police
numbers, and there is very great concern
about a shortage of police numbers in the
Ipswich, Goodna and Wacol regions. That
matter was raised time and time again,
particularly by one of my former colleagues,
the former member for Ipswich West, Don
Livingstone. Despite that, there is a shortage
of police out there that I can assure the
honourable member for Broadwater will be
addressed within the next two weeks, because
135 recruits will be graduating from the
academy tomorrow. 

Mr Grice interjected.

Mr BARTON: I did not see the previous
Minister handing the credit back to Paul
Braddy for the first set of recruits who
graduated during the time of the coalition in
Government. Notwithstanding that, I do
applaud the job that was done by the previous
Minister in that those academy recruits
commenced their training during his time as
Minister. I have invited him to come to that
graduation ceremony tomorrow if he wishes.

I will return to the real point, which is that
there is a shortage of police in that region at
this time. The Police Service has determined
not only to allocate a suitable number of
graduating recruits or first-year constables, it is
also reallocating some of its experienced
police resources around the State to put
additional experienced police into the Ipswich
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and Goodna areas. I applaud it for doing that.
Also, over the next few days I will be advising
the public about where all of the additional 135
recruits will be placed. 

In relation to the memo, very clearly
electorate officers of all political persuasions
have people putting points of view to them
about whether there are problems. I do not
know definitively whether there is that level of
problem in Goodna or whether it is caused by
prisoners. Clearly, upon departing prison,
many former prisoners live in the areas near
prisons for the simple reason that their families
move into nearby housing to be close to them
when they are in prison.

Time expired.

National Competition Policy, Local
Authorities

Mr ROBERTS: I ask the Treasurer: how is
the Government assisting local authorities in
the implementation of National Competition
Policy reform and what benefits, if any, are
flowing to councils and ratepayers through that
process?

Mr HAMILL: Queensland is the only State
Government that is providing direct assistance
to local authorities through the implementation
of the National Competition Policy.

Mrs Sheldon interjected. 

Mr HAMILL: As I have stated repeatedly
in this place, I am not interested in the silly
nitpicking and point scoring that the Opposition
seems to be concerned about. This policy was
a bipartisan approach. It was first implemented
when the coalition was in Government. Under
us, local authorities in Queensland have just
received some $3.5m worth of assistance. 

Mrs Sheldon: We did that. 

Mr HAMILL:  We did not have to do that.

Mr Mackenroth: The Goss Government
had already promised it. 

Mr HAMILL: It was a commitment made
by the Goss Government with the
implementation of the National Competition
Policy. It was one which was honoured by the
coalition and reaffirmed under us. And why
should that not be so? Why should we not
reward the efforts of local government in
Queensland in the implementation of
competition reforms? 

It would appear that the Opposition,
adopting its usual carping, criticising, narking
attitude, would have liked us not to distribute
the $3.5m to local government. However, we
do not share its view of the world. We are

pleased to have made the funds available. For
the information of the House, I will table the
schedule of moneys that were recently
disbursed. The major beneficiary council is the
Gold Coast City Council—something that I
thought might have been of some interest to
the Leader of the Opposition. It has received
$605,400. The Logan City Council has
received $409,350. 

Other councils that have received funding
include Maroochy and Ipswich City. I am
pleased to see that my home town received
$341,000. Townsville, Cairns, the Redland
Shire Council, Pine Rivers, Mackay,
Rockhampton, Caloundra, Hervey Bay, Noosa,
Caboolture and Thuringowa have all received
benefits. Those are major local authorities in
the State that have been undertaking reforms
in relation to their business enterprises. 

There is one thing that I will say, though,
and this is again where the Federal
Government is letting the side down. There
has been no guarantee to local authorities that
they will receive any consideration whatsoever
through the corporatisation of local business
enterprises. We will not accept the proposition
that the Commonwealth will tax local
authorities and not give the money back. It is
high time that the Federal Government
allowed the institution of a tax equivalent
regime for local government in the same way
that State Governments have been afforded
that consideration. Local governments should
not be penalised through taxation and through
implementing the reform agenda and
competition. This Labor Government in
Queensland will reaffirm the view, which we
held previously in Government, that local
government needs to be supported through
competition reform by payments such as
these. 

Time expired.

Ipswich City/Boonah Shire Electoral
Boundary Review

Mr HOBBS: I remind the Minister for Local
Government and Planning of the comments
that he made on ABC talkback radio on 7 July,
when in response to a question about whether
he would respect the independent decision of
the Electoral Commissioner in relation to the
current Ipswich City and Boonah Shire
boundary review, he said—

"I'll let the process run and wait until
his final report comes down." 

I ask: will the Minister give an undertaking not
to interfere, as per the current legislation, in
the deliberations of the Electoral
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Commissioner? Will the Minister now give an
undertaking that he will abide by the Electoral
Commissioner's final recommendations in
relation to that boundary review?

Mr MACKENROTH: As I said on ABC
radio, I will let the review run its course, and I
will.

Manoora Urban Renewal Project 

Ms BOYLE: I refer the Minister for Public
Works and Housing to the announcement at
the Edmonton Community Cabinet meeting of
an additional $7.5m for community renewal
programs throughout the State, and I ask: can
he inform the House about the progress of this
program and particularly the latest
developments with respect to the Manoora
urban renewal project in Cairns?

Mr SCHWARTEN: Gladly. I thank the
honourable member for the question. I also
thank the honourable member for her ongoing
interest in this subject and the leadership role
that she has taken in relation to this project,
which commences next week. The member
has demonstrated good leadership and, as
late as yesterday, advised me that she has put
together a team of people who will oversee
this project. I thank her very much for that. 

I believe this project exemplifies the
fundamental role of Labor Governments. It
distinguishes our role from that of those who
sit opposite. The reality is that over the
years——

Dr WATSON: I rise to a point of order.
The Minister is misleading the House. I
announced the Manoora project three weeks
before the election.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of
order. The member will resume his seat.

Mr SCHWARTEN: It is very sad to see
that the member has been reduced to taking
points of order such as that one.

Dr WATSON: Mr Speaker, the Minister is
deliberately misleading the House. I did not
take a point of order on that issue.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! Is the member
taking a point of order?

Dr WATSON: My point of order is that the
Minister is deliberately misleading the House.
He said that there was a point of distinction
between the Labor Government and the
Opposition. There is no point of distinction at
all.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of
order.

Mr SCHWARTEN: I will elaborate on that.
Following the Edmonton Cabinet meeting, an
extra $7.5m was injected into this project,
which had been allowed to languish under the
previous Government. The fact is that these
projects were kicked off by the previous Labor
Minister, the honourable member for
Chatsworth, Mr Mackenroth. The reality is that
these sorts of projects are overdue and very
necessary on three counts.

Firstly, the Riverview experiment proved
that crime was dissipated by as much as 60%
as a result of our Government's intervention in
that area. Over time we found that people
simply did not want to live at Riverview and it
was attracting a certain undesirable group of
people. By selling off and demolishing some of
the houses and changing the whole shape of
that suburb, we found that crime was
dissipated. We are eager to take that
approach right throughout the State. The Inala
project is similar, and now we are looking at
Manoora.

We believe we can make a showcase out
of the suburb of Manoora. The thing that I
wish to do most is destigmatise this area and
in all other areas in this State where public
housing tenants reside. The way we will do
that in Manoora is, firstly, to involve the people
who live there in the redevelopment of that
area. We will also offer those people who live
there the first chance to buy homes.

Time expired.

Tick Facility, Gracemere Saleyards

Mr COOPER: I refer the Minister for
Primary Industries to the Borbidge
Government's establishment of the tick
clearance dip facility at the Gracemere
saleyards, which will service the live cattle
export trade, the annual bull selling season
and general stock movement, and I ask the
Minister: can he guarantee the continuation of
this most valuable service, particularly in light
of the upcoming bull selling season?

Mr PALASZCZUK: I do not have that
information with me at present, but when I do
find out I will get back to the member as soon
as possible.

 Challinor Centre
Ms NELSON-CARR: I refer the Minister for

Families, Youth and Community Care and
Minister for Disability Services to the closure of
the Challinor Centre. The University of
Queensland is due to take over the Challinor
Centre site from October 1998. Currently,
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some 60 people with intellectual disabilities
remain in the Challinor Centre and require
urgent immediate relocation. I ask: can the
Minister explain to the House how this situation
was allowed to develop and what the Labor
Government intends to do about it?

Ms BLIGH: I thank the honourable
member for the question. She is known for her
concern about the needs of people with a
disability.

Nothing could demonstrate more the
inertia, the neglect and the wrong priorities of
the previous Government than the situation
that I found at Challinor on coming into the
Ministry. We inherited 55 very vulnerable
people resident in the Challinor Centre who
faced a deadline to move out by 30
September. No alternative accommodation
had been organised for them—no short-term
alternatives and no permanent alternatives.

That can all be sheeted back to a
decision of the previous Government to sell
the university the land without any proper
planning and without any due regard for how
long it might take to close down that centre.
Who is paying the price for its negligence and
neglect? As I said, the residents of the
Challinor Centre and their families, all of whom
could rightfully expect to have had much better
treatment from a Government! What I
inherited was a relocation team with three
people in it struggling to get the job done. How
many people are in the director-general's
office? Forty!

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The time for
questions has expired.

TRANS-TASMAN MUTUAL RECOGNITION
(QUEENSLAND) BILL

Hon. P. D. BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—
ALP) (Premier) (11.30 a.m.), by leave, without
notice: I move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act to adopt the Trans-Tasman
Mutual Recognition Act 1997 (Cwlth), and
for other purposes."
Motion agreed to.

First Reading

Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and
Bill, on motion of Mr Beattie, read a first time.

Second Reading

Hon. P. D. BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—
ALP) (Premier) (11.31 a.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."
This legislation is designed to help

promote free trade in goods and services
between Australia and New Zealand through
the mutual recognition of regulatory standards
for goods and services in both countries. Trade
means jobs and my Government will do
everything in its power to encourage trade.
That is why I am introducing this Bill as early as
possible in the 49th Parliament. New South
Wales is advantaged by the current
circumstances. Jobs are being lost to New
South Wales and we need to move quickly. It
is yet more proof that I will act as quickly as
possible where there are opportunities to
create new jobs.

It was more than two years ago that the
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition Agreement
was signed by heads of Government. New
Zealand's legislation was enacted nearly a
year ago, and the relevant Commonwealth
and New South Wales Acts were enacted
more than six months ago, which is why New
South Wales has ended with up with an
advantage over Queensland, and I am
correcting that advantage today. The previous
Queensland Government did not introduce this
legislation to Parliament until 17 March this
year, but it failed to progress beyond the
second reading before the State election. It is
crucial that Queensland should not waste any
further time in passing the legislation to enable
this agreement to take effect.

The genesis of this legislation occurred in
July 1990, when the Commonwealth
Government established an agreement
between Australia and New Zealand for the
reduction of trade barriers between the two
countries. The Australia-New Zealand Closer
Economic Relations Trade Agreement—the
CER—sought to develop a single market focus
for Australia and New Zealand and to widen
opportunities for trading within forums such as
APEC. Australian heads of Government
signed a Mutual Recognition Agreement in
May 1992 which was designed to establish a
national economy, free of trade and
occupational barriers between States and
Territories.

This agreement, the Australian Mutual
Recognition Agreement—MRA—was
underpinned by legislation which sought to
ensure that certain sections of the Australian
Constitution would work as envisaged, that is,
that there would be free trade between States
and that there would be no discrimination on
the grounds of residence—sections 92 and
117 of the Constitution. The Australian MRA
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was established in 1992, with the Queensland
Parliament enacting legislation in December
1992 to give effect to the agreement. Part of
the Australian MRA provided for an extension
of the scheme to include New Zealand,
consistent with the original intent of the CER.

In April 1995, three years after the
introduction of the Australian MRA,
negotiations commenced with New Zealand to
establish the TTMRA. The framework of the
negotiations was the existing Australian MRA
with appropriate enhancements to reflect the
trans-Tasman nature of the scheme. The
principles underpinning the existing Australian
MRA were endorsed as being consistent for
the purposes of establishing a TTMRA.

Following extensive negotiations by a
select working group of officials from the
Commonwealth, New South Wales,
Queensland and the New Zealand
Governments—with New South Wales and
Queensland representing all States and
Territories—the TTMRA was finalised in early
1996. Heads of Government signed the
arrangement at the Council of Australian
Governments meeting on 14 June 1996, and
the Prime Minister of New Zealand signed it on
9 July 1996.

The TTMRA will promote free trade in
goods and services between Australia and
New Zealand through the mutual recognition
of regulatory standards for goods and
occupations in both countries. The Trans-
Tasman Mutual Recognition Arrangement is
an extension of the Australian Mutual
Recognition Agreement. The TTMRA will build
on the success of the Australian MRA,
extending the scheme to the market in goods
and services between Australia and New
Zealand, and benefiting the people of both
countries, especially those in Queensland.

The success of the Australian MRA is a
strong indication that the implementation of
the TTMRA will benefit all jurisdictions
through—

expanding the market in goods and
labour between Australia and New
Zealand;

increasing the competitiveness of the
market;

minimising regulatory impediments to free
trade in goods and labour between
Australia and New Zealand;

increasing consumer choice in the market;

decreasing compliance costs to business
and industry;

increasing mobility of people in registered
occupations to practise in other
jurisdictions with a minimum of regulatory
impost; and
greater opportunities for Australia and
New Zealand to enhance their influence
internationally through bodies such as the
APEC forum—in other words, put us on
the world stage with some clout.
Queensland, because of its proximity to

New Zealand, is well placed to take maximum
advantage in relation to expanded trade
opportunities. The TTMRA legislation will
implement two mutual recognition principles
regarding freedom of trade in goods and
services. The first principle is that, if goods may
be legally sold in Australia, the goods may be
sold in New Zealand, and vice versa. The
second principle is that, if a person is
registered to practise an occupation in
Australia, he or she will be entitled to practise
an equivalent occupation in New Zealand, and
vice versa. These principles are underpinned
by the premise that the existing regulatory
standards regarding goods and occupations in
one participating jurisdiction should satisfy
public expectations across all participating
jurisdictions.

As far as possible, the scheme
established under the TTMRA is consistent
with the scheme established under the
Australian MRA. The scheme will not affect the
operation of Queensland laws regulating—

the manner of sale of goods;
the transportation, storage or handling of
goods if the laws are directed at
protecting health and safety or preventing
environmental pollution; or
the inspection of goods if the inspection is
not a prerequisite to sale and the laws are
directed at protecting health and safety or
preventing environmental pollution. Those
safeguard exist.

Laws which mutual recognition might
unintentionally affect, including laws relating to
customs controls and tariffs, intellectual
property and trademarks, taxation and other
specified international conventions, are the
subject of an exclusion—Schedule 1, and I
draw the attention of members to that
Schedule. Laws which the jurisdictions deem
not desirable to include in the scheme,
including laws relating to quarantine and
endangered species, firearms, fireworks,
gaming machines, indecent or pornographic
material, ozone protection, the registration of
agricultural and veterinary chemicals, and high
risk foods, are the subject of a permanent
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exemption—and I stress that to the
House—and they are covered in Schedule 2.

Certain regulatory sectors are provided
with a special exemption for a period of 12
months to enable jurisdictions to address the
differences in regulatory standards, and that is
set out in Schedule 3. These include—

therapeutic goods;

hazardous substances, industrial
chemicals and dangerous goods; and
electromagnetic compatibility and radio
communications equipment.
The scheme will not apply to medical

practitioners, and an exemption is provided
under Schedule 4 of the Commonwealth Act.
Under an existing reciprocal agreement, New
Zealand doctors can register to practise in
Australia, and vice versa. Doctors whose
qualifications were gained in a third country,
however, cannot register to practise in
Australia by first registering in New Zealand.
That protects the standard of medical practice
in this State and this country.

The scheme has a temporary exemption
mechanism which participating parties can use
to unilaterally ban the sale of goods in their
jurisdiction to protect public health and safety
or prevent environmental pollution.
Exemptions invoked under this mechanism
must be referred to the relevant Ministerial
Council in order to achieve permanent
exemption or common standards for the
goods. Under the Commonwealth Act, the
Governor-General can amend a Schedule to
the Act via regulation, but this exercise of
power is subject to the consent of all
participating jurisdictions.

Australia and New Zealand are
implementing the Trans-Tasman Mutual
Recognition Arrangement through a legislative
scheme which will include an Australian
component and a New Zealand component.
The New Zealand component of the scheme is
the Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition Act
1997 which was enacted on 20 August 1997.
The Australian component of the scheme will
require the Commonwealth, States and
Territories to enact legislation. The jurisdiction
leading the implementation of the TTMRA in
Australia is New South Wales. The Trans-
Tasman Mutual Recognition (New South
Wales) Act 1997 was enacted on 25
November 1997. The New South Wales Act is
legislation referring power to the
Commonwealth to legislate under section
51(xxxvii) of the Commonwealth Constitution
for the passage of the Trans-Tasman Mutual
Recognition legislation.

The Commonwealth Legislation is the
Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition
(Commonwealth) Act 1998 which was enacted
on 7 December 1997. The States and
Territories will legislate to either refer power to
the Commonwealth or adopt the
Commonwealth legislation to participate in the
scheme. Amending the Commonwealth Act is
a matter which will require the unanimous
consent of the participating jurisdictions.

The Trans-Tasman Mutual Recognition
(Queensland) Bill 1998 will adopt the
Commonwealth legislation, making
Queensland a participating jurisdiction. The
Queensland legislation will adopt the
Commonwealth Act for a period of five years,
which is consistent with the length of the
adoption period for the Australian MRA. The
participating parties will review the TTMRA and
the Australian MRA simultaneously every five
years.

In conclusion, the TTMRA is a simple, low-
cost and low-maintenance mechanism for
overcoming unnecessary regulatory
impediments to trade between Australia and
New Zealand. It will benefit consumers,
business and service providers by reducing or
eliminating regulatory impediments to trade in
goods and the mobility of registered
occupations between both countries. The
potential exists for significant benefits to be
gained by all Queenslanders who participate
under this arrangement. Increased trade
between Queensland and New Zealand will
also generate new jobs. We will take back from
New South Wales the current favourable
position it enjoys.

Debate, on motion of Mr Borbidge,
adjourned.

STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS AMENDMENT
BILL

Hon. P. D. BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—
ALP) (Premier) (11.41 a.m.), by leave, without
notice: I move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act to amend the Statutory
Instruments Act 1992."

Motion agreed to.

First Reading

Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and
Bill, on motion of Mr Beattie, read a first time.
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Second Reading

Hon. P. D. BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—
ALP) (Premier) (11.42 a.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."

 This Labor Government is committed to
making good laws for Queenslanders and we
intend to focus on this right from the start.
Tidying up outdated laws is just as important
as crafting new legislation. The Bill I introduce
to the House today will make an important
legislative reform even better. I refer to the
system introduced by 1994 amendments to
the Statutory Instruments Act 1992 under
which subordinate legislation automatically
expires after ten years, unless specifically
exempted.

The true extent of subordinate legislation,
which affects the lives and rights of
Queenslanders, was unknown. Vast numbers
of antiquated regulations, Orders-in-Council,
by-laws and other obsolete instruments, were
still legally in force. 

On 1 July this year, this anomalous
situation came to an end. Honourable
members will recall that my predecessor tried
to defer that long-overdue day by a further two
years but that attempt was rejected by this
House. As this reform has been implemented,
people have raised some concerns about the
legislation and have made suggestions to
streamline its administration.

This Bill is designed to deal with those
concerns and further ease the administrative
burden. As I have mentioned, the Statutory
Instruments Act 1992 allows for subordinate
legislation, which would otherwise expire, to be
exempted for certain periods. Exemptions can
be made by regulation under this Act or by
Acts of Parliament. Exemptions will prevent the
needless re-making of subordinate legislation
that is already under review or being re-
drafted, or that is part of a scheme of
legislation with another jurisdiction.

In essence, subordinate legislation which
is being re-drafted or will not be replaced may
be exempted for a non-renewable period of up
to 12 months. Subordinate legislation which is
complementary or uniform with the legislation
of another State or Territory or with the
Commonwealth, may be exempted for
renewable terms of up to five years. The first
exemption by regulation under this Act was
made in May. However, when the regulation
was being drafted it became clear that the
provisions of the legislation were potentially
ambiguous. For example, some provisions of a
regulation may be re-made under the same

Act. Other provisions of the same regulation,
however, may become part of new regulations
under other Acts which are being drafted or
are before Parliament.

This raises the question, is the regulation
being replaced or not? This ambiguity could
open the door to litigation seeking to have
significant subordinate legislation ruled invalid
on technical legal grounds. It is clearly not the
intention of Parliament to create such
uncertainty which could erode public
confidence in an important legislative reform.
This Bill seeks to remedy this situation in two
ways. First, it will insert a declaratory provision
in the Act which states the Parliament's
intention that the exempting regulation made
earlier this year is, and always has been, valid.
Second, it removes any potential ambiguity in
the wording relating to exemptions.

This is done by clarifying the meaning of
'replace' in the Act and by removing the
requirement to choose one of two reasons for
a one-year exemption. To provide greater
clarity of drafting, the provisions for a
renewable five-year exemption are separated
from the one-year exemption provisions.
Honourable members will recall I mentioned
that the Bill also streamlines the administration
of automatic expiry. This is primarily through a
new provision which means all subordinate
legislation, affected by the automatic expiry
provisions, will expire on the same day of the
year. 

This is what we might like to call a 'horse's
birthday' provision—punters among us here will
know that all horses are deemed to have been
born on the first day of the first August after
their actual birth. The Bill provides that all
subordinate legislation expires on the first day
of the first September, 10 years after the
legislation has been made. This means that
just one exempting regulation needs to be
made each year. This will considerably reduce
the administrative workload on the Office of
the Queensland Parliamentary Counsel and
administering departments.

This provision will take effect from 1
January 1999, meaning there will be no
change to existing arrangements with
departments about expiry of legislation made
in 1988 and before. It is true that the life of
some expiring instruments may be extended
for some months beyond the 10 years
provided for in the existing Act when this
provision comes into force. 

I am sure, however, that honourable
members will see the sense of reducing
administrative costs and will note this
amendment does not in any way weaken the
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force of the automatic expiry reform. I
commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Borbidge,
adjourned.

INTEGRATED PLANNING AND OTHER
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL

Hon. T. M. MACKENROTH (Chatsworth—
ALP) (Minister for Communication and
Information and Minister for Local
Government, Planning, Regional and Rural
Communities) (11.48 a.m.), by leave, without
notice: I move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act to amend legislation about
integrated planning, and for other
purposes."

Motion agreed to.

First Reading

Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and
Bill, on motion of Mr Mackenroth, read a first
time.

Second Reading

Hon. T. M. MACKENROTH (Chatsworth—
ALP) (Minister for Communication and
Information and Minister for Local
Government, Planning, Regional and Rural
Communities) (11.49 a.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."

The Integrated Planning and Other
Legislation Amendment Bill proposes
necessary changes to the Integrated Planning
Act and related legislation to address
operational issues encountered since the
commencement of the Act at the end of
March. The Integrated Planning Act is a
fundamental reform of the way planning and
development is administered in Queensland.
At its core is the integrated development
assessment system, or IDAS as it is known.
Fully implemented, IDAS will create a single
system for the administration of all
development related assessment in
Queensland. The achievement of this single
system, however, involves the consequential
amendment of a substantial number of Acts
and regulations. In all it has been estimated
IDAS will collapse about 60 separate approval
processes into this single system.

The Integrated Planning Act was passed
by the previous coalition Government late last
year. The fundamentals of this Act are,
however, exactly the same as those proposed

by the former Goss Government. When I was
previously Minister for Housing, Local
Government and Planning, I released for
public comment a draft of a Bill then known as
the Planning, Environment and Development
Assessment Bill. This Bill had at its core an
integrated development assessment system
which is the cornerstone of the current Act,
and also proposed a system of private building
certification. IDAS is now operating as is the
private building certification system. The
Integrated Planning Act is new legislation and
is wide ranging in its effect. As such I have
given a commitment to closely monitor the
operation of the legislation and to make
adjustments and refinements as necessary.

The Integrated Planning Act redefines
how planning and development assessment is
carried out in Queensland. It brings together
into one system operating practices from a
range of different systems. Inevitably some
teething problems will emerge. Indeed, I
observed during the second reading of the first
amending Bill for the Act that we should fully
expect to see the Act needing to be amended
once it came into operation. The important
point is not that these problems have
emerged. Anything dealing with the wide
range of issues addressed by this Act will
experience some problems. The important
thing is for any operating difficulties to be dealt
with quickly so they do not develop into major
problems. In some cases the teething
problems have resulted from a lack of
familiarity or understanding of the new system
and many are able to be addressed through
ongoing training and education programs. It is
important to ensure the legislation operates in
the way intended and to not allow contrary
operating practices to be imported into the
system and to become entrenched. If specific
legislative change is necessary to make the
legislation work as intended I will move quickly
to introduce amendments into this House.

The current round of amendments
address issues identified through discussions
and workshops held with a wide cross-section
of users, including local government, State
agencies and representatives of the
environment, property and development
sectors. The changes proposed in the Bill are
essentially machinery in nature. The changes
fall into two categories. Some changes clarify
the intent of provisions or fill in identified gaps.
In other cases, as operational experience with
the legislation has developed, the way some
aspects of the legislation operate has been
reviewed and streamlined to remove
unnecessary administration. I will now deal with
these in turn.
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The Bill proposes drafting changes to a
number of provisions to clarify the original
intent of the provisions or to fill in unintended
gaps. For example, under the former Local
Government (Planning and Environment) Act
provision was made for public submissions
made about a development application to be
carried over if, for some reason, the public
notification period had to be repeated. This
facility was inadvertently omitted from the
Integrated Planning Act and is now proposed
to be inserted. Also, provision is now made for
public notices to be published in a newspaper
circulating generally in the locality of the land.
The current wording requires notices to be
published in a newspaper circulating generally
in the local government's area. This places an
unintended restriction on the use of some
regional and local newspapers because they
do not circulate throughout all of a particular
local government's area, even though those
papers were routinely and successfully used
under the provisions of the former Act. The
wording change is intended to allow these
types of newspapers to again be used for
public notice requirements.

Minor changes are proposed to the
operation of building and development
tribunals to bring their operation into line with
how building tribunals previously operated. The
procedures to be followed when issuing
decision notices have been refined to more
clearly deal with cases where an application is
refused. Under IDAS an applicant may
negotiate with the local government about its
decision but only if its decision is to approve
the application. This is to minimise the need to
appeal to the court about disputes about
conditions and the like. The process is
structured to allow those negotiations to occur
and for a new decision notice to be issued
before the submitter's appeal period
commences. If an approval is changed by
negotiation submitters then may review the
final decision and decide if they wish to
exercise their appeal rights. The current
process is based around these two appeal
periods. It does not deal with the situation
where an application is refused. In this case
there is no right to negotiate with the local
government. Therefore both the applicant's
appeal period and the submitter's appeal
period need to run concurrently. The
amendment achieves this.

Changes are made to the private
certification provisions to allow companies and
local governments to be accredited as private
building certifiers, rather than restricting
accreditation to individuals only. This will
overcome the situation where employees in

council building certification units have to seek
individual accreditation when it is the company
or the council business unit that ultimately
takes responsibility for the work. Consequential
amendments are also proposed to the
Building Act to give effect to the intent of these
changes. The private certification provisions
also have been amended to further clarify the
limitations imposed on certifiers exercising their
powers under the Act. This is to further
minimise any potential for private building
certifiers to assess building plans before other
prerequisite approvals have been issued, such
as approvals flowing from the planning
scheme relating to the use of the land. The
transitional provisions have been amended to
clarify the original intent of the Act in terms of
assessable and self-assessable development
under planning schemes.

Changes are proposed to the
Environmental Protection Act to clarify the
operation of certain aspects of the provisions
inserted in March this year to integrate the
environmental authority process under IDAS.
Changes are also made to the Land Title Act
to clarify how leases involving the
reconfiguration of land are dealt with. This
amendment carries forward the arrangements
that previously applied under the former Local
Government (Planning and Environment) Act
and which were meant to apply under this Act.
The second category of amendments deals
with changes to reflect operational experience.

The major change resulting from direct
operational experience relates to the need for
acknowledgment notices issued after
applications are lodged. The acknowledgment
notice is designed to provide an applicant with
basic information about the procedures for
dealing with the application. For example, it
informs the applicant whether there are referral
agencies which must be given copies of the
application, and whether the applicant must
publicly notify the application. It was intended
the process of issuing the notice be a
straightforward administrative action. However,
experience indicates there is no net benefit in
issuing the notices for simpler applications. In
fact, the need for the notice is slowing down
the processing of simpler applications such as
straightforward building permits without
providing applicants with any benefit.
Accordingly, changes are proposed that do
away with the need for notices to be issued if
the application does not involve public
advertising or any referrals. This will
significantly streamline the processing of the
vast majority of applications dealt with under
IDAS, particularly simple applications such as
domestic building applications and the like.
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Changes are also proposed to the local
law provisions under the Local Government
Act in so far as those laws deal with
development. The existing provisions have
been found to be unnecessarily restrictive and
changes are proposed to address specific
concerns raised by local government about the
relationship between development related
local laws and ideas.

This Bill is a response to discussions held
with the key users of the Integrated Planning
Act, and in particular the users of IDAS.
Problems have been identified requiring
legislative change. Rather than let the users of
the system make do with inadequate
operating provisions I have responded by
proposing necessary changes to address
known deficiencies. It is essential the
Government remain responsive and act quickly
and decisively to address problems as they
emerge. This is necessary to ensure
development is environmentally sustainable, to
keep Queensland's development sector
competitive and to improve the quality of life
for all Queenslanders into the 21st century. I
commend the Bill to the House.

Debate, on motion of Mr Hobbs,
adjourned.

WORKPLACE RELATIONS AMENDMENT
BILL

Hon. P. J. BRADDY (Kedron—ALP)
(Minister for Employment, Training and
Industrial Relations) (12 p.m.), by leave,
without notice: I move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act to amend the Workplace
Relations Act 1997 and the Industrial
Relations (Protection from Invalidities) Act
1991."

Motion agreed to.

First Reading

Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and
Bill, on motion of Mr Braddy, read a first time.

Second Reading

Hon. P. J. BRADDY (Kedron—ALP)
(Minister for Employment, Training and
Industrial Relations) (12.01 p.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."
It is with great pleasure that I introduce to

the House the Workplace Relations
Amendment Bill 1998. This Amendment Bill
honours our Government's pre-election

commitments to repeal the harshest aspects
of the Workplace Relations Act 1997 enacted
by the previous Government, and will precede
a comprehensive review of the industrial
relations legislation and systems in
Queensland. Our Government is committed to
the establishment of a modern and
progressive system of industrial relations which
promotes stability and economic growth and
development for the Queensland economy.
Importantly, it will also be a system that
recognises the need to achieve job security,
jobs growth and fair wages and employment
conditions in a framework focused on
achieving an equitable balance between social
and economic objectives for industry,
employers, employees and the Queensland
community. 

Recently the Government announced the
establishment of an expert, representative,
independent task force to review the State's
industrial relations laws. Its task will be to
consult widely on the development of new
industrial relations laws that will take this State
into the 21st century. As part of this
comprehensive review, opportunities will be
provided for public submissions and input,
including, importantly, in our regional and rural
areas throughout Queensland. Following this
review, the Government will introduce new
industrial relations legislation to Parliament. 

However, honourable members should be
aware that the Government also made some
pre-election commitments on industrial
relations that require immediate legislative
action. The Workplace Relations Amendment
Bill gives effect to some of these pre-election
commitments. They include a commitment to
the maintenance of a viable, relevant and up-
to-date award system and the repeal of certain
harsh and unfair aspects of the current
legislation, in particular, the provisions for
Queensland Workplace Agreements—QWAs. 

I turn now to the objectives of the
amendments to the current legislation. This Bill
contains the following four key elements—

the provision for wages and conditions of
employment to be protected through a
viable, relevant and up-to-date award
system, through ensuring new and
existing awards are able to cover all
relevant industrial matters and are not
restricted to the 20 allowable matters
contained in section 128 of the Workplace
Relations Act 1997;

the provision for general conditions of
employment to be maintained in awards
and agreements, by ensuring that the
existing general conditions of employment
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contained in the Industrial Relations Act
1990 are continued in force;
the removal of provisions regarding the
making, approving, amending and
extending of any further QWAs, while
providing transitional arrangements for the
agreements and other related provisions;
and

extending the period of the operation of
the Industrial Relations (Protection from
Invalidities) Act 1991, pending a
comprehensive review of the industrial
relations system, and thereby ensuring
maintenance of the status quo for the
period of the review in relation to
registered employer and employee
industrial organisations.

Removal of provisions restricting awards to 20
allowable matters

This Government is firmly committed to
ensuring that wages and conditions of
employment are protected through a viable,
relevant and up-to-date award system, through
the maintenance of awards that have the
capacity to cover all aspects of the
employment relationship, as well as being one
of the primary vehicles for determining wages
and conditions. It is therefore necessary to
undertake immediate legislative action to halt
the award stripping process, which will
otherwise occur if the present Act is not
amended prior to 27 September 1998.

The current legislation provides for an
interim 18 month period during which awards
are to be stripped back to 20 allowable award
matters. This interim period ends on 26
September this year. After this time, any award
provision that is not "allowable" will cease to
have effect. The consequence of these
provisions, if not immediately amended, will be
to substantially reduce the extent to which the
award system provides for employee
entitlements in relation to wages and
conditions of employment. For example, and
based on the Federal experience, the award
stripping process if allowed to continue in this
State, would lead to the removal of existing
requirements for employers to consult with
employees on the introduction of change at
the workplace with a view to minimising
redundancies and terminations. It would also
remove the requirement for employers to give
employees notice of any terminations which
may occur, including the requirement that
discussions take place prior to redundancies. 

Consultation with employees and notice
periods are essential to ensure that workers
have valid input into workplace changes,
including minimising terminations, putting in

place redeployment and retraining programs
and through ensuring all efforts are made to
maximise employment security and the viability
of the business. The removal of these
employee rights and entitlements from State
awards will only serve to undermine
employment security—a backward step in the
current environment of industry and workplace
restructuring. In an economic climate where
job insecurity and industry downsizing are
prevalent, the stripping of these requirements
and employee rights would be a retrograde
step.

The failure of the stripping back of awards
can be evidenced from the Commonwealth
arena. In the federal jurisdiction, the 18 month
interim period under the Commonwealth
Workplace Relations Act 1996 for awards to be
reviewed concluded on 30 June this year. At
the end of the interim period under the
Commonwealth Act, only 63 of approximately
3,137 awards representing only 2% of all
Federal awards, had been amended.
Additionally, the Australian Industrial Relations
Commission is still hearing cases to determine
what is and what is not an allowable award
matter. These uncertainties are creating a
chaotic and confusing system for both
employers and employees who are unsure of
their obligations and entitlements under the
award system—chaos and confusion which
has been created through a mandatory review
of their awards, and brought about through
burdensome legislative changes.

In the Queensland jurisdiction, no State
award has been amended to comply with the
restrictions in the current legislation, which will
limit awards to 20 allowable matters, even
though the interim period under the State Act
commenced on 27 March 1997. Under the
State legislation, if no action is taken to stop
the reduction of award entitlements before 26
September, the State's 320 or so awards will
stop having effect to the extent that they cover
"non-allowable" matters. 

There has also been no determination
made by the Queensland Industrial Relations
Commission to enable industrial parties to
define an "allowable" or "non-allowable matter"
for Queensland awards. As a direct result
Queensland employers and employees will be
placed in a more chaotic and uncertain
position than their federal counterparts.
Without the amendments contained in this Bill,
no employer or employee can legally establish
what will be enforceable or unenforceable in a
State award.

Further to this, with the expiry of the
interim period on 26 September 1998, the
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Queensland legislation also provides for
existing employees to retain non-allowable
conditions for a further year. This in itself may
result in two employees doing the same work
in the same workplace, yet being subject to
different employment conditions. This is clearly
inequitable and it can be expected that
confusion and conflict at individual workplaces
will result.

The removal of the award-stripping
process from the State legislation is particularly
important given that in Queensland State
awards cover approximately 55% of
employees. This indicates that the award-
stripping process will have a substantial impact
on Queensland workplaces if it is allowed to
continue. Further, employees in regional and
rural Queensland, who are largely employed
under the award structure, could face a
reduction in the terms and conditions of their
employment as a result of the restriction of
awards. 

On this point, the removal of the award-
stripping process will have particular benefit to
rural and regional workers. The 1995
Australian Workplace Industrial Relations
Survey indicates that, while only 20% of
Queensland metropolitan workers rely solely
on their award for their entitlements, 51% to
52% of rural and regional workers are covered
solely by awards, highlighting the importance
of retaining a strong and viable award system
to protect their conditions. It should also be
noted that in the 1995 Australian Workplace
Industrial Relations Survey, 70% of small
business agreed that the award system had
worked well. The removal of award stripping
from the legislation will then remove the
burdensome process instituted upon both
employers and employees through this long
and drawn-out process and particularly
alleviate pressures on small businesses forced
to partake in these reviews.

This Government is committed to
maintaining the award system, both with
minimum rates and paid rates awards, while
removing excessive legislative restrictions
placed upon the appropriate determination of
wages and conditions of employment for
employers and employees. Our Government is
of the belief that these matters are best left for
the industrial parties and the Queensland
Industrial Relations Commission to determine
through either the award system or collective
bargaining.

It would be clearly premature to allow this
stripping of awards to occur while the review of
the legislation is under way. Our Government
believes that these amendments, which will

ensure that awards are not limited to 20
allowable award matters, are vital if we are to
establish an industrial relations system for the
future that is founded on ensuring justice,
fairness and equity for all Queensland workers.

The current legislation also preserves
certain general conditions of employment for
an interim period of 18 months, which expires
on 26 September 1998. These general
conditions of employment were contained in
the former Industrial Relations Act 1990 and
relate to hours of work, public holidays, sick
leave, annual leave, payment for annual
leave, payment in lieu of annual leave, and
pro rata annual leave. If this amendment
legislation is not assented to prior to 27
September this year, these general conditions
will cease to apply to awards and certified
agreements that do not already make
provision for them. Consequently, this will lead
to a further loss of entitlements and conditions
of employment for Queensland employees.

One of the most harsh and unfair aspects
of the existing legislation is the provision for
the making of QWAs. These individual
agreements, made between employers and
employees, are secret and are not subject to
public scrutiny. This means that QWAs are
often made with employees who have little or
no knowledge of what other employees who
work alongside them are receiving. The
secrecy of these agreements ensures that
there has been no public debate on the
advantages or disadvantages of this form of
contract.

A major failing of QWAs is that they do
not recognise the unequal bargaining power
which exists in the workplace, particularly for
those most vulnerable in the community. For
example, employees working on a casual or
part-time basis, apprentices and trainees, and
young job seekers are particularly vulnerable
as they are likely to have little bargaining
power. Many of these workers have no choice
in the current economic climate but to sign a
QWA as a precondition for their job with little
understanding of their rights and their
entitlements. QWAs have the potential to
create inferior wages and conditions for these
workers as well as many other workers who are
subject to the pressures associated with a
highly competitive labour market. 

This amendment Bill seeks to remove as
a matter of urgency these secret individual
contracts to prevent further exploitation of
workers in our community and restore some
sense of balance between employers and
employees in our industrial system. The
amendments will stop the making, approving,
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amending and extending of any further QWAs.
The implementation of these arrangements will
provide that QWAs may no longer be made
from the date of commencement of the
legislation. However, it is reasonable that
QWAs which have been approved and are
operating be continued for a short period of
time to allow an orderly transition to new
employment arrangements. These QWAs will
continue until 31 December 1998, unless
terminated in the meantime. Obligations and
rights accruing under a QWA will be able to be
enforced until 31 December 1999.

The introduction of QWAs under the
current legislation has been a dismal failure
since their inception 17 months ago. The
Department of Employment, Training and
Industrial Relations has prepared on my
request a preliminary report on the effect of
the introduction of Queensland Workplace
Agreements. This report identifies that there
are currently 1,516 approved QWAs operating
in the system covering 245 individual
employers. Of note is that the number of
QWAs approved over the past 17 months
represents only 0.2% of the total number of
workers covered by Queensland awards and
agreements. This is in stark contrast to the
46.8% of employees covered by certified
agreements currently registered with the
Queensland Industrial Relations Commission.

Mr Speaker, the length of this speech is
such that I seek leave to table the balance of
my speech and have it incorporated in
Hansard.

Leave granted.
A further analysis of the QWA database
compiled for this Report shows that the
average annual wage increase granted in the
agreements was 2.6% in comparison to the
average annual wage increase for employees
under Certified Agreements of 4.1% over the
same period.

Mr Speaker, of particular note also is that 57.8%
of QWAs gave employees no wage increase at
all. The Honourable Members should
understand that these employees while
receiving no wage increase for the period of
their QWA will also receive no award safety net
adjustments which other low paid workers
access under the award system. This is simply
because an employee under a QWA is not
entitled to any award condition where this is not
specified in the Agreement. It is very clear Mr
Speaker that the continuation of QWAs will
amplify the low wages and exploitation of many
Queensland workers hidden behind the secrecy
of these Agreements. 
The Report also identifies that when comparing
the content of QWAs and certified agreements,
the focus of QWAs has been on repackaging

award entitlements such as removal of overtime
provisions, increasing hours of work, removal of
allowances and removal or decreases to penalty
rates rather than introducing genuinely
innovative changes to the workplace. In direct
comparison, the focus of collective certified
agreements has been to focus on achieving
improvements in the workplace with particular
emphasis paid to training, occupational health
and safety, productivity improvements,
multiskilling and career paths.
Mr Speaker it is significant that QWAs have not
been used to achieve workplace reform. The
stark difference for employees between these
secret individual contracts and collective
certified agreements is that by acting
collectively, employees can to some extent
shift the balance of bargaining power. Genuine
workplace reform can only be achieved based
on high level cooperation between all the
parties in industrial relations. Meaningful reform
requires employee participation and meaningful
employee participation requires collective
employee action. This clearly can not be
established on an individual basis.

The quantitative analysis of QWAs in this
Report indicates that the way of individual
agreements is the way to break down
employees' wages and conditions of
employment. It is the way to exploit the weak
and vulnerable in the labour market who have
no choice or understanding of their rights. But
importantly, it has been a dismal failure proven
through the poor uptake of individual
agreements. What employers want is a simple
regulatory system in which they know what
their rights and responsibilities are to
employees. Employees want a simple system in
which they know what their rights and
entitlements are. Where there are needs for
changes to the award regulatory system, these
should be achieved by consensus and
agreement and these should be reflected in
collective agreements which embrace the entire
workplace based on real workplace reform and
efficiencies.

In summary Mr Speaker, the following
conclusions can be reached from this Report
into the effect of QWAs on Queensland
workers:

• There has been no significant, widespread
uptake of QWAs;

• QWAs offer no compelling benefits for the
majority of Queensland workers covered
by them;

• In general, QWAs have focused on
repackaging award provisions relating to
hours of work and overtime, but compared
to Certified Agreements have introduced
no significant reform measures or
innovations to improve the productivity of
Queensland workplaces;

• There have been no significant
improvements in conditions of
employment for workers covered by



1732 Building and Construction Industry (Portable Long Service Leave) Amendment Bill 6 Aug 1998

QWAs in contrast to workers employed
under Certified Agreements; and

• In some industries QWAs have been used
to introduce industry-wide practices while
circumventing the award process.

Thus it is clear that QWAs have not been
successful for either employers or employees
within Queensland. The repeal of QWAs from
the legislation will remove the secret and
inequitable forms of agreements which can
create inferior wages and conditions,
particularly for those most vulnerable in the
community. This Government's clear preference
for agreements which is to be pursued through
the Industrial Relations Taskforce is for
employers and employees to achieve
workplace efficiencies and flexibilities through a
new flexible system of collective agreements
open to the public scrutiny process which may
either cover industry wide arrangements or
individual workplaces. 

Mr Speaker, individual contracts are not the
way of the future for a caring and
compassionate society. A society which should
recognise that we need to implement systems
which are contingent upon addressing
structural forms of disadvantage and
inequalities. 

Mr Speaker, industrial relations is a system
which regulates how and when and in what way
work is to be done. It is part of the essential
fabric of our community. In Australia and in
Queensland, labour law has always
incorporated a significant social dimension. 

The way of the collective, which this
Government believes is the way forward,
recognises that, although economic factors are
important in our lives, we do not live in an
economy, we live in a community. Our
communities' well-being depends on economic
growth and prosperity within Queensland. But
we also know that this is not enough. 

Our Government's industrial system will
recognise that a key cornerstone of a fair and
just system is a system founded on collectivism
standing alongside the rights and liberties of
individuals. Our Government's vision will be for
a system for our future and for the next century.

Extension of the period of operation of the
Industrial Relations (Protection from Invalidities)
Act 1991

Mr Speaker, the amendment legislation will also
maintain the status quo of the Industrial
Relations (Protection from Invalidities) Act
1991, until the review by the Industrial Relations
Taskforce is completed. This Act provides a
process to enable the validation of some
otherwise invalid actions of State-registered
unions and employer organisations, arising out
of joint operations with their counterpart federal
organisations. On the expiry of the Act on 28
February 1999, these actions will no longer be

validated. This may have the consequence of
making affected industrial organisations more
vulnerable to challenges to the validity of their
existence, representation rights and actions.

At this stage, only a few industrial organisations
have separated their affairs. It is anticipated that
the majority of industrial organisations will find it
difficult to separate their affairs by the expiry
date of 28 February 1999. Furthermore, the
review of industrial relations legislation currently
being undertaken will address this issue and it is
therefore appropriate to extend the expiry date
in order to allow full consideration of any
recommendations arising from the review.

Conclusion

Mr Speaker, clearly this Bill will simplify and
reduce the legislative burden on employers and
employees through the removal of provisions
relating to allowable award matters and QWAs,
as well as retaining the status quo of general
employment conditions and the Industrial
Relations (Protection from Invalidities) Act, until
a comprehensive review of the legislation is
completed.

The amendments sought in this Bill will restore
some sense of balance to workers' rights and
entitlements. These are fundamental
commitments on which my Government draws
the line in the sand, while we develop a forward
looking system capable of meeting the needs of
the Queensland labour force and industry now
and into the twenty first century.

Mr Speaker, this Bill represents the first step
towards the establishment of a just and
practical industrial relations system, which will
ensure that all employees enjoy a reasonable
standard of living and have secure and
satisfying employment.

I commend the Bill to the House.

 Debate, on motion of Mr Santoro,
adjourned. 

BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY
(PORTABLE LONG SERVICE LEAVE)

AMENDMENT BILL

Hon. P. J. BRADDY (Kedron—ALP)
(Minister for Employment, Training and
Industrial Relations) (12.16 p.m.), by leave,
without notice: I move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act to amend the Building and
Construction Industry (Portable Long
Service Leave) Act 1991."

Motion agreed to.

First Reading

Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and
Bill, on motion of Mr Braddy, read a first time.
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Second Reading

Hon. P. J. BRADDY (Kedron—ALP)
(Minister for Employment, Training and
Industrial Relations) (12.17 p.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."

 It is with great pleasure that I introduce to
the House this amendment to the Building and
Construction Industry (Portable Long Service
Leave) Act 1991. This amendment will allow
for a building and construction industry training
fund to be created, rationalise payments of
levies and fees to the industry and extend and
improve long service leave benefits to workers
in the industry.

In October last year, the Honourable the
Premier—then Opposition Leader—made a
commitment to the building and construction
industry that, when elected, the Government
would introduce a package of initiatives which
would revitalise the industry and stimulate the
creation of new jobs. 

I am sure honourable members would be
aware that the building and construction
industry is currently facing a skills crisis, marked
by critical skills shortages and poor skills
development. Despite the fact that this is a
major Queensland industry, contributing $11.9
billion to the State's economy and employing
123,000 people, or around 8% of the State's
work force, we are witnessing a situation where
the attrition of skills from the industry is not
being matched by the intake of new, trained
workers. In addition, the unpredictable nature
of the industry, where between 75% and 85%
of workers are employed on a subcontract
basis, mitigates against the employment of
apprentices. Current information also indicates
that about 60% of the total work force have
not undertaken or completed formal structured
accredited training.

The statistics speak for themselves. In
1996-97, around 2,000 apprenticeships were
required to maintain the current level of skills in
the industry. After dropouts and
recommencements, only 796 apprentices
remained. Between 1993 and 1996, spending
on training in the industry fell from 1.63% to
1.38% of gross payroll nationally. This
amounted to $14m, or a fall of approximately
30% investment in training by employers. In
Queensland we accounted for $8m, or 56% of
the national decline. Consequently, this
Government could not afford to wait any
longer to fix these problems. 

Regrettably, the rhetoric espoused by my
Opposition colleagues while they were in
power came to nothing, because their words

were not supported by policies and programs
of substance. They constantly refused to heed
industry advice regarding the need to
introduce a training levy. That is precisely what
our initiatives offer—substance which equates
to real jobs and real skills. 

While I do not contend that these
initiatives will be a panacea, resolving all the
industry's skills problems overnight, they are a
positive step in the right direction, ensuring
that a strong skills base is developed to take
this industry into the 21st century. This will also
avoid the necessity to import skilled labour
from overseas. We have taken this action to
assist the industry meet its skills needs
because we would not and could not sit idly by
and watch skill shortages develop at a time of
record unemployment, particularly for young
Queenslanders.

The State Government has a key role to
play in the building and construction industry.
Apart from responsibilities in areas such as
industrial relations and vocational training, and
its role as a regulator for workplace health and
safety and licensing, the Government is the
industry's largest client, accounting for about
40% of the total output.

Public construction projects involve not
only new infrastructure such as schools,
hospitals, roads and railways but also the
ongoing maintenance. Consequently, the
health of the building and construction industry
has a considerable bearing on the State's
overall economy.

As Minister for Employment, Training and
Industrial Relations, I am acutely aware of the
responsibility the Government must bear to get
this industry moving. I believe the package of
initiatives which I table today, along with
associated capital works activities, will do just
that.

The Bill amends the Act to allow the
introduction of the Building and Construction
Industry Training Fund. It is considered that
this amendment will contribute substantially to
the provision of training for workers throughout
the building and construction industry by
rewarding employers who train, as opposed to
those who do not. Queensland is not the first
State to introduce such a fund. In South
Australia, Western Australia and Tasmania,
training levies have been established to create
training funds, successfully supporting training
in each State's building and construction
industries. 

While the creation of a training levy in
Queensland has been the policy of the
majority of the industry for a number of years,
it had been estimated that such a levy would
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impose a financial burden of around $5m per
annum on clients of the industry, at a time
when the industry was recovering from a
downturn. This Bill provides for funds to be
allocated for the provision of training without
introducing a levy and at no additional cost to
industry. The fund will be made available
through moneys surplus to requirements in the
Building and Construction Industry (Portable
Long Service Leave) scheme. As at 30 June
1998, the scheme had investment funds of
$144m—many times the amount required to
cover payments of claims.

The amendments to the Act will enable
the Building and Construction Industry
(Portable Long Service Leave) Authority to
transfer moneys equivalent to 0.05% of
leviable building and construction activity from
its funds to a building and construction industry
training fund. The amount involved, under
current activity levels, will be approximately
$5.4m in the first year of operation. The fund
will be administered by Construction Training
Queensland, the industry's principal training
advisory body, and maintained as a trust
separate from its other funds. It will be
monitored by independent trustees.

As Minister for Employment, Training and
Industrial Relations, I have the responsibility for
approving the industry's operational plan for
the allocation of the training funds. I will be
insisting that, in addition to the training of
existing employees, the creation of job
opportunities be a priority within the plan. It
also needs to be stressed that the training
moneys will be available in addition to and not
as a substitute for current Government
funding. While there will be no costs to
industry, the potential benefits will be
enormous.

The Bill further amends the Act to allow all
current payments of levies and fees to be
rationalised. Under the Goss Labor
Government, the Building and Construction
Industry (Portable Long Service Leave)
Authority collected the existing long service
levy, while the Division of Workplace Health
and Safety collected workplace health and
safety construction fees. 

The previous coalition Government
moved collection of the workplace health and
safety fees to the Portable Long Service
Leave Authority to increase compliance. The
resulting arrangement is complicated and
confusing, due to two different rates for the
workplace health and safety fee, and two
different thresholds of activity at which levy and
fee are imposed. These arrangements have
resulted in an astonishing 30% error rate in

completion of notification and payment forms,
and have been the subject of numerous
complaints from industry.

The construction industry was especially
displeased with the previous Minister's decision
to lift the threshold at which the long service
levy is applied in the housing sector. Why?
Because the principle behind the levy system
is one charge across the whole industry, rather
than different charges for different sectors.
This creates inequity across the sectors. The
proposed amendment will overcome these
problems by establishing an overall common
levy of 0.2%. This is comprised of a reduced
long service levy of 0.075% and an industry-
wide workplace health and safety fee of
0.125%. In addition, there will be a common
leviable threshold of $80,000. Significantly,
these changes will allow for simplified
administrative arrangements and lower
collection costs and facilitate the employment
of an additional 15 workplace health and
safety inspectors.

The Bill also proposes amendments to
the Act which allow for the extension and
improvement of long service leave benefits to
members of the building and construction
industry. A large proportion of the product in
the building and construction industry in
Queensland is delivered through
subcontractors, a significant number of whom
provide labour only under the prescribed
payment system of taxation. In the past these
workers have been excluded from long service
leave, creating an inequity in the industry. The
Bill provides for subcontractors who provide
labour only to be eligible for long service leave
entitlements under the Building and
Construction Industry (Portable Long Service
Leave) scheme. 

Similarly, employees who have been
members of the Building and Construction
Industry (Portable Long Service Leave)
scheme in the past are no longer able to
accrue service when they are promoted to
supervisory positions, as these positions are
not currently eligible under the scheme. This
creates an inequity for these workers, simply
because they have been promoted to a higher
position. The Bill addresses this inequity by
extending eligibility to forepersons and sub-
forepersons.

The Bill also allows for earlier payment of
long service benefits of 8.67 weeks after 10
years to eligible workers who are registered
with the Building and Construction Industry
(Portable Long Service Leave) scheme. This
amendment will encourage workers to stay in
the industry and will allow a larger number of
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workers to receive benefits from the portable
long service leave scheme.

The proposed amendments to the Act,
particularly the industry training fund, were part
of the Government's "breaking the
unemployment cycle" election platform.
Extensive consultation has occurred
throughout this process. Construction Training
Queensland, the industry's principal training
advisory body, has consulted its member
bodies, including its regional committees.
Construction Queensland, the joint industry
body, also supports a training fund. 

It needs to be stated that these
amendments will be introduced with no overall
additional cost to both industry and
Government. Independent actuarial analysis
shows that the transfer of moneys from the
Building and Construction Industry (Portable
Long Service Leave) Authority surplus and the
reduction and rationalisation of the long
service leave levy and threshold will avoid any
increase of the long service leave levy for a
period of 11 years.

These amendments represent a practical,
positive approach to resolving the skills crisis
facing the building and construction industry.
Simply, the amendments will result in
additional jobs and real training opportunities
as the industry regains confidence and
certainty that it has the resources to participate
fully in Queensland's rapid growth. I commend
the Bill to the House.

Debate, on motion of Mr Santoro,
adjourned.

ATTORNEY-GENERAL BILL

Hon. M. J. FOLEY (Yeronga—ALP)
(Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and
Minister for The Arts) (12.30 p.m.), by leave,
without notice: I move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act relating to the functions and
powers of the Attorney-General, and for
related purposes."

Motion agreed to.

First Reading

Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and
Bill, on motion of Mr Foley, read a first time.

Second Reading

Hon. M. J. FOLEY (Yeronga—ALP)
(Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and
Minister for The Arts) (12.31 p.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."
The purpose of the Attorney-General Bill

is to enshrine in legislation the roles,
responsibilities and functions of the first law
officer of Queensland. This Bill is part of a
process of seeking to restore public confidence
in the rule of law in the wake of an
unprecedented vote of no confidence by the
48th Parliament in the then Attorney-General.

The Labor Government recognises the
Attorney-General's role as guardian of the
public interest. The Fitzgerald report stressed
the need for an independent Attorney-General
as a bulwark against corruption. In his report in
1989, Mr Fitzgerald expressed concern in
relation to the independence of the office of
Attorney-General in Queensland. Page 138 of
his report said in part—

"... the Attorney-General has extensive
powers and discretions which are
intended to be exercised in the public
interest, including powers and discretion
with respect to the initiation, prosecution,
and discontinuance of criminal
proceedings. The Attorney-General also
has primary responsibility for legal advice
in relation to matters of public
administration and government. The
proper performance of such functions is
dependent upon independence and
impartiality and freedom from party
political influences, which is threatened if
the Attorney-General is subject to Cabinet
control and Parliament is effectively
dominated by the Executive."

Acting on recommendations contained in the
Fitzgerald report, the Electoral and
Administrative Review Commission conducted
a review of the independence of the Attorney-
General. EARC's recommendations included
the enactment of legislation to specify the
Attorney-General's powers, functions and
responsibilities. The Bill before the House
today is based largely on the draft Bill
produced by EARC. However, it has been
modified to take into account concerns about
the EARC Bill expressed by the Director of
Public Prosecutions and others consulted
about the legislation.

Apart from statutory manifestations of the
powers of the Attorney-General, many of the
office's powers and responsibilities are sourced
in common law. Many derive from royal
prerogatives. Courts have held that the nature
of many of these powers means they are,
quite properly, not amenable to judicial review.
See, for example, the High Court's decision in
Jago v. District Court of New South Wales
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(1989) 168 CLR 23 concerning the
commencement of prosecutions, and the
decision of the House of Lords in Gouriet v.
Union of Post Office Workers (1978) AC 435
concerning the grant of a fiat for a relator
action to allow a person to bring a court action
on a matter of public interest. This Bill neither
extends nor reduces the availability of judicial
review in respect of decisions of the Attorney-
General. The Bill does, however, provide for
the Attorney-General to be accountable to
Parliament for certain decisions about
prosecutions and about the grant of fiats in
relator actions.

Identifying the powers and responsibilities
of the Attorney-General would present
considerable difficulty to the average person.
This Bill sets out the various powers and
responsibilities of the Attorney-General in a
way which makes the law more accessible.
However, recognising the powers are rooted
deeply in the history of the common law
system, the Bill does not attempt to
exhaustively codify them or the way they are
carried out. This will ensure the Attorney-
General's powers are not fixed in time and are
able to continue to evolve. 

Importantly, this Bill does not attempt to
give the Attorney-General powers not already
recognised at law. This Bill is the product of an
extensive process of consultation. In addition
to the reviews carried out by EARC and by the
Parliamentary Committee for Electoral and
Administrative Review, there has been further
recent consultation with the Bar Association of
Queensland, the Queensland Law Society, the
Judiciary and the Director of Public
Prosecutions. Submissions also were invited
from the community. 

This Bill honours a Labor election
commitment and is a fundamental part of our
determination to restore respect to the office of
Attorney-General and to restore respect for the
rule of law. I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate, on motion of Mr Springborg,
adjourned.

POLICE POWERS AND RESPONSIBILITIES
AMENDMENT BILL

Hon. T. A. BARTON (Waterford—ALP)
(Minister for Police and Corrective Services)
(12.35 p.m.), by leave, without notice: I
move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act to amend the Police Powers
and Responsibilities Act 1997."

Motion agreed to.

First Reading
Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and

Bill, on motion of Mr Barton, read a first time.

Second Reading
Hon. T. A. BARTON (Waterford—ALP)

(Minister for Police and Corrective Services)
(12.36 p.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."

The objective of this Bill is to amend
section 35 of the Police Powers and
Responsibilities Act 1997 to reinstate the
power of arrest for children that existed prior to
the commencement of that Act. 

Mr Deputy Speaker, as you are aware,
the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act
1997 commenced on 6 April 1998 and
represented comprehensive changes in the
operation of the Queensland Police Service.
These changes included the consolidation of
the arrest without warrant powers provided in a
number of Acts, including the Traffic Act 1949,
and the incorporation of the offence of
assaulting a police officer from the Police
Service Administration Act 1990. The
consequence of this consolidation and
incorporation was that the power of arrest
without warrant for these offences was
contained solely within section 35 of the Act.
However, section 35(3) qualified this power of
arrest by providing that this section does not
apply to children. This section was originally
drafted on the basis of legal advice to the
effect that section 20 of the Juvenile Justice
Act 1992 provided a power of arrest for a child.

It has become apparent, however, that
this section of the Juvenile Justice Act 1992
does not provide a power of arrest, but merely
preserves or confirms existing arrest powers
provided to police officers by other Acts while
also conditioning the use of those powers.
Effectively, this means that a child cannot
presently be arrested for offences provided
under the Traffic Act 1949, such as drink-
driving, or for offences against section 120 of
the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act
1997—provisions relating to assaults on police
and so on. 

The importance of this Bill to the
community and the Queensland Police Service
cannot be understated. While there are many
options other than arrest for children, there is a
need to arrest children in certain
circumstances. Accordingly, this amendment is
necessary to bring children within the scope of
section 35 of the Act for the purposes of arrest
without warrant. I wish to assure all members
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that this Bill does not increase the powers of
arrest for children, but only brings them into
line with those provided prior to the
commencement of the Police Powers and
Responsibilities Act. I commend the Bill to the
House. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Grice,
adjourned.

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL

Hon. S. D. BREDHAUER (Cook—ALP)
(Minister for Transport and Minister for Main
Roads) (12.40 p.m.), by leave, without notice: I
move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act to amend Acts administered
by the Minister for Transport and Minister
for Main Roads."

Motion agreed to.

First Reading

Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and
Bill, on motion of Mr Bredhauer, read a first
time.

Second Reading
Hon. S. D. BREDHAUER (Cook—ALP)

(Minister for Transport and Minister for Main
Roads) (12.40 p.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."

Since assuming my portfolio, I have had
to come to terms with many issues in
Transport and Main Roads. One of these has
necessitated the early introduction of this
legislation today. No sooner had I assumed
office that I was informed that important and
necessary Acts, regulations and by-laws
essential for the good governing of this State
had been allowed to expire by the previous
Government. This legislation was originally
preserved in both the Transport Infrastructure
Act 1994 and the Transport Operations (Road
Use Management) Act 1995 as a transitional
arrangement pending its intended review and
replacement with new legislation. Its repeal
and expiry was not by design, nor accident,
nor miscarriage of the law but by the
incompetence of the former Borbidge
Government's legislation program.

No fewer than five critical Acts and nearly
a dozen important regulations and by-laws
preserved under these two Acts ceased to
exist effective midnight on 30 June and 1 July
1998. It was not intended that this legislation

would be repealed or expire itself at this time.
In fact, it was not intended to repeal or expire
itself for a further 12 months. Yet, despite the
longstanding awareness of the former Minister
for Transport and Main Roads and the former
Government of the need for action, the repeal
and expiry was allowed to occur.

Through poor management of the
legislative program, they ignored the warnings
and failed to proceed with the passage of the
Statute Law (Miscellaneous Provisions) Bill.
The passage of this Bill would have ensured
the continued validity of the legislation for a
further 12 months. Its passage would have
saved us from the serious situation we are now
in. As a result of this incompetence, I have
inherited a portfolio which has lost laws
regulating the carriage of dangerous goods
and the registration and control of motor
vehicles, boat harbours, the Gold Coast
waterways and houseboats on waterways. The
Acts which ceased to exist because of the
failure to pass the Statute Law (Miscellaneous
Provisions) Bill are—

Carriage of Dangerous Goods by Road
Act;

Motor Vehicles Safety Act;
Motor Vehicles Control Act;

State Transport Act; and

Transport Infrastructure (Roads) Act.
These are important Acts which provide for
safety and which have been compromised.

Further, the failure to pass the Statute
Law (Miscellaneous Provisions) Bill has forced
Queensland Transport to make arrangements
for New South Wales to issue dangerous
goods vehicle licences rather than our own
Queensland licences. This has cost
Queensland taxpayers thousands of dollars
and has caused applicants for dangerous
goods licences a lot of confusion,
inconvenience and unnecessary indirect costs.
This cannot change until new legislation is
passed. The Bill proposes to retrospectively
validate those laws which have been repealed
or expired. Fortunately, some of the legislation
has been able to be replaced by regulations
made by the Governor in Council and is not
required to be addressed in the Bill.
Nonetheless, the Bill comprises a number of
significant clauses which are essential for
passage.

Whilst it is true that the Bill has
retrospective effect and we in this Government
are aware and share the concerns of the
Scrutiny of Legislation Committee on any
breach of fundamental legislative principles,
we have been left with no alternative.
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Fundamental legislation principles dictate that
retrospective laws should not be passed
without clear and good reason. In introducing
this Bill, I can state without reservation that
clear and good reasons exist for the
retrospective aspects of the Bill. 

Without retrospectivity, gaps would exist in
areas of our road use and marine
infrastructure law. There would be no continuity
to the legal basis of many permits and licence
approvals and an array of other administrative
instruments and actions, nor would there be a
basis for the introduction of replacement
legislation which was intended for many of the
Acts, regulations and by-laws which have now
ceased to exist. It is for these reasons that we
propose a retrospective effect with this Bill. We
have, however, moved to protect
Queenslanders from any unintended
consequence which may be an innocent result
of the confusion in past weeks. No
prosecutions for offences committed during
the hiatus period will be undertaken by the
Department of Transport.

Lastly, I would point out that the Bill also
addresses a number of amendments to rail
transport infrastructure provisions within the
Transport Infrastructure Act 1994. These were
drafted earlier in the year but were never acted
on by the former Borbidge Government. These
amendments are necessary to streamline
accreditation provisions for the establishment
of new rail corridors. Opportunity has been
taken to incorporate these amendments to
ensure no legislative impediment exists to
potential proponents of new rail corridors. The
first beneficiary of these provisions will be the
Airtrain proposal—a rail link from the city to the
airport. Negotiations are well advanced and
the passage of the Bill will assist in ensuring
the progress of the development.

This Bill should not have been necessary.
If the former Government had not neglected
its legislation program, no legislation need
have expired. Queensland drivers would not
have had to obtain New South Wales
dangerous goods licenses. The Bill is
necessary, however, and must be passed in
order to rectify the serious gaps in road use
and marine infrastructure law.

Debate, on motion of Mr Johnson,
adjourned.

JUVENILE JUSTICE LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL

Hon. A. M. BLIGH (South Brisbane—ALP)
(Minister for Families, Youth and Community
Care and Minister for Disability Services)

(12.45 p.m.), by leave, without notice: I
move—

"That leave be granted to bring in a
Bill for an Act to amend the Corrective
Services (Administration) Act 1988 and
Juvenile Justice Act 1992."

Motion agreed to.

First Reading

Bill and Explanatory Notes presented and
Bill, on motion of Ms Bligh, read a first time.

Second Reading

Hon. A. M. BLIGH (South Brisbane—ALP)
(Minister for Families, Youth and Community
Care and Minister for Disability Services)
(12.46 p.m.): I move—

"That the Bill be now read a second
time."

It is with a great deal of pleasure that I
rise to introduce the Juvenile Justice
Legislation Amendment Bill 1998. This Bill
enables the transfer of the responsibility of
youth detention centres from the Queensland
Corrective Services Commission to the
Department of Families, Youth and
Community Care. This Bill enables the final
step to be taken to reintegrate the full juvenile
justice program within the Department of
Families, Youth and Community Care. 

On proclamation of the legislation, youth
detention centres will be integrated with policy,
legislation, program development, crime
prevention, court services, bail support and
community based youth corrections as a
unified program within the Department of
Families, Youth and Community Care. It
replaces the previous Government's chaotic
and ineffective four agency system which was
responsible for the management and
administration of the juvenile justice system in
Queensland.

The Bill contains the provisions to ensure
the administrative transfer of detention
centres, the detention centre staff and related
management and administration from the
commission. It amends the Corrective Services
(Administration) Act 1998 by removing all the
provisions relating to the administration of
detention centres and amends the Juvenile
Justice Act 1992 by inserting provisions
relating to the administration of detention
centres. The Bill amends the terminology in
both Acts to maintain operational consistency.
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Juvenile crime is a matter of immense
community interest and concern. Just prior to
30 June 1998, 2,057 young people were
involved in the Queensland juvenile justice
system, either remanded in custody or were
subject to supervised custodial or community-
based orders. These young people place
significant demands on the juvenile justice
system, including the police, the courts, the
judiciary and service agencies. The cost to the
community and the impact on victims is
substantial.

The causes of crime stem from a complex
set of interrelated environmental, situational
and personal factors. Many young people
perceive a lack of opportunity in life. They can
also experience difficulties with, and alienation
from, the demands and responsibilities of busy
modern living, exposure to illicit drugs, alcohol
abuse, unemployment, health issues,
homelessness and family breakdown. These
are all contributing factors.

There seems to be a public perception,
fuelled by cheap political point scoring, that a
juvenile crime wave exists or that juvenile crime
is out of control. The community, particularly
our more vulnerable members, is being
frightened into believing that the problem is far
worse than it in fact is. The empirical data
simply does not support this view. Juvenile
crime is stable rather than escalating
dramatically, and it tends to be non-violent
rather than violent. In 1991-92, 19% of all
cleared crime in Queensland involved juvenile
offenders. The comparable figure for 1996-97
was 20%. Further, approximately 11 in every
1,000 young offenders aged 10 to 16 years
appear in court in any given year, representing
only 1% of people in this age group.

To portray all young people as
criminal—something the previous Government
did at vast expense to the taxpayer—is both
untruthful and unethical. Young people and
the community in general deserve better. In
the period 1987-88 to 1995-96, offences
against the person, commonly referred to as
"violent" offences, comprised less than 15% of
total appearances of children before courts.
This represents 12% of all proven offences by
juveniles. Research also shows that young
people are more likely to be victims rather than
perpetrators of crime. In 1996/97, young
people aged 10 to 14 years comprised 11.5%
of victims of crimes committed against the
person and 8.9% of all offenders.

The challenge for legislators and
administrators is to develop a system that
balances the need to respond effectively and
firmly to offending, whilst also providing

opportunities to assist young people to
develop into responsible adults who contribute
in a positive way to their communities. Broad-
ranging strategies are needed to address the
causes of crime, provide crime prevention
programs and effective sentencing, and
ensure that genuine opportunities exist for
young offenders to lead law-abiding lives. The
responses must, of course, recognise the
rights of victims and the community's right to
safety and security. 

The Juvenile Justice Act 1992 was
proclaimed on 1 September 1993. The
legislation provided a modern and effective
basis for the administration of juvenile justice
after years of neglect and inertia by the
previous Government. It established a specific
code for the sentencing of young offenders,
but in particular struck a balance between
holding young offenders accountable and
responsible for their actions whilst providing
opportunities for their rehabilitation and
reintegration into the community.

The legislation was also clear about
young offenders' rights and responsibilities
whilst in contact with the juvenile justice system
and the importance of the child's family and
culture in responding to the young person's
involvement in the system. In short, it was
landmark legislation that provided Queensland
with the most up-to-date juvenile justice policy
framework. Importantly, the Goss Government
also realised the need for the administration of
the legislation to be undertaken in a
coordinated and integrated fashion. As a
result, the then Department of Family Services
and Aboriginal and Islander Affairs had total
responsibility for the administration of the
juvenile justice program. The location of the
function of juvenile justice in one agency was
consistent with the system operated by most
other States or Territories in Australia at the
time. In the ensuing period to 1995, the
Government identified a number of difficulties
in the system. It moved quickly to remove
these problems in the system when, in August
1995, it announced the creation of the Office
of Juvenile Justice. The office commenced a
total overhaul of the juvenile detention centre
program and began initiatives to enhance the
program responses to young offenders on
community-based orders. The implementation
of this strategy was well on its way in the six
months after the 1995 election when it was
stopped dead. 

For its part, in the lead-up to the 1995
State election the coalition adopted a base law
and order fear campaign. It launched into a
law and order auction, promising a "get tough"
approach to juvenile offending, including
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increasing and extending sentencing without
any type of proper assessment of issues
facing youth in our society generally, and
young offenders in particular. This shallow
gimmick, no deeper than the crude and
alarmist posters plastered on Brisbane buses
and billboards, funded by the taxpayer, was
soon transposed into the systematic
destruction of an effective and integrated
juvenile justice system.

Between February and October 1996, a
number of administrative arrangement orders
were made which, with the proclamation of the
Juvenile Justice Legislation Amendment Act
1996, created a chaotic tripartite system to
manage and administer the juvenile justice
system in Queensland.

The Department of Justice was given
responsibility for policy, legislation, program
coordination and research and some
community corrections responsibilities such as
community conferencing. The Department of
Families, Youth and Community Care
assumed responsibility for community-based
youth corrections, court services and program
development. 

Finally, Queensland Corrective Services
Commission was given responsibility for the
management and administration of youth
detention centres. Under this arrangement, a
highly complex and inter-related program was
dispersed across three Government agencies.
This inevitably led to program ineffectiveness,
organisational conflict, duplication of costs and
resources, jurisdictional disputes, stakeholder
confusion and a far poorer service to clients
and the community.

If this situation was not chaotic enough,
the coalition Government decided to
exacerbate the situation in September 1997.
At this point, the coalition split the juvenile
detention program between the newly created
Government owned corporation, Queensland
Corrections, and the Queensland Corrective
Services Commission. The commission held
responsibility for policy, legislation, security
auditing and regulation, whilst Queensland
Corrections was given responsibility for the
day-to-day management and operations of the
centres.

The juvenile justice program was now
dispersed across four Government agencies,
causing further disharmony and
ineffectiveness. Those familiar with modern
day public administration will quickly grasp the
recklessness and stupidity of this arrangement.
Accordingly, this Government, as part of its
1998 election campaign, announced in its
policy "Juvenile Justice—a Balanced

Approach" that it would, as a first step, move
immediately to return portfolio responsibility for
juvenile justice to the Department of Families,
Youth and Community Care. I seek leave to
have the remainder of the second-reading
speech be incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.
Although it was obvious to this

Government that the coalition's dispersed
juvenile justice system was unworkable, the
former Attorney-General's own evaluation of the
Juvenile Justice Act 1992 revealed inherent
problems and inefficiencies in the system. The
evaluation of the Juvenile Justice Act 1992,
conducted by the Juvenile Justice Branch,
Department of Justice between September
1997 and March 1998, is a saga in itself. As well
as being critical of the results of the coalition's
action to disperse the juvenile justice program
as indicated in chapter 3 of the evaluation, it
became an exercise in deceit by the then
Government to cover up the failings of the
system.

The first draft of the evaluation, containing
two volumes, was made available to
Government agency stakeholders in December
1997 for comment. Following receipt of
feedback, a consultant was employed to deal
with the stakeholder criticisms of the way in
which the tripartite system was operating, as
contained in the report. A second report
comprising 13 separate parts was compiled and
again circulated to Government stakeholders in
February 1998. The second revised report
identified the problem areas in the system and
included recommendations to resolve the
highlighted issues. This provoked an impasse
between the relevant agencies. In March 1998,
the previous Government then decided, as a
means of resolving the impasse, to reduce the
13 part second report to a one volume watered
down draft discussion paper minus the
recommendations.

Despite the change to the evaluation
designed to cover up its failings, the previous
Government was unable, in the ensuing months,
to take the report any further. At the change of
Government in June 1998, the evaluation report
sat on a shelf gathering the dust of inaction.

The process also deceived some 80
stakeholder groups who earnestly had
contributed to the evaluation in the expectation
that their contribution would be dealt with
honestly and professionally. The previous
Government failed these stakeholders and the
public of Queensland as it did the clients of the
juvenile justice system.

Despite the inaction of the coalition, this
Government has already moved to address
problems identified in the report relating to the
dispersement of the program by integrating the
juvenile justice program and through the
development of an enhanced and refocused
juvenile justice program. Further, I am taking
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action to advance those parts of the evaluation
that were not watered down by the coalition. I
will ensure a detailed analysis is made of the
recommendations so that appropriate action is
taken. I will make the full documentation
associated with this evaluation available in the
department's library for those who might be
interested.

The Government has moved quickly to
honour its election commitment to reintegrate
the juvenile justice program within my portfolio.
By Public Service Departmental Arrangements
Notice (No. 3) 1998 of 29 June 1998, the
policy, legislation, research and community
conferencing program components of the
Department of Justice were integrated into the
Department of Families, Youth and Community
Care.

The final step to integrate youth detention
centres through this legislation with other
program components will complete the program
continuity and coordination required in the
juvenile justice system.

The integrated system has many structural
and strategic advantages. It will be much more
cost efficient by avoiding duplication of
resources associated with the management of
the program by four agencies. It will also avoid
the time-consuming organisational and cultural
conflicts associated with multi-agency
management. The integrated system will
provide a coordinated and effective program.

I mentioned earlier in my speech that a
total of 2,057 young people were involved with
the juvenile justice system in Queensland just
prior to 30 June 1998. One hundred and fifty-
six young people—7.6% of the total—were in
secure custody. About 10% of the 2,057 young
people were the subject of official child abuse
concerns in that they were either on child
protection orders or remanded in the temporary
custody of the Director-General of the
Department of Families, Youth and Community
Care. Twenty-two of the 156 people—or
14%—had a protective order.

In the integrated system, children on dual
juvenile justice and care and protection orders
will be responded to in a holistic way with
particular attention given to the possible
connection of the protective issues with the
young person's offending. Effective case
management and planning will be made possible
through the coordination of juvenile justice and
child protective resources at the service point
for the young person and the family. The
integrated program will avoid the possibility of
one agency knocking on the back door and
another on the front door of the family home, as
could be the case in the coalition's confused,
multi-agency control of the juvenile justice
program.

The integration of the juvenile justice
program is only part of the Government's more
balanced approach to juvenile justice. The
Government is aware of the complex demands

and responsibilities facing young people in
today's society. We will not use an
opportunistic law and order fear campaign to
tackle young people's problems and offending.
We recognise that only 1% of Queenslanders
aged 10 to 16 years appear in court in any one
year and that most are law-abiding citizens. We
will not demonise youth, nor will we use them
as scapegoats for the failures in the system to
provide them with proper services or
opportunities in the areas of health, education
and employment. 

Much has been said about the need to
tackle the tragedy of youth suicide. A bipartisan
approach is required to affirm young people as
valued citizens with both rights and
responsibilities. Unless we can achieve this
consensus, I fear we will not reduce the
unacceptably high youth suicide rate. Since
1964, the suicide rate for 15 to 24-year-old
Queensland males has risen from approximately
12 per 100,000 to 29.5 per 100,000 in 1995. The
female rate has remained relatively stable at six
per 100,000. In the period 1990 to 1995, 551
young Queensland people aged 15—24 years
completed suicide. The overall Queensland
suicide rate in 1995 is 17% higher than the
national average of 25.3 per 100,000 of young
people aged 15—24 years.

The suicide rate for indigenous males
aged 15—24 years is at least three times that of
15 to 24-year-old males. The completed suicide
rate for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
males aged 15—24 years is 112.5 per 100,000
compared with 30.8 per 100,000 males. The
indigenous female suicide rate for this age
group is similar to the Queensland average.

The coalition's negative stereotyping and
response to youth problems have left
Queensland with a disgraceful juvenile crime
record. On 22 April 1998, with the exception of
the Northern Territory, Queensland had the
highest rate of young people in the juvenile
justice system in Australia and New Zealand,
involving 556 young people in every 100,000
young people aged 10 to 17 years.

On the same date, Queensland had the
highest rate per 100,000 of young people in
custody, involving 59 young persons in every
100,000 young people aged 10 to 17 years.
This far outnumbered a conservative State like
Victoria where the rate was 14 young persons
in every 100,000 young persons. This rate is
314% lower than Queensland's rate, or
alternatively, the Queensland rate is four times
higher than the Victorian rate. Is it because
Victoria has a massively lower rate of juvenile
offence rates? I think not! If the conservative
Kennett Government can find means to
respond to juvenile crime other than by
incarceration, then surely the coalition's "lock
them up and throw away the key" mentality
does nothing more than to serve as an
indictment on its narrow-minded and punitive
approach to Queensland's young people. This
is why through integration and an enhanced and
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refocused juvenile justice system, youth crime
and, most importantly, the causes of crime, will
be tackled in a proactive and effective manner.

As part of its balanced approach, the
Government will be opening three juvenile
justice centres in Queensland early in 1999.
They will be located at Townsville, Logan City
and Ipswich. These centres will service repeat
offenders on community-based orders or young
people leaving detention centres by providing
targeted and focused programs. They will
replace the traditional office based program
response. The centres will provide counselling
and probation services as well as programs to
address problems in the areas of education,
employment and health. They will provide the
balance between having youth accept
responsibility for their actions whilst providing
real opportunities for their full reintegration into
the community. The work of the juvenile justice
centres will be complemented by a whole-of-
Government approach to provide youth with
greater employment opportunities and a say in
society, through the creation of regional youth
councils. 

The balanced approach also recognises
the impact that juvenile crime has on its victims.
To this end, the refocused juvenile justice
program will concentrate on young offenders
making amends with their victims where
applicable. The integrated and refocused
juvenile justice program will be better placed to
respond to the overrepresentation of
indigenous young people in the juvenile justice
system.

Queensland has a poor record in this area.
Again, on 22 April 1998, Queensland had the
second-highest rate of indigenous
overrepresentation in Australia, excluding the
Northern Territory. In Queensland the likelihood
of an indigenous young person's involvement in
the juvenile justice system was 17 times more
likely than a non-indigenous person. This sorry
record is only exceeded by Western Australia
where the rate was 19 rather than 17 times.

The trend concerning overrepresentation,
particularly in youth detention centres since
1993, also represents a disturbing picture.
Between September 1993 and June 1998, the
trend for representation of indigenous young
people in detention shows an increase from
approximately 50% to approximately 60%,
whilst the trend for indigenous representation
of young people on remand only has increased
from 15% to over 50%. At any one time, the
proportion of indigenous young people in
youth detention centres can range between
40% and 60%. For the month of June 1998 the
proportion was 53%. Compare this with the fact
that indigenous young people comprise only
5% of the relevant age group, and the
seriousness of the problem is clear.

The structure and program of the juvenile
justice centres will be developed in close
consultation with the Aboriginal and Torres

Strait Islander communities to allow the centres
every possibility to develop preventative and
rehabilitation programs to assist in addressing
the overrepresentation problem. The integrated
program within my portfolio will also allow the
Government to speedily advance the
infrastructure development and capital works
program for youth detention centres. 

On change of Government in February
1996, the coalition was given well advanced
plans for the construction of one new youth
detention facility and the extension of another.
Designs were drawn and a site was selected
and tenders for construction were about to be
let.

In the ensuing two and one-quarter years
to June 1998, the coalition Government had
been unable to build a new detention centre
despite escalating numbers and the
inadequacies of existing facilities. More than
that, in a callous disregard for youth, the site at
Wacol earmarked for a new youth detention
centre was left underdeveloped as a buffer
zone for the construction of adult prisons. The
coalition has proven itself unable to balance the
needs of the adult and juvenile correctional
services. Adults took priority. My department
will address this lack of action as a matter of
urgency.

Staff currently employed by Queensland
Corrections in youth detention centres will be
transferred to my department. Importantly,
there is provision within this legislation to
ensure that all the staff of Queensland
Corrections, a Government owned corporation,
will retain their accrued service rights on
reversion to the Public Service. The new
juvenile justice program will enable the
Government to take its obligations under
international conventions seriously. The major
conventions relevant to the juvenile justice
legislation are the Convention on the Rights of
the Child, Beijing Rules, and the International
Convention on Civil and Political Rights. During
the evaluation of the Juvenile Justice Act 1992,
a number of concerns were raised relating to
the compliance of the coalition's 1996
amendment of the Juvenile Justice Act to these
conventions. These matters remain unresolved. 

As I take this Government's
responsibilities under international conventions
seriously, I will be moving to respond to these
and other issues contained in the evaluation.
Today, in introducing the Juvenile Justice
Legislation Amendment Bill 1998, the people of
Queensland can feel assured that two years of
inertia, disunity and a lack of coordination are
over. This Bill provides the final step in the
reintegration of the juvenile justice program and
forms a critical part of an enhanced and
refocused juvenile justice program, which
strikes a fair balance between holding young
offenders accountable for their offending, while
providing them with genuine opportunities to
reintegrate into the community.

I commend the Bill to the House.
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Debate, on motion of Mr Beanland,
adjourned.

Sitting suspended from 12.56 p.m. to
2.30 p.m. 

ADDRESS IN REPLY

Resumed from 5 August (see p. 1683).

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Clark):
Order! I call the member for Thuringowa, and I
remind members that this will be the member's
first speech. Members will please extend to
him the courtesies of the House.

Mr TURNER (Thuringowa—ONP)
(2.30 p.m.): For me, last night was a very long
night. I was struggling to come to grips with
what I might speak about today to catch the
importance of this momentous occasion in my
life as I, a professional fisherman and Santa,
begin what I am sure will be a very long period
of office in this solemn Chamber surrounded
by all the telling memories from our history.
When dawn broke this morning, my time to
prepare a really great speech was running out.
In panic, I thought about the many significant
events that have come my way in the past
years and I decided to speak about the topic
closest to my heart: people with a disability.

One might say that I came here with one
prime purpose in mind—to issue a challenge
to one and all in this House: can you care to
care about people with a disability? I mean,
really care to care! I can assure my other
electors that they are not forgotten and that I
shall make them the centre of attention in this
House in the days to come. My electors
already know me well. At Christmas time as
Santa I average a photograph every 90
seconds and my photograph appears in
almost every home in our twin cities. I thank
my electors for allowing me to come into their
homes, hopefully to give a little kindness when
kindness really counts and when kindness is
really needed, and I also thank them for
repaying me with the compliment of electing
me into this House with what really is their
message: can you care to care? I would like to
share with you, the people of my electorate
and the members of this House, my thoughts
on and my experiences with people with
disabilities.

One of my greatest joys is to watch little
children grow into fine citizens who are a credit
to their families and the community, but it is
heart wrenching to watch little children struggle
with a disability as they grow; and yet they,
too, grow into fine citizens who are equally a
credit to their families and the community. The
disabled just have to go the long way round.

We—you and I—are in a position to provide all
the short cuts for the disabled. But again, can
you care to care?

There is one particularly lovable little
seven-year-old girl who really touched my heart
and whose courage and fortitude knew no
bounds. She came to visit Santa, climbed
upon my knee and asked for all the things
every little girl asks for: Barbie dolls, teddy
bears and toys. Cautiously she felt my beard
then asked, "Are you the real Santa?" She
softly drifted her hands across my face, my
hair, my hat, my ears and whiskers. Then she
smiled and, for the first time in her short life,
she could really see Santa. That made me
realise that this little girl could see more with
her fingers than most people can see with their
eyes. I think real happiness is doing good for
others rather than others doing good for
you—giving a bit of light where there is only
darkness; saying to those less fortunate that
life is worth living and that one has only to
reach out to others and dust off the dirt and
grime of despair and frustration to allow the
silver lining to shine through. Disability is not a
person with a hearing aid or in a wheelchair or
with a guide-dog. Disability is the state of mind
of those who look in from the outside. The
hearing aid is just another pair of ears, the
wheelchair just another set of legs, the guide-
dog just another pair of eyes. But the mind
behind the broken eyes, legs and ears is often
as active and free as that of anybody one
might mention. People with disabilities are
people.

I have a little friend called Daniel. When
Daniel first visited Santa he wore callipers on
his legs. The next Christmas he had both
callipers and crutches. You see, Daniel is
afflicted with spina bifida, and as he grows
older his legs will not support his weight. But
Daniel has, I sensed, a fighting spirit—a Daniel
in the lion's den of disability. He was always
adventurous and, in spite of his crippling
disabilities, he yearned to experience the
adventures and pleasures that we, the abled,
accept as second nature. I enjoyed Daniel's
visits as much as he did. As Daniel and I
laughed and joked and swapped stories, I
talked to him about the North Pole, polar bears
and mischievous elves, and he happily told me
about his life of limited activity.

During the next year, I heard of Daniel's
need for an operation. The day before he went
into hospital I called him on the sea phone to
wish him well. The sea phone is like a radio
party line, and everybody on any boat within a
great distance of land can listen in. "Daniel, it's
Santa here", I said. The sea phone at times
can be very scratchy, and Daniel asked,
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"Santa, what's all that noise?" "That's the
snow falling, Daniel", I told him; "We've got a
real snowstorm raging here." The questions
and answers continued, and when I looked
around I was surprised to see there was not a
dry eye on the boat. The crews of fishing boats
are pretty tough, but these blokes just broke
down. That little boy touched the hearts of
hardened sailors and fishermen up to 70 miles
away, and more than a dozen calls from other
boats came in afterwards. The message was
the same: that little bloke had heart. He had a
spirit that was as adventurous and alive as that
of anybody without a disability. His light was as
bright as one would ever see.

It was a wonderful adventure for little
Daniel, but it was a humbling experience for all
of us. We were lucky. We could go to sea and
enjoy the gifts of nature. Little Daniel had to
settle for the sea phone and an active
imagination. The experience helped us to
understand better the hopes and desires of
others less fortunate than ourselves. This story
had consequences for me. After that I was
known far and wide as "Captain Ho Ho"—a
name I carry with pride and appreciation. I
carry it for those who are disabled and for
those who cannot speak for themselves. I
hope that, in the days ahead, my voice in this
House will be their voice and that One Nation,
dedicated to representing all the people all the
time, will not move one iota from that position
of independence of democratic representation.
I hope this Parliament is a Parliament that
cares to care, that sees people with disabilities
as real people.

Daniel is now 15 years old and confined
to a wheelchair. Now when he comes to visit
we no longer chat about reindeer, snowstorms
and Christmas presents, but we laugh and
joke about school, his plans for the future and
his girlfriend. I am very proud of Daniel. He has
grown into a fine young man.

I dedicate my maiden speech to the Flynn
family, whom I care for dearly, and to all
people with disabilities. Helping people with
disabilities is often a matter of providing simple
solutions for what can be for the disabled
seemingly insurmountable problems—simple
solutions like disabled-friendly homes; safe
access from road to sidewalk; easy transition
between floors in buildings; up-ramps and
down-ramps; mover-friendly sidewalks and
road surfacing.

Our Townsville Mall has received many
awards and accolades for its beauty and
tranquillity, for its easy shopping and no-fuss
parking. But for the physically and visually
impaired, the Townsville Mall is a nightmare,

with steep slopes, rough surfacing, drain hole
grids that catch wheelchair wheels and
crutches, shopfront sidewalks that slope into
drains, disabled parking on an incline, and
ramps into shops so steep that they are
virtually unclimbable in a wheelchair. The
designers of the Townsville Mall did not inject
these dangers on purpose; they simply failed
to take account of the needs of all the
people—abled and disabled.

When designers are confronted with the
needs of the disabled, do they care to care?
After all, people with disabilities are people
who also need and deserve services provided
by Governments—local, State and Federal.
We in this House of government should strive
to influence positive and equitable changes to
policies and procedures that affect the lives of
people with disability to ensure that they can
realise their potential and quality of life. The
Government continually tells us via the media
that it is deadly serious about economic
development and dollar turnover in the
marketplace, but, really, is it concerned?
Government policies have contributed to the
loss of millions of dollars by restricting people
with disabilities from easy access to the cash
register. The disabled have to tough out a bad
situation that we, the members in this House,
can solve, remove and eliminate. 

One of the major problems facing people
with disabilities is education in our schools, but
it is really just a lack of understanding not to
put people with disabilities on the same
functional level as people without disabilities.
The expense for the disabled to receive
education, tuition and services can be up to
100 times greater than for the abled. One can
buy a good push bike for $200, but a good
wheelchair costs thousands. The price of a pair
of reading glasses is around $300, whereas
the cost of training a guide-dog is $18,000.
Primary school reading books can be
purchased for just a few dollars, yet the cost to
reproduce that same book in braille would be
hundreds of dollars. Solving those problems
must show that we in this House really care to
care that the disabled are people too. 

In 1981, Queensland celebrated the Year
of the Disabled. So much was achieved and
there has been some flow-on from those
achievements. There is still so much more to
be done that, instead of having a year for the
disabled, we should celebrate every day of
every month of every year as a day for people
with disabilities. My plea to fellow members of
this House is to at least consider the issue.
That is a start. If we think simple solutions to
difficult problems, then anything is possible. 
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Our system of government in Queensland
and the society that supports it must be fairly
sound to deliver a member's baton to a
working person like me—a man who ended his
schooling with a simple scholarship, who
began work at 13 years of age, who has
moved amongst every class of people and
who is at home with the working people of
Queensland; yet today I am a member of this
select Legislative Assembly. Yes, anything is
possible in Queensland. For far too long,
people in authority have considered politics
their private preserve, that the "club" down
south and the "club" here in Brisbane has had
an exclusive monopoly on wisdom and
Government. Maybe that is why things have
gone so bad so quickly. I am here because
One Nation has broken the exclusive mould.
The exclusive club of silvertails, university
graduates and union bureaucrats is not only
faced by a fish and chips lady but a fisherman
as well—Queenslanders who are not afraid to
get their hands dirty with hard, honest work. I
have been put here by the electors of
Thuringowa and I pledge my service here to
them. 

Mr BRISKEY (Cleveland—ALP)
(2.43 p.m.): The State election on 13 June
identified crucial issues for all Queenslanders.
Those are the issues that affect their daily
lives, particularly health, crime, education,
unemployment and the environment. Labor's
priorities are to put people first. Queenslanders
deserve a Government that takes decisive
action on vital issues, that actually makes a
difference to people's lives. They deserve
accountability and integrity from their
Government, not pork-barrelling and broken
promises. The results of the election made
clear that a strong Labor Government was the
only viable option to ensure stability for
Queensland's future. Indeed, the political
reality was that the coalition could not govern
without the help of One Nation members, who
not only were unfamiliar with the political
process but also would not be called upon to
act as a cohesive force by their own party.
Thus it was impossible for the coalition to form
a strong, stable Government for Queensland. 

Certainly the member for Nicklin's decision
in supporting Peter Beattie and Labor was the
right one. I take this opportunity to
congratulate him on his decision to enable the
Labor Government to form a stable
Government for Queensland. Queensland has
suffered enough under almost two and a half
years of coalition leadership. The steady
progress that was initiated by the last Labor
Government ground to a halt and
opportunities passed us by while the Nationals

and Liberals dithered. During its term of
Government, the coalition failed Queensland
on a number of fronts.

On the jobs front, Queensland spent less
than any other State on jobs programs.
Bankruptcies almost doubled while Mrs
Sheldon wasted $200m abolishing the toll on
the road in her own backyard. Labor's
comprehensive jobs program is set to benefit
large numbers of unemployed people in my
electorate and in Queensland as a whole.
Presently, the unemployment rate in Cleveland
is 8%. Many of those are young people.
Queensland's record unemployment rate,
especially among the young, comes at a time
when significant skill shortages are emerging
across a range of industries. Prior to the
election, Labor set a target of 95 per cent
employment in five years. Labor's Breaking the
Unemployment Cycle plan focuses on skill
provisions and training—6,000 traineeships
and 500 apprenticeships will be created within
the public sector; up to 9,000 traineeships and
apprenticeships will be created within the
private sector, as will up to 8,980 work
placements for the long-term unemployed. Our
community Jobs Plan will ease the skill
shortages and the lengthy unemployment
queues that Queensland is suffering by
providing life-long skills for young people
making the transition from school to the work
force.

Queensland's vocational training facilities
play an integral part in combating the legacy of
unemployment left by the previous
Government. The Bayside campus of the
Moreton Institute of TAFE has contributed
heavily to increasing the skills and employment
prospects of people in my electorate—young
and old. However, Bayside TAFE was dealt a
severe blow by the coalition Government,
which axed $8m from the campus. The
previous Labor Government allocated those
funds, and I shall continue my fight to see that
those deserved funds are restored. The
students of the Bayside campus deserve a
quality education—just like any other
Queenslander. 

During the coalition's term in office, many
constituents in my electorate contacted me
with horror stories of inadequate treatment and
waiting list blow-outs in the public health
system. The health system also suffered under
the coalition with 12,000 Queenslanders
waiting longer than medically acceptable for
surgery. Underfunding in the Ambulance
Service led to response time blow-outs, with
ambulances taking on average 10% longer to
get to sick and injured Queenslanders. The
millions of dollars of taxpayers' money that
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should have been spent on hospital beds and
other health-care services were instead spent
on self-promotional advertising. Those
problems could have been avoided or
alleviated through proper funding and staffing
levels. Labor's waiting list strategy includes,
where possible, transfer patients to hospitals
with shorter waiting lists and an increase in day
surgery of $6.8m extra each year for extra
surgery for complex procedures. Labor is
committed to delivering the best health
treatment possible for Queenslanders and will
not be throwing money away in political
advertising campaigns when there are people
ill or in pain.

Cleveland residents have also suffered
from the coalition's lack of action regarding
policing and crime. The coalition talked tough
on law and order, but during its term in office
violent crime rose by 21%. Property crime
increased by 14% and dangerous criminals
such as Brendon Abbott escaped from prison
as a result of the incompetent management of
the prison system. The coalition broke its
promise to increase the police presence. At
election time, there were still 19 police for
every 10,000 Queenslanders—the same ratio
as when it came to office. In the Cleveland
electorate, the police to population ratio is one
officer to 1,640 people. The coalition
Government failed the people of my electorate
and they failed the police, who were unable to
do their job properly because there simply
were not enough of them to go around.
Labor's commitment to improved policing will
see an additional 1,061 police officers by June
2001. Labor has resolved to restore
Queensland to a State of equality and fairness
with systems and services that deliver. 

Through the coalition's elitist Leading
Schools policy, Queensland's education
system became divided into the haves and
have-nots. It forced schools to take up
inappropriate managerial activities to make up
for budget shortfalls, preventing teachers from
concentrating on their real job of educating our
children. Within a week of regaining
Government, Labor began to redress these
inequities. The Leading Schools program was
abolished and hundreds of thousands of
dollars were injected into schools that would
otherwise have been denied the additional
funding.

In the Cleveland electorate, two primary
schools have benefited from this Labor
initiative of equal education. Birkdale State
School received a grant of $19,000 and
Wellington Point State School received
$17,500. These schools plan to use those

funds to provide classroom computer
technology, dictionaries and atlases, and also
to employ teacher aides to improve the
education of students. These extra funds will
make significant improvements in these
schools' ability to enrich learning. However,
under the old Leading Schools program,
neither school would have been eligible.
Through its policies, the coalition showed that
it is interested only in helping those who can
already help themselves and, in turn,
disregarding the rest of the population who
have fewer facilities and resources. 

The people of Cleveland and of
Queensland at large have demonstrated their
desire for a fair and honest Government. As a
representative of Queensland's Labor
Government, I will work hard to ensure that all
Queenslanders, regardless of background or
race, receive the highest possible quality of
life. Once again, I thank the people of the
Cleveland electorate for the opportunity to
continue working for their interests and these
goals of justice and equality for all. 

I want to take a moment to thank a
number of people who helped get me re-
elected as the State member for Cleveland. I
am always very careful, as we all are, in
naming people, because often one will forget
some very important person. So I apologise
now if I do forget anyone who worked hard to
see the Labor Government returned to
Queensland, and especially to see me
returned as the member for Cleveland. I wish
to list a number of people. These are very
special people, as we all know—people who
worked tirelessly just to see a good
Government in Queensland. I wish to name a
number of people now, including Blanche
Lunt, Ava Jones, Ian Moore, Hazel White, Pat
Bradshaw, Deirdre Morrow, Lorelle McKillop,
Ray Thompson, Rebecca McMahon, Gerry
Tilson, Fabian Sweeney, Col McPhail, Glynn
Jones, Elsie Gibson, Don Elkins, Estelle
Bertossi, Jack Geran, Kathy Wacker, Mike
Mann, Virginia Mort, Norma Webster, Valda
Wolter, Freda Earnshaw, Ros and Jim Abbey,
Bob Pedley, Gloria and Derek O'Brian and Bill
Martin.

Mr Littleproud: No wonder you won.

Mr BRISKEY: I take that interjection from
the honourable member who said, "No wonder
you won." Those people are some of the
people who made sure that I did win. I thank
those people sincerely from the bottom of my
heart, as do all Labor members of this House. 

I did not mention the two most important
people in my campaign—my campaign
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director, Shirley O'Neill, and her husband,
Gordon. Those people in this place who know
Shirley and Gordon O'Neill know how hard they
work for the Labor Party and how hard they
worked to see me re-elected as the State
member for Cleveland.

A Government member: Don't forget
Cathy.

Mr BRISKEY: Shirley is one of those
people who, once she starts something, will
not stop. Shirley worked long, long hours on
the campaign and kept everybody working
hard, including Gordon. Often Gordon said
that he had to get used to cooking his own
meals, which he had never done before in his
life, and looking after himself because Shirley
did nothing else but work on my campaign.
Gordon and Shirley O'Neill are members of the
Labor Party and have given their whole lives to
this great party to which we belong. They have
been members of the party all their lives and
will continue to work hard and tirelessly for the
party. 

As the honourable member said, I have
not mentioned my wife and family—Cathy and
my four children. I thank them. I know their
names. In fact, I will put them on the record:
Joanna, Kathleen, Alison and William, who is
affectionately known to us as Billy. I thank
Cathy and my family for their support during
the campaign. Our spouses go through a lot in
being married to a member of Parliament,
most especially a candidate during an election
campaign. I thank my family for their support
and their love. 

I would also like to thank my father and
mother, Bob and Bev Briskey. My father is
retired and puts in a great effort to see me re-
elected, not just because I am his son but
because of his belief in Labor and good
Government for Queensland. I thank him
sincerely for the work that he did during the
campaign. There is one other person whom I
wish to thank—and I am sure members are
happy to hear that—and that is my electorate
officer, Sue Hanlon. As all members know, our
electorate officers work extremely hard for us.
No-one could work harder than Sue has and
continues to do for me and for the electors of
Cleveland. She is the sort of person whom
people come in to see just to say hello and to
have a chat. She is a tireless worker for me
and for the constituents of the Cleveland
electorate. I thank Sue most sincerely for her
efforts and help. 

I take this opportunity to congratulate Mr
Speaker on his appointment and wish him well
in his new role in implementing Labor's

commitment to a higher standard of
parliamentary conduct. Madam Deputy
Speaker, I ask you to pass on my
congratulations to him. I am proud to be part
of a Beattie Labor Government—a
Government of action and initiative. Labor
cares about people; it does not see them just
as numbers and potential dollar signs but
recognises them as real people with genuine
concerns and needs. This Government has a
difficult road ahead. However, it is committed
to fixing the problems that it inherited from the
former Government and moving ahead with
action and integrity. 

I would like to comment briefly about
something that the member for Gregory said
yesterday in relation to the high price of fuel in
his electorate. I agree with him; the
constituents of his electorate pay far too much
for fuel. However, as I have said in the past in
this place, the residents of North Stradbroke
Island pay for their fuel an amount equal to
that of most of the residents of Gregory and
other places in western Queensland. North
Stradbroke Island is only 20 minutes by water
taxi from the mainland, yet my constituents
there are paying up to 20c a litre more for fuel
than are people in Cleveland. That is far too
much to be paying for fuel. It is not just those
Queenslanders out in the bush or out in the
electorate of Gregory who are paying far too
high a price for fuel.

As the member for Gregory has said, we
must work hard to ensure that all
Queenslanders get a fair go and that they do
not pay too much for their fuel. I assure the
residents of North Stradbroke Island that I will
fight to ensure that they do not pay the
exorbitant price for fuel they are paying at the
present time. I congratulate the Chairman of
Committees on his election to that position
and ask you, Madam Deputy Speaker, to pass
on my congratulations to the Speaker.

Mr LITTLEPROUD (Western Downs—
NPA) (3 p.m.): I am quite proud to be part of
this 49th Parliament, which promises to be
very different. Madam Deputy Speaker, I note
your return to the House. I listened to your
comments yesterday and I congratulate you
today on being made a Temporary Chairman.
I will pass on my own congratulations to the
Speaker. He and I have corresponded already
with regard to one of his decisions and I am
awaiting his response.

I think it is also appropriate that I once
again mention my allegiance to Her Majesty
and ask that His Excellency the Governor pass
on that allegiance on behalf of me and my
constituents. I pay tribute to His Excellency the
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Governor. During the last Parliament I had the
honour of being a member of the Executive
Council. I served with the Governor at close
quarters and I came to recognise the fine
qualities of the man and the service he has
given to Queensland. I also acknowledge his
wife, Barbara.

This is the sixth time I have been elected
to this House. This most recent campaign was
probably the strangest I have been involved
with. There were three candidates for my
electorate. Only one said anything publicly,
and that was me. One bloke said nothing and
lost 25% of his vote. Another bloke said
nothing and picked up 35% of the vote. It is
pretty hard to work out how to counter those
sorts of tactics.

When I was first elected to this place I
succeeded the eminent late Vic Sullivan. He
was good enough to be my campaign director
and made sure that I was able to follow him
into this House to represent what was then the
seat of Condamine. For five elections since
then I have had the same campaign director,
Graham Vellnagel—a very fine gentleman
from Warra. We were joking the other day that
we have had six starts for six wins. He has
trained five winners himself. I pay tribute to him
and to his wife, Joan, for the dedicated way
they organise a campaign. It is very sound
financially and they also make sure they cover
all the bases and take the pressure off the
candidate. They have been backed very
strongly, especially by Rick Benham, who was
chairman of the electorate council for the
National Party up there, and by Bruce Head,
the secretary. 

I also pay tribute to all those people in the
branch structure across the seat of Western
Downs, because we are an unbeatable force. I
think the people have recognised over the
years that on the State scene the National
Party has done a sterling job of listening to
and representing all their wishes. I am very
much aware, however, that there is concern
afoot right across Australia at the present time.
That is reflected in the make-up of this House
and in the sorts of things that are being said
across my electorate.

The dilemma we have has been worrying
me for quite some time. It is well known that
the finances of Queensland are in a good
state, yet a lot of people out there are
struggling in their own individual pursuits. Why
is it that we cannot transpose the solid
economic performance of the State into
something that flows on to all people? I
suppose that is wishful thinking.

Since the election I have been trying to
get people to enunciate to me exactly what
their major concerns are. I listened to your
comments yesterday, Madam Deputy
Speaker. You also said that you had been
listening to people. In fact, I even invited
members of my electorate to write in to me or
to ring me up. I received only four phone calls
and three letters. I put that down to a difficulty
on the part of the people to enunciate their
problems and to identify where the blame
lies—State politics, Federal politics, weather
conditions, the pace of change, global markets
or all those things.

I knew even before the election that a
significant number of people find life rather
threatening. They can see all the assets they
have put together in life at risk, yet they would
argue that they are good Queenslanders—a
valid argument. They work hard and yet they
can see that their opportunities are
diminishing, while there are others around
them who work just as hard but maybe a little
smarter. They have read the script and
understand how things have changed and are
making decisions which mean that they are
surviving or even prospering. I think the
challenge for us as politicians at the local,
State and Federal levels is to see what we can
do to assist those parts of Queensland that
are hurting the most.

When we sit down either in this House or
at the Cabinet table to start to try to address all
the pressures there are in the State, it is
interesting to note that there are some places
that have to face the pressures of enormous
growth—the Gold Coast, Brisbane, the
Sunshine Coast, Hervey Bay, Bundaberg,
Cairns—whereas people behind the Great
Dividing Range are facing the rural decline and
population drift.

I have lived in this area all my life, and I
have to say that the pressures people are
under now are not new. All my life in my own
district I have seen the amount of pressure on
people ebb and flow. It comes in waves.
Pressures at the present time result from the
severity of the drought, which has lasted for a
number of years, the downturn in prices for the
primary produce that dominates our economy,
together with a shortage of money being
directed to our part of Queensland by
Governments at all levels because it is being
poured into other areas. People coming to
Queensland are demanding first-class services
and it has all impacted on these people, never
any worse than at the present time.

I have worked very closely with the seven
local governments in my part of Queensland to
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try to identify what we can do. We know that
the people themselves, in their own individual
pursuits, have done all sorts of things. They
have produced more per acre; they have
gotten big or got out. When people have had
farm build-up and they have gone and bought
the next-door neighbour's farm, it has meant
survival for them, but it has been no good for
the community because the cumulative effect
is that there are fewer farmers. That means
that the people in town who are servicing
those farmers have a smaller clientele and
their cash flow decreases. We have brought
about our own downfall by answering the
marketplace and becoming more efficient and
having fewer people involved or each person
producing more. People in retailing even buy
out their competitors. 

There are now better roads, and people
are prepared to travel 100 kilometres, or two
hours, from Chinchilla to Toowoomba to shop
because of the marketing skills of the major
retailers. Going to Toowoomba to shop makes
for a day out—it is a day's entertainment—as
opposed to just going down the street and
buying where there is not as big a range of
products and, in many cases, higher prices. It
is also not the same social experience. All of
those things are impacting on us very badly,
and deliberate action on our part is required.

I have listened very carefully to the
statements made by the Premier. He was on
about jobs, jobs, jobs. When he first started in
the election campaign he mentioned the figure
of 5% unemployment. Since then he has
dropped the 5% and now it is just "jobs, jobs,
jobs". Just yesterday or the day before he
started putting in a let-out. People were
saying, "The Asian crisis is going to impact on
us and things are going to be tougher than we
thought, but the main thing is that there was a
commitment there." Labor was going to be a
Government to try to generate employment
and it was going to be a Government for all of
Queensland. I hope that is the case.

I will now concentrate on an issue that
has been identified by me and by the leaders
in the community, including local
governments—that is, how we can do
something about bringing to my part of
Queensland greater cash flow and more
opportunity. People are putting in irrigation
systems and are producing more per acre, and
that helps those few people. Some of the
retailers have got themselves a new line of
business and have perhaps created a bit more
employment.

We have identified three things. The first
is the use of modern communication

technology to bring some of those new sunrise
industries to the inland. There is no reason
why we cannot do that. There is no reason
why these industries have to be in the cities.
There is an example of this philosophy in
Nebraska in the USA. The economy of that
State has been changed through the use of
modern communication technology in order to
attract new industries that will service all of the
USA.

I give credit to a regional group called
Growforce, which has already identified the
value of technology. Some money has come
through from the Howard Government—about
$2.5m—to set up a web site to serve the
people as a regional unit and also to give
them access to worldwide Internet web sites.
We must pursue that. I hope that the
Honourable Deputy Premier makes sure that
that continues.

We have also identified the need for more
water. Increasing the water supply gives more
surety and leads to increased production. For
example, we can change from broadacre dry-
land farming to horticulture or irrigated
agriculture. That would lead to more
employment opportunities and also provide
more inputs for the farm, which would
generate increased cash flows for retailers and
service industries in the area. The previous
Government and the former Minister for
Natural Resources, the member for Warrego,
identified two dams that it would put in place
under the water infrastructure program. We
were well along the track of having those
designed, and tenders are now out for their
construction. However, I understand that those
projects are dependent upon the present
Cabinet's approval. 

Mr Welford: Which ones are they?

Mr LITTLEPROUD: The Nangram weir
and the Condamine weir, on the Condamine
River. I have written to the new Minister for
Environment. He has acknowledged that those
dams are under consideration. I hope that the
Minister appreciates that those dams are one
of only three options that we have to do
something to improve the growth of our local
economy and to open up opportunities for
people so that they do not drift away from the
area. That is one of the options and it is
strongly backed by all of the local councils and
the chambers of commerce.

Another option is the Surat Basin coal
reserves. My electorate is lucky enough to
have well over one billion tonnes of high-
quality coal, which has laid undisturbed for
generations. Under the guidance of the
member for Burnett, who was the previous



1750 Address in Reply 6 Aug 1998

Minister for State Development, we have
reached the stage of having preferred
developers go out there to try to develop those
sites. It has been of concern to me that, with
the change of Government, this option, which
has the potential to provide about 1,000 jobs
in my electorate, could be at risk. I have
already written to both the Premier and the
Deputy Premier and posed some questions on
notice to them asking them to recognise just
how important this is to us. We do not have
very many options. This is one resource that
we do have. The coal has low emission
qualities which can be used to advantage. I
ask that the development not be discounted
for environmental reasons alone, bearing in
mind that we have only a few options. 

This week it has worried me to hear the
way in which questions about the Chevron gas
pipeline project have been answered by both
the Premier and the Deputy Premier. As a
Government, we were also keen to promote
that project. I am concerned that, although the
Premier has said he will make sure that the
Chevron pipeline progresses, he has never
said he will make sure that the other projects in
the Surat Basin will get a fair go. I have been
told by people who are tied up with that project
that, based on the Kogan Creek coal reserves,
they will be able to generate power more
cheaply than power that is generated from
natural gas coming from the Chevron pipeline. 

If we are to make a judgment on
environmental grounds alone, natural gas gets
a tick. That can be part of the argument.
However, if it gets down to the cost of power,
which is the basis of a lot of enterprise and
business, that has to be a serious
consideration. More importantly, if the Premier
is going to be true to his claim of his
Government being a Government for all
Queensland, he has to recognise that, as a
region, we do not have many cards to play.
We have coal reserves and we are desperately
in need. We have nothing else to play with.
This has to be given due consideration. I am
concerned to ensure that these people who
have already spent millions of dollars trying to
get themselves through the hoops to be
selected as the preferred developer are not cut
off at the 11th hour just because the
Government has said that it would rather have
the Chevron pipeline project coming down
from New Guinea. The pipeline is a good
project and I back it. However, I want the
Government to understand that we do not
have many options and that ours is also a
good project that we desperately need the
Government to consider, otherwise we will

continue to see the same results that we have
had over the past 25 years.

As far as that part of Queensland goes, I
am a pretty typical sort of parent. I think we
breed good children. They are fine young
people. About 60% of all the children who
attend the Chinchilla State High School—and I
think that is representative of the district—go
on to tertiary education. I have three kids, but
not one will live in Chinchilla. They will all move
elsewhere. That is not a very nice way for us to
lead our lives. It would be much nicer to have
our family around us. But there is no chance of
that.

Mr Schwarten: The same thing happens
in Rocky. 

Mr LITTLEPROUD: Yes, the same thing
happens there; the children all live 100 miles
away. If we can overcome that, we will have
achieved something. Those people have a
strong affinity with the people they grew up
with and the district. Come Christmas time
when those people gravitate back to their
families and the district, it is wonderful to see
the rapport that they have with one another.
When they come back they all swap stories
about what they have done. They cope well,
but they would rather be gainfully employed in
their own region to which they are so
dedicated. 

In the street in which my mother used to
live before she passed away there were about
12 houses. Ten of those were the homes of
widows. Not one of the houses in that street
contained young, working-age people. We
have plenty of school-age kids——

Mr Lucas: Who takes over the property if
the kids leave, then? 

Mr LITTLEPROUD: I will tell the member
what is happening on the properties—farm
build-up. I first spoke about it in this House in
1983. In the late fifties, a lot of people came
back from boarding schools. Dad had 640
acres. He probably ploughed about a third of
it. He could say to the son when he came
home from boarding school, "Son, we'll farm
here together, because there's a living for both
of us." The same dad—and there are only a
few of them left out there—generally farms
about 2,000 acres on his own now. When his
son reaches about 16 or 17 years old, he
says, "Son, you'd better go on to university,
because I do not have the capital to buy as
much land and equipment as we need. It is
just not viable. You have to move on." I am
the result of that. I grew up on a farm and I
have some farming interests; however, that is
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secondary or off-farm income. These days, if
dedicated young people want to pursue a
career in the agricultural industry, they go on to
university and then they move into the
corporate field of agriculture. For example,
they are becoming consultants in the cotton
industry and working for big corporate bodies
rather than being private owners. 

It is a bit like small business. The small
businessman is being pressured by the
techniques and the use of capital by the big
fellows. The same thing is happening in
agriculture; it is just another form of business.
These young people would not mind being out
there tied up with agriculture, mining or other
trades associated with mining if the jobs were
there. They would love it, because it would
complement their life and the social fabric of
the community. That is my appeal on behalf of
the people of Western Downs, the people I am
so proud to serve. I ask the Ministers who are
in the Chamber today listening—and I have
been writing to the various Ministers, the
Deputy Premier and the Premier about this—to
consider the fact that there are not many
options for us out there. We have been smart
enough to identify what options are
available—for example, firstly, new-age
technology in terms of communication;
secondly, irrigation water to achieve increased
productivity and more inputs; and, thirdly, the
development of the coal reserves out there
and the construction of a power station, which
would be a major employment generator,
providing more than 1,000 jobs. If this
Government lets that coal project lapse and
does not give people a fair go on a
competitive price basis, a major part of
Queensland will be left floundering.

Mr LUCAS (Lytton—ALP) (3.17 p.m.): It is
with great pleasure that I take the opportunity
to speak to the motion for the adoption of the
Address in Reply to His Excellency's Speech in
which he set out the platform of this Beattie
Labor Government.

At the outset I thank a number of groups
of people who have given me the opportunity
and great honour to represent them in this
place. Firstly, I acknowledge the men and
women of my electorate, who very strongly put
their faith in me as their member and in the
Labor Party, with me as their Labor
representative. Secondly, I thank my wife and
four children, who put up with my frequent
absences, my late nights home and frequent
inability to be there when a father would
normally be expected to be there. I thank my
campaign director and assistant campaign
director, Darcy O'Dempsey—a Labor icon
known to many members on this side of the

House—and Linda Harnett. I thank my many
campaign workers and supporters who turn out
for Labor election after election. 

Mr Fenlon interjected. 

Mr LUCAS: That is right; Darcy
O'Dempsey is the doorknocker par excellence.
He has doorknocked just about everywhere on
the south side of Brisbane and some places
on the north side as well.

It is with great pleasure, in particular, that I
am able to thank those members of my
branches whom I was able to send away to
help in other areas. Many members of
Parliament who are here today were helped by
members of the Lytton branches of the Labor
Party during the course of the campaign.

Ms Spence: They are much appreciated.
Mr LUCAS: I thank the Minister for that

remark. Not only is it good to be able to help
people in other areas; it is also a great
pleasure when on election day one can turn
up at a booth such as that at the Bethel
Alliance Church and find that one is
outnumbering the Tories 9 to 1.

Mr Hegarty interjected.

Mr LUCAS: The member for Redlands
could not be more right. I have both quality
and quantity. I have the cream of the working
class in my electorate, and they are great
people—great Labor members and people
who work very hard just for the pleasure of
seeing a Labor Government elected.

Lastly, I would like to thank that great
party, the Australian Labor Party, which I am
very proud to represent in this place. It is a
party that is over 100 years old—the party of
tradition in this country, the party that has
been there through the good times and the
bad for the ordinary working man and woman.
Words cannot express what a great honour
and privilege it is to be a Labor member of
Parliament. It is our party that is the one that is
rich in history; it is ours that was born out of
struggle; it is ours that was born out of a
realisation that, with collective united action,
the ordinary man and woman could achieve
great things.

We know that we have our blues. We are
a very broad church in the Labor Party, but the
mortar that holds our bricks together is a
fundamental commitment to improving the
lives of ordinary Queenslanders and
Australians. Honourable members should
contrast that with the three parties on the other
side of the House. There is the National Party,
which is devoted to a sectional interest with an
inability to stamp out its mark federally and an
equal inability at a State level to shake off its
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sordid past. There is the former Premier and
current Leader of the Opposition, who was on
Four Corners. From seeing Mr Borbidge on
Four Corners, anyone would think that the
Queensland election result was totally John
Howard's fault; it had nothing to do with what
the people opposite did at a State level. The
National and Liberal Party take no
responsibility. That is what they want people to
believe.

Mr Knuth interjected.

Mr LUCAS: The member for Burdekin is
quite right. Their decimation is partly our fault.
It is partly due to brilliant campaigning by Peter
Beattie and the Labor Party campaign team. I
am glad that the member for Burdekin has
asked me about. Later on I will take a few
moments to tell the House what some
research has discovered about what members
of the community thought about the relative
merits of the campaigns in the course of the
election. I do thank the member for Burdekin
for his assistance in that regard.

The Liberal Party, of course, is nothing
more than the lickspittle of the National Party
taken over by opportunists and careerists,
such as the member for Clayfield and the
president, Bob Carroll. All of the National
Party's members, of course, have paid the
price for those two who were too smart when it
came to dealing with One Nation and presided
over their decimation in the Parliament with
little hope of a comeback.

Finally, there is One Nation, which does
not know what it stands for but does know
what it stands against. It is an eclectic mob of
individuals which claims to represent a
rejection of traditional politics. The member for
Thuringowa made an excellent, traditional
maiden speech. I did not agree with everything
he said, but the way he delivered it was
according to the traditions of this place. The
maiden speeches of the members for
Caboolture and Tablelands were nothing short
of disgraceful. In terms of our expectations in
terms of standards of conduct and actually
mentioning a member's own electorate, they
were really quite disgraceful.

I note that the members for Maryborough
and Barambah have not yet made their
speeches, and I see that they actually seem to
be sizing up the place at the moment. I hope
that, when they make their maiden speeches,
they do not descend to the sort of rot that we
have heard from the members for Caboolture
and Tablelands. There are many traditions of
honour in this place the observation of which
has been the hallmark of both sides of this

Chamber. As the member for Cairns stated the
other day in her excellent maiden speech—
and I have to say that all of the maiden
speeches delivered by members on this side
of the House left me with such great pride as a
Labor member—"It is much, much harder to
be positive and proactive than it is to be
negative."

To listen to the Opposition Leader's
speech on the Address in Reply and those of
his colleagues, one would have thought that it
was the electorate's fault—that the people got
it wrong, that they threw the National/Liberal
Party out. The fact is that the people opposite
squandered their opportunity to govern. In
modern times, only one Government has
lasted for about the same period that the
previous Government did, and that was a
more conservative Government between 1929
and 1932. The previous Government lasted
only two and a half years. What a sad,
disgraceful indictment! The Moore
Government lost in three years, but the
members opposite did even better than that;
they lost in two and a half years. What a
disgrace!

Let us look at the facts about the relevant
support for the four political parties in this
Chamber.

Mr Mickel interjected.

Mr LUCAS: I have no idea how they could
have done it.

Mr Schwarten: They have no idea, either.

Mr LUCAS: The Minister is quite right;
they have no idea how they did it. If one looks
at the percentage of primary votes, it does not
take much guessing to work out which party
had the lowest primary percentage vote in this
House: the National Party, with 15.2%. The
Liberals were next on 16.1%, One Nation on
22.7% and Labor on 38.9%. We have a
preferential system, resulting in a very clear
two-party preferred mandate for Peter Beattie
and Labor, which I think was in the vicinity of
54%.

Mr Seeney: What about some positive
stuff?

Mr LUCAS: There is plenty of positive
stuff in there. It is about time that members
opposite realised that the mandate of
Government founded at the ballot box was not
just due to their incompetence or the fact that
the constituents did them like a dinner in their
traditional seats, but it was due to the fact that
they cannot campaign their message to the
people of this State.
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When one looks at the most interesting
features of this election campaign, one sees
that it was the public reaction to Labor's
positive campaign. According to Labor
research, on the questions of who ran the
most impressive campaign and who
concentrated on the issues of importance,
Labor outpolled the coalition two to one. How
many of their National Party supporters
honestly told them that they ran a good
campaign?

Mr Hegarty interjected. 

Mr LUCAS: I notice that the One
Nation/National from Redlands has a bit to
say. If it was not for his mates down the back
of the Chamber, he would not be here, so I
suggest that he be pretty quiet. He ought to
be embarrassed that he is here because, if it
were not for One Nation's preferences helping
him over the line, he would not be here.

If one looked at the July 1995 election
and the Mundingburra campaign, one would
see that the conservative parties were
campaigning the cheap shot—the "send Labor
a message" sort of campaign—and that is
exactly what they did this time. They were in
Government, but what was their message?
"Send Labor a message"! They could not
even have a message on their bunting that
was positive. That is how moribund they are;
that is how much pride they took in their
policies. I can tell them that, when we on this
side of the House were in Opposition, we were
happy to talk about Peter Beattie, because
Peter Beattie is a leader of whom I am proud,
and I am proud of his team and the policies
that we ran and were elected on.

While the crowd opposite was bickering
about preferences, equivocating about
whether it would get into bed with One Nation
after the election and making ham-fisted
attempts at mud-slinging, Peter Beattie and
Labor were slowly but surely selling their
message to the electorate. When one thinks
about the previous Government's tenure—its
disgraceful two and a half years—it is amazing
to think of one of the great Australian traditions
of giving people a fair go. For that Government
to get done in two and a half years despite
that tradition, it just shows how much of a go
people were prepared to give it. They would
not trust that Government as far as they could
throw it.

Let us have a look at some of the
research into what the members of the
Queensland population thought about Labor
compared with the coalition in terms of their
positive ratings. Jobs: Labor 43%, coalition
30%—who could do the most for them.

Education: Labor 43%, coalition 32%. Health:
Labor 43%, coalition 34%.

Mr Nelson interjected. 

Mr LUCAS: I notice that the member for
Tablelands is having a few words to say. In
fact, I am quite prepared for him to say a few
words because the seat of Tablelands is really
a seat that will be hard for Labor to win. It will
be a hard seat for Labor to win in the future,
but one thing is for sure: I can rest
assured——

Honourable members interjected.

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Clark):
Order! I remind members who are interjecting
that they should be sitting in their correct seat.

Mr LUCAS: I will take them from wherever
they come from. Can I just remind the member
for Tablelands that it will be hard for us to get
rid of him. So far I have been very impressed
with every effort that he is making to send
himself out of here at the next election. He will
be doing that without our assistance. I am sure
that people on the other side of the House are
pretty happy with that as well.

Sorry, I did not finish the figures.
Environment: Labor 46, coalition 25. Native
title: Labor 37, coalition 30. In short, it was
Labor who was offering the best deal and
sensible policies on basic issues of importance
to ordinary Queenslanders. If One Nation had
not been a factor in this election, there is no
doubt that the Nationals and Liberals would
have been trounced convincingly.

The people of Queensland contrasted the
policies of Peter Beattie to the negative "don't
risk Labor" campaign and the tired
campaigners who did not have the policy nous
to sell their message. I have known Peter
Beattie for about 15 years. He has shown
himself to be a man of integrity, vision and
compassion and he is a great Labor leader.
When I was elected in the Lytton by-election in
1996, it was a pleasure to campaign with Peter
Beattie. His general warmth in the electorate
and his ability to communicate with people was
an inspiration to me. One has simply to
compare that with the performance of the
former Deputy Premier whom we could not
drag down to Lytton. I would have liked to
have seen her campaigning for the Liberal
Party in the electorate of Lytton. Her
assistance was not needed.

Opposition members interjected. 

Mr LUCAS: It was an outstanding
campaign performance by Labor and an
outstanding team. I look at the other side of
the House and see who is sitting over there. I
look at the members of the National Party and
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the Santo Santoro cabal. The proof of the
pudding is in the composition of this House.
On this side of the House I am surrounded by
people who have great experience in life, local
government, the trade union movement,
Government service, private sector service and
the social services sector. These people have
experience up and down the length and
breadth of this State. The National Party is
moribund, is unable to get any new blood into
this place and instead is clutching at the forlorn
hope that the members for Warwick,
Maroochydore and Toowoomba North might
inject some life into a party that is hopelessly
out of touch with its grassroots.

Worse still, the Liberal Party, both
organisationally and in this Parliament, is
totally factionally divided. It has no talent. No-
one who exited had any talent, either. The
Liberal Party seemingly has an inability to
organisationally select decent candidates,
other than to stack the numbers for the
member for Clayfield and his cabal who are
trying to run the Liberal Party at the moment.

Labor is the party which can claim the
credit for the very high standard of new and
continuing members in this House. The
National and Liberal Parties can claim the
credit for the decimation of their membership.
If it was so right for the Queensland Liberals to
give One Nation their preferences, why did the
member for Indooroopilly spend his life railing
against the member for Clayfield for the havoc
that he and Carroll wreaked on the party?
Why, if it was the right decision, has every
other State branch of the Liberal Party—with
the exception of the Crichton-Brown Liberal
Party in Western Australia—directed their
preferences federally against One Nation?

The Labor Party took a principled decision
on preferences. We were not interested in
deals. The following coalition members can
thank Labor preferences for their presence in
this House: Burnett, Callide, Crows Nest,
Cunningham, Gympie, Hinchinbrook,
Maroochydore, Warwick and Western Downs.
One Nation attempted to fraudulently
claim——

One Nation Party members interjected.

Mr LUCAS: You crowd tried to
fraudulently claim that you were genuinely
independent, but you are a de facto Liberal
Party. Your Federal leader is an ex-Liberal
candidate. You stand condemned——

Mr Knuth interjected. 

Mr LUCAS: You need to come over a bit
more often than that, brother, if you want to

convince the people of this State that you
have any Labor principles, because the fact is
that One Nation is another de facto
conservative party. A number of One Nation
members in this place are ex-members of
other conservative parties. I expect that about
one-third of One Nation's vote came from
Labor voters, but when will One Nation
members represent their interests? There was
a start the other night when certain One Nation
Party members crossed the floor in relation to
workers compensation. There is some
important industrial legislation coming up and
we look forward to seeing what the One Nation
members do.

One Nation Party members interjected.

Mr LUCAS: Madam Deputy Speaker, this
new standard of conduct really is surprising. I
do not mind if they want to talk about it. I am
glad that they are animated, actually. This new
standard of conduct really is a surprise.

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Clark):
Order! I would remind the member for Lytton
to direct his remarks to the Chair.

Mr LUCAS: The One Nation Party said
that it was a non-aligned party, but the fact is
that in 15 seats where it mattered, One Nation
gave its preferences to the Liberals and
Nationals.

One Nation Party members interjected.

Mr LUCAS: In the words of the member
for Caboolture: shame, shame, shame!
Nationals elected to this Parliament on One
Nation preferences were the member for
Charters Towers, the member for Redlands,
the member for Albert and the member for
Keppel. Had Labor done the same, One
Nation would have held 20 seats and would
have been the majority Opposition party.
Where no One Nation preferences were
allocated, Labor got an average of 35% of
those second preferences. In seats where
preferences were allocated, Labor received
only 27%.

I want to have a bit of a talk about One
Nation, but I do not know that I will have time
to mention everything at this stage. I might do
it in the Adjournment debate tonight.

I accept that in a democracy the people
have voted the One Nation members into
Parliament. That is the will of the people, and
that is that. Many disillusioned Queenslanders
opted for One Nation out of dissatisfaction with
the current parties. In its very short time here,
One Nation has sown the seeds of its own
destruction.
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One Nation supporters want certainty,
help, security and economic sovereignty, just
as our supporters do. One Nation supporters
are not interested in loony-tune conspiracy
theories, chants about LBJ, the history of the
Communist red peril menace, conspiracy
theories about Heiner or preposterous
allegations about the——

Mr Nelson: When were you last on the
tablelands? I'll take you around and you can
have a yarn to a couple of people.

Mr LUCAS: The member for Tablelands is
telling me that his electorate is interested in
the Heiner documents. Certainly the One
Nation members have not spent any time
mentioning issues. When I go to Franklins at
Wynnum the people there talk of everything
else but the Heiner documents, the Vietnam
War and what Peter Beattie did at university.
Those subjects are of no interest to the voters
at all. It is about time that One Nation
members concentrated on issues and worried
about supporting a Government that is
interested in governing for Queensland. They
should stop worrying about factional brawling
for their Senate team—whether Heather Hill or
the member for Caboolture will lead the party.
They should worry about millions of dollars
spent on security for their Federal leader when
we cannot get enough police on the beat.

I will make a prediction. I predict that the
One Nation members in this House—or at
least those who cannot fully understand the
mood of the electorate and do not understand
the electorate's aspirations—will be destined to
spend a very short time in this House. I warn
the One Nation members that the National
Party is already looking at those of their
members whom it believes it can pinch to
bolster its numbers. This need to get recruits
comes about through the incompetent election
performance of the National Party. I predict
that it will be here to recruit the member for
Barambah, the member for Maryborough, the
member for Lockyer and the member for
Tablelands. It is after them. I look forward to
being corrected if that does not occur. A house
divided within itself cannot rule. Labor is united
and those on the other side of the House are
divided. The people of Queensland have given
a clear mandate to the Labor Government.

Mr GRICE (Broadwater—NPA)
(3.38 p.m.): Unlike the previous speaker, I will
not be dumping all over One Nation or any
other particular group. I would like to say a few
things to all the new members of this House. I
welcome them all to the House because they
are all here for the same reason as us: they
were elected by the people. To all the new

members I want to make a few observations
about some rather disturbing new phenomena
in this State and across Australia. I make
these observations from the perspective of a
member who has served in this Chamber since
1992, who has seen two Governments go and
a third installed, and who has seen a fair
number of good, decent, hardworking men
and women, from both sides of this Chamber,
defeated despite their genuine and sincere
efforts to serve their constituents and help
provide good, stable, sensible Government,
according to their individual political aspect.

Members of Parliament are never going
to get any sympathy from a public which is
always being told that they are lazy, overpaid,
awash with taxpayer-funded goodies and
generally living the life of Riley. Perhaps this is
a matter of discussion for another time, but I
refer to the stamp allowance. That allowance
covers one mail-out to 14,000 letterboxes per
year. One cannot survive in this game on that.
Members will find that they will all exceed their
electorate allowances, but they will not know
that until the end of the first 12 months. They
should make their comments then. Members
will find that, if they get around their
electorates and go to other places to chase
information, their car allowance will not be
enough, but they will not know that for 12
months. I respectfully advise honourable
members to keep those comments until they
have had a year in this place so that they can
see how much money they do spend. We all
stand for office, serve if elected, and stand
again in the sometimes futile hope that we will
not muster sufficient support despite our
sincere hard work. That is the nature of this
job, and we all accept it.

Another issue on which I wish to comment
is the harboured, strange idea that I have
heard expressed on several occasions that we
in this place are a bunch of silvertails who
belong to some phantom club and we just
pass Government between us. If members
had done any research, which is very much a
part of this job—and I am speaking to all the
new members—they would know that this
place currently is made up of farm labourers, a
motel operator—we all know who he is—a
dairy farmer, a footballer, a bus driver, a radio
announcer, a journalist and a pastry cook. The
pastry cook is me. That was a good job for me.
It enabled me to buy my first race car,
because I could work two full-time jobs, one
during the day driving a truck and another one
at night as a pastry cook. That is how I got
started.

Mr Pearce: Don't forget the old
coalminer.
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Mr GRICE: The member is on the list. We
also have housewives, a fireman, rail fettlers,
policemen, teachers, carpenters, secretaries, a
coalminer, a builder's labourer, an unemployed
person, a welder, a clerk, electricians, a wharf
labourer, ringers, horse breakers—the list goes
on. How in the hell could members think that
those people are a bunch of silvertails who sit
in some sort of phantom club and pass
Government backwards and forwards? New
members should do their research before they
open their mouths.

What concerns me further today is that a
strident new element has entered into politics.
It is fair enough that opposing sides engage
each other in robust debate. I am encouraged
that changes to the Standing Orders will help
minimise some of the worst abuses of the
past. I must add, I suppose, that the
appointment of the Government Whip and
Deputy Whip has certainly reduced the volume
of the place. They are extremely well behaved
these days. However, no rule will ever
deodorise this place of the sickening odour of
the sanctimonious, holier-than-thou piffle that
emanates from some quarters.

There is an obvious belief held by some
that they are on some sort of mighty crusade
to defend the very fibre and being of western
Christian civilisation and that they and they
alone represent the will of the people. That
sentiment is being expressed across this
Chamber more and more. That outlandish,
absurd, ludicrous belief is so utterly naive, so
completely inane and so totally bizarre that it
almost defies belief, but it is here and it is here
now. I have listened to more pompous piffle,
more truly mind-numbing conspiracy theories
and more downright overblown rubbish in my
very short time in this particular Parliament
than I have in all my years as a member.
There are times when I have hovered between
laughing and crying, but eventually my action
has been, I suppose, a kind of resigned and
disbelieving shock. Fortunately, my
recuperative powers are strong and my
resistance to infection is high, so I am
developing some tolerance.

Moral crusades are all very fine and good.
Undoubtedly, this State and this nation would
benefit from a general tightening up in the
morals department, but the hard, demanding
and most needed work for an MP is not that of
a crusader, not that of some grand political
theorist, and not that of some grand pseudo
revivalist preacher, but as a fighter for
constituents. Some of those members who are
freshly sitting in the House may think that they
are members of Parliament, but they are not. I
say to them, "You will be a member of

Parliament when, sitting across from you in
your electorate office is a woman who has
been bashed, the child in her arms has
cigarette burns, her father has been bashed
and her mother has been bashed by her de
facto. He has legal aid and she cannot get it.
When you figure out how to get through the
ravines and the hills of bureaucracy and work
out how to get legal aid for her instead of that
grub—or in addition to that grub—then you will
be a member of Parliament, because that is
the big part of your job, not this moralistic
crusade piffle." And what about the woman
who comes in with four or five kids; she has
been tipped out of a permanent rent caravan
because a mistake was made by the people
who count the rent? I say to new members,
"When you get her back in there the next day
after making accommodation available that
night, then you will be a member of
Parliament." Those members have a lot to
learn, and they would be very smart if they
learnt it.

It is a pity that the Minister for The Arts is
not in the Chamber, because he would enjoy
this analogy, which I like to make from time to
time. It was the French Pope Urban II whose
speech on 26 November 1095—the member
for Ashgrove would probably remember
it—inspired the first of several mighty
multinational crusades against the infidels.
Some crusaders have come in here to this
Parliament. They seemed to last forever in the
Middle Ages. They were always a good ploy
for leaders who felt the need to distract
attraction from more mundane matters and
provide a rallying cry against a distant but
nevertheless horribly dangerous foe—as some
members seem to think we are. By way of a
small historical footnote, I point out that Urban
II's feast day is 29 July, which may be better
known to some as Mussolini's birthday.

Those who have come into this place
under the impression that they and they alone
represent the will of the people and that they
and they alone honestly represent their
constituents, genuinely care about them and
can provide all the answers to the bewildering
array of problems that beset every member
who has ever sat in this place are in for one
God-almighty shock. In fact, I venture to say
that their sense of shock in the real world of
the electorate office will probably be even
greater than mine was when I listened with
dazzled disbelief to some recent speeches
that I could only politely describe as unique.

Every member of the Chamber,
irrespective of his or her political persuasion, is
entitled to the honest respect of other
members. None of us has all the answers. It is
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really good enough if, in some fashion, we can
collectively come up with the answers. The
eyes of Queensland are on this Parliament.
The eyes of Australia are on this Parliament
and, indeed, through the media, the world is
watching us as it never has before. So my plea
to every member here is not to resort to cloud-
cuckoo-land conspiracy theories about secret
laws being drawn up in unnamed foreign
capitals as the basis for a speech, but rather to
use our time constructively to debate
legislation, to represent the interests of those
who elected us, to expose wrongdoing and to
just serve the people as we have been doing
for a long time in here.

Hon. J. FOURAS (Ashgrove—ALP)
(3.47 p.m.): I commence by congratulating the
Speaker on his election to that high office. I
am sure that he will do much to sustain the
dignity and authority of this Chamber.

During the recent election campaign, I
think it became obvious to all members that,
fundamentally, the most important issue
confronting us today is jobs and declining job
security. During the debate on the Competition
Authority Bill in 1997, I expressed concern that
economic policy was blindly driven by an
efficiency agenda. I did my economics training
a long time ago, and I must admit to this
Chamber that the half life of that degree is just
about over. Nevertheless, I was taught that
there should be two goals to economic policy:
efficiency and equity. Unfortunately, since the
eighties we have forgotten the goal of equity. I
said then, and I will say it again, that Labor
should never regard competition policy as an
entity unto itself—as something to be pursued
without regard for its impact on citizens and
the community.

There is no doubt that there has been a
denial by Governments of the goal of equity. I
believe that has led to the acceptance of high
levels of unemployment. I realise that we
cannot return to the golden sixties and
seventies, when the option was whether a
Government spent a bit more money if there
was high unemployment and it ran a deficit
Budget, and if there was too much inflation it
ran a surplus Budget. That maintained some
balance. People were concerned about
unemployment. Now we have a blind
adherence to competition policy. We are
destroying trade unions—which is the
American experience. By deregulating labour,
the price of labour has become so low that it
cannot be sustained. Productivity is growing at
a much higher rate than wages growth. We
cannot remain a closed economy, as opposed
to a global economy, because in the end we
will be producing more than we can sell.

However, the problem is that in this world
we no longer have that safety valve. We trade
globally, so we can get away with the concept
that productivity growth can be sustained while
we cut back on wages. Of course, the danger
is that such a concept can lead to an era of
deflation. If that happened, everyone in the
capitalist world would know about it, because
the whole system would collapse. It is
important for Governments to have a role in
protecting those who cannot protect
themselves from the impact of the global
economy and from competition policy. We
need new forms of Government intervention
that deliver economic certainty and social
inclusiveness. We must ensure that the victims
of the new globalisation are looked after. 

We have been told by the Right Wing
think tanks that we need to go through the
pain. They say that as if it is the workers of the
world who caused that pain. For the benefit of
honourable members, I will use the example of
Caterpillar in America. In the 1980s the yen
was very low and that firm was going broke, so
it downsized until 2,000 of its older workers
were left. The company retooled and got it
together. By 1990, it was making a
tremendous profit and everything was rosy in
the garden. It got a new CEO who was paid
millions a year. He said, "We can do this
better. We can sack more people. In fact, you
all have to work for 20% less." The United
Automobile Workers of America decided that
that was not good enough and that it would
have stop-work meetings and go on strike. Of
course, although those striking workers could
not be sacked, they were replaced with
management workers, and the company
outsourced. By 1994, the United Automobile
Workers of America had lost $350m and three-
quarters of its membership. Those workers
returned to working two hours a week more for
20% less. That is what is happening. We are
trying to import the nightmare of America to
Australia. That is why people voted for the One
Nation candidates who are now members in
this Chamber now. 

Who governs the world today? It is no
longer gods. When I lost my endorsement in
1986, I said that I would go back to Mount
Olympus and talk to my gods. I said that I
would go to Delphi and consult the oracle. I
wanted to know what was ahead for Jim
Fouras at that time. Of course, I discovered
that there was some life outside of politics. It is
no longer gods, kings or individuals who
govern the world today, it is groups—large
corporations. They decide the economic
agenda. Around the world, those groups have
a unity of purpose. Since the era of Reagan
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and Thatcher when monetarists came into
control with their world economic policies, they
have espoused that we need to do certain
things if we are to be a democracy. They
actually make it sound as though we would be
doing good things if we were to accept three
very basic economic truths.

The first is that we need to deregulate the
labour markets. This deals with the need to
have competition policy adhered to blindly and
driven blindly, without worrying about its impact
on citizens in society. According to that way of
thinking, we should not worry about the level of
unemployment that that causes, the lack of
social cohesion or the impact of crime on our
society—so long as the rich end of town is
doing very well. As a result, in the richest State
in the richest country in the world, California,
the jails are full. That State spends more on
jails than it does on education. That State has
a large number of working poor. That is the
direction in which Australia is headed. Earlier
this week, we heard the news that in the past
10 years the number of people who are
considered the working poor has doubled. If
we continue to go down the American path,
we will do a lot more than that. 

Deregulation of labour markets is the first
of that economic trilogy. Who is pushing that
agenda? Australia has a propaganda
machine. The Right Wing think tanks that are
being funded at universities and by the
Business Council of Australia are part of that
group. What is the Business Council of
Australia doing now? It is spending $14m and
calling itself Australians for a Fairer Tax System
in an attempt to impose a goods and services
tax on Australia. How ludicrous is that? It
advocates that the only way to secure jobs
and to have economic growth and security is
to have blind adherence to competition policy. 

The second part of the trilogy is that the
provision of goods and services by the public
sector leads to gross inefficiencies. Members
hear about bloated bureaucracies and are told
that they have to tell the public sector that it
has to cut it down. The theory is that central
Governments give less money to regional
Governments to ensure that they cannot
provide all the services, so regional Australia
suffers and people are not being looked after
as well as they should. We are then told to
privatise or outsource what little is left.
Everybody knows that the evidence of the
benefits of outsourcing is disappointingly thin.
Outsourcing looks great in theory.
Unfortunately, it actually leads to the
destruction of jobs. If one considers
outsourcing, one realises that it becomes
necessary to employ a highly paid person to

look after the tenders and another person to
oversee the tender process. In addition, there
is the worry of systemic corruption—the giving
out of contracts to one's mates. When one
adds to that equation the fact that, on
average, of every four people whose jobs are
outsourced one person never works again,
one realises that outsourcing does not work. It
is a great myth; it is one way of privatising the
jobs that have previously been done by public
servants. After outsourcing, members of
Parliament no longer need to worry. They can
say: that is not my responsibility. Quality of
service is no longer a worry. Honourable
members should remember what happened in
the corporatised electricity industry. We have
not gone all the way towards privatising that
industry. The generating plants were
competing with each other to such an extent
that the maintenance was not kept up to date.
We have seen the meltdown in New Zealand
and water stinking in Adelaide. They are the
results of outsourcing. People are no longer
trying to provide a service or something in the
public interest—no way! 

The third part of the economic trilogy is
that we must sell public utilities. That is the
greatest furphy of all. John Howard wanted to
sell Telstra to buy three years of Government
for himself. I read an article in a Melbourne
newspaper—I am sorry that I did not cut it
out—in which a professor of economics said
that if he set a paper for his final-year students
asking whether the sale of Telstra was in the
public good and if a student said "maybe"
even to the slightest degree, unequivocally he
would fail that student. Howard's claim about
the amount of money that Australia would
save in interest is grossly overstated. When
one takes into account the fact that down the
road we would be losing taxation revenue and
that ultimately telecommunications would be a
growth industry and that Telstra would fall into
foreign hands, one realises that after three
years the dividend to the community in social
terms would start to become negative. Howard
was willing to sell Telstra. I hope he is stopped,
because there is no doubt that any economist
who considers the sale properly would say that
his arguments are sheer nonsense. 

I remember once reading Sophocles. At
that time I had just returned to Greece. I do
tend to become a bit more Greek when that
happens. Sophocles said that the greatest
miracle was that of man. He believed that man
could master all sorts of problem and said that
if man worked within the rules of the gods and
the rules of his city, his cities shall grow great.
In those days, that meant the State. He said
that man has a great capacity for inhumanity.
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That is where we are at right now. We are
trying to blame the victims, saying that the
years of excesses have to be paid for. We live
in a society that says that the top 20%—those
at the bottom end of town, who will be the only
people employed if we continue with
globalisation—somehow deserve the rewards
and everybody else should pay for the years of
bloated bureaucracies, of too much
Government spending, of excesses and when
we did not do things efficiently enough. This is
the corporatist agenda. 

We should understand how corporations
work. They work on self-interest. Any reading
of Socrates will show members that one
cannot make a decision for the common good
without some level of disinterest. Nowadays, all
our decisions are being made by people with
total self-interest. That is where we need
Governments. Governments must realise that
we need intervention. We need to deliver
economic certainty and ensure that the victims
of that agenda are looked after. Even in
Australia, if a person is in a globally
competitive industry that person is fine; that
person's living standards will rise. If that person
is not in a globally competitive industry, that
person will lose his or her job, have to apply for
another and have fewer working hours and a
lower rate of pay. That is the American
nightmare. In the 1960s when everyone had
expectations of increasing wealth, in reference
to a golden era, John F. Kennedy said that
when the river rises every boat on the water
rises with it.

That was a fact. If we go back as far as
the post industrial revolution times, we would
realise that we had recessions and we had
wars, but over the past 20 years, the economic
trend line has gone down. For example, one
statistic in America can tell us everything: in
the past 20 years, there has been a 35%
growth in gross national product. So one would
think that American society is doing very well.
However, for the bottom 75% of the work
force, the decline in gross terms has been
20%. We cannot live in a society that accepts
such an inequality of income distribution. It is
not acceptable to me. I do not believe that it is
acceptable to any member who says that he
or she has become a member of this Chamber
to pursue the common good and to respect
human dignity. There is nothing more
dignifying to anybody than having the right to
work. Wherever I go, I am asked, "What do
you?", and I say, "I do this." I belong.

Why do we have such high levels of youth
suicide? Why do we have marriage
breakdowns? Why do we have a breakdown in
community values in our society? We have to

look at the economic parameters that are
causing these problems. We need to have a
civilised agenda. The Government must
address the issues of jobs and job security.
We must go back to the goals of efficiency
and equity. Unfortunately, we cannot do it as
an individual nation. We now live in a global
village. This is the big trap that we are all falling
into. Sovereignty has really been taken away
from the members of this Parliament. We can
fiddle around at the margins, but firms in
Queensland are continuing to downsize. Every
dollar that is saved by a firm gives the
sharemarket a boost. It is amazing that, now,
a dollar saved has become better than a dollar
earned. In every city we see tall buildings that
are full of people pushing paper. People are
no longer producing anything. Somebody is
paying those people their high wages, and
most of them are workers in Asia. That is
ruining the economies of those countries. In
those countries, young people are working for
low wages. They are paying the wages of all of
these people who are pushing paper and not
producing anything at all. We are seeing more
and more floor space taken up by those
people. 

During the election campaign, our friends
from One Nation were successful. I do not
want to make the bland assertion that all One
Nation supporters are neo-fascists. That would
be the description that would be used in
Europe to describe a party that is xenophobic,
homophobic—a party that is full of economic
Luddites; the people who put a tax on
windows so that the candlemakers would be
protected. Every year, worldwide the Luddites
are growing in numbers by millions. They are
growing because of the economic philosophy
that we are espousing. They are growing
because people are burnt. Right now, there
are many people who have been burnt in our
society, and that is very, very sad. 

In the short time that I have left, I want to
talk about one area that I am very interested
in, and that is disability services. I am proud to
be part of a Labor Government that is going to
do something to improve disability services.
For some years in this place there has been
very acrimonious or bitter debate about
whether institutionalisation is good or not. We
have argued about whether or not we should
close the Basil Stafford Centre. The previous
regime actually argued that it should be based
on choice. What a joke! There is no doubt at
all that institutionalisation leads to abuse,
neglect and poor service provision. 

However, only 3% of our disabled citizens
live in those institutions. For too long we have
been waylaid by arguing about that issue while
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most disabled people are being looked after at
home by their families. Governments have
been willing to allow those families to carry the
load. There are approximately 1,600 parents in
Queensland over the age of 65 who have
severely disabled children, who themselves are
of quite an age and who receive no
Government support at all. One of those
people is my mother-in-law. The bottom line is
that those people are wondering what will
happen to their children when they die. 

Before any member interjects, I will admit
that the Goss Government did not do
anything. Of course, to its shame the previous
coalition Government promised $34m extra a
year in additional funding for unmet needs.
During the first year the coalition was in power,
it asked people to put in submissions. The
submissions sought $36.7m, and that
Government provided funding of $1.1m. The
year after that it did not even ask for
submissions. What a cruel and dreadful hoax!
However, I know that under the new Minister
for Disability Services, $30m more will be
provided for unmet needs, and programs will
be implemented to cater for accommodation
support, such as day-care options, flexible
respite services and family programs. There is
more to it than throwing money at the
problem; it is working out how best to use the
funding to make sure that people get
something of value out of it. 

I would like to talk about the Police Beat
in my area. In political terms, I was fortunate to
be able to get a Police Beat at The Gap. In
June 1997, I applied to then Minister Cooper
for one, and then I went behind his back and
got it from the Police Service. It has been a
tremendous success. It has provided the
people at The Gap with an opportunity to work
together to solve the crime problems in the
area. The Police Beat frees the police officer
from the isolation of the patrol car and the
demands of the police radio. It enables the
police officer to have daily face-to-face contact
with people, to hear new ideas and to find new
ways of dealing with crime. I believe that
putting cops back on the beat makes for safer
streets. 

This is about more than just crime and
crime prevention; it is about solving
neighbourhood problems, it is about people
becoming part of a community and talking to
each other. The young police officer involved
with the Police Beat at The Gap is doing a
sterling job. He interacts with the young
people. He has benefited the community. I
heard that when one group of young people
who were drinking grog first saw him pull up

they all scattered. The next time they saw him,
they talked to him. It is very important to
understand that that police officer now talks to
that group of young people and they are part
of the community. 

I commend to Police Minister Barton
police beats and shopfronts. I have been lucky
to scrutinise closely one in my electorate. I
know that that form of crime prevention works.
We cannot keep having an auction on crime.
That is crazy. It might be good politics, but it is
lousy policy. It is about time that we in this
Chamber agreed upon a fair dinkum
policy—one that will work—instead of being so
bloody-minded that we end up acting against
the public good. If we continue to do that,
Queensland will end up being like California.
That State spends six times more money than
we do on prisons. We will go that way if we
have truth in sentencing. We will go that way if
we do not try to do something about the
economic parameters about which I spoke.
With regard to multiculturalism, we have to
make sure that we have a cohesive society. If
we do not change, we will go the same way as
places such as California.

Time expired.

Mr HORAN (Toowoomba South—NPA)
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (4.07 p.m.):
Mr Speaker, it is quite an honour to take part
in this Address in Reply debate and to
congratulate you on your achievement of the
Speakership. Indeed, Mr Speaker, it is a very
great honour for you after nine years in
Parliament. I wish you every success. 

This debate also gives me a chance to
pledge my loyalty to the people of
Toowoomba South and to thank them
sincerely for my re-election. I also take this
opportunity to thank my campaign director, Mr
Rob Filmer, and my electorate council
chairman, Mr Lachlan Evans. I have heard
other members in this Address in Reply debate
speak about their families. I know that we all
rely pretty heavily on our families. I well
remember that, during the 1991 by-election,
my wife would work all day and then at the end
of the day go around and do a bit of
doorknocking. It is probably the same for most
other members in this House. So being
elected is a big family effort. I would like to
thank my wife not only for the effort that she
put in during the campaign but also for her
forbearance when I was a Minister and getting
home to Toowoomba on about only one night
a week. At times, it is a pretty tough existence.
I also want to thank my daughter, Emma, who
gave up a week's work and came up to
Toowoomba during the campaign. 
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Other members have spoken about the
honour of representing their electorates. It
does not matter what a member may or may
not achieve in this place by way of being a
shadow Minister or a Minister or being involved
in various committees; one of the greatest
challenges and joys of being a member of
Parliament is being able to help the people in
our own electorate, being able to sit in your
office and talk across the desk to someone. It
is very, very satisfying to be able to help
someone who comes into our office.

I thank the electorate secretary who
worked for me during the time I was Minister
for Health—Peta Arthur. She was a marvellous
electorate secretary and my ministerial liaison
officer. I thank her, along with Mrs Kavinia
Franklin, my former electorate secretary, for
the work they undertook. 

A lot has been said about this particular
Parliament and about the public perception of
parliamentarians. There is one thing that I
think most of us realise when we come into
Parliament. It certainly hit me in 1991 when I
came here, as the result of a by-election, with
no experience whatsoever of the political
process or of Parliament. It really struck me
that this was the pressure cooker of society.
The reason we do have a wonderful
democracy and the reason we have changes
of Governments, no matter how volatile the
issues—we do not have people in the streets
hitting each other with sticks or duelling and
shooting and all the rest of it—is that we have
this institution called Parliament. There are
some very divergent views, and the public do
like to think that we can put those views very
strongly, because on some of those issues the
public feels very strongly. I hope that this
Parliament does not lose the attribute that
people are able to speak strongly and
stridently on issues and speak in a very
forthright manner for the people they
represent.

As the shadow Minister for state
development and rural communities, I will talk
about certain relevant issues. I mention the
sterling job done by the former Minister
responsible for State development, the
member for Burnett, Mr Doug Slack. When
one looks at the fact that there is about
$16 billion worth of infrastructure in
Queensland under way, about to get under
way or which should be under way, one
realises the amount of effort that went into
bringing many projects to fruition. It is quite
saddening to think that we have a Labor
Government that has already turned its back
on a large number of those projects—the

major water infrastructure plans, some of the
power station and coalmining projects and the
Briztram project. Project after project has been
frozen, cancelled or put on the backburner. 

The Premier, Mr Beattie, has really lost
sight of the ball in terms of his 5%
unemployment target. I think many people will
find that that was a cruel hoax in many ways.
No sooner was that target announced than the
time set for achieving it was extended to one
year and then to three years. Now the target is
five years. I said in a previous speech that, for
those people who may get a job in five years,
the Olympic Games will have been held three
years before. 

The Queensland coalition Government
was very much an achieving Government. I
think the key indicator of that was that in just
two short years we cleaned up the mess we
inherited. Basically, we turned the economy
around—from a growth rate of about 2.2% to a
growth rate of 4.5%. Along with that came
secure employment for so many
Queenslanders. In those two years of coalition
Government, we saw Queensland produce
some 40% of the new jobs in Australia—a total
of 91,000 jobs—while having only 18% of the
population. 

The coalition Government attracted major
international players to Queensland in the area
of industry and development. We saw some
$16 billion worth of major projects under way or
under examination. We established the best
possible business environment for the creation
of new jobs, particularly through responsible
economic management and practical support
for the business sector. 

Under the coalition Government,
Queensland achieved a worldwide reputation
as a pro-business State. That is why it
saddens me to see the Labor Government in
its early weeks and months already
announcing a freeze on major projects and
turning its back on other projects. We had
companies such as Voxson, Mack Trucks,
Boeing, Comalco, Shell Coal, Dascom, John
Deere, Qantas and Silicon Graphics, just to
name a few, demonstrate their confidence by
moving to and expanding in Queensland. 

The coalition Government also
successfully protected Queensland from the
upheaval in Asia. Australian Bureau of
Statistics figures show that merchandise
exports for the first nine months of the financial
year totalled nearly $12 billion, representing a
massive 18.2% increase on the same period
for 1996-97. Exports for the March quarter of
1998 were up nearly 20% on the same quarter
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of 1997. In fact, the exports and trade figures
for each of the months right through from July
to March were significantly higher than those
for the corresponding months of the year
before. So the coalition did fireproof
Queensland's economy against the upheaval
in Asia through our demonstrated commitment
to Asia and particularly through our trade
diversification strategy, which has targeted
Europe and North America and non-traditional
markets such as central Europe, India, South
America, South Africa and the Middle East.

I will touch on a couple of issues in the
area of rural communities. One in particular is
water. If one looks at the rural communities
around Queensland that are resilient, flexible
and succeeding, one sees that they are
communities based around major irrigation
and water schemes. Honourable members
should go out to Goondiwindi and see the
expansion in that area, or simply drive along
the main street of Goondiwindi to see the new
shops and businesses and to see the way
Goondiwindi is thriving. A variety of enterprises
is developing around Goondiwindi, along with
the associated light manufacturing. Members
would see farm machinery repairs, earth
moving equipment, scrapers, dozers and that
sort of thing. Goondiwindi really is a thriving
community, based upon the water that is able
to bring to fruition the cotton and other crops in
that area. If honourable members look at other
areas such as Gympie, the Atherton Tableland
or the areas around Emerald, they will see the
variety of agricultural pursuits that are able to
be undertaken. 

That is why the $2.1 billion water
infrastructure program the coalition was putting
in place was so important to this State and to
rural communities—to guarantee their survival
and their growth. It was so important to
farming families to enable them to expand,
and expand into other crops if necessary. It
was so important to trade and exports. It is
from many of those irrigation areas that much
of the agricultural exports and trade of
Queensland come and where much of the
potential lies. 

Another industry that is so important to
rural communities is the pork industry. Australia
probably does not have any other industry that
could rival the efficiency of the pork industry. It
was one of the first rural industries to move out
of stud breeding and into genetics—into hybrid
pigs rather than exhibiting stud pigs at shows.
It was one of the first industries to move into
computerisation in the development of rashers
and the way in which it bred and ran the pork
industry. It is an industry that produces

somewhere in the order of 17 or 18 pigs per
sow—a massive improvement on the situation
of 10 or 20 years ago. It is an industry that
needs to be given breathing space as it
endeavours to cope with the imports that are
coming from Canada. 

The pork industry has been hit by the
importation regime put in place in 1990 by the
Keating Government. The imports started in
1992. It is about time this industry was given
the support and the breathing space that it
needs to adjust to the new arrangements and
to develop exports, particularly through
facilities such as KR Darling Downs in
Toowoomba. 

The other industry that has to be
recognised for its important contribution to rural
economies is the dairy industry. I am pleased
that the Dairy Industry Legislation Review
Committee put in place by the coalition
Government was able to show the very
important public worth of the dairy industry and
was even able to go to towns such as
Warwick, Allora, Clifton and Oakey on the
Darling Downs; Monto, Murgon and Wondai in
the South Burnett; and towns on the Atherton
Tableland and on other parts of the coast. The
monthly cheque that comes in, the way the
industry is able to pay the transport industries,
the irrigation, the fertiliser and the mechanical
industries that support the dairy industry all
contribute to the economy of the area. 

If deregulation of the dairy industry were
introduced, all we would see, as we have seen
in other States, is a shift of income from the
country towns to the three big retailers—
Woolworths, Coles and Franklins. We would
see the actual price of the product in the
supermarkets go up. The price paid to the
dairy farmers would decrease. There would be
a shift of this money from little towns such as
Allora and Clifton into the hands of the big
supermarkets. That is the last thing we want in
a decentralised State such as Queensland. It
is the last thing we want when it comes to
looking after our rural and regional
communities. 

Queensland is the only State in Australia
that has more than 50% of its population living
outside of the capital. The strength of
Queensland has been our decentralisation—
our rural towns, cities and townships. That is
what really has made Queensland into a great
State. 

In the time I have remaining I will say a bit
about my electorate of Toowoomba South and
some of its pressing needs. I think those of us
who represent electorates in Toowoomba feel
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very humbled by the support for the National
Party by the people of Toowoomba. We were
able to deliver on our promises while in
Government and, in the years before that, in
Opposition. It is a big responsibility to continue
with that level of service.

The former coalition Government was
particularly proud to be able to see to fruition,
after years and years of promises, the new
hospital complex at Toowoomba and the
associated community health services. There
is more work to be done, and that should be
under way over the next six months. In
particular, I refer to the refurbishment of the
wards in the older part of the hospital and the
new mental health wards. I mention also the
funding that we put aside for the total
redevelopment of the Baillie Henderson
Hospital in the Toowoomba North electorate. I
compliment my colleague the member for
Toowoomba North, Graham Healy, for the way
in which he was able to finally get the
Wilsonton State High School for his electorate
in Toowoomba. After years and years of
promises from the Labor Government, he was
able to deliver on that promise.

An important issue in Toowoomba is
water, about which I spoke earlier. There is an
organisation on the Darling Downs called
Vision 2000. In common with many other cities
in rural Queensland, the important thing for
Toowoomba is providing water infrastructure in
the surrounding rural areas, in this case the
Darling Downs, because the flow-on benefits to
Toowoomba are enormous. Toowoomba is a
great city of almost 90,000 people, with
probably another 30,000 in the immediate
vicinity. It is one of the great rural capitals in
Australia. It is a major centre for education,
with universities, TAFE, many boarding schools
and other Government and non-Government
schools. As a service centre for rural industry,
much of the wealth of Toowoomba depends
very heavily on the feedlots, the intensive
dairies and piggeries, cotton, grain and
horticulture. 

Vision 2000 is a group of mainly
businesspeople, farmers and local government
representatives who are working on getting
better water supplies for the Darling Downs,
which is an area that does not have major
rivers. The area forms the headwaters of the
Murray/Darling system—the second longest
system in the world after the Nile River. The
system starts behind Killarney and wanders
through the Condamine system, the western
Darling Downs and Dalby. It then turns south-
west and ends up in the Murray/Darling
system. There are no big catchments.
However, there are some very innovative ways

to provide sufficient water on the Darling
Downs to boost almost immediately the area's
production. The area has some of the best
agricultural country and farmers in the world.
The production levels of crops such as corn,
cotton, sorghum and chickpeas are up there
with the agricultural records of the world. All
that is required is more water. The
infrastructure, soil and farming expertise is
there. It just needs water.

Over the years much has been said about
the possibility of turning the floodwaters from
the headwaters of the Clarence River system
about 20 or 30 kilometres back through the
ranges and into the Killarney area to feed the
Condamine system. However, one of the
exciting options being investigated by Vision
2000, and particularly as a result of some of
the funds provided by the previous coalition
Government, is that of waste water reuse.
About 160,000 megalitres of water are used
per year in Brisbane. It will cost the Brisbane
City Council some $200m to upgrade its water
discharge systems. Once it has been used,
none of that water is wanted; it is simply
pumped away as waste water into Moreton
Bay. 

That water could be recycled by bringing it
back, firstly, into the Lockyer Valley, which has
so much potential. The ranges are relatively
small and are not as high as the Toowoomba
Range. From the Toowoomba Range, the
water could be brought into the headwaters of
some of those creeks that feed the
Condamine system. That would be great
environmentally and economically for the
Darling Downs. That is the sort of vision that
we need to have in our country if we are going
to do great things, and it is a vision that I think
would have the support of people from
Brisbane, the Brisbane City Council, the shires
and rural communities along the way, and
certainly the people of the Darling Downs.

I wish also to compliment the former
Minister for Sport, Mick Veivers, who is present
in the Chamber, for three initiatives for which
the people of Toowoomba are very grateful. I
mention firstly his support for the aquatic
centre in Toowoomba, which is an outstanding
swimming and aquatic entertainment area. It is
also utilised by people with disabilities.
Secondly, back in the early seventies, the
Toowoomba Hockey Association made a bold
decision to move all of the clubs in
Toowoomba to a new hockey complex on the
western outskirts of the city. Through their own
efforts and donations, they planted kikuyu
grass and built a modest complex which has
now grown into one of the best hockey
complexes in Australia. With Minister Veivers'
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support, and that of the Toowoomba City
Council, they were able to put in place a first-
class water-based field. Seven Toowoomba
hockey players are currently representing
Australia in either senior men's, senior
women's or junior hockey sides. 

Thirdly, the Centenary Heights State
School and the associated aquatic club
received outstanding support from Minister
Veivers, which enabled it to construct a pool
that will be available not only for that school
community but also for all of the other
schools—the convent school across the road
and the other schools on south-eastern side of
Toowoomba—and for the masters and other
swimming clubs.

An important initiative that the coalition
Government included in the recent Budget
that it introduced to the Parliament was the
new police station for Toowoomba, which is
desperately needed. Some $1m was allocated
in the Budget for the commencement of
construction. The total project is worth some
$8m. 

I wish to mention some initiatives that
have been suggested by the Toowoomba
Licensed Venues Association, which
sometimes gets criticised for misbehaviour that
occurs at night in town. Toowoomba has
become a wonderful place for entertainment at
night through, firstly, the Empire Theatre,
which was totally redeveloped by the
Toowoomba City Council. That is a place that
everyone in Queensland should attend. It is a
marvellous venue. Margaret Street, which is
just nearby, has been redeveloped into what is
called "Eat Street".

Members of the Licensed Venues
Association have been suggesting some very
practical improvements so that night-time
behaviour in the Eat Street area of the city can
be improved. It would like to see the CBD
Police Beat shopfront in a more prominent
position. Similar to the Brisbane Mall, we could
benefit from having a police shopfront right in
the middle of the town's entertainment area.
Again similar to the situation in the Brisbane
Mall, the association would like to see the
provision of toilet facilities, late-night street
food vendors, and a taxi rank positioned in Eat
Street, with a more visible police presence in
that area at all times, but principally on Friday
and Saturday nights. If we can achieve that, it
would lift the ambience of Eat Street.

I also congratulate the Toowoomba City
Council on the work it is doing in redeveloping
West Creek, which runs into Gowrie Creek.
East Creek is one of the most beautiful

attractions of Toowoomba. If we can do the
same on the other side of the city through
West Creek and Gowrie Creek, that would
certainly help Toowoomba to maintain its
garden city image.

In conclusion, I thank all of those
Government employees who were of so much
assistance to me as a local member.

Time expired.

Mr NUTTALL (Sandgate—ALP)
(4.37 p.m.): Firstly, I congratulate you, Mr
Speaker, on your election to the Speakership.
I offer also my congratulations to the Deputy
Speaker on his election. I wish you well in your
new position. Before going too far into my
speech, there are a few people whom I wish to
thank in relation to my re-election. Firstly, and
most importantly, I thank the voters of
Sandgate.

Mr Robertson: Very wise people they are.

Mr NUTTALL: I think so. I thank the
member for Sunnybank for those kind words. 

I am pleased to say that I have been
returned with an increased majority. That is
very rewarding for me and very satisfying for
the members of the Labor Party within my
electorate who spent a great deal of time
assisting me with my campaign. I pay a tribute
to all of the members of the Labor Party in the
Sandgate electorate who assisted me. In
addition, I acknowledge those people who are
not members of the Labor Party but who came
forward and offered their support and
assistance. I offer them a heartfelt thankyou.
Throughout the 49th Parliament I hope that I
will be able to serve my constituency well and
that I will be able to deliver to them the
services that they require and so richly
deserve. 

I wish to take the opportunity to speak
about redistributions and the general voting
system within the State of Queensland. That is
perhaps timely. As we would all be aware, the
recent election was the last that will be held
based on the existing 89 State seats in
Queensland. We have now had three
elections based on those boundaries and the
trigger has now been set for a redistribution.
One would think that, unless legislation is
enacted and passed within the Parliament,
there will not be an increase in the number of
seats; there will be the same 89 seats and that
in turn will bring about a real increase in
quotas, that is voters, for each and every one
of us here in this Parliament.

Mr Lucas: Don't tell me you are staking a
claim already.
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Mr NUTTALL: One thing about having a
seat by the seaside is that not too much
damage can be done.

Mr Lucas: You and me both, brother.

Mr NUTTALL: That is where the member
for Lytton and I have a lot in common.

In relation to that, obviously we will have
an increase in quotas. As we are all well
aware, this State has five weighted seats in
the Legislative Assembly. I personally have a
view about that, as does my party.
Nevertheless, those five weighted seats came
about as a result of an EARC recommendation
which was endorsed by both parties within the
Parliament. At this point, I say that it would be
timely and healthy for the community in
Queensland to have a debate not only on the
issue of redistributions, but also on the voting
system in general—and I will come to that a
little later in my speech. I am referring to
whether we should have preferential voting,
optional preferential voting or first past the post
voting.

In relation to the redistribution, at the
moment I think the quota is somewhere
around the 23,000 mark. In the last
Government Gazette that I saw, over 30 seats
were outside the quota, that is plus or minus
10%. That in itself is a trigger for a
redistribution. The other trigger, of course, is
the fact that there must be a review after
seven years, and the last review was
conducted in 1991. No doubt that review will
take place, although I am unsure of the time
frame. As we all know, most members of
Parliament are fairly jittery about the prospect
of a redistribution and boundaries being
changed.

That brings me to the issue of the voting
system itself. If we look at the voting systems
that we have had in the State of Queensland,
we see that we have had the lot. We have had
first past the post voting, optional preferential
voting and preferential voting. At the moment
we have optional preferential voting. It is my
contention that optional preferential voting
really is a de facto first past the post voting
system. I have to say that I am strongly in
favour of a first past the post voting system. As
I have said before, I believe that it would be
timely—and it would be healthy for the
democratic system within this State, given the
wide ranging debate that was brought about
by particular parties' decisions regarding their
preferences in the last State election—for us
as a community to have an open debate on
the type of voting system we would like to see
operating in Queensland. As I said, I believe

that we should have the first past the post
voting system.

I will just give honourable members an
example of how that can work. Looking at the
1992 election results, the Labor Party would
have done extremely well. We would have won
something in the order of 66 seats, with the
coalition winning the remainder of the seats.
Just to show honourable members how that
system can work, if we had had the first past
the post system in 1995, the Labor Party
would have lost 21 of the seats it won under
that system in 1992. So the system can work.
That is what I am wanting to point out. We
would have gone from holding some 66 seats
down to 45 seats, and that shows that the first
past the post voting system can work.

Looking at the 1998 election, again if we
had a first past the post voting system, while
the Labor Party would have won, the Liberal
Party still would have won the same nine seats
that it won in the recent State election. It is my
contention that, based on those examples, the
first past the post voting system, whereby
candidates who obtain the most formal votes
are elected, is not only simple but also fair. As
I said, it has previously been the voting system
in this State—in fact, from 1903 to 1918. I
would encourage a public debate in relation to
that issue.

That brings me to the other issue, that is,
the issue of fixed term Parliaments. It is true
that we have three-year terms in Queensland,
but they are not fixed in any way, shape or
form. If one looks at the trends in Queensland,
one sees that most Parliaments tend to last
about two and a half years and then they go
into campaign mode. A new Parliament is then
elected and, by the time it is brought together,
the three years are up. In my view, that is not
healthy for business or for Government. I
cannot see any way in which that benefits the
citizens of the State of Queensland.

A number of years ago a referendum was
held about the introduction of a term of
Government for a minimum of three years and
a maximum of four years. Without bipartisan
support, that referendum was defeated. I think
that there is a mood out there in the
community for fixed terms. I say that for this
reason: both in the 48th Parliament and in this
Parliament we have had de facto fixed terms.
In the 48th Parliament a motion was moved
that no election be held prior to May 1998.
Indeed, last week in this Parliament—the 49th
Parliament—part of the confidence motion
moved was that no election would be held
prior to May 2001. Basically, we have had two
sets of de facto fixed terms of Parliament. I
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personally believe that there is a mood out
there for fixed terms.

We should have a fixed four-year term
and there should be a set date for each
election. All councils in Queensland have a
fixed three-year term and the system works
well. There do not seem to be any dramas or
problems with that. I actually would encourage
them to change to a fixed four-year term as
well. I honestly believe, as I have said, that
there is a feeling in the community that that
would be a good thing for the State of
Queensland. If bipartisan support could be
achieved for that change, I believe that a
referendum should be held at the next council
elections so that, when we go to the people of
Queensland in the year 2001, they would
know that the 50th Parliament that they elect
would be elected for a fixed four-year term. It is
certainly something that I will be advocating
within my political party. As I have said, I
believe that there is a mood out there for that
change. We can look at the other States. I do
not want to go through each individual State
but most of them have minimum or maximum
terms. I do not necessarily agree with
minimum or maximum terms; I believe it
should be a fixed maximum term. That is the
type of voting system that we have.

Given that we are about to have a major
redistribution, I think it would be very healthy if
we had a public debate in relation to those
issues. I have set out my views fairly firmly. I
believe that we should have a first past the
post voting system. I also believe that we
should have fixed four-year terms. Indeed, the
fixed four-year term issue would be a matter
for the people of Queensland by way of a
referendum. The referendum should be held
at the next council elections, which I
understand are to be conducted in the year
2000. That gives us plenty of time for an open
debate.

Another issue that is somewhat dear to
my heart is the issue of delivery of services to
the people of Queensland. Successive
Governments of either political persuasion
have always struggled with the issues of
health, education and police. I believe it is no
longer any good to stand here and defend the
work that we are doing because the message
simply does not get out. I believe that we need
a radical overhaul of the way Governments in
general are run, particularly in those three
areas in terms of delivery of service.

I hope I do not make myself unpopular
with my ministerial colleagues on this side of
the House, but I believe that in the portfolios of
Education, Health and Police the area of

capital works should be taken away. Those
capital works should be transferred to the
portfolio of Public Works. That would enable
Ministers to concentrate solely on delivery of
services. Service is not gauged by a new
police station or a new hospital wing or a new
classroom. Service is gauged by delivery.
Service is gauged by the end result. Service is
gauged by what comes out at the other end. If
we build ourselves a new school and we
cannot provide enough speech therapists for
that school, we are failing. I believe that the
Ministers in those portfolios should be allowed
to concentrate on the delivery of services.
They are three very large portfolios and I
believe that if there was some lateral thinking
our citizens would be far better served.

If we take the example of maintenance
work, we find duplication across all portfolios.
The old days when the Department of Public
Works used to carry out all the maintenance
have gone. We now have the Education
Department looking after theirs, the Health
Department looking after theirs, and so on.
That is a crazy system. It leads to duplication.
It does not spend the taxpayers' dollars well. It
does not lead to the job being done well.

I am not talking about stepping
backwards. I am talking about having a
structured portfolio of public works whereby we
have proper monitoring of Government
buildings to ensure that the upkeep on the
buildings is maintained. We simply cannot say
to a school or a department, "Look, here is
some money. You can outsource that contract
work." The school rings up a contractor and
the contractor comes in and he does not
understand what is wrong with the building. In
the event, the contractor spends ages fixing
up the building. In a structured system the
people who built it, namely the Public Works
Department, would undertake the
maintenance work and be able to understand
what they were doing. That would be a better
system.

As a Government we are committed to
security of employment. This system would
allow us to give people security of
employment. We would have a real public
works system that is delivering on its job. I
welcome a debate on this matter. For far too
long we have gone down the same old path
and we have struggled. We have struggled to
get the message across that we are delivering
on services. The only way we can get the
message across is if Ministers are able to
concentrate solely on the delivery of services.

The other matter I wish to raise concerns
the recent State election. I find it interesting
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that on the north side of Brisbane all but one
electorate had a One Nation candidate, and
that was the electorate of Clayfield. We have
to ask ourselves why. Why was it that the seat
of Clayfield did not have a One Nation
candidate? The reason why Clayfield did not
have a One Nation candidate was——

Mr Hayward: A deal was done.

Mr NUTTALL: I did not say that, but
honourable members have heard the
interjection. Maybe there was a deal done.
Whatever it was, something untoward
occurred. All the other seats on the northern
side of Brisbane had a One Nation candidate
but in the seat of Clayfield there was no One
Nation candidate. The sitting member for
Clayfield is the same member who was
involved in the deals regarding preferences.
Suddenly we find his electorate has no One
Nation candidate.

I simply ask the question: was a deal
done for the distribution of preferences in the
seat of Clayfield? This question needs to be
answered. I know that the honourable member
for Clayfield will probably come back in here
this evening during the Grievance debate and
jump up and down and—— 

Time expired.

Mr FELDMAN (Caboolture—ONP) (Leader
of the One Nation Party) (4.48 p.m.): Mr
Deputy Speaker, it would be remiss of me at
this stage not to ask you to pass on my
congratulations to the Speaker upon his
elevation to the esteemed position which he
now holds. On behalf of Pauline Hanson's One
Nation, I take this opportunity to thank the
Governor for the delivery of his speech in
opening this Parliament.

What an exciting time it is. The 49th
Parliament will see us through the millennium.
I am very conscious of this occasion in more
ways than one. This would have been my
maiden speech in this Assembly had it not
been for the fact that the Heiner matter took
precedence during the confidence debate as I
sought to establish the moral stance of the
Honourable the Premier. It is to his credit that
he came forth and tabled the documents that
I, on behalf of One Nation, and in the interests
of fair, open and honest Government, sought.
That first speech is now there in history and
can never be changed. It is a decision that I,
as Leader of Pauline Hanson's One Nation
Party, took and still stand by. The jury is still
out. The legal minds are still pouring over that
documentation and that which is still to come.
So do not rest easy.

I stand here today proudly representing
Pauline Hanson's One Nation Party as its
parliamentary leader and as the elected
representative for the seat of Caboolture. I am
very conscious of the trust bestowed in Pauline
Hanson's One Nation Party by a quarter of the
Queensland electorate during the 1998
election. It is my earnest desire that One
Nation and my 10 duly and democratically
elected parliamentary colleagues will honour
the trust bestowed upon us. I congratulate
them also on their election. The election result
has sent shock waves not only throughout
Queensland but also throughout Australia. It
has been described here in this Parliament as
a train—one that has run over a few prominent
names. Honourable members, I am here to
testify that that train is still on track.

There is a great sense of betrayal felt out
there by ordinary Australians in the political
process. Australians are no longer hearing the
voices of their politicians on the floor of
Parliament. We, Pauline Hanson's One Nation,
are here to provide that voice in this
Parliament. I came to this Parliament with 25
years of policing experience behind me. I have
seen the torment of the victims of crime first-
hand. I have had the dire duty in too many
instances to return to those very same people
to deliver a message from Government that
their case has not been proceeded with, or a
nolle prosequi entered due to the minor nature
of their complaint. We want to see victims of
crime dealt with in a just and compassionate
way. This is dealt with in Pauline Hanson's One
Nation's families, youth and community care
policy, which was launched during the election
campaign but of which we heard little—not
unlike the rest of our policies. At the end of the
day, however, it is the police who must look
the victim in the eye and try to justify what was
done in another jurisdiction, and sometimes it
is a little hard to take.

My time in the Queensland Police Service
has seen me serve in various parts of the
State both in and out of uniform. I arrived in
Caboolture in 1986. It was then a growing
country town, being serviced at that time by
the former member, Mr Bill Newton, whom
some members on this side of the House will
probably remember. During my time there I
watched that town grow into a city. The police
division population grew from some 25,000 in
1988 to some 65,000 now. I saw the staffing
level at the police station grow from some 15
to 35. However, during those turbulent growing
years I lost 15 of my police colleagues to the
debilitating disease of depression and stress
and watched them leave the service on
medical grounds as they struggled but failed to
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cope with the spiralling crime rate and the lack
of resources and infrastructure, and they
succumbed to the pressure. Now, due to the
Caboolture watch-house, which is attached to
the Caboolture station, that sometimes copes
with up to 13 prisoners, the new courthouse
next door and an ever-increasing population
divisionally, this station is well and truly due for
an upgrade and extra staffing, or the tragedies
of the past may very well again become the
reality of the future for Caboolture.

I commend the insight of the former
Labor member for Caboolture, Mr Jon Sullivan,
as he joined with me in calling for a 24-hour
police station on Bribie Island to cope with the
ever-expanding population in this vital holiday
destination. This island paradise has grown to
be one of the leading canal estates on the
Sunshine Coast. However—and I would
remind the Minister for Police of this if he was
here—only seven police staff that division,
whose population swells from some 16,000 to
50,000 during the summer seasons. This
station is about to cave in under the pressure
of looking after this growing population. We do
not want a repeat of Caboolture station's
experience, when we saw the police cave in
under similar pressure. The elderly and other
permanent residents of the island deserve the
best standard of crime prevention that we can
give, and that is a 24-hour police station and
18 police officers to support this great tourist
and holiday destination—the doorway to the
passage, the Sunshine Coast and the
Glasshouse Mountains hinterland.

I thank all my friends and workmates who
supported me and for their generosity to me
and to my family. Due to my long association
with the Queensland Police Union of
Employees as a branch president/secretary at
Caboolture, Redcliffe and Deception Bay, and
as a conference delegate over some 15 years,
I will certainly not forget them. I know of their
worries and concerns, for they were my worries
and they were my concerns only a mere two
months or so ago when I, too, was in uniform.
I will not let them down in this place. I know
also that their interests are being well served
by their president and general secretary, both
good friends of mine, Gary Wilkinson and Merv
Bainbridge.

I was the first police liaison officer for
Caboolture, working at the Wamuran
Neighbourhood Watch, assisting that small
community to solve its crime problems. I
commend the principle of neighbourhood
watch as a crime preventive method within our
communities. It is great to see communities
fighting back and winning back their streets
and areas by being more vigilant and watching

over their neighbourhood watch areas. I would
thank all those who work in neighbourhood
watch and have crime prevention in their
hearts. I thank them for their support.

I was also the Adopt-a-Cop at the
Morayfield State School for some 11 years,
lecturing and moulding those young minds to
be more community minded. I would like to
thank all those parents, teachers, children and
professionals who knew me from that sphere. I
thank them for their support and I
acknowledge them here. I also recommend
that program as a crime prevention method.

I also had a long association with the
Caboolture Cricket Club, playing at first-grade
level and coaching junior cricket sides at club,
zone and State championship level. I want to
thank all those unpaid, overworked and
extremely dedicated coaches, managers,
parents and children who play sport of all kinds
and who supported me during this campaign. I
had a similar association with indoor cricket up
to a State level—a sport not duly recognised to
any great extent in the corporate sector, but
which I commend to that sector for the due
recognition that it deserves. I also mention all
those juniors who achieve at that level in that
sport.

Unless one is involved at a grassroots
level of the community, and unless people can
see that one is out there actually doing
something, one fails to gain respect from that
community. I am not talking about being on a
board somewhere and not doing anything; I
am talking about actually being involved with
people, being involved in their homes, having
them come to my home, dealing with their
problems—prior to trying to stand for
office—and being involved out there where the
hurts really are, sharing in the heartache of
these people and their real problems.

I would also like to thank all those
Christian friends of mine out there as well and
remind them that, yes, contrary to any other
rumour, Parliament still does commence with
prayer. I especially commend those who
perhaps, in this politically correct time, find
difficulty with some of the problems being
faced by communities, some with abortion
clinics lurking in their residential communities,
close to preschools and State schools. I urge
them to keep up the good fight; keep up the
silent, non-violent, peaceful and principled vigil
for which Australians have been renowned—
and for winning.

Truth, integrity and honesty have a way of
prevailing in the end. We know what that end
will be. We at Caboolture do have our
problems. We have had the northern bypass



6 Aug 1998 Address in Reply 1769

of the Caboolture central business district on
the books for the past 15 years or so. I am
pleased to see that, finally, something has
started to happen; the plans are now being
settled, some community concerns are being
addressed with representatives of the airport,
corporate park, the Caboolture Show Society
and the Friends of Lagoon Creek. Soon the
central business district and King Street will be
free from the effects of heavy transport, petrol
tankers, B-doubles, quarry trucks and the
carriage of dangerous goods by heavily laden
semitrailers through the centre of this town and
through the streets of the central and western
residential fringe of the city. This, too, should
assist in the revitalisation of this part of the city
centre and bring small business back into this
part of town. As the northern side of the city
expands and grows, small business, which is
the backbone of any town—and Caboolture is
no different—will return. These businesses are
fighting back and attempting to retake their
market share—a share taken with the
development of the Morayfield Shopping
Centre complex.

The bypass will divert traffic, especially the
heavy transport, north of the Caboolture
township and link up with the Bruce Highway.
As I said, that was an old diamond trotted out
for years by both parties, with the building of
the Caboolture Hospital, the four lanes to
Bribie Island and the rail link to Redcliffe. I
have seen the hospital built, will experience
the building of the northern bypass and I am
currently witnessing the staged upgrade of the
four lanes to Bribie Island. But the rail link to
Redcliffe is something that I do not think I will
ever see. 

As I said, Bribie Island Road is about to
be upgraded to four lanes. Sections of four
lanes are already being completed and are
currently being used as passing lanes.
Thought and conjecture still exist, however,
about the Ningi township—whether to bypass
that town or to upgrade the road through it.
Lobby groups are forming and I expect to be
inundated with concerned constituents. That,
ladies and gentlemen, is why I am here. I am
sure that, between the departments, those
groups and me, sanity will prevail and a
resolution will be reached. 

The debate in the House last night was of
particular concern to me, as it would have
been to the honourable member for Nicklin, I
am sure. We both have an interest in the
development of a site in the Beerburrum State
forest for a shooting range, which may house
some three to four clubs from both our
electorates. Yes, the sporting shooters and
respective pistol clubs deserve a place to

practise and to hone their sporting skills. A
future Commonwealth or Olympic champion
may well rise from that very club. This is a
major sporting club in my electorate and
deserves all the support that I can give it. 

I would now like to thank all the One
Nation branch members from Caboolture and
Bribie Island who worked tirelessly over the
weeks and months leading up to the election
day. I personally thank the brave and
dedicated 400 or so who, despite the
Caboolture Show being on that night, despite
the State of Origin football being played that
night and despite another party's rally also
being on that night, filled the Morayfield
Community Centre to capacity to hear Pauline
Hanson and several candidates, including
myself, speak. That truly shows the fibre of
One Nation dedication. My special thanks go
to Nick, Dot, Alan and Iris and the executive, to
Karen, Brian and Arn for the use of their trucks
and camper, which spread the word around
the town during the campaign, and to
Marriette for her help and her insight. To all my
booth workers and to the State executive, I
say: thanks, I would not be here now were it
not for your dedication. 

My thanks now go to my family. I thank
my wife Gail for her love and loyal dedication
as I stood for this office. The tears of despair,
joy and triumph were all worth it. She stood by
me through thick and thin over 21 years in the
Queensland Police Service. Now a new era
has begun. To my children, Dannielle and
Luke, I express my sincere thanks for their
persevering with me during these last few
months. It was not easy for them when I was a
police officer. Although I pray the road will be a
little easier for them now, there are those of
little conscience who will still continue to place
obstacles in their path. We have always been
a close family, enjoying not only our faith but
our sport together as well. I hope to still coach
and play a little cricket as well as attend to my
other duties. So I say to Luke and the
Caboolture Cricket Club that we may still yet
have a coach. 

In closing, I would like to make the point
that I will serve to the best of my ability my
whole electorate—I stress, my whole
electorate—and represent them without favour
on the floor of this House, and truly voice their
concerns, worries, fears and expectations
within these hallowed halls.

Hon. K. W. HAYWARD (Kallangur—ALP)
(5.04 p.m.): It is certainly a great pleasure for
me to have this opportunity to speak to the
motion for the adoption of the Address in
Reply. Before I discuss some issues of
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concern to the electorate of Kallangur, I will
make what I consider to be some important
acknowledgments and say thankyou. Mr
Deputy Speaker, will you please pass on my
congratulations to Mr Hollis, the member for
Redcliffe, on his elevation to Speaker of this
Parliament. Over the years, I have come to
know him very well. I am sure he will do a very
good job. I particularly want to take this
opportunity to acknowledge the people who
constituted my campaign team during the last
State election, especially my campaign
manager, Ian Burgett, who again
demonstrated a tireless commitment to the
Labor Party and the labour movement. I
particularly want to take the opportunity to
thank all the campaign team and the party
members for their hard work during the last
State election. I take this opportunity in the
Parliament to acknowledge and thank my wife
Janet for her support, particularly her work over
the years in the electorate and especially
during the last campaign. 

I congratulate the new members of
Parliament, particularly the new Labor
members. In common with most members, I
have had the opportunity of listening to the
members' maiden speeches. I think the
importance of those maiden speeches is that
they establish what those MPs will be like in
the future in this Parliament. Importantly, most
of them took the opportunity to talk about their
electorates and to raise issues of importance
in their electorates. That is what our role as
members of Parliament is all about. 

In population terms, the electorate of
Kallangur is the largest electorate in
Queensland. In fact, the member for
Sandgate referred to future redistributions. No
doubt the electorate of Kallangur will be
affected in some way by a redistribution. It
certainly has been affected by previous
redistributions. Its population is a reflection of
the growth in the Pine Rivers Shire and the
Caboolture Shire north of Brisbane. Over many
years, that growth has not been without
demands on everybody who lives in that area
and particularly on the elected representatives
in the shire councils and in the State and
Federal Parliaments.

During the State election, I campaigned
on a number of issues. In the Kallangur
electorate specifically, I campaigned on three
issues that stood out to people who live and
work in that electorate. The first issue is the
need for a new high school to service the
Burpengary/Narangba area. In 1999, there will
be over 800 Year 8 students coming from
feeder primary schools within that area, so the
pressure is on. As I did with the previous

Minister, I will be putting the same effort into
putting pressure on our Education Minister, the
Honourable Dean Wells, to ensure that that
project will go ahead in the near future. 

The second issue that is most important
to the people who live in Kallangur but
important also to the people who live further
north of that area is the widening of the Bruce
Highway. I know that that is a Commonwealth
and State matter. Anyone who listens to
morning traffic reports on the radio will have
heard about traffic jams and traffic chaos that
are now extending to Narangba in the
Caboolture Shire and in the electorate of
Kallangur. Through our Transport Minister, this
State needs to pressure the Commonwealth
Government to get on with it. To start with, we
need to get six lanes to the Bribie Island turn-
off. The honourable member for Caboolture
preceded me in this debate. I am sure that he
would acknowledge the importance of that
feeder route to enable people to live in the
area and still get to Brisbane for work, pleasure
or any other reason. The Commonwealth
Government seems to have forgotten that
project. Every three or four months, it issues a
press release about it. All that the
Commonwealth is doing is talking about it.

The third issue that I campaigned on,
which I think is very important, was for
improved services to the Caboolture Hospital.
When I was the Health Minister, I played a
major role in the construction of that hospital
and, in fact, opened it. That hospital has been
a great success. In many ways, it has been
too successful. Because of the population
pressures on the area and the good reputation
that that hospital has developed within the
community, more and more people are
choosing to go to it or are being referred to it
for medical attention. Over the years, issues
are raised continually in the health area about
budgetary problems. All in all, I believe that the
Caboolture Hospital has been an outstanding
success. 

In 1995 I announced a proposal to co-
locate the Caboolture Hospital with a private
hospital. I am pleased to see that the contract
has been let and construction of that private
hospital is under way on the site of the
Caboolture public hospital. That provides
significant advantages for the whole of the
Caboolture Shire. It provides advantages
because there will be more specialist staff.
Doctors will be able to attend to both their
public and private patients. That will provide
more opportunities for public patients to be
treated. The range of services offered will be
increased. There will be an improved medical
skills base. As that hospital expands, greater
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employment opportunities for people generally
in Caboolture will be provided. Most
importantly, that hospital is part of the fabric of
the society within the Caboolture Shire and
within the electorate of Kallangur. It means
that people are able to be treated in the
community in which they live. 

I spoke about three local issues that were
important during the election campaign.
However, the big issue in the campaign—and
it is the big issue wherever we are and with
whomever we talk—is jobs and job security.
The great strength of the Labor Party's
campaign was that it was able to focus very
clearly on that issue. In doing that, it tapped
into the mood of the community of concern
about not just getting a job but keeping a job.

Labor has established a target rate of
unemployment of 5%. When Labor first
released that target, its political opponents
rubbished it as irrelevant and impossible.
However, the importance of that target can
never, ever be misunderstood or understated.
It meant to the people in the electorates who
were concerned about jobs and job security
that a party campaigning for office was
prepared to try and was prepared to make a
statement that that was what it wanted to do.
It was such an important statement and it
helped very considerably in the election and
re-election of members of the Labor Party and
in giving it the opportunity to form a
Government. 

As I said before, I have had the
opportunity to listen to a number of speeches
in this Address in Reply debate. I am reluctant
to comment specifically on members'
comments. However, a couple have stayed in
my mind. The member for Gregory, Mr
Johnson, and the member for Crows Nest, Mr
Cooper, raised the issue of the National
Competition Policy, which they considered
important and spoke about in great detail.
They raised it in terms of competition itself
being some kind of ogre, something that
needed to be mistrusted—something that
could not be believed—and something that
was not the right thing for the community.
Those members spoke negatively about
competition without explaining the problem.
They simply berated the National Competition
Policy without giving members any idea of the
issues involved. They spoke negatively about it
in terms of job losses, which they said have
occurred or would occur. As an aside, those
members' speeches are laced with hypocrisy
because I never heard from them the same
enthusiasm for job security when the maritime
dispute was on. There is no argument about it:

they were in there boots and all. They wanted
to see the waterside workers sacked. So in
many ways what they said is laced with
hypocrisy. 

Nevertheless, whatever we think about
competition, in general people in our
community like competition and they
understand what it means. In schools we are
taught basic economics and what competition
is about. We have seen it demonstrated. We
know that competition produces better
products and lower prices. So people
understand the positive aspects of
competition. In a simplistic sense, all of us
know about competition in terms of football,
netball or other sports. I want to make it very
clear that there is nothing wrong with
competition itself. The important issue is that
our society remains fair. 

Clearly, the role of Government is to
ensure that safety nets are put in place so
that, in a competitive environment, the
benefits are seen but the people who cannot
cope with competition, whether that is in the
short term or in the long term, are able to
access those safety nets. We know what the
safety nets are. The simple fact is that, in
many ways, the Federal Government has
junked many of them. We have an Opposition
and another group on the parliamentary
crossbenches, the One Nation mob, who are
prepared to junk the safety nets—who are
prepared to sit here and whine about National
Competition Policy, but when it comes to
addressing the issue of safety nets, they say,
"We cannot do that." Safety nets are
important. They include such measures as the
opportunity to access education, the training
for new employment and, importantly, the
more effective matching of the jobs that are
available with job seekers.

As I see it, the problem for the Opposition
and the members sitting on the crossbenches
is that many of them were elected because
they made an absolute art form out of
attacking safety nets. We all remember a
couple of weeks ago when the One Nation
people were attacking the family allowance.
We all remember when they were talking
about unemployment benefits. They have
coined terms such as "the Aboriginal industry".
In all of that, they have denigrated the notion
of safety nets. 

So when we talk about the National
Competition Policy, we must understand that
competition is important and that it is vital to
our society and Australia's capacity to compete
in the world market. We need to ensure that
Governments are prepared and are able to put
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in place those safety nets. As a Parliament, we
should not denigrate, rubbish, criticise or
generally bash people who access those
safety nets but be supportive of those people.
We need to ensure that those safety nets are
in place so that people can access the
benefits of competition and not fall out of bed
because they are unable to cope with some of
the fallout of that competition.

The problem with that is that some
members of Parliament are here because they
attack the provision of safety nets. That is their
reason for existence. They just want to stand
on and attack people who access any form of
assistance. We as a Parliament and as a
community in general are then stuck with the
problem of being unable to expand on those
safety nets, which is what is required if we are
to deal with the problems that arose through
National Competition Policy. We all want the
benefits, but there are some trade-offs. We
cannot expand or develop the safety net,
because we have elements within our
Parliament and within our community that just
thrive on attacking it. 

The first policy challenge for this
Government—and for us all, I think—is to not
dump the notion of competition. Competition is
a notion which is understood perfectly by our
society. It is ingrained in us from the minute we
commence education in high school. It is there
all the time. It is something we see every
weekend on our televisions. We cannot just
dump the notion of competition.

The challenge is, as I have said before, to
develop a sound safety net for people who are
adversely affected by competition. To do that,
we all need to be on the same tram. We do
not need to go around criticising people who
access the safety net. We need a safety net
which ensures that people adversely affected
by National Competition Policy or any form of
competition policy within our society are not
permanently affected. 

This challenge is for all politicians. As I
said before: some members are here because
they want to rubbish, denigrate and ridicule
various safety net provisions of our society.
The challenge for all politicians is not to attack
those provisions and not to stigmatise or
stereotype people because they are accessing
them—because they do access the family
allowance, because they are on
unemployment benefits or because they are
going back to school later in life. That is the
point; we must not do that. We must not
attack the safety net and we must ensure that
people have the chance to access

opportunities that are available within our
society generally.

I take this opportunity to thank the people
of the Kallangur electorate for their confidence
in returning me as the member for that area
on behalf of Labor. I assure all people of the
Kallangur electorate that I will do my best to
work diligently on their behalf.

Mr STEPHAN (Gympie—NPA)
(5.23 p.m.): I take the opportunity provided by
the debate on the Address in Reply to pledge
my loyalty to Her Majesty, Queen Elizabeth II. I
also extend courtesies to His Excellency the
Governor following his opening of the
Parliament. I wish him all the very best in his
work. I also extend congratulations to Mr
Speaker and to the Chairman of Committees,
the member for Woodridge. I have no doubt
that both men will carry out their work with a
great deal of enthusiasm.

I say thankyou to my family: to Ruth, who
has been a part of the whole operation since I
took on this job; and to our three girls, Helen,
Gail and Lynette and their families. They have
been a great inspiration to me. 

I say thankyou to Elizabeth, my electorate
officer, who has settled in very well in the past
couple of years. I appreciate her work also. I
also give thanks to the electorate council for
the amount of work that it put into the
campaign and to the committee itself. I also
thank the members of the community who
came along to help.

I say thankyou very much to the electors
of Gympie for the opportunity they have given
me to represent such a hospitable and
beautiful place. I look forward to continuing to
work with the constituents of this beautiful
area. I take this opportunity to thank them very
much for all their courtesies.

Integral to Queensland's future economic
development is a reduction in the level of
unemployment in the State, as set out in the
Speech given by the Governor at the opening
of the Parliament. The objective of a reduction
in unemployment is one we can all certainly
relate to. The Government has a clear priority
to enhance the availability and security of
employment and to ensure that as many
people as possible can and do get a job that
they can not only perform but also enjoy.

On many occasions as the member for
Gympie I come across people and
organisations who really do put their best foot
forward. One of those organisations is
Roadcraft. About 18 or 20 years ago, the two
Rotary clubs in Gympie decided that
something had to be done about the number
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of young people who were losing their lives
because of their not being able to handle the
cars they were driving and the roads on which
they were travelling. What they have done and
put in place over that period is a great credit to
them.

I have just completed a form calling for
expressions of interest in connection with the
youth development program. However, the
level of funding needed to keep Roadcraft
operating needs to be addressed. This
program is ongoing, and we want to ensure
that money is being spent wisely.

Roadcraft is a non-profit incorporated
association. As I said before, the two Rotary
clubs of Gympie got together to address the
issue of road trauma among the region's
youth. Roadcraft has kept youth road trauma
as its focus and has added driver education to
its program options. It has certainly been doing
that very well. Roadcraft was offered a site
adjacent to Lakeside International Raceway. It
had a view to constructing two training facilities
there—a driver education circuit and a traffic
safety circuit. The driver education circuit will be
the facility for conducting the student driver
education courses and the components of the
youth program for which Roadcraft is seeking
that assistance. A letter from it that I have,
which was not written all that long ago, states
that a traffic safety circuit was to be
constructed at a future date.

The Youth Road Trauma Prevention and
Driving Skills Vocational Program will address
two critical issues, one of which is the
unacceptable rate of road-related deaths and
injury among Queensland's young drivers,
passengers and pedestrians. The other issue
is youth unemployment. To a potential
employer, a young job seeker who has
received training in informed and responsible
road and vehicle use must be better suited to
employment than someone without that
training.

The program will be directed at 16 to 19-
year-olds and will suppose little or no driving
experience. By the end of the program each
participant should be equipped with a driver's
licence, understand why young people kill
themselves on the road and how not to join
the list of casualties. They should have the
confidence, knowledge and attitude to
approach driving in a responsible and
competent manner. 

The program would be conducted in four
stages, one of which would be a learn-to-drive
component, the cost of which could only be
estimated as the system progresses. For
example, Stage 1 involves basic skills

development over a one-day course that
equips the participant with the basic skills
required for operating a vehicle. As such, it is
largely practical. Stage 2 involves educating
student drivers over a two-day course that
addresses vehicle dynamics, the effects of
alcohol and drugs, crash causes, traffic
interaction and stopping distances. Again,
there is a high practical component in that
course. Stage 3 involves a component taken
with a registered driving school and is
coordinated by Roadcraft. The duration of the
component would depend on the competency
of the student. Stage 4 involves a two-day
course to be taken at least one month after
securing a licence. It should be acknowledged
that these programs will benefit not only
learner drivers but everybody in the
community, because they teach people
behind the wheel to understand their vehicle
and what they are doing.

I wish to raise also the National
Competition Policy, which is proving
problematic for the dairying industry. The
participants in the industry have been left
wondering what they will need to do to keep
their businesses operating. A lot of producers
know how to handle——

Ms Bligh interjected. 

Mr STEPHAN: The dairy farmers know
what they are doing, which is far more than
can be said about a lot of members in this
House. I do not know whether the member
has sat beside a cow or even knows what one
looks like. Perhaps someone can show her. 

As a consequence, commercial pressures
are impacting—and they will continue to
impact—on the industry, forcing greater
restructuring. For example, pressure from
retailers through the supermarket tendering
process has seen a reduction of more than 3c
per litre at the farm gate. That is a price that
no dairy producer who wishes to stay in
production could begin to contemplate. 

The public benefit test is not doing
anything at all for the confidence of producers
and for ensuring that they will continue to be
able to produce in a very competitive market.
Economic analysis suggests that, in most
scenarios, deregulation is likely to have little
overall impact on the Queensland economy.
However, it is considered that the regional
impacts of deregulation are likely to be very
significant. Producers with low equity and high
indebtedness and/or are located in marginal
dairying areas distant from processing plants
would be at greatest risk. Attendant
consequences for regional communities in
terms of job losses come at a time when we
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cannot afford to lose that expertise. We
cannot afford to take no steps to help our
producers and simply let them go out of
business. They are necessary and we need to
encourage them to continue.

I take the opportunity to speak about the
comments by the Minister for the Environment,
Rod Welford, in relation to the water
conservation programs that the previous
Government began to put in place. A
newspaper article states—

"Mr Welford said he would review all
dams proposed by the Water
Infrastructure Task Force report."

It is a pity that we cannot get through to the
Minister the message that it is necessary to
continue with the water conservation programs
that are in place. When members opposite
were previously in Government, in over seven
years they built only one dam, and even it was
started before they came into power.

Mr Mickel: We built the Bundaberg
irrigation system.

Mr STEPHAN: That is a very small
system. It will help those people, but it will not
be the answer for the surrounding producing
areas. The member cannot say that, because
his former Government built a dam there, that
will overcome all of the water conservation
problems. That is a very short-sighted attitude.
The Government has not made any
compensation for the water that will be
required if we are to be competitive in world
markets.

I know that other areas are putting in
place programs to make sure that water will be
used—and used wisely—and that we have
some for future generations. For example,
researchers are trying to make sure that we
make the best use of the water that is
available. Along with this is the reasoning that
underground water has possibly not been
tapped to its fullest extent. There are
possibilities there, but we just cannot sit on our
hands and say, "That is all right. We have
some water there underground, so we do not
need to worry too much about it." It is just a
pity that members opposite adopt that sort of
attitude.

Before closing, I would also like to talk
about the opportunities that we put in place to
better look after people, particularly in the
instances of education. The Tin Can Bay
school is in the process of being constructed at
this time, and about $7m is involved in that.
Pomona State High School was completed in
the past couple of years, and that area is still

growing at a very fast rate. $480,000 was
spent in that area. We just cannot let these
types of things get away from us. With a
growing population, these areas need facilities
for education, and that certainly needs to be
encouraged.

Goldmining operations are also operating
in Gympie, which was and still is a goldmining
town. It is certainly not as great as it was back
in the 1860s and 1890s, but gold is still
coming out of those areas. They have mined
down to almost a kilometre underground, and
that is creating a few problems. The heat
generation is fairly high for those who work
down there and it is hard to catch one's
breath. I congratulate the company and the
workers for the way that they go about their
business and for ensuring that they put in an
honest day's work in those facilities.

Time expired.

Mr PEARCE (Fitzroy—ALP) (5.43 p.m.): It
is with pleasure that I support the motion for
the adoption of the Address in Reply to the
Governor's Speech moved by the member for
Bundaberg. Firstly, Mr Deputy Speaker, I ask
you to pass on my congratulations to Mr
Speaker for his election to that high office in
this Parliament. Mr Speaker is one of the class
of 1989. I have got to know well the member
for Redcliffe personally over the past eight and
a half years or so that I have been a member
of the Queensland Legislative Assembly. I
believe he will be fair and will strive to uphold
the dignity and the expectations of all
members in this place.

The former Speaker, the then member for
Nicklin, Neil Turner, did an outstanding job as
Speaker. He certainly had my respect and the
respect of members on both sides of the
House. If there is one thing that I will always
remember about Neil Turner, it will be his
massive handshake, especially when one has
a hand the size of mine. It demoralised me
every time I had to shake his hand, but I will
always remember him for that.

I also want to congratulate the new
members on their election to this Parliament.
They have been given a great honour. I can
remember the first day that I came in here and
how humble I felt about being elected to this
very high office. The new members of the
Government have been most impressive in the
way that they have gone about adjusting to
what is a demanding job. Their maiden
speeches were full of quality, sincerity and
commitment. I know that they impressed many
members who sat and listened to those
speeches.
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One thing is for sure, Labor in
Government has a strong and talented
backbench to back up what is a strong and
talented Ministry led by the Premier, Peter
Beattie. The current Ministers deserve to be
where they are. They have worked very hard
over the time that we were in Opposition, and I
feel that every one of them can justify their
right to be in the position of Minister. I wish
them well over the term; it is not going to be
easy. I can assure honourable members that
the backbench will be there keeping everybody
on the job out there working for our
electorates. As I said, it is going to be a difficult
task for us in Government. We on this side of
the House all know that, but we are
determined to work as a team in the best
interests of good government for Queensland.

I have no hesitation in acknowledging the
Independent member for Nicklin for the
courage that he has shown in providing the
support necessary for Labor to govern. He has
delivered what the public of Queensland
expected from elected members in this place,
and that is stability of Government so as to
allow this State to move on and grow in
confidence. We should not underestimate the
pressures of being an Independent in a
Parliament in which the numbers are so finely
balanced. Both Independents—both the
member for Nicklin and the member for
Gladstone—will play an important role in the
processing of legislation. They will have a
difficult task over the next three years, and I
wish them well.

To One Nation I make the following
comments: as individuals, they will have both
good and bad qualities—like us all. They have
been elected to the Parliament, so like us all
they have a job to do. But as far as I am
concerned, that is where it ends. I do not like
what One Nation stands for. I am being honest
about it, and that is all I will say on that
subject.

Before moving on to raise issues relevant
to the Fitzroy electorate, I want to express my
sincere appreciation to the people of Fitzroy for
giving me the opportunity to again serve them.
This is the third time I have been elected as
the member for that electorate. The first time
around I was elected as the member for
Broadsound. It was a wonderful feeling on that
Saturday evening—election day—to be
standing there at 8 p.m. with all my family and
members of the party and know that I did not
have to go to preferences. While a One Nation
candidate stood in the electorate of Fitzroy,
she is still out there.

I could not have achieved the outcome in
the electorate of Fitzroy if it were not for the
support of, first of all—and this has been
mentioned in this place on many occasions
during this debate—my family. My electorate
officer and my support staff have been
tremendous and loyal. Of course, I had the
support of the Labor Party people. I just could
not have done it without the support of those
people who believed in me and believed in the
party that I stand for. I also could not have
done so well if I did not have the support of
the CFMEU and other unions in my electorate,
and the many friends that I have throughout
the electorate on all sides of politics. I can
quite proudly stand here and say that I do
have very strong close relationships with
people in my electorate from both sides of
politics.

In the Fitzroy electorate, I see myself as
the link between the people and the
Government of the day. I was able to prove
that in Opposition when, as an active member,
I was able to deliver on many things
throughout the electorate. That was because
of the relationship that I have built with the
people and the link that I formed as a local
member with the Government of the day. Of
course, now that we are in Government, I am
in a stronger position to work for my electorate,
and I will do so.

One thing that I can say about the
attitudes in my electorate is that no problem is
too big or too small. I may not always have
achieved the desired outcome, but those who
seek my help know that I will give it my best
shot. I make no promise other than to say that
I am committed to the type of representation
that the people of my electorate expect and
deserve. I keep office hours in 14 different
locations throughout my electorate. Some of
the new people in this House, particularly
those who represent smaller electorates,
should realise that in some of the bigger
electorates such as Fitzroy it is not a matter of
sitting in the office or jumping in the car and
spending 10 minutes in driving around the
electorate. It takes me five hours to drive from
the top end to the bottom end of my
electorate. I do not know what it would take to
drive across electorates such as Cook, Mount
Isa or Charters Towers. We have to take into
account the size of the State and that we have
electorates which cover large areas.

How many honourable members can
claim to have 16 coalmines, 14 communities,
2 million head of cattle, grain, cotton and other
important primary industries in their
electorates? These industries are all important
to Queensland and Australia.
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Mr Seeney: You need a bigger
allowance.

Mr PEARCE: I do fine. I have the
reputation that I am prepared to travel to all
corners of my electorate to meet people, to
attend functions and, most importantly, to be
accessible and responsible. I have
demonstrated that, regardless of which party is
in Government, I will stand up and fight to
defend the people of my electorate and deliver
what I believe is a fair and reasonable
outcome.

Mr Roberts interjected. 

Mr PEARCE: I do not think that the Santa
Clause we have here now is in the race of
competing with me. At least I wear shoes. The
temptation for a Government which is
uncertain about what lies ahead is to cut back
on capital works. That is an easy way out. The
view is to put a hold on capital works until we
see what dollars we have on hand. All
honourable members will remember that when
the coalition took office in 1996 it did exactly
that. Treasury imposed a six months capital
works freeze. That decision marked the
beginning of a loss of confidence in the State
and has resulted in a downturn in the
economy. This has impacted on jobs and on
the direction that the State has taken.

The Labor Government has opted to get
on with the job and is proceeding with much of
the coalition's capital works program. This
Government is aimed at boosting employment
and rebuilding confidence in the State's
economy, which will in turn encourage people
to spend money. When people are spending
money the tills are turning over, small business
is functioning and we have the opportunity for
more employment. 

Several members on the other side of the
House have cast doubt on the Government's
ability to deliver on the 5% unemployment
figure which was mentioned by the now
Premier during the election campaign. No-one
on this side of the House expects that that 5%
target will be easy to achieve. Factors which
will have to be taken into consideration include
the Asian financial crisis, low commodity prices,
oversupply in exports such as coal and
population growth through people moving to
Queensland from southern States.

Experience gained by Governments of
either persuasion in recent years has indicated
that jobs created for Queenslanders can be
negated by people moving to this State
looking for work. We have to be sensible when
we look at the statistics for the number of jobs

created. We can create a lot of jobs, but if we
have a mass movement of people into the
State from the south those percentages can
be negated. We have to be very careful about
how we sell the number of jobs that we create
in this State. I know that the Premier and his
Ministry are working on Budget figures in order
to make a great indentation on the 5% target.
The Labor Party has set a target on jobs. We
have a jobs agenda. I would rather have a
jobs agenda than have no commitment to jobs
at all. We must have a commitment to those
hundreds of thousands of Queenslanders who
simply want to work.

I am concerned that in my electorate we
are losing so many jobs in the coal industry.
Every time we lose a job in the coal industry it
has a multiplier effect right across central
Queensland. It always amuses me when a
new coalmine is opened and we hear mine
owners and Government talking about the
creation of hundreds or thousands of jobs not
only at the new mine but across the region.
However, when there are cutbacks in the
mining industry we do not hear the mine
owners or the Government talking about the
multiplier effect that this will have across the
region. The impact of the loss of jobs in central
Queensland is just being recognised. People
in Rockhampton, Bowen, Gladstone and
Mackay are now starting to feel the impact
because the tills are not turning over and the
dollars are not going through the businesses.
The economy is at a standstill.

Coalminers throughout Australia have
continued to pay a high price for the current
international market oversupply and the
resultant reduced prices. Thousands of jobs
have been lost. All honourable members need
to understand that it is the families and the
communities who pay the ultimate price for the
haphazard operations of mining companies. It
has been a difficult time for mineworkers in the
present climate because employers and the
conservative Federal Government are hell-bent
on destroying unionism and attacking workers'
rights and conditions.

No-one is more aware of this than I am
because I spent 11 and a half years in the
coal industry and I have seen the industry
change. Coal companies have lost all
compassion and respect for the people who
have made Australia a leading coal producer.
Mine operators used to care about the workers
and paid attention to their needs, but today
the worker in the coal industry—and in other
industries in this State—is nothing more than a
number on a computer. That is to the
detriment of our State and our nation.
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I want to deal with a few issues in my
electorate. I will not have enough time to touch
on all the issues but I will start with a few. I
wish the Police Minister was in the House
because I would like to put on record——

Mr Mackenroth: He's listening to it on the
monitor, actually.

Mr PEARCE: I thought he might be since
he knew that I was on my feet. I would like to
record my personal thanks to the Minister and
the Police Service for acknowledging the need
for a police presence in the community of
Gracemere. The recent announcement by the
Minister of the provision of a police station and
two police officers at Gracemere has been
applauded by the community. We have
lobbied for five years for a police presence at
Gracemere. In the short term we would have
accepted a Police Beat program where a
police officer worked from a private home. The
Minister looked at the cost of establishing a
Police Beat and compared it with the cost of
putting a police station at Gracemere. He has
made the correct decision. I welcome it. The
people of Gracemere welcome it. This police
presence has been badly needed. That police
presence will be in place by June next year.
This action gives the community of Gracemere
its own identity. No longer will the people of
Gracemere have to rely on the services of the
Rockhampton police. Whilst the Rockhampton
police have done a tremendous job in
servicing Gracemere, the people of Gracemere
will now feel a lot safer as a result of having
that police presence.

As a member representing a large rural
constituency I often raise issues that impact
upon rural producers and the small isolated
communities that support local industries. It
has been said on many occasions in this place
that rural communities are disadvantaged by
their size and isolation. They lack access to the
community services and facilities that urban
Australians take for granted. There has been
plenty of rhetoric on the need to stop
population drift from the bush to the more
populated urban centres, but there has been
little evidence to suggest that the rhetoric has
been turned into action.

I am of the opinion that the future of rural
Australia is fundamentally in the hands of
those who live there. The challenge for
Government is to find ways of delivering a
better quality of life through jobs and industry
growth so as to provide a good reason for
people to want to go and live in rural
Queensland. There is a need for communities
to take control of their own destiny. I say
without any disrespect to the people in rural

communities across Queensland that we have
to stop blaming politicians for the problems
suffered by rural people. People living in rural
Australia need to step forward and use the
expertise and determination that exists in their
communities to do what the politicians have
failed to do. This can be done through strong
local leadership, and by bringing the human
strengths of a community together to identify
local assets and set goals. From this a sense
of ownership will develop, and initiatives will
emerge and be driven by enthusiasm and
commitment.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The time for the
Address in Reply debate has expired.

Debate, on motion of Mr Pearce,
adjourned.

PAPER

The following paper was laid on the
table—

Minister for Environment and Heritage and
Minister for Natural Resources (Mr Welford)—

(A) A Proposal by the Governor in Council to
revoke the setting apart and declaration as
State forest under the Forestry Act 1959
of all that part of State forest 571
described as Lot 2 on plan SP103411 and
containing an area of 0.9786 of a hectare

and
(B) A brief explanation of the Proposal.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BILLS 
Mr BEANLAND (Indooroopilly—LP)

(6.01 p.m.): I move—

"That consistent with the Premier's
commitment to the Member for Nicklin
dated 25 June 1998 in relation to Private
Members' Bills, to allow adequate
opportunity for their debate, that there be
a new Sessional Order to enable a Bill
introduced by a Member, who is not a
Minister of the Crown and which has laid
upon the Table of the House for a period
exceeding 60 days and has not passed
all stages, that Bill will be brought on for
debate on the following sitting
Wednesday evening.

The House will continue to sit on the
following Wednesday and if the Bill has
not been finalised, further consideration of
the Bill will take precedence over
Government business on subsequent
sitting days until the Bill has been
finalised.

On those Wednesdays the House will
break for dinner between 7pm and
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8.30pm with the adjournment being
moved at 11pm followed by a 30-minute
adjournment debate."
On 25 June this year, the Leader of the

Opposition—now the Premier—gave a
commitment to the member for Nicklin to
ensure that Standing Orders allow adequate
opportunities for all members of Parliament to
move private members' Bills and have them
debated. That is exactly what this motion
seeks to do—nothing more and nothing less. It
certainly does not seek to take over the
Government's time and take away from the
Government the ability to have a legislative
program. Members on both sides of the House
recognise that there must be time for the
Government's legislative program.

However, there is also a need to ensure
that, if we are going to have that commitment
to private members' Bills, a procedure is put in
place to have those private members' Bills
debated. That is what this motion seeks to do.
It proposes to put in place a sessional order to
allow adequate opportunities for private
members' Bills to be fully debated in this place.

This commitment to private members' Bills
was recognised last week by this Parliament in
the motion of confidence in the minority Labor
Government, when the motion was amended
to recognise commitments given by the new
Government to the member for Nicklin.
However, provisions for private members' Bills
are useful only if these Bills can be brought on
for debate. After a private member's Bill has
been introduced and been allowed to lie on
the table of the Parliament for a suitable
period, there must be adequate time for
debate to enable sufficient public scrutiny.

This Parliament comprises a far different
cross-section of the community than has
previously been the case throughout this
century—certainly since 1915. The 89
members of this Parliament comprise two
Independents, 11 One Nation members, 32
National/Liberal coalition members and 44
Labor Party members. Therefore, it is
important that members have the opportunity
to have their private members' Bills debated
and a decision made on those Bills. It is not
simply a matter of introducing a Bill and
allowing it to lie on the table and sit on the
Notice Paper. Taking into account the
Government's legislative program, it is
important to ensure that there is time within
that program to adequately cater for this
aspect of the parliamentary participation of all
members who now make up what is a very
different Parliament from what we have seen
in the past.

If we simply set aside a certain period
once a week when the House is sitting during
which private members' Bills are debated—and
that is what has been proposed by the
Government, namely, two and a half hours on
Wednesday nights during sittings—it is
possible that one private member's Bill may
take up the whole year or even a year and a
half, which would mean that we do not get
very far debating private members' Bills. That
could easily happen if a majority of members
wanted to speak to the second reading of
those private members' Bills and wanted to
participate at the Committee stages. We could
easily face the difficult situation in which a Bill
with a large number of clauses was debated
by a large number of members.

There has already been discussion in the
media that citizen initiated referenda Bills could
be introduced. I imagine that a large number
of members would want to speak to that sort
of Bill, including the clauses. I can well
understand that. However, with that type of Bill
and that type of debate, 18 months or two
years of sitting time on Wednesday evenings
could be taken up by one Bill, whereas
another very straightforward Bill might be
processed, including a debate on the clauses,
in one evening without many problems. So the
type of Bill that comes into this place will
dictate the type of debate and the length of
the debate that is going to ensue.

If we are to set aside a particular period
for debate on private members' Bills, there
must be some kick-in provision. The Bill should
not be allowed to sit on the Notice Paper for
too long, because this would cause frustration
to members on both sides of the Chamber.
There may very well be Government
backbenchers who want to make use of this
particular provision and they, too, will feel
frustrated if they do not get an opportunity to
debate their private members' Bills.

When one looks at the proposed
parliamentary sitting dates, one finds that we
have the Budget coming up, Estimates
committees and then three weeks of sittings.
With the best will in the world, that does not
allow much time this year for a great deal of
debate on private members' Bills. We might
get one Bill through, or perhaps none. If the
debate was very quick, we might get two Bills
through. But debate on one or maybe two
private members' Bills could easily flow through
filling up all of next year and, without too much
exaggeration, spill over into the following year.

We have seen members debating
Government legislation for many hours, week
in and week out, without much difficulty. What
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we propose is very simple: if a private
member's Bill has laid on the table for 60 days,
that Bill will be brought on for debate for two
and a half hours on the following sitting
Wednesday evening; if the debate is still
proceeding, it will be continued on the next
Wednesday evening; and if the debate is still
continuing after that, debate on the Bill will
then take precedence over Government
business. At that stage the Bill would have
been debated for five hours. I would think that
the vast majority of Bills would have been
debated fully in that time. Nevertheless, there
are other Bills—legislation in relation to citizens
initiated referenda comes to mind—on which
there might be a large number of speakers.
The debate could go on for many, many
weeks.

Of course, the current Standing Orders do
allow for private members' Bills, but they have
no provisions for debating those Bills. That has
always been the problem in this place under
the Standing Orders. There has been no
problem moving private members' Bills, but
those Bills have not been debated because
the Standing Orders have provided no
opportunity to debate them. The Government
has control of the Standing Orders and control
of this place. No-one is arguing about that.
However, within the Government control of the
legislative program, there should be adequate
and appropriate time provided for private
members' Bills to be debated. 

The importance of this motion today is
that the Leader of the Opposition has already
brought into this place the first of the private
members' Bills. Therefore, now that these Bills
are being introduced, we believe that there is a
need to put in place sessional orders to handle
them. Were a motion along these lines not to
be passed, that would indicate a lack of
genuine commitment, because time will not be
provided for appropriate debate of private
members' Bills. I look forward to the support of
the member for Nicklin on this issue. He has
gone to great lengths to point out the
importance of this matter and that he—as do
the other Independent, the member for
Gladstone, and the members of One Nation
and the other members on this side of this
House—wants to ensure that an appropriate
period is set aside to allow adequate debate of
private members' Bills.

Time expired.

Mr HORAN (Toowoomba South—NPA)
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (6.11 p.m.):
I am pleased to second this motion. This 49th
Parliament is a different, unique Parliament,
the likes of which Queensland has not seen

before. On the opposite side of the House sits
the Labor Party, which recorded 38% of the
primary vote. On this side of the House sit
members representing the National Party, the
Liberal Party, the One Nation Party and two
Independents. It is a different Parliament. 

One of the principles on which the
minority Labor Government obtained the
support of the Independent member for Nicklin
was set out in the letter written by the Premier
to him. The letter stated that the Government
would ensure Standing Orders allow adequate
opportunities for all members to do a number
of things, including moving private members'
Bills and having them debated. The letter said
"all members". How can we achieve that in this
uniquely different Parliament under the
Sessional Orders suggested by the Labor
Government? Consideration of the statistics in
relation to how many private members' Bills
would get through would reveal the farce of
the principle espoused in the letter from the
Premier to the Independent member for
Nicklin. 

In the case of a Bill moved today, under
the 90 day rule, that Bill would not be due to
be debated until next January. The 90 days
would take us up to the end of November,
which is around the time of the Christmas
recess. The sittings of the House usually
recommence sometime in February. The Bill
would be debated for a certain period and it
would probably not go through until June or
July. The subject matter of private members'
Bills—particularly those of the Opposition and
the other parties—will no doubt be different in
philosophy and principle from the policies of
the Labor Government. No doubt, the
Government will want to have approximately
20 members speak to the Bills. Were 10
members from this side of the House and 20
Labor members to speak to the Bills, that
would add up to approximately 10 and a half
hours of debate. Only two and a half hours of
debate are allowed for private members' Bills
on each Wednesday night. If time for
discussion during the Committee stage is
added to that figure, the result could be that
months and months go by before those Bills
go through. If members consider the
parliamentary year and note the Easter recess,
the winter recess and the period in September
set aside for Estimates committees when the
Parliament is not debating legislation, they will
realise that the result of the Government's
proposal will be only one or two private
members' Bills at the most getting through
each year. By the time of the next election, we
will be lucky to have had four or five private
members' Bills debated. 
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We on this side of the House recognise
that Labor has formed Government and been
sworn in as a Government and that we do not
have a right to dominate the proceedings of
this place. However, in this uniquely different
Parliament, we have the right to have a
reasonable and fair number of private
members' Bills debated as per the points of
principle raised in the Premier's letter. The
passing of this motion will provide the
opportunity to do that. If we made a total meal
of it and started moving too many private
members' Bills to the point of being totally
unfair in view of the fact that members
opposite constitute the Government, the
Government would have the opportunity to
seek the support of the Independent member
for Nicklin. However, if the House follows the
method set down by the Government, by
halfway through or two years into this 49th
Parliament, hardly a private members' Bill of
any consequence will have been debated. At
that stage, it would be too late to say that the
system is not working and that we should turn
back. 

The only workable system is the one set
out in our motion, which will give a fair,
reasonable, principled go to the members on
this side according to the principles espoused
in the letter from the Premier to the
Independent member of Nicklin. We find the
Government's proposal intolerable. The
system of private members' Bills—which are
new and different to this Parliament—would be
a farce if the rules of 90 days and then two
and a half hours on Wednesday nights
applies. A controversial Bill would take six
months to a year to be debated to a
conclusion. That would make an absolute
farce of the process. We on this side of the
Chamber believe that, if the House agrees to
60 days and a reasonable time on
Wednesdays, we can give it a fair go. We
would do that reasonably and fairly and not
monopolise the time of the Government. I put
it to the Independent member of Nicklin that
that is the only way to go.

Time expired.

Hon. T. M. MACKENROTH (Chatsworth—
ALP) (Minister for Communication and
Information and Minister for Local
Government, Planning, Regional and Rural
Communities) (6.16 p.m.): I move the following
amendment— 

"That all words after the word
'debate' (first occurring) be deleted and
the following be added—

'The House notes that the Leader of
the House has given notice of a Sessional

Order to give effect to the Premier's
commitment and acknowledges the
advice given by the Leader of the House
to the Opposition Leader of the House,
Mr Beanland that this motion will be
debated in the next sitting week'."

I find it amazing that Mr Beanland gave
notice of moving this motion this morning. I
went to him yesterday and said that I would
put off debating the motion of which I had
given notice to give effect to a sessional order
to debate private members' Bills this morning
between 9.30 and 10.30, because, if we
started that debate at about 5 past 10, we
would have 25 minutes until 10.30, when it
would be question time. As I knew that
members of the Opposition wanted to move
an amendment to the motion that I intended
to move, in order to be fair to them I said that I
would move it after question time in the next
sitting week so that they could have adequate
time to debate their amendment. Mr Beanland
was aware of that. He was aware that in the
next sitting week we would debate the next
sessional order which says "for 90 days", to
which they want to move an amendment
saying "60 days". Even if Mr Beanland's
motion is passed tonight, we still have to go
back to the sessional order, because that
motion would not create a sessional order. If
this is passed tonight——

Mr Horan: But then you get another run.
Out of three years you waste another month.

Mr MACKENROTH: No, we have not
wasted any time.

Mr Borbidge: This Parliament is two
weeks old and we haven't got the Sessional
Orders finalised. It's a joke.

Mr MACKENROTH: I point out to Mr
Borbidge that Mr Beanland could have said to
me yesterday, "We are not happy with that; we
want to debate it today." He did not say that.
He accepted that we would debate it next
week and debate it on the basis that the
Opposition would have the opportunity to
move its amendment. That is the reality.

The Leader of the Opposition introduced
a private member's Bill this morning. If that
sessional order is debated in two weeks,
whatever is passed in two weeks will take
effect then, so he has not lost any time in
relation to his private member's Bill. The
debate that we are having tonight is not about
whether the time should be 60 days or 90
days; it is about the proper process. I believe
that the members opposite have dudded the
proper process. I met with the Opposition——

Mr Borbidge interjected. 
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Mr MACKENROTH: No, the member
could not come and he apologised for that. I
accept that. We had a meeting, and at that
meeting we put forward a proposition that we
would put a trigger into the sessional order. It
was our proposition that this happen. At the
first opportunity in this Parliament, I gave
notice of a change to the sessional order. I did
not put the trigger straight into the sessional
order, as I wanted to give Opposition members
the opportunity to debate it because that is
what they said they wanted to do. One cannot
be any fairer than that. 

When the member for Indooroopilly told
me that he wanted to move an amendment to
the motion, rather than simply trying to push it
through this place this morning I informed him
that it would not affect any private member's
Bills if we left the matter to the next sitting
week and debated it then. One cannot be any
fairer than that. 

After listening to the whingeing of the
Opposition over the past month in relation to
issues in Queensland, I would have thought
that during the first sitting week, when we have
been able to debate motions that have been
moved by the Opposition, it would have a
better motion to move than one that seeks to
debate something of which I have already
given notice we are going to debate during the
next sitting week.

Mr Borbidge: You've been caught out.

Mr MACKENROTH: I have not. Obviously
the Leader of Opposition Business has not
told the Leader of the Opposition about the
conversations that we had yesterday. When
Parliament meets again on 25 August, we can
then——

Mr Borbidge interjected. 

Mr MACKENROTH:  It does not make any
difference to the time. I would have thought
that even someone like the Leader of the
Opposition would understand that the Bill that
was introduced today cannot be debated until
then, anyway. In that week we are going to
move the change to the sessional order and it
will be decided. It does not affect the
Opposition's Bill at all.

 Time expired.

Hon. P. D. BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—
ALP) (Premier) (6.21 p.m.): I second the
amendment to the motion moved by the
Leader of the House. In doing so, I say that all
members of this House should be clearly
aware of what is going on. The Leader of the
House gave a clear indication that this matter
could be debated next week. So we are going

to have two debates. No-one was
disadvantaged by the matter being debated
next week. 

If we are going to have these silly little
games, which is what they are, the running of
this place will be made very difficult. This is a
tightly numbered Parliament. We tried to act
with some dignity in this matter. I gave the
member for Nicklin a clear undertaking, which
is in writing, that says that private members'
Bills can be moved and debated. It is very
clear. It is in black and white. I will honour that
commitment and tonight I restate that
commitment. 

It is absolutely ridiculous to have a
situation in which the Leader of Opposition
Business, Mr Beanland, brings on a matter
that is going to be debated next week. When it
came to these Standing Orders, right from the
beginning we acted property. I promised that
the leaders of the various parties and the
Independents would get together and discuss
the issue of Standing Orders. Inevitably, these
things are organised as quickly as possible. I
understand that the member for Gladstone
could not come to that meeting and
apologised. That was clearly understood. The
Leader of the Opposition had difficulty in
getting there. He apologised as well, but was
represented by Mr Beanland. That was made
very clear. David Watson, the Leader of the
Liberal Party, was at the meeting, if I recall
correctly; One Nation was represented by the
member for Caboolture and the member for
Ipswich West; and Mr Mackenroth and I were
there representing the Government. We had
what we thought was a very sensible
discussion. One of the issues that was on the
agenda was private members' Bills. We
restated our commitment that not only would
we allow them to be introduced but also that
they would be debated. 

This is in stark contrast to what happened
in the previous Government. We have from
the Opposition one standard in Government
and another standard in Opposition. During
the term of the previous Parliament, I
introduced two private members' Bills which
the then Premier refused to allow to be
debated in this House. One Bill was in relation
to freedom of information.

Mr Borbidge: Wrong!
Mr BEATTIE: Wrong, my foot! The

Leader of the Opposition should look——

Mr Borbidge interjected. 

Mr BEATTIE:  Up to the House! Talk about
a double standard! The Leader of the
Opposition stands condemned because of his
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double standards. During the term of the
previous Parliament, I introduced two Bills.
One was in relation to freedom of
information—to prevent Cabinet from
exempting the FOI rules. Other private
members' Bills were also introduced. At that
time, the Government refused to allow those
Bills to be debated. The other Bill that I
introduced was in relation to Government
advertising. 

The Leader of the Opposition is
complaining about this process when I have
given a clear undertaking that there will be a
debate on private members' Bills. Yet what did
the Opposition do when it was in Government?
It gagged us! It would not allow private
members' Bills to be debated. That is on the
public record. During that time, I introduced
two Bills, and the then Government refused to
allow them to be debated. The Opposition is
absolutely hypocritical. It has no credibility on
this issue. I introduced two Bills into the House
and twice the former Government refused to
allow them to be debated. Tonight, the
Opposition says that it wants private members'
Bills to be debated. Yet when it was in
Government and had the opportunity to deliver
on such matters, did it deliver? No! It refused
to allow the Bills to be debated. That is the
end of it. The Opposition is absolutely exposed
because, when it was in Government, it would
not allow private members' Bills to be debated.
What absolute hypocrisy! 

If this motion moved by the member for
Indooroopilly is passed, it would be possible for
an unscrupulous Opposition—and I suspect
we have seen evidence of that already—to
table a large number of private members' Bills,
wait for 60 days and then filibuster for as long
as possible, thereby preventing a
democratically elected Government from
getting its Bills onto the Notice Paper. The
result would be an unworkable Government.
Let every member of this House understand
what this motion is about: it is about trying to
make this Government unworkable. This
motion is about stopping this Government
from having its legitimate agenda debated in
the Parliament. 

The Government has given an
undertaking that these Bills will be debated
within 60 days. The Leader of the House has
outlined the process by which this will occur.
This motion is about the Opposition trying to
stop the democratically elected Government
from getting on with its program. It is about
destroying jobs, it is about being negative and
it is about whingeing. If the Opposition had
behaved differently when it was in

Government, it would be a different story. It did
not.

Time expired.

Mrs LIZ CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—IND)
(6.26 p.m.): Up until just prior to the
commencement of this debate, I had dealt
only with the motion as it stood on the Notice
Paper. It proposed an amendment to the
Sessional Orders. This motion, which was
moved by the member for Indooroopilly,
brought forward the time in which the private
member's Bill is laid on the table in the
proposed amendment from 90 days to 60
days. 

Having regard to the closeness of the
numbers in this House and taking in good faith
the Premier's undertakings to ensure that
private members' Bills get a fair and
reasonable hearing, I consider that laying a Bill
on the table for 60 days—two months—is a
reasonable amount of time and that after that
the Bill should get precedence so that the
matter can be considered again, particularly on
the basis of the make-up of the House. 

I still support very much the intent of the
motion moved by the member for Indooroopilly
and I will be supporting it. However, if the
understanding had been reached between the
Leader of Government Business and the
Leader of Opposition Business that it would be
better to have the matter debated next week
and that, despite that understanding, this
motion was moved by the Leader of
Opposition Business, then that is disappointing
to say the least. It would not be the first time
that it has happened, but it is disappointing. 

There needs to be a way to ensure that
filibustering during debate on these private
members' Bills does not effectively stop such
Bills being dealt with. Under the proposal in the
Sessional Orders, it would be possible to
filibuster to the point at which a private
member's Bill, having laid on the table for 90
days, would be debated only on subsequent
sitting Wednesdays. It would be possible for
quite a substantial period of time to elapse
before that Bill could ever reach the voting
stage. That concerns me a great deal. 

Equally, I think the problem that the
Premier raised about the possibility of non-
Government members glutting the Notice
Paper to effectively block Government
business could be dealt with by moving a
motion that is available to the Chamber, and
that is a guillotine motion, which I really hate. I
am sure that there would be ways of the
Parliament reaching a consensus to ensure
that Government business was not
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unnecessarily disadvantaged whilst still
allowing a fair and reasonable opportunity for
debate by non-Government members, that is,
for them to introduce private members' Bills.
Again, while I support the intent of Mr
Beanland's motion—and I will be supporting
it—it would be disappointing if, in these early
stages, those more casual understandings
that I know the Leaders of Government and
Opposition Business have come to over a long
period of time have been compromised.

There was a lot of talk during the last
election campaign about the role of members
in this Chamber, whether they be in a major
party or not, and the necessary ability of those
members to play an effective part in the
decision making in this State. As far as
legislation is concerned, for non-Government
members a private member's Bill is the only
available opportunity to have an impact, other
than the amendment of clauses during
debate. The close numbers have ensured that
non-Government members have successfully
moved and had passed a lot of amendments
to Bills and so have affected the legislative
stream. But, again, I think it is very important
that we consider in the House tonight the very
likely possibility that Sessional Orders could be
structured in such a way that private members'
Bills would never come to their conclusion.

I understand that even if tonight's motion
is successful we still have to debate its
provisions as a sessional order. This is merely
indicating the wishes of the House. We will be
having this debate again, but I guess that this
motion foreshadows the intent of the non-
Government members in relation to
amendments to the Sessional Orders.

I support the intent of this motion and I
support the right of non-Government members
to have their input through legislation, but it
would be disappointing if contact across the
Chamber has been compromised.

Hon. M. J. FOLEY (Yeronga—ALP)
(Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and
Minister for The Arts) (6.31 p.m.): I rise to
support the amendment moved by the Leader
of the House, Mr Mackenroth. This is not a
debate to change a sessional order. This is a
debate about a debate to change a sessional
order. It is an extraordinary waste of the
Parliament's time for the Opposition to be
bringing forward this matter for debate, well
knowing that it is to be debated in this
Parliament in accordance with a substantive
motion, notice of which was given on 30 July
by the Leader of the House.

The people of Queensland could be
forgiven for thinking that it is passing strange

that we are not here debating the big issues of
the day—jobs, job security, health care,
education, law and justice. We are having a
debate about a coming debate. This is a
nonsense! It is a nonsense brought into
existence simply because the Opposition fails
to do what a decent Opposition should do,
that is, approach the reform of Parliament in a
constructive way.

For the first time in the history of the
Queensland Parliament, there is the prospect
of a guarantee in the Sessional Orders for the
debating of private members' Bills. That was
the historic motion moved by the Leader of the
House, Mr Mackenroth. Instead of welcoming
that, the Opposition has sought a different
view. It is entitled to a different view. It is
entitled to move an amendment to Mr
Mackenroth's motion and have it debated.
Instead, it wants to have a debate about the
having of a debate. It is a sterile and pointless
exercise into which the Opposition has
plunged this House.

Mr Horan: We just put forward a
straightforward motion. You are the one who is
going on about a debate about a debate.

Mr FOLEY: The honourable member
seems blithely unaware that this is in fact not a
debate about the sessional order. It does not
give rise to a new sessional order. It simply
maintains this waste of precious parliamentary
time.

Let us look at this in context. What was
the first private member's Bill in recent history
to get through this House? It was the
Parliamentary Papers Bill of 1991. It came
about as a result of cooperation amongst all
parties. I had the honour of introducing that
Bill, which went on to become the
Parliamentary Papers Act. That occurred under
the Goss Labor Government. It occurred
because the Labor Party brought to this
Chamber a new approach, an approach which
respected the role of the private member's Bill.

Mr Horan interjected.

Mr FOLEY: The honourable member has
had a strange case of amnesia. Where was
the honourable member's protest when his
Government ignored the Government Publicity
Control Bill, moved by the then Leader of the
Opposition, Mr Beattie? Where was he when
the Freedom of Information Amendment Bill
languished on the Notice Paper? Where was
he? He complains loud and long now, but he
refused to take action then. It was only as a
result of the actions of the Labor Party in
Opposition that the Carruthers Inquiry Enabling
Bill was passed. That historic achievement
came from the Labor side of politics, because
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Labor believes in the importance of the role of
the private member of Parliament.

The honourable members opposite
should take a leaf out of the book of Sir James
Killen. They should remember that their duty is
to this Parliament and to show some dignity
and respect. They should not bring down the
standards of this Parliament by such a sterile
waste of time as engaging in a debate about a
debate. No wonder the people of Queensland
are dismayed at the folly in the priorities of the
Opposition. The Government strongly supports
private members' Bills and is taking action to
ensure that the Sessional Orders in this House
provide that they are debated.

Mr NELSON (Tablelands—ONP)
(6.36 p.m.): I rise to speak in this debate on
behalf of One Nation. The motion moved by
the member for Indooroopilly is of legitimate
concern to my organisation. I welcome the
Government's addressing of this issue and I
thank it for putting it up as a priority. Private
members' Bills will be very important in this
Parliament.

I thank the members of the Opposition for
addressing the issue, too. I have listened to
their words during the debate and I have to
say that I agree with what they have said. This
motion will allow private members' Bills to pass
through this House with more ease and in less
time—something that should be of concern
not only to One Nation but also to the
Independent members for Nicklin and
Gladstone. A private member's Bill is one of
the ways in which One Nation will be able to
address the legitimate concerns of its
electorates. Under the current system we could
see only one Bill debated every six
months—and that estimate is a generous one.

As I said, this is something that concerns
me and it should also concern the
Independent members of this House. If we do
not address the way in which private members'
Bills are currently dealt with, we could see a
situation in which many members of this
House have their voices stifled. In this fragile
Parliament we cannot allow that to happen.

I note the Government's notice of motion,
but I find that it has no teeth. No matter what
the Government thinks, 60 days is a lot better
than 90. I think its notice of motion does not
go far enough and I think this is an issue on
which we really need to be strong, especially in
the current situation.

The motion moved by the member for
Indooroopilly is a sensible one. We think that a
process enabling some opportunity for debate
should be put in place in relation to private
members' Bills. One Nation must and will

support this motion and we implore the
Independent members of this House to do so
also. Please give 438,000 Queenslanders their
voice.

Hon. J. FOURAS (Ashgrove—ALP)
(6.38 p.m.): I rise to support the amendment
moved by the Leader of the House. In this
debate we have heard Mr Horan arguing that,
because there were more primary votes for the
Nationals, Liberals and One Nation, they can
therefore take over Government business in
this place. He argued that they have a right to
do so because they have different policies and
philosophies. Then we have been told that we
would get maybe only four or five private
members' Bills debated in a term. 

The member for Gladstone made an
amazing speech in this House. She is not in
the Chamber to hear my contribution, but she
actually said that 60 days was very
reasonable. We can argue about that. She
then went on to talk about the possibility that
the Notice Paper would be blocked up by the
number of private members' Bills. She said,
"You can use the guillotine. It is a small
matter." That is one of the most ludicrous
propositions that I have ever heard in my life.
No Parliament could function and no
Government could govern. There were two
Wednesdays this year when we sat for five
hours. We would see a number of private
members' Bills coming in, and they would take
precedence over Government Business. The
Government could not govern. What would the
polls be saying about the people's confidence
in the Government's ability to govern? What
would be happening to confidence in the
economy?

Mr Mackenroth: Do you remember my
policy on the guillotine—very late at night.

Mr FOURAS: Members opposite
mentioned time. Let us compare the times
that the Parliament sat during the terms of the
Goss Government and the former coalition
Government. The Borbidge Government sat
3.8 days per month. The Goss Government
sat for 4.9 days per month. They complain
about time, but what did they do? When they
were in Government they never gave this
Parliament any time. In relation to answers to
questions, members of the former coalition
Government took one minute and three
seconds more per answer than our Ministers
did. Not only did they do that; their members
could say whatever they liked. Their
Government was not accountable on the floor
of this House, because Ministers could get
away with not answering questions and saying
anything they wanted to.
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This is the most ludicrous debate that I
have ever heard. No Government or
Parliament could function on this basis. I find it
amazing that we are having this debate. As
other Government members have said in this
debate: what a pointless exercise! We are
having a debate to get some indication about
how the House feels about a debate that will
happen down the track. How ludicrous! 

Before the member for Gladstone scuttled
out of the Chamber, she stated that she found
that proposition reasonable. Very reasonable
indeed! She says, "Oh, there are 60 days."
The members from One Nation have said that
they will support this motion. However, if they
really want people in their electorates to have
jobs, if they want to see the important issues
being addressed in this Parliament by a
Government that has the authority of the
Governor in Council and the Executive, if they
want the business community and the
electorate to have confidence in this institution,
they should follow this advice: do not make it
possible for members to flood this House with
private members' Bills. We would lose the
ability to govern after two Wednesday sittings
of five hours' duration. 

It is amazing that the Opposition is
attempting to give precedence to private
members' Bills over Government business.
They could even take precedence over the
Budget. The member for Gladstone said that
we could use the guillotine. How ludicrous! The
Government has the right at any time to
declare Bills urgent. The Leader of the House
would then face the ludicrous situation of
having to say that all private members' Bills are
urgent. It is a joke to say that we can use the
guillotine to throw them all out. Is that a
process that we want in this Parliament? The
guillotine is used at the end of sessions when
Bills have to be passed. The gag motion can
be moved at any time. I am sure Mr Speaker
understands that he has the discretion as to
whether he puts that question. We should not
be using those devices to stifle debate. 

We should have a sessional order that is
fair dinkum, reasonable and would allow a
process whereby we could pass private
members' Bills. Ultimately, it is up to the
Parliament. We will be judged by the people.
Were we to filibuster during debates on private
members' Bills, we would be judged
accordingly. I am sure that Mr Beattie and Mr
Mackenroth would not want that. 

Mr Borbidge interjected. 

Mr FOURAS: I am not worried about
anything. I am worried about how stupid you

are, Mr Borbidge, to come into this Chamber
with such a ridiculous proposition.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! That is
unparliamentary.

Mr FOURAS: I withdraw that. I change the
word to——

Mr BORBIDGE: I rise to a point of order. It
is very interesting to see a previous Speaker of
this House breaching the parliamentary
standards espoused by his leader. 

Mr FOURAS: Mr Speaker, I withdraw. If
the cap fits, wear it.

Time expired.

Mr LAMING (Mooloolah—LP) (6.45 p.m.):
This debate tonight should be about the value
of private members' Bills and allocating
adequate time to debate them. Why should
we have private members' Bills? There are
some members even on the Government side
who will spend their parliamentary career on
the backbench. I am sure that they would like
to have the opportunity to be involved in
introducing legislation. There are members
who will always be in the Opposition, and they
are in a similar situation. At the moment, we
are witnessing more and more Independents
being elected to the Parliament. Their role has
to be seen and valued and they have to be
given the opportunity to express themselves. 

Some members think that there is no
place for private members' Bills in Parliament;
that they are just a product of disgruntled or
frustrated people. Some people call them
crackpots, but I do not subscribe to that
description. Let me put that fallacy to rest. The
House of Representatives Practice states—

"Bills initiated by private Members
represent a small proportion of legislation
dealt with by the House. One hundred
and four private members' bills were
introduced into the House between 1901
and 1988."

There were significant Bills to do with
compulsory voting, matrimony and the site for
the Federal Parliament. I will now read the
names of the members who introduced private
members' Bills into the Federal Parliament.
Government members should listen to this.
They are as follows: Mr Groom, Liberal;
Senator Needham, ALP; Senator Payne,
United Australia Party; former Prime Minister
Curtin; Mr Joske, Liberal; Senator Murphy,
ALP; Mr Johnson, ALP; Senator Rae, Liberal;
Senator Colston, ALP; Senator Evans, ALP;
and Senator McClelland, ALP. There is some
pretty good company for Government
members to support private members' Bills. By



1786 Private Members' Bills 6 Aug 1998

now I should have convinced Government
members of the value of these Bills. 

Let us now consider the procedure. What
time should be allocated to private members'
Bills? A little research of the Commons
indicates that it devotes 21 days a
year—Fridays—to private members' business,
12 days to Bills and nine days to motions.
There is a ballot for positions. Obviously, it is
very competitive to get on the list. Sometimes
the Government even provides some of its
time.

Times are changing, and there is a lot of
frustration in the community about what we do
in Parliament and how we go about it. It does
not matter which side sits where. It is time for
change in the way we do things. The
Sessional Orders have improved over the two
Parliaments that I have been here. We have
better procedures for question time. We have
questions on notice and private members'
motions. I point out to the Leader of the
House that it is my understanding that the
Opposition in the previous Parliament could
have moved private members' Bills during the
6 o'clock debate. That opportunity was
available to it. 

We must accelerate change for the
better, and we have to be fair dinkum about it.
Is the time allocated in the way that Mr
Mackenroth suggests in his motion adequate?
No! New members may not be aware of the
time that it takes for Bills to go through this
House. May I advise them—and it is good for
Independents and One Nation members to be
aware of this—that the Workplace Relations
and Industrial Organisations Bills took 24 hours
to debate! The criminal law amendment
legislation took 19 hours to debate. The Public
Service Bill took 17 and a half hours to debate. 

Were we to see just one serious private
member's Bill today and if the Government
was reluctant to debate it—as it could well
be—it would not be put on the Notice Paper to
be debated until 11 November. Unless we sit
in December, we would have only five hours of
debate for private members' Bills. This one
private member's Bill would not emerge from
Committee until April 1999 at the earliest. It
would take until April 1999 before we saw our
first Bill. Under Mr Beanland's amendment,
debate would commence on 21 October and
be completed on 11 November, which was the
date it would start under the Government's
suggestion.

But wait, there is more. We cannot expect
just one private member's Bill; we can expect
half a dozen at least. They would not get
debated, under the Government's proposal,

probably in the life of this Parliament. I suggest
that all honourable members think very hard
about this motion and do the mathematics. I
mention again the Premier's letter to the
member for Nicklin. The Premier is not in the
Chamber. He did not repeat all of it. He just
said "move private members' Bills and have
them debated". The wording preceding that
was "to ensure Standing Orders allow
adequate opportunities for all members" to
move private members' Bills and have them
debated. What is being put to the Parliament
does not fulfil the terms that the Premier put
forward in his letter to the member for Nicklin.
We have to have adequate opportunities for
all members to introduce private members'
Bills in this House.

Time expired.

Mr LUCAS (Lytton—ALP) (6.48 p.m.): It is
pretty sad for this House that we have reached
the stage at which during the 6 o'clock debate
all we can have in this Chamber is a debate to
have a debate about Sessional Orders in the
future; that we cannot have a debate about
jobs and economic direction. Today in
question time we saw how the Opposition is
obsessed with dragging down the Chevron
project, and all we are doing at 6 o'clock
tonight is having a debate about a debate.
That is very, very sad.

It was very interesting to listen to the
history lesson from the member for Mooloolah,
but perhaps it could do with a little bit more
elaboration. Members in the House of
Commons do allocate time for debating private
members' business, but private members'
business is a totally different thing from private
members' Bills. The House of Commons has
the ability to do things such as pass legislation
with respect to the Church of England and
things like that, and that is private members'
business, not private members' Bills. So it is
quite misleading to take the view that people
can compare us with them in any way.

However, honourable members can
compare us with other Parliaments. It is very
interesting to note the history of private
members' Bills in the Commonwealth
Parliament. The member was talking about the
United Australia Party. He was talking about
Ben Chifley—that great Australian Prime
Minister.

Mr Laming: Curtin.

Mr LUCAS: Sorry, Curtin—that great
Australian Prime Minister as well. However, I
have not heard too many speeches that they
have given in the Federal Parliament in recent
years. The fact is that private members' Bills
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are not debated all the time. They are
debated, but they are not the ordinary course
of business.

It is particularly sad when one notes that
the Leader of the House informed the House
that he had advised the Leader of the
Opposition that this motion was to be debated
in the next sitting week. It is very, very sad that
we have to deal with this stunt when we could
have been dealing with a motion—of course, it
is the Opposition's choice of what to debate at
6 o'clock—that addressed some of the
substantive issues of the day. The
Opposition's priorities never cease to amaze
me. It would rather have a debate about a
debate than a debate about jobs, economic
development or what people in Queensland
think should be our future direction.

What other hypocrisy do we have to put
up with from the Opposition? Let us look at
how many private members' Bills the then
Labor Opposition was allowed to debate when
the coalition was in Government. How many?
Nil, zero, squat, zip! That was how many we
got to debate when the coalition was in
Government. That is what it did. Opposition
members can go on all they like about the
6 o'clock debate, but how long is the 6 o'clock
debate? What sort of a chance would they
have had to debate their business? What sort
of a chance would they have had to analyse
the issues in Committee?

The fact is that Opposition members are
condemned by their own actions. It is not what
they say here tonight on the road to
Damascus. They had no intention of adopting
this practice. If they were sitting on this side of
the House—God help us—they would not be
adopting it. The fact is that it is only due to the
good offices of the Premier and the member
for Nicklin who got together after the last
election result and said, "Let us have a look at
how we can make this Parliament work better
for the people." That is how we actually arrived
at and agreed on this proposal with respect to
private members' Bills.

What happens when the Opposition
wants to play politics and mischief and it bowls
up private member's Bill after private member's
Bill after private member's Bill? Nothing will be
debated in this House because we will be
dealing with private members' Bills. The fact is
that this place runs on the basis that the
Government proposes its legislation for the
Parliament to vote on. Opposition members
have every opportunity to take issue with
Government legislation and, indeed, have
every right and opportunity to move
amendments to Government legislation. If

they do not like the exact thrust of the policy,
they can take advantage of their opportunities
in debating Government legislation to move
appropriate amendments—and I am sure they
will often do that, as is their right—and they will
be debated in the ordinary course as
Government business is dealt with.

However, the members opposite have no
right to take over the control of Parliament.
The Parliament deals with Government
legislation as a priority because it is the
Government that has a mandate to implement
its legislative agenda. If members opposite do
not like our legislative agenda, they should not
vote for it and they can campaign against it at
the next election. They campaigned against it
in this election and the people of Queensland
gave us the mandate to implement it. We do
have an obligation to allow——

Honourable members interjected.

Mr LUCAS: I note that the members of
the National Party opposite are again
encouraging me to point out that 85% of
Queenslanders voted against them and that
84% of Queenslanders voted against the
Liberal Party, but the fact is that this is a
Government with a two-party preferred majority
of 54%.

Let us talk about jobs. Let us debate the
real issues in this Parliament. We are not a
debating society or a student union; we are
not members of the Young Liberals, Young
Labor or Young Nationals. What we do in this
Parliament is serious stuff. If members
opposite are going to abuse the process of
this Parliament so they cannot debate
legislation properly, that is how the people of
Queensland will judge them.

Hon. R. E. BORBIDGE (Surfers
Paradise—NPA) (Leader of the Opposition)
(6.53 p.m.): In the short time left in this
debate, I wish to correct some of the
hallucinations of the honourable member who
has just preceded me. I was in this place for
six years when Labor was in Government, and
not one notice of motion was debated in six
years. Not one private member's Bill was
debated in six years. No Opposition business
was debated in this place for six years under
Labor. What happened when we became the
Government? For the first time there was a
6 o'clock debate in which each and every night
the Opposition had an hour to bring forward
into this place whatever it wanted to. If the
then Opposition did not bring forward its
private members' Bills in the 6 o'clock debate, I
am sorry, but it was not the former
Government's fault.
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Once again, we see the hypocrisy of the
Labor Party. We see Mr Beattie's law: 90 days
to debate our legislation and 14 days to
debate the Government's legislation. There is
one rule for Labor and one rule for the non-
Government members in this place. If a
member is a Government member and brings
forward Government business, it can be
debated in 14 days. Under what the Leader of
the House is proposing, if a member is not a
Government member, he might get it up in 90
days.

That means that the Premier's
commitment to the member for Nicklin is not
worth the paper that it is written on, because in
practice the opportunities will certainly not exist
for members on this side of the House to
adequately have private members' Bills
debated under the proposed amendment to
the Sessional Orders advanced by the Leader
of the House. All we are saying tonight is that
the Government and the Premier should keep
their word. The Premier has been put on
notice.

Time expired.

Question—That Mr Mackenroth's
amendment be agreed to—put; and the
House divided—
AYES, 41—Attwood, Barton, Beattie, Bligh, Boyle,
Braddy, Bredhauer, Briskey, Clark, J. I. Cunningham,
Edmond, Elder, Fenlon, Foley, Fouras, Gibbs, Hamill,
Lavarch, Lucas, Mackenroth, Mickel, Mulherin,
Musgrove, Nelson-Carr, Nuttall, Palaszczuk, Pearce,
Reeves, Reynolds, Roberts, Robertson, Rose,
Schwarten, Spence, Struthers, Welford, Wellington,
Wells, Wilson. Tellers: Sullivan, Purcell
NOES, 41—Beanland, Black, Borbidge, Connor,
Cooper, E. A. Cunningham, Dalgleish, Davidson,
Elliott, Feldman, Gamin, Goss, Healy, Hobbs, Horan,
Johnson, Kingston, Knuth, Laming, Lester, Lingard,
Littleproud, Malone, Mitchell, Nelson, Paff, Pratt,
Prenzler, Quinn, Rappolt, Santoro, Seeney, Sheldon,
Simpson, Slack, Springborg, Stephan, Veivers,
Watson. Tellers: Baumann, Hegarty
 Pairs: D'Arcy, Turner; McGrady, Rowell;
Hayward, Grice 

The numbers being equal, Mr Speaker
cast his vote with the Ayes.

Resolved in the affirmative.
Motion, as amended, agreed to.

GRIEVANCES

ABC Radio Racing Service

Mr HEALY (Toowoomba North—NPA)
(7.03 p.m.): I believe this matter has not been
discussed before and I think it is probably
pertinent to raise it at this stage. I refer to the
ramifications of the decision by the ABC in

relation to the discontinuance of its radio
racing coverage on its regional radio network
effective from 1 July 1998. I want to raise
some points in relation to the effect that
decision is having on some regional areas of
Queensland.

There are some gaps in regional areas
where some radio listeners will miss out if
further services are not provided. For example,
since that decision was made on 1 July, many
rural listeners are unable to access the
services currently provided by 4TAB. I am
aware that 4TAB will provide race coverage to
88% of the State's population by the end of
the year, broadcasting about 620 races per
week. It is still narrow cast and it is still
discriminating against those who cannot get to
a TAB agency or have access to 4TAB.

It is also very difficult for people in rural
and regional areas who do not have a race
coverage from 4TAB or from the ABC to listen
to their race broadcasts on a Saturday,
particularly if they are fixing the fence or
painting the shed. I understand Federal
Communications Minister, Senator Richard
Alston, has been in touch with the Australian
Broadcasting Authority and he advises that
there has been discussion with State and
Territory TABs in relation to what can be done
in those areas. I ask the Minister for Racing to
advise the House as soon as possible what
steps are planned or have been taken by the
Queensland TAB to address this issue.

Corporate Responsibility
Mr LUCAS (Lytton—ALP) (7.05 p.m.):

Tonight I wish to briefly speak about corporate
responsibility, because corporate responsibility
does not stop at the company's gate. It is no
good to say that if a company employs
contractors it has no responsibility for their
actions. Companies have increasing
responsibility in our society for the actions of
their contractors down the chain and their
suppliers up the chain.

Australia's biggest company is Telstra.
During our lives how many of us have
delivered telephone books in order to help
community organisations? We have run
around with trailers and we have run up and
down steps. Telecom became Telstra and the
Yellow and White Pages that were once
delivered by Telstra now belong to Pacific
Access, a wholly owned subsidiary of Telstra.
Pacific Access uses contractors to organise the
delivery of telephone books.

How many organisations deliver phone
books? Those involved include parents and
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citizens associations, scouts, sporting clubs
and boating clubs—all sorts of organisations
which are struggling to make a dollar but which
do great community work. It is a hard slog, but
they do it year after year. The work has now
been given to contractors who, year after year,
screw down these community organisations
further and further.

What is Pacific Access' response? It says
to me—

"In relation to the terms and
conditions offered to groups undertaking
the delivery process, market forces work
to influence the terms and conditions
applied to each individual contract
agreement. Each group now has the
ability to determine what its time is worth
and what price it will accept for its efforts."

I will table those letters. 

This is a disgrace. Telstra has no
corporate responsibility. It does not care if
community organisations are screwed down
further and further. It simply says, "That is our
contractor. Don't worry about them." It is about
time that large companies realised that they
have to accept corporate responsibility. It is
recognised by companies overseas and it is
about time that Australian companies did the
same. I am going to continue to point out to
people that Telstra and its subsidiary, Pacific
Access, are ripping off community
organisations——

Time expired.

Employment Opportunities
Mr HEGARTY (Redlands—NPA)

(7.07 p.m.): It has been brought to my
attention that the Federal Government may
not be doing all that is possible to encourage
employment opportunities for those currently
unemployed. As is common with most job
positions, prior experience or qualifications are
desirable, if not essential.

Recently, a constituent of mine undertook
a training course to qualify him to gain
employment in the security industry. The
course, conducted by a leading security firm, is
a prerequisite for anyone wishing to be
employed in the industry. Naturally there is a
cost to undertake the training, which I believe
should be treated as a legitimate business
expense, but it is not. This is clearly stated in
the 1998 Tax Pack at section D4 on page 48.

Although self-development and training
courses are tax deductable for an employed
person, it appears that an unemployed person
cannot claim a deduction for courses

undertaken in order to qualify for employment.
It may be argued by the tax department that it
could not justify allowing a tax deduction for
every person who undertakes a self-
development course which may provide little or
no reasonable prospect of leading to gainful
employment.

However, I contend that there is
justification to allow a tax deduction for training
courses undertaken that lead directly to new
employment and which are a prerequisite for
that employment, provided that employment is
gained within a reasonable time of undertaking
that course. This inconsistency in the current
tax laws further highlights the need for an
overhaul of the taxation system. If a person
conscientiously endeavours to improve himself
to qualify for employment by outlaying funds
that would be difficult for an unemployed
person to find, surely that person should be
able to recoup some of that out of future
earnings.

I raised this matter with the relevant
Federal Minister, but I thought the Premier, in
view of his focus on reducing unemployment,
might like to add his weight to this issue.

Jiang Bei New Town Design Competition

Mr MICKEL (Logan—ALP) (7.09 p.m.):
Tonight I want to congratulate the Queensland
firm, Consortia Australia, and the Asia Pacific
Design Group (Chongqing) Pty Ltd on being
one of six firms top listed in the world for the
Jiang Bei New Town Design Competition for
the city of Chongqing. The firm got to this
stage after being selected from 150 firms
worldwide. The group is headed by David Tilby
of Ryder Hunt. The project at Chongqing is
associated with the Three Gorges Dam, the
construction of which requires the resettlement
of one million people. The Chinese
Government has allocated $US38.11 billion for
the resettlement program.

The phase of the project the consortia is
involved with is the development of a four
square kilometre city heart. The result of the
international competition will establish the
master vision for the redevelopment of
Chongqing over the next 30 to 50 years. The
company is keen to have a master database
of Queensland firms who want to be involved.
It is an excellent opportunity for regional
Queensland to be involved, as well as firms in
my electorate, which may be able to supply
products for niche markets via the central
consortia. The firm is keen to establish an
office in Chongqing. I urge the Premier, other
Ministers and particularly shadow Ministers to
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be aware of it, as the Chinese Government is
impressed by Government-to-Government
relationships.

The Government's jobs agenda means
that firms like this need Government-to-
Government contact, which is so important for
doing business in China. I know that
honourable members will wish the group every
success in being in the final six and in winning
the competition—although I stress that winning
is not everything; it is the contacts that they will
make along the way which are important. So I
urge everyone, if they are involved in a
delegation with people from China, to push the
firm concerned, because this is the way in
which to guarantee that we can win this for
Queensland.

Giant Rat-tail Grass

Mr STEPHAN (Gympie—NPA)
(7.11 p.m.): Tonight I wish to highlight the
problem of giant rat-tail grass, which grows in
many parts of Queensland. If the control
program which has been put in place is not
followed, it is going to make a tremendous
difference to the number of pastures that are
available for cattle. A former mayor of the
Cooloola Shire has stated that giant rat-tail
grass has emerged as a major threat to rural
industry. The Landcare advisory group on rat-
tail grass is doing a fantastic job.

Mr Mackenroth interjected.

Mr STEPHAN: The honourable member
might not be interested in this issue, but it is a
matter of concern to many people in rural
Queensland. I hope that the Minister for
Primary Industries is taking note of this,
although he does not appear to be.

Recognition of this problem and the
support that has been provided in the past
have given some hope of bringing giant rat-tail
grass under control. However, we cannot rely
on what has happened in the past. This is a
very considerable problem that I want to
highlight in order to get an eradication program
in place. Research work will highlight the better
control and management techniques that are
available to landowners in affected areas.

Time expired.

Schools, Sandgate Electorate

Mr NUTTALL (Sandgate—ALP)
(7.13 p.m.): I am so glad that our preferences
got the honourable member for Gympie back
into this Parliament.

I wish to speak this evening about schools
within my electorate. One of the things that the
Goss Labor Government did not do was pork-
barrel seats in this State. But one of the sad
things that happened under the former
coalition Government was the pork-barrelling of
funds for schools. I could give example after
example of how schools within the Aspley
electorate have received funds for building,
construction and maintenance work, whereas
much older schools in my electorate received
no money whatsoever. The kids are cannon
fodder.

Mr Seeney: Oh, no!

Mr NUTTALL: The member need not say
"Oh, no!" to me, because that happens. I
invite members to visit my electorate and have
a look at the state of schools within the
electorate compared to the state of schools
within the Aspley electorate, which is held by
Mr Goss, and the way in which money was
deliberately withdrawn from schools within my
electorate. I have letters from former Ministers
saying that there were capital works programs
for schools within my electorate, but as soon
as the Government changed that money was
withdrawn and put into the seat of Aspley
simply to prop up the member for Aspley. And
that was done at the expense of kids and at
the expense of better education.

Time expired.

Fanfare 98 

Mr MITCHELL (Charters Towers—NPA)
(7.15 p.m.): At lunchtime today I had the
pleasure to be downtown to listen to the
Charters Towers High School Stage Band
performing in the Queen Street Mall. The band
has been in Brisbane participating in Fanfare
98, competing against another 10 schools
from all over the State. The band performed
this morning at the Conservatorium of Music at
South Bank, but unfortunately it was
unsuccessful in reaching the final, which is to
be held tomorrow night at the Concert Hall.
The band was successful in winning the
northern zone in June to gain a place in the
State finals. I am very proud—as I believe all
people of Charters Towers are—of the high
school band's achievements. This is the first
time that a band from Charters Towers has
ever won the northern zone.

One really has to hand it to those young
people for the amount of time and
effort—something like six months—that they
put into preparing for Fanfare 98. It has
definitely been a tremendous experience for all



6 Aug 1998 Grievances 1791

of those kids from Charters Towers. In fact, a
good percentage of them had never flown in
an aeroplane, and a few of them had never
been to Brisbane. So one can understand the
excitement that those young people must be
feeling to be here this week participating in
Fanfare 98.

Fanfare 98 is an initiative of Education
Queensland for all Queensland schools to
compete in the State Festival of Bands and
Orchestras. I hope that this initiative will be
continued in the future. Apparently it is held
every two years, and it gives schools such as
the Charters Towers High School and other
schools throughout the State a chance to be a
part of the competition.

I wish to make a special mention of the
Charters Towers High School Stage Band's
conductor, Mrs Rachel Tate, who is the only
music teacher for all the primary schools and
the high school in Charters Towers. Mrs Tate
handled all the band rehearsals outside school
hours over the past six months. I can
guarantee that, because my daughter
participated——

Time expired.

LOTE Program 

Ms BOYLE (Cairns—ALP) (7.17 p.m.): Mr
Deputy Speaker, if you are one of the
members of this House who worries about the
youth of today, if you are one of those who
argues against multiculturalism, I have good
news for you. I have seen the evidence of
many fine young Queenslanders benefiting
from multiculturalism. On Sunday last at the
Woree State High School in the southern
suburbs of Cairns, teachers and students from
around the region of far-north Queensland
hosted a LOTE expo for parents, friends and
the community.

LOTE—for those in doubt—stands for
Languages Other Than English. This expo
showcased the wide range of languages being
taught not only in high schools but also in
primary schools. It showcased how language is
only one component of cultural studies; that
arts, dress, food, customs and history are all
part of exploring the cultures of our friends and
neighbours as well as of citizens of other
countries around the world. It was particularly
pleasing to see our indigenous cultures and
languages also showcased.

Young people who are educated in this
way leave my generation in the shade.
Multicultural and language studies open young
minds, encourage exploration of, and comfort
with, differences between people.

Multiculturalism celebrates human diversity. I
wish to publicly recognise and congratulate the
teachers in far-north Queensland who are
involved with the LOTE program, and
especially those who worked hard on the expo.
I have no doubt that many of those teachers
extend themselves well beyond the hours and
duties required of them, and I have no doubt
that they do so because they believe that,
through language and cultural studies, we
open up young minds and better equip them
to manage life in the 21st century.

Also on the topic of the LOTE program, I
am pleased to hear the Minister for
Education's support for the Trinity Bay High
School's coming trip to Japan. I offer
congratulations to all involved.

Time expired.

Malaysian Students; Comments by Minister
for Education 

Mr KNUTH (Burdekin—ONP) (7.19 p.m.): I
have a question for the member for
Murrumba. On a recent trip to Townsville, the
member for Murrumba addressed Malaysian
students at the James Cook University. He
commented on the foolish talk of new
politicians opening their mouths before their
brains could think. The incredible irony of it all
was that the Malaysian students knew very
little of what the member for Murrumba was
talking about. It was not until a local journalist
explained it to them that they then admitted
that they knew very little of Pauline Hanson
and One Nation. However, the Malaysian
students, being ethnic Chinese, were more
concerned about the treatment of ethnic
Chinese in Malaysia and Indonesia. 

If the honourable member for Murrumba
wishes to open his mouth before his brain
begins to think, the next time he wants to be
involved in creating unnecessary tension, why
does he not make a stand for ethnic Chinese
who are being persecuted right now for their
race and status in Indonesia and Malaysia and
show Queensland that his speech was not
politically motivated?

Leading Schools Program

Hon. D. M. WELLS (Murrumba—ALP)
(Minister for Education) (7.20 p.m.): I will take
the question on notice. Right now, my
business is to eat humble pie. This morning I
tabled a list of special schools divided into
Phase 2 Leading Schools and others. The list
was drawn from the current departmental
database and transposed into spreadsheet
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format by a member of my staff. Unknown to
me, there were errors in the process and
therefore multiple errors in the list. I now table
a new and correct list. 

This morning I tabled the list in good faith
believing it to be accurate. Nevertheless, I
inadvertently misled the House about the
status of Calamvale Special School and a
number of others. I apologise to the House for
the error. I thank the member for Merrimac for
bringing it to my attention. What remains true
and is apparent from the correct list now tabled
is that, under the previous Government, one
set of special school children were going to be
disadvantaged as against another. 

Mitchell Courthouse

 Mr HOBBS (Warrego—NPA) (7.21 p.m.):
It is with regret that I rise to advise the House
that the Labor Government is back to cutting
services in the bush. I thought that the
Government would have learnt from its
experiences. The Goss Labor Government
closed 26 courthouses. The coalition reopened
the courthouse in Mitchell, a town in my
electorate. That courthouse is now working
well. 

I have just been informed that Legal Aid
Queensland has advised the Roma
Community Legal Service to cease providing a
duty solicitor for the Magistrates Court sittings
in Mitchell, which is a small rural town
approximately 600 kilometres west of
Brisbane. To lose the only legal service in the
entire shire is absolutely unacceptable. There
is no private solicitor or other legal service
available to all residents in the town. The loss
of that service will have the effect of denying
most people in the shire access to legal
representation for court appearances. It will be
only those people who can afford the cost of
using legal practitioners in Roma, which is 89
kilometres to the east of Mitchell, or Charleville,
which is 180 kilometres to the west of Mitchell,
who will be able to have representation in
matters being dealt with at the Mitchell court. 

Access to Government-provided services
is already extremely limited in small and
isolated rural areas such as Mitchell. This
move by the Government serves only to
maintain the image that politicians in power
have no consideration or understanding of
rural communities. This move impacts on
young people particularly, because 40% to
50% of court cases are heard locally. As a
result of removing the duty solicitor, many
people will be forced to travel to Roma to have
their cases heard. That will reduce the number
of cases that are heard at Mitchell. Ultimately,

the courthouse may be closed down yet again.
That action would not be acceptable in any
manner or form. I table a letter from 11
community groups in Mitchell which have
expressed serious concern in relation to this
issue.

Time expired.

Mr H. Welzman 
Dr CLARK (Barron River—ALP)

(7.23 p.m.): I have spoken on two occasions
this week about the need for politicians to
listen to and respond to community concerns.
Equally important is the need for Governments
to be compassionate in the exercise of power
rather than to be rule bound regardless of
individual circumstances. I have asked the
Minister for Natural Resources to show such
compassion to a Barron River constituent, Mr
Henry Welzman. Mr Welzman owns some 130
hectares of land which will be totally flooded if
the longstanding proposal for a dam on Flaggy
Creek is realised. Today, Mr Welzman is
unable to either develop his property or to sell
it because of the doubt that surrounds its
future. As a result of a back injury, he is totally
unable to work and is living on a pension.
Currently he lives with and supports his ageing
invalid mother at Trinity Beach. He will soon be
forced to sell her house because of the
situation. 

Successive Governments have been
conducting studies over many years to
determine whether the Flaggy Creek dam
should be built to supplement the water supply
for Cairns. The latest study recommended by
the Water Infrastructure Task Force will not be
completed for some time and will only then
recommend an EIS for preferred options, as
several sites in addition to Flaggy Creek are
being considered. Clearly, a final decision on
the future of Mr Welzman's land is still some
years away. The official response is that his
property will be resumed only when required
for Government purposes. In the meantime,
he waits, his despair increasing. Governments
should make decisions based on sound policy.
I agree that that must be done with due regard
for the public purse, but in cases like this,
compassion must also be shown. Even if the
Government decides to resume the land now,
it would have an asset to realise if the dam
were not built. Currently, the only loser in this
situation is Henry Welzman.

I am pleased to report that the deputation
that I arranged for Mr Welzman with Minister
Welford has resulted in a decision to give
consideration to his case and carry out a
valuation of his property. I will be personally
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pursuing this matter to, I hope, a successful
conclusion with the early Government
resumption of Mr Welzman's land so that
people like him will be able to say that a
Beattie Labor Government truly does both
believe in and act on the principles of justice
and compassion.

Cadmium Levels in Peanuts

Mr COOPER (Crows Nest—NPA)
(7.25 p.m.): Following hard upon the heels of
problems in the pork industry and the dairy
industry, it seems that we have some
problems looming in relation to the peanut
industry. A prominent grower and irrigator of
Coominya in the Brisbane Valley has brought
to my attention that, at a meeting on 30 July
1998 of the ANZFA, State Health Ministers
and/or Primary Industries Ministers decided
that the cadmium levels in peanuts would be
adjusted to meet World Health Organisation
levels. 

Currently, there is no formal level;
however, indications are that it will be set at
0.1 ppb, which is currently double the level of
the Australian standard, which is 0.05 ppb.
That would mean that in future, when
importers try to lower the safe level for
peanuts, the standard will already be in place.
This is a backdoor way to significantly lower the
domestic price at the expense of the
Queensland industry. In the fight that the
coalition Government won 12 months ago,
Ministers Perrett and Horan did a lot of work on
cadmium levels. PCA and Jorgenson Waring
both support the retention of the 0.05 ppb
level. Together those shellers process 100% of
the Australian crop. 

Australian consumers should not have to
lower their standards; rather, the world should
rise to meet the Australian standards. The
Minister and I should do all that we possibly
can to ensure that those levels are kept at a
safe standard and try to defend the
Queensland peanut industry before those
people start to move in an unsafe way to lower
the standards. We should ensure that we
defend the Queensland peanut industry
before this gets too far out of hand.

Rural Roads

Mr PEARCE (Fitzroy—ALP) (7.27 p.m.):
The Federal Government must, as a matter of
urgency, consider ways of assisting rural local
authorities to maintain and upgrade
strategically important rural roads. I am not
talking about those roads that are controlled

by the State or the Federal Government; I am
talking about those roads that are controlled
by local authorities. With the expansion of the
coal, grain, livestock and cotton industries in
central Queensland, there is a real concern
about the deterioration of roads that were not
constructed to a standard to carry the heavy
loads that multi-axel transporters of today
carry. 

Many of those roads are also school bus
runs. That alone is a good enough reason for
a road to be kept of a high standard. I am not
necessarily talking about bitumen; I am talking
about a good gravel base and enough money
to continually apply the maintenance to those
roads that is necessary. It is known that
ratepayers, as contributors to local authorities,
need to pay for a wide range of services and
for the maintenance of infrastructure. There is
not a lot of money left for those jobs that are
necessary, such as the upgrade and
maintenance of rural roads. Local authorities
need a helping hand from the Federal
Government. They need a greater proportion
of the moneys obtained from the taxpayers,
from people who have licences and from the
fuel excise. A greater proportion of the money
that is specifically targeted for roads needs to
be returned to rural roads, because those
roads will continue to deteriorate. 

In one place in central Queensland—
although the issue has been resolved—it
appeared that we would lose the production at
a timber mill simply because the road was
falling apart. 

Time expired.

Wool Industry

Mr JOHNSON (Gregory—NPA)
(7.29 p.m.): Yesterday in this House I referred
to the plight of the wool industry not only in this
State but also in this nation. I congratulate the
Federal Government on the role it took in
freezing the wool stockpile for the rest of the
1998-99 season. 

The one thing that we have to do is make
absolutely certain that we can rebuild this great
industry in Queensland. It is pleasing to see
the Minister for Primary Industries present in
the House. Wool at $500 to $600 a bale is
certainly not going to be sustainable for
woolgrowers. If we are going to rebuild this
great industry, we have to see the price of
wool go back up to $1,000 a bale so that we
can once again regroup and let the people in
the industry, such as pastoral workers,
shearers, classers, cooks—the whole lot—
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become viable again and come back into this
great industry to rebuild our western, northern
and southern towns. 

Certainly, I believe that we in this House
can work together to do something about
getting the wool prices back to what they were
during the 1950s and the late 1980s. I trust
that we can work together to make sure that
that happens.

Time expired.

SPECIAL ADJOURNMENT
Hon. T. M. MACKENROTH (Chatsworth—

ALP) (Leader of the House) (7.30 p.m.): I
move—

"That this House, at its rising, do
adjourn to a date and at a time to be
fixed by Mr Speaker in consultation with
the Government of the State."

Motion agreed to.
The House adjourned at 7.31 p.m.

R. G. GILES,  ACTING GOVERNMENT PRINTER, QUEENSLAND—1998


