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WEDNESDAY, 23 FEBRUARY 2005

 Assembly

Mr SPEAKER (Hon. RK Hollis, Redcliffe) read prayers and took the chair at 9.30 am. 

PETITIONS
The following honourable members have lodged paper petitions for presentation—

Car Parks, May Hooper Lodge, Caloundra
Mr McArdle from 26 petitioners requesting the House to provide shaded car parks for the elderly residents of "May Hooper
Lodge", Caloundra.

Police Resources, Caboolture
Mr McArdle from 3,529 petitioners requesting the House to ensure the safety of police and the general community by increasing
the number of police on patrol in the Caboolture region.

Access to Taylors Point Beach
Dr Clark from 496 petitioners requesting the House to ensure that the right of safe, legal and permanent access at all times,
regardless of tides, is provided from the northern end of Moore Street or the park on Connermara Close, Trinity Beach, directly to
the foreshore at Taylors Point Beach.

Duck and Quail Shooting
Mr Lee from 2,325 petitioners requesting the House to amend the Nature Conservation Act 1992 and ban the practice of
recreational duck and quail shooting in Queensland.

Signage, Kennedy Highway-Main Street, Tolga
Ms Lee Long from 71 petitioners requesting the House to improve signage at the corner of Kennedy Highway and Main Street,
Tolga.

The following honourable member has sponsored an e-petition which is now closed and presented—

Conservation Park Corridors
Mr Wellington from 225 petitioners requesting the House to make provision in the proposed new tenure for Forest Reserves to
have the existing fire trails and degraded tracks set aside as Conservation Park Corridors.

PAPER
MINISTERIAL PAPER TABLED BY THE CLERK

The following ministerial paper was tabled by The Clerk—
Premier and Minister for Trade (Mr Beattie)—
• Letter, dated 21 February 2005, from the Premier and Minister for Trade (Mr Beattie) to the Clerk of the Parliament

enclosing a copy of a letter from the Commonwealth Parliament's Joint Standing Committee on Treaties listing proposed
international treaty actions tabled in the Commonwealth Parliament on 8 February 2005 and the National Interest
Analyses for each of the proposed treaty actions listed

Mr SPEAKER: I welcome to the public gallery students and teachers from Mount Alvernia
College in the electorate of Stafford. I also welcome students and teachers from Ipswich Grammar
School in the electorate of Ipswich. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Brisbane CBD, Public Safety
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.33 am): On

Friday night I made a personal inspection of Brisbane city streets to assess the behaviour of people who
had been drinking in clubs and pubs. I was accompanied by the police minister, Judy Spence, the police
commissioner, Bob Atkinson, and my wife, Heather. I did not announce my intention to make this
inspection until after 6.30 pm. When I spoke to the police minister and commissioner I stipulated—and
they only too willingly agreed—that there should be no extra police in the city and that no special
precautions should be taken. 

Our walk included Edward Street, Queen Street and King George Square. It included crowded
areas where there was a lot of boisterous behaviour and it included quiet, dark areas. We were out from
11.45 pm until about 2.15 am. In addition to hundreds of young people, there were many older people
strolling through the streets after midnight in a carefree manner. 
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While statistics suggest that Brisbane is one of the safest cities in the world, it is essential for the
government to do everything it can to deter antisocial behaviour, ensure the safety of citizens and give
police the powers and resources they need to keep order. As a result of the inspection I believe there is
an urgent need to improve lighting in many areas, especially King George Square, to deter assaults and
to offer people greater protection. There is also a need to ensure that bar staff do not serve people who
are intoxicated. We will crack down on licensed premises which do so.

I also believe we should examine possible ways of changing the way in which clubs and pubs
operate after 3 am so that patrons who are inside premises at 3 am are permitted to remain there until 5
am, but there should be no new admissions after 3 am. That is an issue that we want to discuss and
consider. That proposal of a lock-down is being seriously considered by the government at the moment.
There may be other suggestions about how we can improve behaviour in the city late at night. 

As a result, I am convening a summit to deal with these issues on Friday at 1 pm in the
Queensland Room of the Executive Building. Among the people I am inviting to attend this summit to
discuss solutions are a range of my ministers, including the minister for police, Judy Spence; the
Minister for Tourism, Fair Trading and Wine Industry Development, Margaret Keech; the minister for
communities, Warren Pitt; the Minister for Child Safety, Mike Reynolds; the minister for transport, Paul
Lucas, and other ministers who have a responsibility. The meeting will also include the liquor licensing
department, the police commissioner, the Lord Mayor and the Deputy Lord Mayor of Brisbane. I will also
be inviting the Mayor of the Gold Coast, nightclub owners, the Queensland Hotels Association, the taxi
industry, Drug-Arm and anyone else who has an interest in solving this problem. 

One of the other matters that has been referred to me by someone who has considerable
experience in this area is the possible effect of two-for-one drinks that are being sold to attract young
people to drink in excess. We are going to look at all of these issues. After cabinet has considered them,
we will release a blueprint for the future as to how we are going to deal with this issue across the CBD,
the valley and other areas. 

I invite the community to make submissions directly to me—and a number have already done
that—or to the relevant ministers and we will examine where we go from here. One thing is for certain:
we will come up with sensible positions that will work. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Tsunami
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.36 am): I am

confident that all members join me in expressing deep sympathy for the loss of life and devastation
caused by the tsunami disaster on 26 December 2004. Six people from Queensland lost their lives and
a further 11 are missing. Our thoughts and prayers go to the victims’ families and friends and to people
still seeking closure.

On Saturday I will unveil a commemorative plaque at Roma Street Parkland. The parkland hosted
a service on 16 January as part of a national day of mourning and reflection. I thank Department of
Public Works staff and the minister, Robert Schwarten, who made the arrangements for this plaque,
which will read—
Queenslanders were deeply moved by the loss of life and devastation caused by an earthquake and series of tsunamis in the
Indian Ocean on 26 December, 2004. We remember those who were killed, injured or displaced, and sympathise with the people
who lost loved ones in the disaster. We acknowledge the survivors who toiled to rebuild shattered communities. We pay tribute to
people from all over the world who went to the aid of their neighbours, healed the injured and restored hope to the bereft.
Ultimately, we unite in hope that a more peaceful and prosperous future will emerge from the sadness of the Boxing Day tsunamis.

If any hope can be salvaged from this disaster it is that the global humanitarian response has
forged a new spirit of international cooperation and a strong desire for peace. I am extremely proud of
the role that Queensland continues to play in the national and international response to the disaster. The
government, through the acting Premier, Terry Mackenroth, pledged on behalf of the government
$10 million—the largest overseas donation ever made by a Queensland government. Our initial
$1.5 million was shared by four charities: the Australian Red Cross, World Vision, UNICEF and CARE
Australia. We await federal government advice on the best application of the additional $8.5 million.
However, the generosity and hard work of individuals and groups from Queensland are far more
impressive than the government’s cash contributions. I seek to incorporate in Hansard a tribute to those
people who have made a contribution, including the 24-member Team Foxtrot and others who have
served this state in the interest of humanity. I seek to incorporate that in Hansard. 

Leave granted. 
Official efforts have been coordinated through the State Disaster Management System, and have involved departments including
Queensland Health, Emergency Services, Communities, Queensland Police, and the Premier and Cabinet.
Some people from these agencies were on stand-by, around the clock, in the hours and days following the Boxing Day
catastrophe.
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For instance, on 29 December the Government Air Wing flew five medical experts to Richmond Air Base in NSW to join a national
team flying into the disaster zone.
On 18 January a specialised 24-member team, Team Foxtrot, was deployed for an intensive 14 days in Banda Aceh, Indonesia.
It comprised professionals from Queensland Health and the Department of Emergency Services who gave priceless medical
treatment in infection control and immediate health care.
As well, surgical specialists performed a range of operations including reconstructive surgery.
More than 12 tonnes of medical and technical equipment were transported to the region for Team Foxtrot, which was supported by
corporate donors. 
The team left unused supplies in Aceh, to support the rebuilding of health services.
As well, the Office of the State Coroner assisted with the difficult task of repatriation and release of the bodies of the Queensland
victims.
The Queensland Police Service continues to assist the Australian Federal Police and Thai Police with Disaster Victim
Identification. 
Four police officers have gone to Thailand to assist with victim identification as part of a two-officer rotation. 
The next rotation is due in March and current estimates are that the victim identification process will continue until the end of the
year.

Mr BEATTIE: Before I conclude on this point, I want to acknowledge in the gallery Lisa Rosso,
Caroline Rosso's mum. As members know, Caroline Rosso had worked for Tony McGrady for a long
time and was tragically lost in that tsunami. Caroline's mum, Lisa Rosso, is in the gallery, and Dorina
Vaiente, her godmother, is also here. I know that Tony will have a little bit more to say later on. But I say
to both Lisa and Dorina that we share in your grief and we wish you as well as we possibly can in these
very difficult circumstances. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Indian Community
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.39 am): One of

the things I do hope comes out of the tsunami tragedy is a greater appreciation of the multiculturalism
that exists in this state. I want to deal with that a little bit this morning, because we as a government
want to encourage that. That means a better Queensland, a better Australia and a better world. Tonight
there will be about 300 guests attending a reception which I am hosting here for the Indian community. It
is not known when the first migrants from India arrived here in Australia, but it is clear that they have
made a significant positive impact. We have sought to expand our trade links with India. Our ties are
growing closer, with Queensland's merchandise exports to India currently topping $1 billion a year. I
think it is a matter of importance to all members, and I seek leave to have details incorporated in
Hansard. 

Leave granted.
As two former parts of the British Empire, India and Queensland share many traditions such as our systems of parliamentary
democracy, respect for law and order, and a love of cricket. 
Today, people from India, or of Indian descent, are represented at every level in Queensland’s professions and throughout our
community. 
Our ties are growing closer with Queensland’s merchandise exports to India currently topping $1 billion a year. 
India and Queensland are both pursuing the Smart State vision and we have formed close relationships with Karnataka, with
whom we have signed a sister state relationship. 
In addition, our Department of State Development has signed a Memorandum of Understanding with the Department of
Commerce and Industries in Karnataka.
Queensland is the first Australian state to open an official trade and investment office in Karnataka, in the city of Bangalore. 

This will help us tap into India’s demand for technology, products, services and expertise. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Chinese New Year
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.40 am): I want to

recognise the role of the Chinese community. Queenslanders’ enthusiasm for celebrating Chinese New
Year is a mark of the success of multiculturalism in this state and a testament to the influence of the
Chinese in shaping our modern Queensland. 

On 10 February I hosted a reception on the Speaker’s Green to welcome the Year of the Rooster.
On 12 February I attended the Chinese Club of Queensland’s celebrations in Brisbane. The Leader of
the Opposition was also present. 
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Queenslanders of Chinese origin have contributed much to this state. Our trade relationship with
China is worth $1.4 billion. We have trade and investment offices in Shanghai, Hong Kong and Taipei.
Our multiculturalism can expand that relationship. I seek leave to have details incorporated in Hansard. 

Leave granted. 
Shanghai is a sister state and we have sister city relationships with Shenzhen in China and Kaohsiung in Taiwan.
For lunar New Year celebrations in 2005, the Government provided (through the Multicultural Assistance Program), $4,000 to the
Vietnamese Community of Australia and $2,800 to the Cairns and District Chinese Association.
We also contributed $6,000 to the Outback Festival in Winton for a project titled The Chinese Connection, focusing on the
contributions made by Chinese people to the growth of Winton.
I am told that in this Year of the Rooster, intelligent debate is favoured as is higher education, hard work and practical efficiency.
It is said that the quick wit of the rooster will prevail, as will the tendency to critique.

I wish all Members a Happy New Year of the Rooster. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Queensland Multicultural Awards
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.41 am): As part

of this new spirit of multiculturalism, last month I launched an expanded range of awards to honour
Queenslanders who have worked to promote multiculturalism. Multiculturalism has become one of the
Smart State's great strengths. We will continue to encourage those who work so hard to create our
welcoming and inclusive society. The awards will honour people and groups whose outstanding efforts
over a sustained period have helped promote multiculturalism, support new migrants and refugees and
raise community awareness of the value of cultural diversity. I hope that members will encourage
nominations. To assist in that I seek leave to have more details incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted. 
Since 1990,the original awards have recognised the voluntary contributions of individuals, organisations and schools. 
Now the awards will also honour businesses and government, with new awards for an outstanding young achiever and someone
who has provided exceptional service to refugees.
An independent panel will also make recommendations on a Queensland Multicultural Champion, someone who has drawn
considerable public attention to multicultural and/or refugee issues and who will then act as an ambassador for multiculturalism in
the Smart State.
Nominations close on 1 March and I encourage Members to support local nominations for these new-look Queensland
Multicultural Awards.
There are 10 awards across five categories and they will be presented in May.
Nomination forms are available on the web at www.premiers.qld.gov.au/multicultural/awardsevents or people can phone
Multicultural Affairs Queensland on their normal number or their freecall number, which is 1800 053 739. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Multiculturalism, Information Session
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.41 am): On

Monday, 17 members of parliament or their staff attended an information session in the Parliament
House Annexe on culture, custom and religion with guest speakers from the Buddhist, Islamic and
Hindu faiths. I thank those members who attended, because having a more culturally sensitive
community will benefit all of the community. I seek leave to have the details incorporated in Hansard.

 Leave granted.
As well, a representative from the Sudanese community in Brisbane, Mr Daniel Zingifuaboro told Members and staff about his
experiences as a refugee.
Anti-Discrimination Commissioner Susan Booth gave information on her agency’s regional offices and services and the support
they can give to Members.
All Members or their delegates were invited to the session, which also covered funding programs available through Multicultural
Affairs Queensland and the need for cross-cultural awareness when dealing with Queenslanders from culturally and linguistically
diverse backgrounds.
Leadership on this issue is vital, so I commend Members who attended the session yesterday.
This month, Multicultural Affairs Queensland is holding 16 information and training sessions around cultural diversity for staff from
Queensland Health, the Queensland Police Service, Emergency Services, Transport, Employment and Training, and Disability
Services Queensland, as well as government-funded workers in the Local Area Multicultural Partnership (LAMP) program.

Sessions will take place in Brisbane, Caboolture, Mooloolaba and Beenleigh, with more than 250 people expected to attend. 
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Indigenous Art
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.42 am): There

are some other exciting things that are showing our multiculturalism to the world. I congratulate
Queensland artist Judy Watson on being chosen to contribute to a prestigious museum planned for
Paris, France—Musee de quai Branly. Ms Watson is one of eight Indigenous Australian artists to be
chosen to exhibit at the museum, which will open near the Eiffel Tower, beside the River Seine, in
January 2006. Ms Watson will be in distinguished company, with artists from Western Australia, the
Northern Territory and New South Wales. This is the largest international commission of contemporary
Australian Indigenous art. The inclusion of a Queenslander shows that international recognition of our
state's Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander artists is growing, and so it should be. I seek leave to have
details incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.
The museum is an initiative of the French President, Jacques Chirac and will be dedicated to the art and civilisations of Africa,
Asia, Oceania and the Americas.
It will incorporate 3500 artefacts and masterpieces from the existing Museum of Mankind, and the former African and Oceanic Art
Museum.
President Chirac personally approached the Federal Government to request the inclusion of Indigenous Australian art, and the
Queensland Government persuaded the French Embassy that the Museum Director, Stephane Martin should visit Queensland
when he came to Australia in May 2003.
I met Monsieur Martin in Brisbane, where he was shown some fine examples of Queensland Indigenous art.
Work by Judy Watson and the other Australian artists will be incorporated into the fabric of one of the new museum’s four
architecturally designed buildings.part of the floor, ceilings and façade of one of the new museum's four buildings.
The building will be designed so that the art on the ceiling and the inside walls will be visible from the street.
They works will be on public display 24 hours a day, and lit at night. 
Judy Watson’s work has appeared in Gatherings (a book of Queensland Indigenous art published by the government), in the Out
of Country exhibition organised by the Queensland Government in the United States in 2004, in the government’s 2004
Indigenous art calendar, and on our Virtual Gatherings website.

I note she was also part of an exhibition in the lead-up to Australia Week 2005 in Los Angeles last month. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Aboriginal Cricket Team
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.43 am): I also

want to highlight to the House another major initiative. In January 2003 I supported former test cricket
captain Ian Chappell's call for the Australian Cricket Board to acknowledge the first Australian touring
team as the Aboriginal team of 1868. I am delighted that during last year's Boxing Day test in Melbourne
that took place. The team was supported by Tom Wills, who has a significant Queensland connection. I
seek leave to have the details incorporated in Hansard. 

Leave granted.
It was the Wills family who was seven years earlier (1861) massacred at the Cullen La-ringo Massacre near Springsure.
Wills is also known as the founder of Australian Rules football.
As I said two years ago it is right that this team be accredited with their rightful status. 
They represented Australia and paved the way for others to follow. They played 47 games in a five-month tour.
The ACB’s belated recognition is another milestone in the reconciliation process and Ian Chappell deserves every support for
having driven this outcome.
Wills' team played at Lords, in 1868—10 years before our first Test team tour.
Ian Chappell was one of the great players of my youth. It is great that his love and passion for the game has also extended to this
appropriate recognition.
While on cricket between Australia and England I am saddened that at this stage we are none the wiser as to whether there will be
free-to-air coverage of the upcoming Ashes Test series in England this year.
The last time I raised this I was questioned by some in the media, but sadly it seems the Commonwealth’s anti siphoning laws are
a failure.
In the 1990s when pay TV was introduced Australians were told they would not have to pay for key events that you have always
watched for free. 
The Government even developed an "anti-siphoning list" that included cricket Tests involving Australia.
The Ashes are the most enduring “all Australian” sporting moment of all and live television broadcasts have been part of that
tradition since 1972.
But this year it seems there will be no free broadcasts of this year's Ashes Tests in England.
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In April last year the Commonwealth said that "nationally significant sporting events will ... be available to viewers on free-to-air
television”.
Not good enough. We have been let down.

Mr BEATTIE: Before I talk about the economy, I want to add that that cricket team, which largely
came from western Victoria, had to actually sneak out of Melbourne because there was some concern
that an Indigenous team was going overseas. They had to pretend that they were going fishing off
Geelong. They went out in a boat, got on board a steamship, headed off to Sydney and then went to
England. What a poor state of affairs! Thank heavens we have come a long way since then. The other
night, when Liddy Clark and I farewelled the Queensland Indigenous cricket team to go to Alice Springs,
they did not have to sneak around hiding on some fishing expedition. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Unemployment
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.44 am): I want to

move on and talk about the economy and what is happening in Queensland, because this is not just the
Smart State. Things are happening here. Queensland's unemployment rate has now been below
five per cent for three consecutive months, which is a three-peat. Indeed, we have the lion's share of the
nation's jobs growth and economic growth. Last month the trend unemployment rate was 4.7 per cent.
The Australian Bureau of Statistics data showed that that is well below the national rate—

Opposition members interjected. 
Mr BEATTIE: Remember the opposition used to talk about the national rate? Let us talk about the

national rate. Last month the trend unemployment rate was 4.7 per cent. That is well below the national
rate of 5.1 per cent and less than half the high of 9.5 per cent achieved by the last coalition government.
For approximately six consecutive months we have been well below the national unemployment rate.
That is despite our consistently higher participation rate. 

It gets even better. Queensland passed another milestone in January, creating more than
100,000 jobs in a year for the first time. We created 101,900 jobs over the year and continued to create
almost half the nation's full-time jobs in the previous 12 months. That is despite having less than one-
fifth of the population. 

Opposition members interjected. 
Mr BEATTIE: Look at them whinge! They can whinge all they like. It is the usual story: they

whinge, we work. This is such a great story. I seek leave to incorporate every one of these statistics in
Hansard for the future history of this state. 

Leave granted. 
Australian Bureau of Statistics figures also show that of the 15,100 long-term unemployed in Australia who found work in 2004,
6,700 were in Queensland.
Four in 10 jobs gained by long-term unemployed people in Australia were in Queensland, and the number of long-term
unemployed people in Queensland fell to 20,900—a drop of 24 per cent.
The strong employment growth is built on an increasingly solid and diverse economic base.
Economic growth in the Smart State was more than double that of the rest of Australia in the first quarter of 2004/05.
All key indicators grew strongly including: public investment (6.5%), private investment (2.7%), machinery and equipment (8.3%)
and other buildings and structures (2.5%).
Over the year to the December quarter, the nominal value of Queensland's overseas merchandise exports rose by 23.7%,
dwarfing the national figure of 17.2%. 
Crude minerals, driven by coal exports, rose by 38.5%, rural exports 15.1% and manufactured goods 16.3%.
This period saw significant rises in all of our key markets. Japan was up 42.5%, China increased by 24.3% and India was up
41.7% over the period.
The strong growth in merchandise exports is linked to healthy demand (on the back of improvements in global economic activity),
stronger mineral commodity prices and improved seasonal conditions resulting in a recovery in rural production.
Small and medium enterprises in Queensland are also buoyant, as a new Sensis Business Index shows.
The February 2005 Index, released yesterday (Tuesday) shows the confidence of these businesses remains strong across the
State.
Business confidence in Queensland is 73%, streets ahead of the national average of 59%.
Regional small and medium enterprises reported a 72% business confidence level—Australia's highest—while metropolitan Small
and medium enterprises reported a 76% confidence level, the equal highest in the country.
Significantly, the proportion of small and medium enterprises that expanded their workforces increased strongly over the last
quarter.
Early in 2005, we are poised to outstrip the rest of Australia in economic growth for the eighth consecutive year.
The Mid-Year Fiscal and Economic Review, released by the Treasurer last month, foreshadowed that the gross state product will
grow 4.25%.
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That is well above the 3% the Commonwealth forecast for Australia.

Most importantly, our employment rate is expected to increase by another 4 percent in 2004-05, double the national forecast.

And our policy settings will only get better for Smart State employers and investors.

As of 1 July this year, Queenslanders will be saving about $300 million in state government taxes each year.

On 1 July we will axe the bank accounts debit tax (worth about $190 million)—having already abolished credit card duty on 1
August 2004, reduced the duty rate on general insurance and increased transfer duty concessions for home buyers (from 1
August 2004) and transfer duty and mortgage duty concessions for first home buyers (from 1 May 2004). 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Millennium Arts Project

Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.45 am): Let us
look at what else is happening. Construction work on the $277 million Millennium Arts Project at the
Queensland Cultural Centre, South Bank, is well under way and is on track for completion on schedule
in August 2006. Accompanied by the arts minister, Anna Bligh, and the minister for public works, Rob
Schwarten, earlier this month I inspected the construction progress on the Gallery of Modern Art and the
redevelopment of the State Library of Queensland. This project is the most exciting arts infrastructure
development in Queensland for more than 30 years and will include the biggest modern art gallery in
Australia and a world-class state library. When the redevelopment is complete the new State Library will
be almost double its current size and offer greater access to collections and new services. I seek leave
to incorporate details in Hansard.

Leave granted.
It will feature a new five-level wing adjoining the existing building which will house a new exhibition gallery and auditorium. Work
on the city side of the building will open it to river views. 

A public plaza will link the existing gallery with the new Gallery of Modern Art and the library.

This is a massive construction project over 3.5 hectares and is providing 2,950 jobs during construction.

During construction, more than 4,475 tonnes of steel, 27,000 cubic metres of concrete and 14,500 square metres of glass will be
used.

Like Suncorp Stadium, this will be a landmark project that all Queenslanders can be proud of and enjoy.

The State-wide Millennium Arts Project is a $308.5 million project to build and expand cultural facilities across Queensland and is
the most extensive cultural capital works program in 20 years.

It will firmly establish Queensland’s cultural facilities as among the finest in the world. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Information and Communication Technology Australia

Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.46 am): That is
not all. There is more. I was pleased last Friday to officially open the National Information and
Communication Technology Australia Queensland laboratory, which has a special focus on e-security
research. This is an area in which several companies and a university are already doing a considerable
amount of good work in the Smart State. The Queensland government is contributing $5 million over
four years to the new laboratory. We lead Australia in e-security. That is a Queensland first. That is what
is happening here. I seek leave to have more details incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted. 
It is also receiving strong support from its partners: Griffith University, Queensland University of Technology and the University of
Queensland. 

The laboratory will also be involved in research and development related to counter-terrorism.

The focus of the initial research project will be on improving the ways in which we predict, prevent, respond to and co-ordinate
services in disaster situations.

This work has the potential to provide tremendous benefits in ways like helping to determine the appropriate number of
emergency personnel required to deal with particular situations.

This not only relates to terrorism, but also natural disasters like bush fires.

The opening of the NICTA lab follows on from my announcement in December of a package of initiatives. 

This included a commitment of $18.5 million through a 4 year growth strategy called “Smart ICT—Taking it to the World.” 
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Cruise Ship Terminal, Hamilton
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.47 am): There is

more. I was pleased last week to turn a sod to acknowledge the start of construction of Brisbane's first
dedicated cruise ship terminal at Hamilton. I attended with the minister for state development, Tony
McGrady. The terminal will be developed by Multiplex as the centrepiece of its $350 million portside
wharf mixed development. The terminal is expected to start operations early next year and be able to
host ships of up to 270 metres in length, including navy vessels and superyachts. This is a significant
achievement for Queensland. It shows that partnerships between the government and the private sector
for major infrastructure can deliver real benefits for Queensland. I seek leave to have more details
incorporated in Hansard. 

Leave granted.
We will continue to work with the private sector to investigate opportunities for port facilities in Townsville, Cairns and the Gold
Coast.
The State’s first purpose-built cruise terminal, marks the start of a sustainable cruise shipping industry in Queensland and will
provide a significant boost to our economy—about $100 million during construction and $53 million a year during operation.
Queensland attracts 70 per cent of all cruise ships that come to Australia, yet we have no dedicated terminal for passengers to
disembark.

From next year, we will be able to greet international visitors properly and show them that Brisbane is truly an international city. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Wagners Composite Fibre Technologies
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.47 am): We are

also seeing very significant advances in the Smart State. I am delighted to update the House on another
regional Queensland innovator—which is what we encourage—punching above its weight in the highly
competitive export field. Wagners Composite Fibre Technologies is an offshoot of Wagners Pty Ltd, a
Toowoomba based firm with more than 300 staff. Wagners is at the leading edge in composite fibre
technology, having built the world's first bridge of this type at Wellcamp Downs in Queensland in 2001.
The company then manufactured and installed the first fibre composite public road bridge for the Road
and Traffic Authority of New South Wales at Grafton. That is the sort of initiative we need and we
support. I seek leave to have details incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.
The technology resulted from a collaboration between Wagners and Fibre Composites Design & Development, a Centre of
Excellence at the University of Southern Queensland, to adapt the technology for use in civil engineering applications.
Fibre composites are up to 6 times stronger than steel and concrete and are a fraction of the weight. 
They are also non-corroding, non-magnetic and can be ingeniously designed to locate strength and stiffness where it is needed.
In 2002, the Government gave the University of Southern Queensland $10 million in infrastructure funding for further investigation
into this innovative construction material.
This investment has paid off in spades.
Wagners has won contracts to build fibre composite bridges in the United States and has now won an award from American Public
Works Association for the replacement of the New Oregon Road Bridge in Erie County, New York State. 
The Project of the Year award in the transportation category will be presented on 3 March 2005.
This is an outstanding result for Wagners and for Queensland. 

I commend the success of Wagners Fibre Composite Technologies to the House. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Yatala Brewery
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.48 am): That is

not all. The Carlton and United Brewery division of the Fosters Group Ltd has enthusiastically endorsed
the Queensland economy with its decision to double the size of the Yatala Brewery. I was pleased last
week, along with a couple of my ministers, Tom Barton, minister for employment and training and
Margaret Keech, Minister for Tourism, Fair Trading and Wine Industry Development, to open the
$170 million expansion which has made Queensland the beer-making capital of Australia. This
represents more development. I seek leave to have more detail incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.
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The Yatala Brewery will now produce 450 million litres a year, which translates into more than 1.4 billion stubbies. 
The Yatala Brewery has lifted its annual output to 25 per cent of Australia’s beer production. 
There’s another very well-known brewer in Queensland, which produces about 14 per cent of Australia’s beer. The two plants
account for about 39 per cent of Australia’s production! 
The Yatala project was the largest capital works project the Foster’s Group has ever initiated anywhere in the world. 
That includes Foster’s operations in New Zealand, China, California, Italy, Chile, Vietnam, India and Fiji.
The Yatala brewery was established 17 years ago when a group of Queenslanders, led by Bernie Power, started up Powers
Brewery. 
The Queensland Government sold 29.8 hectares to Power’s enabling the company to build at the Yatala industrial estate.
Carlton & United Beverages acquired the local brewery in 1993.
The two-year construction period created jobs for more than 2,000 contractors and the expanded plant will employ 94 additional
people, lifting the group’s labour force in Queensland to more than 500 people. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Coal Projects, Rail and Ports
 Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.49 am): There is

even more. Currently, coal related projects for rail and ports being undertaken by the public sector in
2004-05 are costing more than $570 million. Rail infrastructure projects include $280 million in the
Blackwater rail system and $55 million in the Goonyella rail system. 

The two coal loading terminals at Gladstone, the RG Tanna coal terminal and the smaller Barney
Point coal terminal, both service the export of coal from mines using the Moura rail system, and both are
undergoing expansion. I seek leave to incorporate more detail in Hansard. 

Leave granted. 
Throughput will rise from 40 million tonnes a year to more than 63 million tonnes a year by 2007. $162 million is being outlaid to lift
capacity by 14 megatonnes a year by June this year, followed by another $45 million for an additional 8 megatonnes a year by
March 2007.
Hay Point Services Coal Terminal and Dalrymple Bay Coal Terminal are also being expanded—Hay Point by 4 megatonnes a year
and Dalrymple Bay by 5 megatonnes a year. 
Prime and BMA have announced studies to investigate further expansion for both to meet anticipated demand.
Further north, the Ports Corporation of Queensland has started master planning for the terminal at Abbot Point, with ultimate
throughput possibly increasing by up to 25 megatonnes a year.

A government member interjected. 
Mr BEATTIE: I take that interjection. We are expanding our facilities to deal with the greater

demand—greater demand that has largely come about because of China and overheating. What is
going on—and no-one should be under any illusions here—is that the federal government is trying to
attack some of our port facilities, which we are expanding, because it has problems with balance of
payments issues. 

Let me say to the Prime Minister and Peter Costello: Australians are not stupid. They will not be
able to run some smokescreen to hide the problems with the balance of payments. I say to them: fix it up
by greater exports. We are doing our bit. We are leading Australia. Do not try to cover it up. No-one in
Australia is that silly. We will work with the Prime Minister and Peter Costello. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Premier of Queensland’s Smart Awards
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (9.50 am): Last

week at a function in Parliament House I launched the third annual Premier of Queensland's Smart
Awards with Tony McGrady, Minister for State Development and Innovation, and invited nominations
from Queensland businesses. The Smart Awards are designed to reward Queensland businesses for
their tenacity, vision and commitment in turning smart ideas into reality and to encourage other
businesspeople to do the same. The categories include services, mining or minerals processing,
manufacturing, agribusiness, science and technology, and creative industry. I seek leave to incorporate
details in Hansard. 

Leave granted. 
We will also recognise Rising Star, which is a business that has been operating for less than two years, but demonstrating
enormous potential.
We are looking for Smart State firms who are using the business tools of the 21st Century to develop and run innovative and
creative firms.
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Innovation takes many forms, it may involve new discoveries and new technologies, but it may also reveal itself in a company’s
philosophy and how it manages day to day operations.
I would like to thank the Awards’ sponsors including Qantas, the Commonwealth Bank, Comalco, CSIRO, the Australian Institute
for Commercialisation, PricewaterhouseCoopers, Achaeus, The Australian newspaper, QUT—Creative Industries, and
AusIndustry.
Thanks to our sponsors, each of the winners will receive not only a wealth of publicity and hopefully realise new business
opportunities, but also $10,000.
The Awards will be presented at a gala event in August.

Mr BEATTIE: In conclusion, I simply say that Queensland is developing in a very rapid way. We
have a new Queensland developing with smart industry and smart opportunities. We are the engine
room of Australia. Our Smart State strategies are working. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Coal Terminals
Hon. TM MACKENROTH (Chatsworth—ALP) (Deputy Premier, Treasurer and Minister for Sport)

(9.51 am): If the comments attributed to the federal Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources, Ian
Macfarlane, in the Courier-Mail today are correct, he has embarrassed himself and the Howard
government. He obviously does not understand the operation of the Dalrymple Bay coal terminal, and
for his sake I hope that the Queensland businessmen and women besmirched by his inane comments
understand that his comments are based on ignorance and not malice.

For the record, let me correct his mistakes. In 2001 our government undertook the long-term
lease of Dalrymple Bay coal terminal. This was a win for the coal industry and a win for the taxpayer. On
the one hand, we helped to ensure the long-term efficiency and competitiveness of the central
Queensland coal industry and provided an opportunity for significant private sector participation in port
infrastructure. On the other, we secured lease rentals of some $630 million, which will be spent on
community services such as schools, hospitals and roads for Queenslanders.

However, Mr Macfarlane is wrong to claim that no conditions were placed on the lessee. The
lease agreement, the terms of which were agreed up front with the coal companies prior to the lease
being awarded, specifies how Prime Infrastructure must manage the terminal into the future, having
regard to its reasonable commercial interests and the long-term sustainability of the region’s coal
industry. It is also offensive for Mr Macfarlane to suggest that we should just ring up the chair of Prime
Infrastructure and say, ‘Mate, resolve it.’ Why? Because it would be against the law. That may be how
the coalition does business in Canberra, but it is not how we operate in Queensland.

This is how the proper legal process works, Mr Macfarlane. At the time that the lease agreement
was executed, existing individual contracts between the state—through the Ports Corporation of
Queensland—and the coal companies shipping through Dalrymple Bay were novated to Prime
Infrastructure on the same terms and conditions; nothing changed. These contracts, which specified
tonnage entitlements and prices, are legally binding and, unless specifically modified by mutual
agreement between the parties or expiring through time, remain in force. That is, Prime Infrastructure is
charging the individual coal companies the price that each respective company originally contracted
with the Ports Corporation of Queensland to pay and which Prime Infrastructure is contractually entitled
to charge. Whether this price is in excess of the price that the coal companies now believe they should
pay, notwithstanding the significant upturn in coal prices in recent times, is totally irrelevant.

Further, as noted, coal handling charges are levied in accordance with specific legally binding
contracts between the individual coal companies and Prime Infrastructure. The government is not a
party to these contracts and, as such, has no legal right to allow or not allow Prime Infrastructure to levy
such charges.

In respect to prices for tonnages in excess of the existing capacity of the terminal, this is also a
matter for negotiation between the relevant individual coal companies and Prime Infrastructure. In the
event that a commercial agreement cannot be reached, the Queensland Competition Authority is
charged with considering expansion issues, including an appropriate price. This process has been
specifically put in place by the government—with the full knowledge and support of the coal
companies—to protect the interests of all parties, including users and potential future users at Dalrymple
Bay. It is important that it not be compromised. 

While the federal Treasurer, Peter Costello, has embarrassed himself in recent weeks by his
comments on this issue, I note that it is finally starting to dawn on him. His spokesperson admitted this
morning that Prime Infrastructure had to wait on a final decision from the QCA. Surprise, surprise! If the
federal Treasurer had asked, I could have told him that, and then he would not have had to waste time
and money on meeting the coal companies in Canberra. It would have been a lot cheaper and easier for
him to actually follow the proper process and make a submission to the QCA, as our government has
done. He has not, so obviously he is more focused on stunts than solutions.
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Everyone has to be patient and let the due process take its course. Prime Infrastructure is
currently in the process of expanding Dalrymple Bay coal terminal’s capacity from 54 million tonnes a
year to 60 million tonnes. Further expansions could happen, but that will be determined commercially
between the lessee of the terminal and the coal companies that use the facility. The queue of ships at
Dalrymple Bay is due to a number of compounding factors: (a) there is an unprecedented world demand
for coal; (b) if tonnages being shipped through Dalrymple Bay at any one time are annualised, it would
be found that many coalmines are moving in excess of their current contract entitlements; (c) some
international coal buyers are dispatching ships in advance of coal being made available by the mines to
get a forward position in the queue; and (d) a number of smaller ships have been sent by international
coal buyers which are much slower to load and effectively reduce the capacity of the terminal.

For the past few weeks Mr Costello and his cronies have tried to play politics on this subject and
failed miserably. First, he attacked us for leasing the terminal. This is the same man who has flogged off
everything bar the kitchen sink—Telstra, airports and defence industries to name just a few. In fact,
more than $58 billion worth has been sold off since the Howard government was elected. What a
hypocrite!

Second, he claimed that the state government should be spending more on infrastructure at the
ports. Since 1998 the Beattie government has spent around $1 billion on infrastructure for our ports in
Queensland. In addition, expansion of capacity at the Abbot Point coal terminal and the establishment of
a rail link between the Goonyella and Newlands coal systems is currently under investigation and is
expected to cost in the vicinity of $1 billion. Compare this to the Howard government, which has not
spent one cent on ports in Queensland and has managed to halve real spending on infrastructure in the
past 10 years. Laura Tingle summed it up in the Australian Financial Review last week when she
queried why Mr Costello was attacking a privately owned, state regulated port when in her words—
Since 1996 the Howard government has flogged off every bit of significant infrastructure it could lay its hands on, and until last
year’s AusLink transport package, it had spent zip on major infrastructure.

In conclusion, she surmised that ‘It's not so much a conflict of interest for the Treasurer as a
desperate attempt at distraction'. I can only agree. 

I understand that the QCA decision will be delivered within the next month. Until then Mr Costello
and Mr Macfarlane should butt out and let the process follow its due course. Instead, they should focus
all their attention on trying to address the Howard government's appalling neglect of regional and rural
Queensland. 

In conclusion, let me state that neither Mr Costello nor Mr Macfarlane, who have expressed
continuing concern about this in the theatre of the federal parliament, have ever contacted me in relation
to this matter, have never sent me a letter, have never rung me or sought a meeting in relation to this
matter, nor have they made a submission to the Queensland Competition Authority in relation to it. I
would suggest that all of their words are simply stunts. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Crocodiles
Hon. TA BARTON (Waterford—ALP) (Minister for Employment, Training and Industrial Relations)

(10.00 am): This government is committed to ensuring the health and safety of workers and the public in
every workplace in Queensland. Today I am pleased to release new guidelines which will provide
rigorous workplace safety standards for the state’s crocodile industry, which I table for the information of
parliament.

These new guidelines, Working with Crocodiles in Captivity, were developed following an incident
in January 2004 in which Steve Irwin took his baby son into a crocodile enclosure at Australia Zoo.
Since then this government has consulted extensively to develop the most comprehensive and practical
guidelines possible.

We have sought the views of the crocodile industry—from crocodile farms, to zoos, to wildlife
parks—as well as relevant government agencies. As part of the consultation process Australia Zoo,
which is operated by Mr Irwin, was consulted. This has resulted in a set of guidelines which will be
workable for the industry and, most importantly, will ensure the safety of workers and the public.

Under the guidelines, crocodile enclosures will be off limits to the public and untrained
employees. Those who enter a crocodile enclosure must do so for work related purposes only and they
must be trained. A system of exclusion zones has also been developed for those working near
crocodiles.

For the first time, the guidelines specifically highlight the importance of the safety of children. In
fact, involving children in crocodile performances will be severely restricted to ensure their safety. The
guidelines clearly state that a child should not enter a crocodile enclosure. This is because a child’s
reflexes, depth perception and ability to react in an emergency are far less well developed than an
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adult’s. The only exception to this is where the child’s presence in the enclosure is part of a long-term
structured training program which takes into account the child’s physical and mental development. Even
then, the training program must include safety controls to ensure the child is supervised at all times and
they should never be placed in a situation where they could come into contact with an unrestrained
crocodile. 

If there are any incidents where a worker or member of the public is placed in danger, then a
range of enforcement options are available. These include prohibition notices, improvement notices,
infringement notices and, of course, prosecution. To ensure health and safety standards are being met,
Workplace Health and Safety Queensland will audit crocodile farms and exhibits in the first half of this
year. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Rosso, Ms C
Hon. T McGRADY (Mount Isa—ALP) (Minister for State Development and Innovation) (10.03

am): The Premier has mentioned the tsunami disaster and I could not let parliament resume today
without paying tribute to Caroline Rosso, my staff member who was in Thailand and is still missing,
feared dead.

Caroline was a Mount Isa girl and, quite simply, a remarkable young woman. She worked for me
across three portfolios—Mines and Energy, Police and Corrective Services and State Development and
Innovation—starting as a young student working two days a week while still studying to become one of
my senior advisers. Caroline excelled in her studies. She earned two degrees, a Bachelor of Business
and a Bachelor of Arts, and made the Dean’s list at the University of Queensland. She applied that razor
sharp mind to her role as a policy adviser and her work was outstanding to say the least. 

Caroline was also extremely loyal and was always the first to put her hand up whenever after-
hours volunteers were sought for either doorknocking or, indeed, handing out how-to-vote cards on
election day. She was always the first to join in all staff activities. 

Her physical beauty was there for all to see, but her real beauty came from within. In my long and
diverse life I have met many people but none whose character would surpass Caroline’s. Caroline's
mother, Lisa Rosso, is in the gallery today with her good friend and Caroline’s godmother, Mrs Vaiente.
Lisa, you can be so proud of your daughter, as I know you are. 

I am not ashamed to admit that I have cried many times since Boxing Day, as have the rest of my
family and, indeed, all of my staff who are also in the gallery today. I do not think a day goes by when we
do not think of Caroline. Politics is full of the good and the bad times and you will understand when I say
that losing Caroline has been the saddest time of all. 

Caroline had often amazed me with her ability to do anything. She taught herself Spanish. I am
told she was an excellent blackjack player and had recently taken up scuba diving and was about to be
qualified as a dive master. In fact, it was Caroline’s passion for diving that took her to Thailand for a dive
holiday. 

In her 25 short years Caroline had made such a mark on all our lives. I want to thank God for the
time that we had with her. My only difficulty is that I cannot help wondering why somebody so young and
talented should be taken from her family and friends in such a way. But, as they say, God works in
mysterious ways. I am sure the House will join with me in offering our condolences to her mum and her
brother, Andrew. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Preventable Deaths
Hon. GR NUTTALL (Sandgate—ALP) (Minister for Health) (10.06 am): Queensland has more

preventable deaths than any other state in Australia, including the most deaths from heart disease.
These deaths are often due to bad habits such as lack of exercise, which killed about 640 Queensland
in the year 2000, eating too much fat and sugar, and smoking, which kills more than 3,000
Queenslanders each year. 

We have all seen the media stories and know that obesity is an ever-increasing problem for our
children. In 2000 only 56 per cent of Queensland children participated in physical activity, which is
three per cent less than the national average. We need to get to the front line of health care to prevent
illnesses like heart disease and diabetes developing in our children. I do not want to see the children of
today be the heart patients of tomorrow. 



23 Feb 2005 Ministerial Statement 119
It is one of our core responsibilities to strive for healthier communities and it would be remiss of us
not to take advantage of this opportunity. Queensland Health has been leading the way in the
development of a whole-of-government plan to address healthy weight in children and young people. 

Over the past three budgets, Queensland Health has committed to an additional $5 million of
recurrent funding specifically towards improved nutrition and physical activity. This investment has
supported the recruitment and work of 53 new positions across the state, including nutritionists,
specialist Indigenous health nutritionists, physical activity promotion officers and health workers. 

The sponsorship of the Broncos Rugby League team is one more avenue for us to reach children
and adults who otherwise might miss healthy lifestyle messages. The $334,000 per annum health
promotion partnership with the Broncos will highlight health issues such as heart disease, lung cancer,
obesity and diabetes. More importantly, it will encourage greater numbers of children and families to be
more actively involved in their own health and a healthy lifestyle. 

I personally cannot think of a better role model for our children and young people than this
successful team whose players and coach live the ideals we hope for in our children. However, I am
disappointed in the response we have had from the doctors’ union and the honourable member for
Moggill. As I have said previously, I know it is a long time since the member last practised medicine but
surely even he is familiar with the saying ‘prevention is better than cure’. 

I also point out that there is no personal benefit for me, my office, senior Queensland Health
officers or any member of this government in this new partnership. There will be no free tickets to
games, no corporate hospitality that may well exist as part of other corporate sponsorship
arrangements. I wish to make it very clear that our Broncos partnership will lead to benefits for all
Queenslanders. The partnership will include naming rights, advertising, promotions, competitions and
guest appearances across the state to inspire and encourage Queensland children and families to eat
well and live healthier lifestyles. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Kelvin Grove Urban Village

Hon. RE SCHWARTEN (Rockhampton—ALP) (Minister for Public Works, Housing and Racing)
(10.10 am): Recently there have been several new and exciting developments at the Kelvin Grove
Urban Village. Our government's vision for this $600 million Smart State urban hub is to create an
inclusive and sustainable community where people can live, learn, work and play within the one
neighbourhood. 

I am pleased to report to the House that we are well on track to delivering this vision. We have
now reached a significant milestone with more than 50 per cent of the available land at the urban village
either fully developed, under construction or under contract. QUT's $60 million creative industries
precinct, which was the first project to be completed at the village, is now entering its second year with
QUT students set to commence the autumn semester next week. QUT's $65 million Institute of Health
and Biomedical Innovation is now under construction and will be completed in 2006. The second major
construction site is Indigo's $120 million village centre comprising retail and residential development. 

I am pleased to announce today that Action supermarkets have just signed a 15-year lease and
Chemmart pharmacies have signed a 10-year lease for more than 2,300 square metres of retail space.
The village centre is one of the largest developments at Kelvin Grove. There will be 213 apartments in
four separate buildings above the retail and parking levels. It is expected to be completed in mid-2006. 

The Brisbane Housing Company is set to start construction next month on the first of its four
developments, which will deliver around 155 units of affordable accommodation. This company's first
project will deliver 32 units and is expected to be completed by the end of the year. It will be home to the
first residents of Kelvin Grove Urban Village. 

Brisbane Housing Company projects will complement the mix of residential accommodation being
developed at the village, including a variety of student accommodation from one-bedroom units to larger
shared apartment style living and Queensland based developer Sunny Cove's 110-unit seniors
complex. In addition, a contract for the development of residential apartments adjacent to the creative
industries precinct is about to be finalised. A successful developer is likely to be announced next week. 

The Kelvin Grove Urban Village is a great success story of this government and a bricks and
mortar example of the Smart State. The project has already won 11 national and state awards from a
range of professional and industry associations, including the 2004 Environmental Engineering
Excellence Award presented last November by Engineers Australia. I look forward to keeping the
parliament updated on further progress at the urban village. 
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Freedom of Information, Queensland Police Service
Hon. JC SPENCE (Mount Gravatt—ALP) (Minister for Police and Corrective Services)

(10.13 am): I want to talk about freedom of information. In particular, I want to respond to questions that
the Courier-Mail has raised about the independence of this process between my office and the
Queensland Police Service. Its inaccurate conclusions, which challenge the integrity of the Police
Service and this government, are irresponsible and illogical.

Let me explain how the Police FOI unit works. As the Courier-Mail stated on 3 February, the
Police FOI unit is an entirely independent decision-making body which operates at arm’s length from
both the police commissioner and my office. This unit makes decisions on all applications made under
the Freedom of Information Act to the Queensland Police Service and coordinates any subsequent
review action.

The fact that the Courier-Mail was able to run its story on 3 February shows that the FOI process
is clearly working. It also shows we have nothing to hide, which is why information is routinely released
under FOI. I believe that the requests for FOI to the Police Service are larger than to any other
government department.

The Courier-Mail article stated that ‘there were no documents suggesting political interference in
decisions by police on whether to release information’. This is simply because this has never happened.
Neither I nor my staff have or would ever interfere in any FOI application. This has been confirmed by
the superintendent in charge of the Police FOI unit. Like other ministers in this government, I receive a
weekly report on FOI information that is going to be released by my departments. 

Let us examine how things work between the Courier-Mail and the National Party in Queensland.
The Courier-Mail makes an FOI application to the Queensland Police Service and it receives the
documents it has sought. The Courier-Mail then supplies the FOI information it has received to the
National Party. The National Party then requests a meeting with the police commissioner to discuss the
Courier-Mail’s FOI information.

It then appears that the National Party reports back to the Courier-Mail. The Courier-Mail then
mounts a campaign that it is unacceptable for the minister to receive the same information that it has
forwarded on to the National Party. The Courier-Mail is saying that the media, the public and the
opposition should have this information, but the minister should not. It is ridiculous to suggest that the
Police FOI unit can provide information to the Courier-Mail, which can then publish it and still not inform
the minister that it has provided the information.

The Police Service’s FOI decision-making process remains clearly unfettered by any external
influence. The police commissioner wrote to the Leader of the Opposition on 21 February—following
their discussions on 4 February—to clarify the issues raised by Mr Springborg. The letter clearly shows
that the laws regarding FOI are being followed to the letter. As Commissioner Atkinson states in his
letter—
The relationship between the police commissioner and the Minister of the day is something that continues to come under
academic, media and political interest and discussion. 

Indeed the issue has been canvassed over many years both in Australia and internationally. I
accept that there should be healthy debate on this issue, but I would also hope that commentators use
some integrity and base their opinions on fact. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Tilt Train Derailment
Hon. PT LUCAS (Lytton—ALP) (Minister for Transport and Main Roads) (10.17 am): When the

Cairns tilt train derailed north of Bundaberg on 15 November the Beattie government asked the nation's
foremost transport accident investigator, the world-class Australian Transport Safety Bureau, to report
on what went wrong. The government wanted to assure the public that the investigation was being done
by an independent, world-class body. Indeed, in the current edition of the Track and Signal magazine
the federal transport minister, John Anderson, noted that Queensland had acted immediately to appoint
the ATSB.

The investigation is not about finger pointing, but about preventing this terrible accident occurring
again. On 16 February, the ATSB and QT produced an interim report, which is the first of two reports
into the tilt train derailment. The report indicates the steps taken so far in the investigation but does not
say when it will be concluded. That is a matter for the joint panel. 
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The interim report found that the Cairns tilt train was travelling at 112 kilometres per hour when
the accident happened. It said modelling by the ATSB found the train would have derailed at 97
kilometres an hour at that location. The report made no finding about why the train was travelling so
fast—that information is expected in the final report.

Queensland Transport, as the regulator of rail services, has been asked to address all issues
raised in the interim report. This rigorous investigation by the ATSB and QT is aimed at protecting
Queensland's record. We have one of Australia's best rail safety records. There has not been a
passenger rail fatality for 20 years—that is, since 1985. Queensland has a rail fatality rate of 0.053 per
100,000 of population—which is about a quarter of the 0.211 rate for New South Wales and the 0.226
rate for Victoria. Last year, Queensland derailments were down 30 per cent on 2003. From 2001 to
2003, Queensland had 107 derailments compared with 179 for New South Wales, this is given the very
extensive country rail network that we have. I wish all those people still recuperating from the tilt train
derailment my hopes for a quick and full recovery.

I also again wish to thank emergency services, Queensland Health, QR staff, volunteers, the
public, the police and everybody generally for their outstanding work after the accident occurred. The
Beattie government wants the tilt train investigation to follow its proper course without ill-informed
speculation or undue haste. I have made the interim report widely available by posting it on the internet
and tabling it in this House.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! Would members please turn their mobile phones off completely. They
interfere with the sound system. I welcome to the public gallery students and teachers of Burpengary
State School in the electorate of Kallangur. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries, Antioxidant Plums

Hon. H PALASZCZUK (Inala—ALP) (Minister for Primary Industries and Fisheries) (10.19 am):
Today I have some more good news for health-conscious Queenslanders. Our scientists in the
Department of Primary Industries and Fisheries have developed a plum that is full of health-giving
antioxidants. This is just the latest example of Queensland's excellent research and development
programs that are giving our primary producers the edge on our competitors. A team of Department of
Primary Industries and Fisheries researchers at Applethorpe research station has developed a new
variety of plum which is redder than those usually seen in shops. That extra redness is the result of high
levels of antioxidants. In the near future, these plums have the potential to create an additional
$2.4 million in annual retail sales from fruit produced in Queensland. The new plum is also likely to find
a ready market in Asia, meaning extra export dollars for the state.

One hundred grams of the new plum has the same amount of antioxidant content as two small
glasses of red wine. There have been many studies that suggest that anthocyanins, the natural plant
compounds that have antioxidant properties, help prevent many age related diseases and there are
claims that it slows the ageing process. Some vitamin companies call antioxidants youth in a bottle. In
this case, forget the bottle: we have youth in a plum! A 100-gram antioxidant plum has 250 milligrams of
anthocyanins. This is more than double the average daily intake in Western diets. 

STANDING AND SESSIONAL ORDERS

Time Limits

Hon. AM BLIGH (South Brisbane—ALP) (Leader of the House) (10.21 am), by leave, without
notice: I move—

That for debate on general business notice of motion No. 1, standing in the name of Ms Nelson-Carr, so much of standing and
sessional orders be suspended so as to provide that the maximum time limit each member can speak on the motion is as
follows—

mover, 10 minutes

other members, 10 minutes

mover in reply, 10 minutes

Motion agreed to.
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NOTICE OF MOTION

Brisbane CBD, Public Safety

Mr LANGBROEK (Surfers Paradise—Lib) (10.22 am): I give notice that I will move—
That this House notes:

1. that in excess of 30 per cent of incidents in Brisbane's CBD reported to police through the City Council's security camera
surveillance system are not attended to by police; 

2. the pro-active measures being trialled and introduced by the Lord Mayor and the Brisbane City Council to prevent violence
in the CBD;

3. the government's belated response to this public safety issue;

and calls upon the Beattie government to increase police numbers to improve public safety in the Brisbane CBD.

NOTICE OF MOTION

Queensland Competition Authority

Mrs LIZ CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (10.23 am): I give notice that I shall move—
That this House supports a review and restructure of the Queensland Competition Authority to ensure its methodologies and
recommendations are transparent and reflect its standing obligation to protect the community interest as outlined in its objectives.

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION AMENDMENT REGULATION (NO. 3) 2004

Disallowance of Statutory Instrument

Miss SIMPSON (Maroochydore—NPA) (10.23 am): I give notice that I shall move—
That the Transport Legislation Amendment Regulation (No. 3) 2004 (Subordinate Legislation No. 300 of 2004), tabled in
parliament on 22 February 2005, be disallowed.

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS

Juvenile Justice System

Mr SPRINGBORG (Southern Downs—NPA) (Leader of the Opposition) (10.23 am): In this place
yesterday the Nationals raised the community's growing concern about the dysfunctional juvenile justice
system in the state of Queensland. In response the government and the minister responsible basically
said that the system was fine, that the system was not broke, that the system did not need an overhaul.
On the weekend the Attorney suggested that we needed to put more criminals through a failing,
dysfunctional system in Queensland. Certainly, that is not what a responsible government does that is
interested in ensuring public safety throughout Queensland. We saw the spectacle last Friday night
when the Premier took a stroll through his own electorate. It caused such a major media focus and
scrum because it was such a rare event. It is unreal that getting action in Queensland is based on
having a media opportunity and a photo shoot rather than doing something practical to fix the problem?

Yesterday in this place when we raised the fact that some 98 per cent of these juveniles going
before the Children's Court system in Queensland are not receiving any form of detention whatsoever
and the fact that the Children's Court report itself has said that some 80 per cent of these people go
back through the system—they are detained at some future time and graduate to the adult criminal
justice system—the minister said that everything was okay. He stood there and said that we should stop
belting the kids and stop belting the judiciary.

I say to the minister and I say to the government that we should stop these young thugs and
hoons belting innocent old ladies in our street and snatching their handbags, belting pedestrians and
destroying the peace and good order in our communities. That is what they are doing. They know full
well that they are going before a failing juvenile justice system in Queensland and they are going to be
treated with kid gloves. That is why they are graduating to the adult prison system, with some 49 per
cent of them being incarcerated at some future time. The system does not work. It is time that this
government stands up for innocent law-abiding citizens instead of standing up for a system that is
treating these juvenile thugs with kid gloves. 
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National Party Advertising
Mr LAWLOR (Southport—ALP) (10.26 am): The other day I was reading the Gold Coast

Bulletin—I always read it from the front to the back page—and I came across an advertisement for the
Nationals. It says—
Be a voice in your local community
Expressions of interest invited

There is a photo of Lawrence in the ad with his serious mask on. It continues—
Are you a person who is connected with your local community, cares passionately about people, believes in conservative unity
and would like to contribute on a different level to Queensland's future?

‘Believes in conservative unity'. I hope you are listening to this, Bob. But the interesting part about
it is that it is on the same page as the lost and found, personal announcements, death notices and
funeral notices. Whilst it is on the correct page, I think it would more appropriately fit under one of those
other categories. Given that there has been no confirmed sighting of a National Party member on the
coast for two elections, maybe a funeral notice would be more appropriate. You can see it now: ‘Family
and friends are respectfully invited to attend the funeral of the National Party. No flowers by request.
Just send money.' Or alternatively it could be under the lost and found section. You can see it now:
‘Lost—green and yellow budgie; black and white dog; lost—100,000 National Party voters.' But maybe
more appropriately it could be under the personal announcements section. Here there is an unfortunate
male person seeking female company. It could read: ‘National Party seeking Liberals for friendship with
a view to a long-term relationship.' Bob Quinn, when are you going to come across and put this man out
of his misery? 

Maternity Services, Mareeba Hospital
Ms LEE LONG (Tablelands—ONP) (10.28 am): On a more serious note, maternity services at the

Mareeba Hospital have been the subject of intense community interest. There have been ongoing
concerns about the future of these and indeed all other services at Mareeba. When I questioned the
minister in May last year about these matters and whether he could categorically rule out any reduction
in maternity services, he answered that there were no plans to close or reduce maternity services at
Mareeba Hospital. It was a categorical assurance from the minister. I took the minister's assurance back
to my electorate. When constituents raised their concerns with me, I advised them that the relevant
minister had given me that assurance.

Yet what has happened? Pregnant women in Mareeba are now being told that from May this year
if they happen to give birth to their babies on weekends or after hours they had better do it in another
town. This is as a result of the hospital's only full-time experienced obstetrician leaving to take up private
practice. I understand that neither the minister nor the department are responsible for an individual
person's career choices, but why is there no temporary replacement immediately available? 

Why are pregnant women being told that they will, if delivering on the weekend or after hours,
have to do so in Atherton, or even in Cairns? I have been advised that at least some mums-to-be have
been told that should they get sent to Cairns or Atherton, they will be turfed out almost immediately and
sent back to Mareeba for their recovery. In the case of Cairns, it will be straight back up the range. 

We are tired of hearing about shortages and recruitment difficulties. My constituents have been
given a categorical promise that their services will not change. But those services have changed and the
Queensland Health Department's responsibility is to rectify this situation. The Labor government has
now been in power for most of the last 16 years and our public health system has continued to shrink
and decline. I shudder when I think of the fate that has befallen Ingham's public hospital maternity
service along with so many other services in public hospitals that have closed completely. It is a
disgrace. The minister should find a locum or make a temporary appointment to Mareeba and live up to
his promise. 

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Juvenile Crime
Mr SPRINGBORG (10.30 am): My question without notice is to the minister for communities in

his capacity as the minister responsible for the Juvenile Justice Act. On 1 November Brisbane
witnessed one of its worst cases of urban terrorism when a riot by teenagers blocked off Edward Street
in the centre of Brisbane. I was there that night, along with the hundreds of Brisbane commuters
trapped, and along with people who helplessly watched their cars being destroyed with bricks and rocks.
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I was there talking with police who feared that the young criminals would be let off with a slap on the
wrist. 

I ask: can the minister tell this parliament and the people of Queensland what happened to those
teenagers who were arrested? Can he tell us why Labor's revolving door justice system gave weak as
water sentences that included community conferencing where one of these youths had to sit down with
police and council officers and say sorry as if butter would not melt in his mouth? 

Mr PITT: We are seeing from the Leader of the Opposition his usual reactionary hype and
incitement of fear in our community. All the Leader of the Opposition wants to do is talk about the jailing
of young people. People on this side of the House are concerned more about not only making sure that
people face up to the consequences of their crime, irrespective of their age, but also reintegrating those
people into our community. 

Yesterday the Leader of the Opposition made a deliberate attack on the judiciary in this state.
Under the Juvenile Justice Act, the judiciary has been given wide-ranging powers. That is the way it
should be. Young people have been, and should be, sentenced to detention for serious crimes, but there
are a range of crimes in between. For the information of the Leader of the Opposition, I point out that the
judiciary takes all the circumstances into consideration. Thank goodness the judiciary is not into knee-
jerk reactions. Thank goodness we do not have people like the Leader of the Opposition sitting on the
judiciary benches in Queensland. The member opposite is supposed to be the new face of the National
Party. One would have thought that some time between the demise of Sir Joh Bjelke-Petersen and now
he would have sat down and worked out what the separation of powers is all about. That lesson has not
been learned. 

I have faith in the judiciary. There are times when this government has viewed a sentence as not
being one that met community expectations and the Attorney-General has quite rightly appealed. But,
unfortunately, the member opposite believes that the judiciary should be reactive and just run from a
prescription set by the National Party. The judiciary takes each issue on a case-by-case basis. In that
process, the judiciary is not just in the business of applying the law; it is in the business of interpreting
the law. 

Mr SPRINGBORG: I rise to a point of order. My specific question to the minister was: what
happened to these urban terrorists who were taken before the justice system? 

Mr SPEAKER: That is not a point of order. The member will resume his seat. 
Mr PITT: As I said, nowadays we have a more enlightened state. I say to the member opposite

that the National Party has a well-earned reputation for being the agrarian socialists of society. Can I say
that, given its concentration camp style approach and its jackboot tactics, from now on I prefer to call
them agrarian fascists. 

Minister for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Policy
Mr SPRINGBORG: My question is directed to the Premier. As we have now received

confirmation that the Crime and Misconduct Commission is investigating his Minister for Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander Policy for a possible breach of the law, will he now apply the same standard to the
minister that he applied to the then treasurer, David Hamill, when the Premier required him to stand
aside while a potential breach of the law regarding the net bet affair was being investigated? 

Mr BEATTIE: I thank the honourable member for his question. What is his basis for suggesting
that? 

Mr Springborg: You know the information is out there. You know that stuff is being withheld.
Mr BEATTIE: No. Seriously, we have an independent—
Mr Springborg interjected. 
Mr SPEAKER: Order! We will listen to the Premier. 
Mr BEATTIE: What is the basis for the Leader of the Opposition saying that it was criminal? 
Mr Springborg: You know that it's a breach.
Mr BEATTIE: He does not know. Typically, the Leader of the Opposition comes in here and gets

in the gutter. I asked him the question: what is the basis for it? He has no idea. The Leader of the
Opposition comes in here and just makes it up. He goes for a walk with his adviser and asks, ‘What
dishonesty can I bring to the House today?' If the Leader of the Opposition has some official advice
about the nature of the investigation, then what is it? 

Mr Springborg: You know.
Mr BEATTIE: If the Leader of the Opposition—
Mr Horan: Tell us the difference between Liddy Clark and David Hamill?
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Mr BEATTIE: The members opposite know that, clearly, it is a different set of circumstances. The
Leader of the Opposition has no basis for the question he just asked me. 

Mr Springborg: Oh, yes, we do.
Mr BEATTIE: What is it? Tell us
Mr Springborg: I'm the only know who knows what's going on. 
Mr BEATTIE: The Leader of the Opposition has some press reports. His basis is that he reads

the newspaper of a morning. That is a very reliable source. The member's sources are as reliable as
tomato sauce. I made it clear—

Mr Springborg: You are a joke.
Mr BEATTIE: There is only one joke here, and it is the Leader of the Opposition. 
Mr Seeney: Why won't you sack Liddy?
Mr BEATTIE: Mr Speaker, am I going to be allowed to answer this question?
Mr SPEAKER: You will be in a moment because there will not be any National Party members on

the front bench.
Mr BEATTIE: Thank you.
Opposition members interjected.
Mr SPEAKER: Order! I have said repeatedly in this House that ministers listen to the opposition

in silence when they ask the question and I expect the opposition to listen in silence when the minister
answers, whoever is the minister. That is my final warning this morning. 

Mr BEATTIE: Let me make this point very clear. From the outset I have said that when the
independent watchdog, the CMC, investigates matters, I will not interfere. I respect the law and I respect
the independence of the CMC. That is the position. If the CMC makes serious recommendations in
relation to any one of my ministers or backbenchers—anyone in the government—I will deal with it
accordingly, that is, I will take action. That is the track record of my government. 

I am not aware of the nature of the investigations suggested by the Leader of the Opposition.
When I gave him three chances to suggest to me the basis of his question, he could not do it. This is not
a place for muckraking. The Leader of the Opposition has asked me what my position in relation to the
minister is and I will tell him what it is: I will let the CMC do its work. When the CMC has completed its
work, I will examine that report and, if I have to, based on the advice from the CMC, I will talk to the
minister about it. But the Leader of the Opposition is no better informed about this matter than I am. I am
prepared to let the CMC do its work and I think that the Leader of the Opposition should as well. 

Industrial Relations
Mr WILSON: My question is directed to the Premier, and I ask: has he investigated how

Queensland would be affected if the federal government goes ahead with its plan to impose a federal
industrial relations system on all states? 

Mr BEATTIE: I am concerned about this position and I will tell members why. Recently I called on
the Prime Minister to adopt Queensland's industrial relations system at a federal level. I repeat that
suggestion today. Instead of imposing the federal industrial relations system on Queensland, I am
suggesting that the federal government adopt our system and cut the number of working days lost in
Australia due to strikes. 

The strike rate in Queensland is 2½ times lower than it is in Victoria where the federal system
applies. For the September quarter 2004, the strike rate in Queensland, which is the number of working
days lost per thousand employees, was 5.1. In Victoria, it was 12.8. I ask the Prime Minister: why do we
want Victoria's strike rate in Queensland? We do not. 

Our industrial relations system is designed to solve problems rather than provoke confrontation,
unlike the federal system. Our IR system has helped us to become the engine room of Australia, with a
trend unemployment rate of 4.7 per cent. What the Prime Minister is proposing would erode existing
state government legislation, which provides protection for employees in relation to unfair dismissals
and a minimum award wage. This is about average families being paid properly. 

Queensland's excellent IR climate, with the lowest rate of industrial disputation in decades, has
been one of the reasons for our continued strong economic growth and employment growth.
Queensland accounted for more than 50 per cent of all new full-time jobs in Australia for the 12 months
to December 2004 and it is continuing to perform at a high level this year. About 60 per cent of the
state's employees are covered by the state industrial system. I repeat: Victoria's strike rate is 12.8 days
lost per 1,000 employees. Queensland's is 5.1 days. Victoria's trend rate of unemployment is 5.6 per
cent. Queensland's is 4.7 per cent. Victoria's employment participation rate is 64.3 per cent.
Queensland's is 65.7 per cent. The national rate is 63.9 per cent. 
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Let us look at what business is doing. Is business happy with our IR system? You bet they are! A
New South Wales based business organisation has confirmed that businesses are moving to the Smart
State because of our low taxes and IR climate. Let us talk about taxes. Australian Business Ltd reported
yesterday that ABS figures showed 31,800 people left New South Wales in 2003, while 39,200 people
moved to Queensland. It said that the exodus was the largest for 10 years. Its CEO, Mark Bethwaite,
said that New South Wales is the highest taxed state and that residents were voting with their feet.
Mr Bethwaite said that payroll tax in New South Wales is six per cent compared with 4.75 per cent in
Queensland. He said—
When you look at the costs of doing business such as state taxes, compliance costs in areas such as OH and S and workers
compensation premiums, Queensland is outperforming NSW. 

I say to the Prime Minister: don't wreck Queensland. 

Ministerial Travel
Mr SEENEY: My question is addressed to the Minister for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander

Policy. Can the minister confirm to this parliament that all travel booked through her ministerial office is
approved by the Premier's department? 

Ms LIDDY CLARK: If all travel through my office is? I think in most cases if I am travelling; not all
the time, no. 

Mr Seeney interjected. 
Ms LIDDY CLARK: No, not all the time, no. 

Skills Shortage
Mr FINN: My question is addressed to the Premier. It is well known that there is a national skills

shortage, which the federal government does not seem to be interested in fixing. What progress has
Queensland made in addressing this serious problem? 

Mr BEATTIE: This is one of the biggest problems confronting Australia. More than a year ago the
Queensland government decided that we could not wait for the federal government to act on the
national skills shortage crisis—and there is a crisis. Everyone needs to face up to this. The shortages
are the price we are paying for years of underfunding by Canberra of vocational education and training.
The Queensland government is acting unilaterally to do our best to try to fix it and is showing the way to
other states. 

Part of our action is SmartVET, a $1 billion program that employment and training minister Tom
Barton and I launched in May 2004 to run until 2007. SmartVET is the best scheme of its type in
Australia, aimed at helping create 180,000 training places in key industries with skills shortages. It
involves partnership with industries and unions in new and emerging sectors, as well as traditional ones,
that are burdened by the national skills shortage. 

SmartVET has had a promising start, delivering training to more than 75,000 Queenslanders in its
first six months. Through it we are gaining a much better understanding of what key industries need and
how to provide skills and specialist training. Skills formation strategies are being developed across
industries such as building and construction, creative industries and pharmaceuticals, as well as for
specific regions, including the Townsville and Normanton regions. Most importantly, we are also helping
business to improve skill levels by finding new ways to train workers. One way is accelerated
apprenticeships, which give experienced workers formal qualifications more quickly. Industries such as
building and construction, manufacturing and printing and graphic arts are part of the first round of these
apprenticeships. 

Cadetships are another new approach. Tom Barton recently announced a $480,000 cadetship
program for Queensland's forestry industry. This will boost forestry's skill levels by offering workers a
pathway to diploma level qualifications. 

The industry training partnerships scheme, where industry and government split the cost of
training workers, is also delivering results. In recent months such partnerships have been formed in
industries including food processing, engineering, hospitality and aquaculture. The government will
continue to inform members as we roll out more programs in coming months. 

I take up the question of the honourable member a little further and say this: the government is
very concerned about the skills issue. We are doing our bit, but we are facing a major problem. We have
actually been, in a sense, the victims of our own success. The fact that we have the lowest levels of
unemployment since 1978 has encouraged some young Queenslanders to leave school after year 10 or
earlier without getting skills and training. I say to our young people: for heaven's sake, don't just leave to
get a job. Make sure you have the skills and the qualifications to go with it. It does not matter whether it
is an apprenticeship, university or whatever; young people need skills for a lifetime. I am worrying about
what is happening in the market. We need to get parents to talk to their kids about it. 
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Orthopaedic Surgery
Mr HORAN: My question is addressed to the Minister for Health. Yesterday I tabled evidence

which showed how this government is corrupting the waiting lists at QEII Hospital. Today I draw the
minister’s attention to the inadequate theatre time allocated for orthopaedic surgery at the Royal
Brisbane and Women's Hospital which causes operations to be cancelled three or four times. Is this
restriction on orthopaedic surgery a result of this government putting the budget before people? In the
interests of quality patient care, will the minister intervene to get the RBWH functioning to the level
expected of Queensland's major tertiary hospital? 

Mr NUTTALL: I thank the honourable member for the question. In terms of the issue around the
Royal Brisbane hospital, there are a couple of points that need to be made. Firstly, I am advised by my
department that elective surgery at the Royal Brisbane hospital is on schedule. There is certainly a
difference of opinion between some of the doctors at the Royal Brisbane hospital in terms of priorities—
in terms of what operational procedures should take place. 

We are currently in negotiations with the visiting medical officers about the current enterprise
bargaining agreement. Later this year we will embark on enterprise bargaining negotiations for health
workers, including full-time doctors within Queensland Health. It is in this climate that a number of
people are running their own agendas and are agitating in terms of services that are provided at the
hospital. 

I say to the honourable member that I am well aware of the issues. I have spoken to my
department at length on a number of occasions over the last couple of weeks about the issues around
services at Royal Brisbane hospital. As the minister, I am keeping a very close eye on them to ensure
services continue to be delivered. 

Long-Term Unemployment
Mr BRISKEY: My question is addressed to the Minister for Employment, Training and Industrial

Relations. Last month it was announced that unemployment in Queensland was the lowest on record in
December at 4.7 per cent. Can the minister inform the House about another recent set of jobs figures
that are equally impressive? 

Mr BARTON: I thank the member for the question. The member always takes a keen interest in
job creation measures that are put in place by my department. It is certainly true that we have had a
great run of great employment figures for Queensland. I do not think any have given me more pleasure
than those showing a big drop in numbers of long-term unemployed in this state. ‘Long term' means
registered as unemployed for over 12 months. These latest Bureau of Statistics figures show that
Queensland is leading Australia in its ability to provide jobs for these people. In the 12 months to
December we put 6,700 of the long-term jobless back into work—a higher figure than any other state. It
meant that the total number of Queenslanders unemployed for 12 months or more was reduced by a
quarter last year. For people without employment for more than two years, the official figures were even
more impressive. During 2004 there were 5,300 jobs created for the longer-term unemployed, which
was more than half the total number for the whole of Australia. 

There is no doubt that the government's Breaking the Unemployment Cycle initiative is playing a
key role in reducing the number of Queenslanders who have not had work for extended periods. In the
six years plus that the government has been running these local jobs and training programs, they have
helped more than 82,000 disadvantaged job seekers to rejoin the work force. It is worth pointing out that
Breaking the Unemployment Cycle retains a strong focus on the over-45s, who spend longer out of work
than any other group. One in five of our programs specifically helps mature-age jobless, with a renewed
push in recent months under our new slogan Experience Pays. There is no doubt that the results
achieved by the Breaking the Unemployment Cycle easily exceed those of the Commonwealth's Work
for the Dole scheme. The program fulfils a strong Beattie government commitment, and it is value for
money, too. 

There is still a big challenge to assist the 20,900 Queenslanders recorded as long-term
unemployed at the end of last year, but we are determined to do everything that we can as a
government to push open the door of opportunity for them and to produce even better outcomes for
disadvantaged job seekers in 2005.

Interruption.

PRIVILEGE

Comments by Minister for Police and Corrective Services
Mr SPRINGBORG (Southern Downs—NPA) (Leader of the Opposition) (10.50 am): I rise on a

matter of privilege suddenly arising. There are two matters. In her ministerial statement this morning, the
minister for police indicated that the Police Service follows the FOI procedures to the letter of the law
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and that it was following its guidelines. I refer to one of the pages of the police commissioner's letter to
me where in relation to the guidelines he said—
I refer to your specific request for written GPS guidelines pertaining to FOI procedures. The Service has not been able to locate
documents relating to FOI internal procedures. Also if these were in existence then presumably they would have been obtained in
accordance with the recent Courier-Mail FOI application. 

They do not exist. The second matter relates to issues raised by the Premier relating to potential
investigations for the breach of law by the Minister for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Policy. I table
for the information of all members of this parliament confirmation from the FOI Unit, Department of the
Premier and Cabinet, that certain matters are under consideration by the CMC, including what I referred
to. 

PRIVILEGE

Comments by Leader of the Opposition
Hon. JC SPENCE (Mount Gravatt—ALP) (Minister for Police and Corrective Services) (10.52

am): The Leader of the Opposition quotes from the police commissioner's letter to him very selectively.
Following that sentence the commissioner states that he was not in a position to definitively advise on
what FOI process was in place prior to his appointment as commissioner in November 2000. Indeed,
that was what he was talking about. He goes on to state—
I believe however that an informal system existed which facilitated advice to the Minister's office on specific FOI applications of
interest. This process, I believe, involved the FOI Unit identifying matters ... 

He goes on to state that he believes the new procedures that he has put in place have improved
the FOI Unit in the Police Service not only in terms of numbers but also in terms of proper procedures. 

In the interests of accuracy, I would like to table the letter from the police commissioner to the
Leader of the Opposition. I would encourage all members to read this letter because it factually states
the position with respect to FOI in the Queensland Police Service. I am sure that everyone, once they
have read this letter, will appreciate that there is transparency and accountability. The Leader of the
Opposition's attempt to suggest otherwise is another shabby attack on our commissioner and our Police
Service.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Resumed from p. 127.

Brisbane CBD, City Safe Camera Network
Mr QUINN: My question is directed to the Minister for Police and Corrective Services. I table a

copy of the Brisbane City Council's register of incidents within the Brisbane CBD observed through its
city safe camera network, which shows that over the past months police have failed to arrive at almost
one-third of all calls because police crews were unavailable. Is this not evidence that insufficient police
have been allocated to the Brisbane CBD? What difference will changes to any laws make to public
safety if there are not sufficient police to enforce them? 

Ms SPENCE: Benjamin Disraeli talked about there being ‘lies, damn lies and statistics'. I think he
should have talked about lies, damned lies and the Liberal Party's interpretation of statistics. Yesterday
we saw in the House a completely inaccurate and unbalanced interpretation of the report on
government services statistics. Earlier this week we saw the member for Gregory put out a media
statement that misinterpreted the statistics put out by the annual police statistical review. Today we have
the Liberal Party standing up with some statistics from the Brisbane City Council camera operations,
which it does in conjunction with the Police Service in the police city beat. 

The Premier and I visited those camera operations in our walk through the mall and the city on
Friday night and Saturday morning. I have to say that it is a very impressive operation. There are a
number of cameras that surveil the city, and the camera operators work very closely with the police to
reduce crime. I am not critical of those camera operators. They have been doing this for years. 

We have never before seen these cameras being used for political purposes before the election
of this lord mayor. When there was a problem between the camera operators and the police—and they
are working side by side in the one office, and I invite all members to go down and have a look at the
whole operation—they always talked to the police. They met on a regular basis to discuss their
concerns. Under this jurisdiction apparently we are going to see these concerns raised at a political level
and misused. 

The statistics that the member opposite refers to are absolutely disputed by the police. The police
reject those statistics, and they are committed to continuing to work with those camera operators to
reduce crime in the CBD, as they are doing in other cities around Queensland. I think the Queensland
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population is getting a bit sick and tired of the Liberal Party's attack on the police in this state. I would
ask the member to bring some sense of order and some rationality into this debate and not continue to
use the police as a political football. 

Disability Services; Family Support Program
Mrs NITA CUNNINGHAM: My question is directed to the Minister for Communities and Disability

Services. I refer to last year's record disability services budget and, in particular, the $6 million funding
boost for the Family Support Program, and I ask: how has this extra funding assisted Queenslanders
with a disability? 

Mr PITT: I acknowledge the question from the honourable member for Bundaberg. I thank her
very much for the work she does on behalf of valuable and vulnerable Queenslanders in the Bundaberg
area. 

Last year there was a record budget for disability services, and I thank the Treasurer for his
commitment to this important area. If members think this is just another blatant attempt by me to bid for
continued strong funding for the disability services sector, then they are surely right. 

The $6 million funding injection mentioned by the honourable member has swelled the Family
Support Program budget to $22 million. I am pleased to inform parliament that I recently approved
$2.7 million to assist an additional 144 Queensland families. Depending on their level of need, each
family will receive between $14,000 and $32,000 to assist in caring for a person with a disability. The
latest funding means the program will help about 850 families on a recurrent basis as well as a large
number of families on a non-recurrent basis. 

The Family Support Program began in July 1999 under the ministry of my colleague the Hon.
Anna Bligh. It was designed to assist families who have a child or adult with a disability who was living in
the family home whose high and complex disability support needs are not being met by the existing
service system. The program is run by Disability Services Queensland and uses seven service
providers throughout the state. 

The Beattie government is pleased to be able to provide these extra funds as a means of
improving the quality of life for people with a disability and strengthening the family unit. By increasing
the level of support available to families, we are taking very positive steps towards achieving a fairer and
more supportive Queensland for all. 

It has taken the Beattie government to put support for people with a disability on the agenda. Prior
to this government coming to power in 1998, fewer than 5,000 people received government assistance
through the disability services system. Today, Disability Services Queensland provides assistance to
more than 15,000 Queenslanders. 

The Family Support Program is just one area of disability services that has been expanded and
backed up by a solid budget. However, decades of underfunding means we still have a long way to go.
Unmet need in the disability sector remains high, but the Beattie Labor government is committed to
improving the quality of life for people with a disability and it will remain high on our agenda. 

Interruption.

PRIVILEGE

Letter from Executive Services Director, Department of the Premier and Cabinet
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (11.00 am): I rise

on a matter of privilege. The Leader of the Opposition tabled a letter from the Director of Executive
Services in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet to Jake Smith, his senior political adviser. The
Leader of the Opposition in some way suggested that I had misled the House before. I have to say,
having read the letter, that I cannot for the life of me understand what he is on about. All the letter
basically says is: ‘The CMC has confirmed that the investigation is still pending. Given this, I consider
that the release of the document could involve disclosure of information.' All it says is that the CMC has
got an investigation on. Everybody in the world knew that. 

Opposition members interjected.
Mr SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr BEATTIE: Only the dead and dying did not know that there was a CMC investigation into the

minister. This letter simply says that there is an exemption in the act which states: 'Matter is exempt
matter if its disclosure could reasonably be expected to prejudice the investigation' et cetera. That is all.
This is normal process. It does not say—

Mr Seeney: Keep going. Read the next bit.
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Mr BEATTIE: What are you talking about? 
Mr Seeney: Where the misconduct is in breach of the law. 
Mr BEATTIE: It does not deal with the nature of the investigation; it does not say that it is criminal.

Can I just say that anyone with a brain reading this will know that this is appropriate and proper and has
got nothing to do with the debate on whether this is criminal or otherwise. It is just nonsense. 

Interruption.

PRIVILEGE

Letter from Executive Services Director, Department of the Premier and Cabinet
SPRINGBORG (Southern Downs—NPA) (Leader of the Opposition) (11.05 am): I rise on a matter

of privilege suddenly arising. It is very notable that the Premier did not read what was contained in that
matter as being exempt on two grounds. One is a potential breach of official misconduct procedures.
The other one is 42(1) (a) which provides: '(1) Matter is exempt matter if its disclosure could reasonably
be expected to (a) prejudice the investigation of a contravention or possible contravention of the law
(including revenue law) in a particular case.' 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! There is no need to debate it. 
Mr SPRINGBORG: We were led to believe that this was just official misconduct, Mr Speaker. It is

a potential breach of the law. It is for the same sorts of reasons that David Hamill had to stand aside
pending the outcome of a similar investigation. That is why the Premier did not read it.

Mr SPEAKER: You are debating the issue now.
Mr Seeney: That's why you wouldn't read it.
Mr SPEAKER: Order! The House will come to order! Deputy Leader of the Opposition, this is my

final warning. I now call the honourable member for Nanango. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Resumed from p. 129.

Vegetation Management
Mrs PRATT: My question is to the minister for natural resources. A Kumbia resident made an

application for a property map of assessable vegetation enclosing the required payment for application
processing and the map. DNR acknowledged receipt of that application on 30 July 2004. Seven months
later this constituent still has not received his map. His application, he was informed, has not yet been
reviewed. The property owner contacted DNR only to be told 'we are understaffed, we are still working
on the ballot draw, we haven't even started on the map applications yet and we probably won't get
around to it for another couple of months.' 

We contacted the office of the Minister for Fair Trading to ask about the failure to supply goods
that have been paid for after such a long period and whether it would constitute a possible fraud. The
reply was: 'Not a fraud, more likely a misrepresentation of availability of goods or service under section
40 of the Fair Trading Act.' 

I ask the minister: will people who have handed over good money for their definitive maps receive
them with sufficient time for necessary land management action to be taken before the December 2006
ban comes into force? Also, considering the large number of applications paid for, where is the money?
Will land-holders receive any interest accrued? Why should not property owners believe that their
money has been obtained under false pretences?

Mr SPEAKER: Before I ask the minister to reply to that, I have made several statements about
the length of preambles and the length of questions. I sat listening very intently to you and I would be
very surprised if any minister could answer the detail contained in that question. Could I ask you in
future to obey my ruling that there should be a short preamble and a short question. 

Mr ROBERTSON: Thank you for that assistance, Mr Speaker, but the good news is that, despite
the level of detail, I can in fact answer the question asked by the honourable member. The reason for
that is that I just happened to be reading the South Burnett Times before I came into the House today,
as you do. 

I came across this article which says: ‘The state government's dealing with farmers over
vegetation management issues was bordering on fraud, according to the member for Nanango, Dorothy
Pratt.’ She told the South Burnett Times that she would not divulge the proof of the allegation until she
had the chance to ask me, the minister. Mrs Pratt said that a Kumbia farmer had brought the issue to her
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notice—an issue that affected every property owner not just in south-east Queensland but statewide. 'I
am holding this issue in confidence to ensure that the Beattie government does not rush any relevant
papers into cabinet making them unavailable under FOI legislation, Mrs Pratt said, but I will be giving a
full report to the South Burnett Times before Friday's edition. Based on the information I have available
it will prove that the Beattie government has misled property owners and has a hidden agenda on
vegetation management.' 

Whilst I may be accused of a lot of things in this place, no member will never be able to accuse
me of one thing, and that is where members of parliament—irrespective of what side of the House the
member of parliament comes from—have a constituent who has a problem with my department, if they
bring it to my attention with sufficient detail, they will never be able to say that I do not investigate that
matter fully to ensure that their constituent gets a fair deal. So rather than this kind of grandstanding that
we see both publicly and in the House today, it would have been appropriate, I would have thought, in a
case such as this, given the level of detail that the honourable member is seeking, that she actually
bring it to my attention so that I could fully investigate it so that concerns about property maps of
assessable vegetation, which will provide real benefits to land-holders in her electorate, can be
investigated fully. It is unfortunate for the constituents of the Nanango electorate that their elected
representative is concerned more with stunts, with fallacious media releases such as this, than actually
serving the needs of people in her electorate. 

This is not the first time the honourable member has done this. I would place on record for her
constituents' benefit, and in particular the ones that she refers to, that if they contact my office direct
rather than going through the elongated, unnecessarily stunt-filled process engaged in by the member
for Nanango, those constituents of hers will get full and proper consideration of the rightful issues that
they have. 

Mrs PRATT: I rise to a point of order, Mr Speaker. The constituent involved did contact the
department of natural resources, and DNR should know what is happening; otherwise the minister is not
communicating with them. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! We will not get into a debate over this. 
Mr ROBERTSON: I rise to a point of order. 
Mr SPEAKER: I will hear the minister's point of order. 
Mr ROBERTSON: I would be more than happy to assist them if I knew who the individual actually

was. 
Mr SPEAKER: I welcome to the public gallery students and teachers from Runcorn State School

in the electorate of Mount Gravatt. 

Dental Health Services
Mr CHOI: My question is to the Minister for Health. With reference to the appalling record of the

federal government in terms of dental health care for Australians and Queenslanders, can the minister
outline how the Queensland government is improving our public dental health system?

Mr NUTTALL: Can I thank the honourable member for his question. This is a really important
issue for all Queenslanders. As a government we have one of the most comprehensive free dental
services in this country. Our dentists, technicians and hygienists deliver excellent dental care to
hundreds of thousands of people who qualify for our free service including schoolchildren, pensioners
and many families. I think it is important that we acknowledge the dedication of these Queensland
Health staff, and I would like to thank them for the great work that they do every single day. 

Through an investment of $120 million a year these services are provided by 180 mobile dental
clinics, 121 school clinics and 140 community dental clinics, and we as a government provide a total of
800 dental chairs across the state. There are, however, pressures on our oral health system. Since the
Howard government scrapped funding for the Commonwealth Dental Health Care Scheme in 1996 we
have seen zip, zero. We have seen demand for general services increase by a third, with the proportion
of emergency causes of care increasing from 51 per cent in 1995-96 to 68 per cent in 2002-03.

To ensure that we continue to deliver the best public oral health system in the country, my
department has launched the Oral Health Partnership Program. This $2 million program involves a
partnership between Queensland Health and private dentists and will be delivered as part of the
government's oral health election commitments. The program started in late 2004 and commenced with
a mail-out to all registered dentists in Queensland seeking expressions of interest. We had a great
response across the state from many private dentists. Under the partnership agreements private
dentists agree to treat patients referred by Queensland Health for a fixed agreed fee. There are
absolutely no costs passed on to the patients. 

From the $2 million allocated, approximately two and a half thousand occasions of service will be
provided during this term to assist emergency cases and to reduce waiting times for patients. The
program is part of the government's $10 million commitment over three years to deliver approximately
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18,000 additional treatments. As well as the partnership with the private dentists these additional
treatments will also be achieved with the addition of two travelling dental teams which have already
been established in Brisbane and Townsville, extended public clinic hours and targeting areas with the
longest wait lists. 

When I became the Minister for Health I said that we would look at new ways of delivering
services. Through engaging with the private sector we will continue to ensure that Queenslanders have
access to the best public dental health system anywhere in this country.

Tilt Train Derailment
Miss SIMPSON: My question is to the Minister for Police and Corrective Services. I refer to the

crash of the Cairns tilt train last year. Will the minister please confirm to this House that the drivers of the
train were required to undertake a breath test or blood test? I am obviously not asking for any results,
just a confirmation that testing took place. 

Ms SPENCE: I will not comment on matters that are currently subject to several investigations. 

Dalrymple Bay, Coal Terminal
Mr REEVES: My question is to the Treasurer. I refer to the Treasurer's statement to parliament

this morning in relation to Dalrymple Bay. Is the minister aware of any further statements by the federal
minister, Ian Macfarlane? 

Mr MACKENROTH: Yes, I am aware of them. The federal minister, Ian Macfarlane, put out a
statement this morning, which I will refer to. In the mid-1990s I had a fair bit to do with Ian Macfarlane
when he was head of the grain growers. I had respect for him. I thought he represented his organisation
well. The one thing that he has not got over is the fact that as the representative of the grain growers he
always came to me, as the minister for rural communities, seeking government subsidies. As the federal
industry minister he has continued that. What he is now looking for is subsidies for coal companies that
are making record profits. It is unbelievable. 

The headline of his statement states that our government has bungled the port lease. Nothing
could be further from the truth. He has called on the Queensland Premier to use the state's multimillion
dollar windfall in coal royalties to underwrite the early stage of expansion of the Dalrymple Bay coal
terminal. That would be like the owners of the Sydney Airport going to him or Peter Costello and saying,
‘We bought this airport off you a couple of years ago. Now we want to do a bit of expansion so how
about paying for it.' How ridiculous! It would be like somebody who bought a house a couple of years
ago going along to the original owner and saying, ‘I want to do an extension on the house. It is going to
cost me $100,000. Will you please deposit the money in my bank account.' How ridiculous! 

Mr Macfarlane goes on further. He says that while underwriting the necessary expansion is the
ultimate solution, the state government could also be using its GST revenue to make up the price
difference at Dalrymple Bay. The Queensland Competition Authority has indicated that it believes that
$1.53 a tonne is a fair charge, but the port’s users are being levied $2.08 a tonne. $2.08 a tonne is the
price they have contracted to pay for coal going through the port. 

QCA has been engaged at the request of the coal companies to come down with a determination
of what charge should be used for future contracts. It bought down a draft determination of $1.53 a
tonne. The government, the coal companies and others have made submissions on that. Fancy saying
that we should subsidise the coal companies by paying GST money to them. How ridiculous! 

Zero Tolerance
Mr LANGBROEK: My question without notice is to the honourable Minister for Police and

Corrective Services. I refer the minister to comments made by the police commissioner this morning on
4BC that he did not believe that the police would accept a zero tolerance approach to crime. The
minister stated in his media release of 18 February, only five days ago, that, ‘We already have a zero
tolerance to crime. We do not tolerate crime that threatens public safety.' Whose policy are the police
following—the minister's or the commissioner’s? 

Ms SPENCE: I thank the member for Surfers Paradise for the question. There has been a lot of
talk about a zero tolerance policy. I have spent much time talking to the police commissioner about what
is meant by zero tolerance. Recently I spent some time in New York talking with the police commissioner
of the NYPD about issues such as zero tolerance. I have also recently read the book by William Braton,
the police commissioner in New York in the early 1990s, who introduced the zero tolerance policy. 

There is absolutely no point of disagreement between me and the police commissioner on the
issue of zero tolerance. This is not a simple policy. The police commissioner, the Queensland Police
Service and I are in agreement that we do not tolerate crime in this state. It is as simple as that. We do
not tolerate any threats to public safety in this state. Police officers know that. 
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What is meant by zero tolerance in New York is really quite different from what is meant in other
countries and the states of Australia. What we saw in New York in the early 1990s, and which led to the
zero tolerance approach, was a city that was out of control in terms of murders and violence. It cracked
down on every minor infringement. In fact, Bill Braton called it the ‘broken window policing'. Anyone who
committed a minor offence, such as swearing or urinating in public, was thrown in jail. We will be
debating those issues today. Fortunately, we will all have an opportunity to talk about our views today.

This question is very pertinent to the debate we are going to have on the summary offences
legislation today. It is about how severe we want to be in Queensland with those types of minor
offences. That is what we will be talking about. It is apt that we are having this question this morning. 

I think we are going to affirm that the government of Queensland—perhaps the parliament of
Queensland, if those opposite give this legislation their support—does want police to act on those minor
offences. We have some heavy penalties in that legislation, but do we want to jail people for those
offences? That is what they did in New York. That is what zero tolerance was about. 

I do not believe that Queenslanders want that type of zero tolerance policy in this state. I do
believe, however, that Queenslanders expect this government and our Police Service to display a zero
tolerance to crime and anything that would threaten public safety. 

Underground Mining, China
Mr PEARCE: My question is to the Minister for Natural Resources and Mines. A recent

underground coalmine explosion in China's Liaoning Province claimed the lives of over 200
mineworkers, adding to the thousands of lives lost every year in China's underground mines. Could the
minister inform the House if the Queensland government has developed Smart State technology that
could help the People's Republic of China dramatically improve its mine safety performance?

Mr ROBERTSON: I thank the honourable member for the very pertinent question. Tragically,
underground coalmining explosions in China during 2004 cost more than 6,000 lives, and the recent
loss of another 210 miners in the Liaoning Province in China is a reminder of just how dangerous the
conditions faced by miners in China are. Many of these accidents were preventable. That is why it is
timely to advise members that Smart State technology developed by my department's Safety in Mines
Testing and Research Station, or SIMTARS, at Redbank can help improve safety in the Chinese
coalmining industry.

Queensland enjoys an international reputation for the safety of its mines and is a recognised
world leader in the development of mine safety technology. So I am pleased to advise that this
reputation has paid off with three new agreements for Queensland to export its mine safety technology
and training expertise to China. SIMTARS has just secured an export deal with China to supply 16 high-
speed gas analysis monitoring systems for use in the coalmining industry. This Queensland designed
system detects a build-up of explosive gases in underground mines and provides an early warning
system against a looming disaster. We have been using the system in Queensland underground
coalmines for some years and it works very well. China's coal industry is growing fast and intends
opening a further 600 new coalmines over the next four years. This presents a significant market
potential for our mines safety technology in China that could reap millions of export dollars for
Queensland through further sales.

My department has also just signed an MOU with the State Administration of Work Safety in
China to facilitate collaboration between the two organisations. Areas of collaboration include the
training of Chinese mine safety staff here in Queensland and in China and joint conferences and
workshops to exchange information and promote partnerships between the two organisations. Under
the agreement, Queensland will be recognised as a preferred destination for mine safety training.
Another agreement with the Shandong Coal Mine Safety Education and Training Centre also covers
exchanges in training of mine safety personnel but with more specific projects identified. As I said,
Queensland enjoys one of the best mining industry safety and health records in the world. Agreements
such as these further enhance Queensland's international reputation and provide trade opportunities for
Queensland while going some way to assist in addressing the tragic loss of life in China's coalmining
industry.

Queensland Competition Authority, Water Charges
Mrs LIZ CUNNINGHAM: My question is to the Premier. Premier, the Queensland Competition

Authority recently released a draft report on water pricing by the Gladstone Area Water Board. This
report and accompanying letters to the board, the Calliope Shire Council and the Gladstone City Council
recommended pricing methodologies which resulted in maximum water prices in all areas to rise, one by
1,300 per cent. In Mount Larcom the increase would be from 65c a kilolitre to approximately $8.69. As
one of the two ministers who will review the final report, will the Premier ensure my community's
concerns that the recommended QCA charges are unaffordable and do not reflect accurately the history
of infrastructure provision are properly considered and that transparent, accurate and affordable pricing
methodologies are adopted?
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Mr BEATTIE: I thank the honourable member for her question. I indicate to her that the report
that has been released—it is the subject of some discussion, and I know there was a public meeting in
Mount Larcom about it—is only a consultation document and obviously no final decision has been
made. Once a decision has been made, obviously the council and others will have an opportunity to
implement what the recommendations are. I am sure that the views that the member has expressed to
the various ministers will be taken on board, including what she said in the House today.

Mr Mackenroth interjected.
Mr BEATTIE: The Deputy Premier is right, because he is the other minister. The councils can still

spread the charges if they want. Hopefully they will do that. There is no reason why the people of Mount
Larcom should be picked out or victimised. They can spread the charges. I say to the people of Mount
Larcom: get on to your council. Make sure that they take into account your views.

Whenever there is a discussion about water or any of these other sensitive issues, the blame
game starts and we end up with the QCA being beaten and kicked to death. From time to time that is
probably not a bad sport for all of us. But I have to say to the member that in the interests of fairness
what has been released is a discussion position. The upper limits are obviously concerning people. The
councils should take on board—and I would hope that the member uses what I say in the House today
when she writes to the councils—spreading it across the whole area and not just to Mount Larcom. But
let us see. No final decision has yet been made. I will make sure that the member's views are taken into
account, and I would suggest that she send her question and my answer to the QCA.

Citrus Canker
Mr HAYWARD: My question is to the Minister for Primary Industries and Fisheries, and I refer the

minister to efforts to eradicate citrus canker in Queensland. I ask: how successful has the national
eradication program been to date?

Mr PALASZCZUK: I thank the honourable member for the question. Yes, this $10.9 million
nationally approved and funded citrus canker eradication strategy is on track to eradicate citrus canker
in Queensland. This is a science based strategy. I believe it has been very effective, and every day it
brings us a step closer to our objective of eradicating citrus canker and regaining unrestricted access to
citrus markets for all Queensland producers. On Saturday I spent several hours with some central
Queensland growers near Emerald who have been hardest hit by the discovery of citrus canker in the
district. They have enjoyed very little good news in recent times, so it was pleasing to inform them that
another three properties have achieved pest-free certification. These properties are now eligible to
export their crops to markets that are not canker sensitive, which is the first small step towards regaining
market access.

I acknowledge the representations made by the honourable member for Gregory in support of his
citrus growers in the Emerald region to try to get the federal government and the state government to
work quickly to gain that access, and I thank him for his representations. But we have a problem. Our
problem now lies with the Queensland citrus growers organisation and the Australian citrus growers
organisation who I believe are working against all of the efforts of the department of primary industries to
regain access for our citrus growers from the Emerald region.

Let me sum up now in terms of progress to date. In Emerald three suspect samples collected
from the 2PH properties on 10 February have been positively identified as infected with citrus canker. In
line with the national eradication strategy, a further 12,000 citrus trees on 27 hectares will be destroyed.
This detection was in an area of the 2PH Selma Road property that the surveillance team had yet to
inspect. In Gayndah-Mundubbera we are hopeful of regaining full access to the domestic market by the
end of this week. However, one point I do want to raise is this: when I spoke to the growers in the
Emerald region, one of their major concerns was the concern expressed by the member for Gregory last
night, and that is the need for an inquiry. I have correspondence with me that I have received from the
federal agriculture minister which states that he will look at an inquiry, but unfortunately the date of that
inquiry is in the distant future. I call on the minister for agriculture to have that inquiry as soon as
possible. Surveillance has almost been completed, and it behoves him to have the inquiry as soon as
possible.

Baseload Power Station, North Queensland
Mr ROWELL: My question is to the Minister for Energy. What is the future direction for a

baseload power station in north Queensland? What form of energy will be used? What is the time
frame?

Mr MICKEL: I am pleased with this question, because it gives me an opportunity to talk about
what we have done for Townsville. The conversion of the Townsville Power Station to a baseload
generator and the completion of the gas pipeline from the Bowen Basin which the Premier opened—and
I was there with him, along with the member for Mundingburra and the member for Thuringowa—is
already attracting industrial players. For example, Enertrade has signed a $12 million deal with Copper
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Refineries—which is part of Xstrata Copper, as we all know—to deliver coal seam gas to the copper
refinery site in Townsville.

This is the pipeline's first commercial customer and is a significant step towards this great
development. So the legislation that we passed last year—the 13 per cent gas policy—is working. Who
opposed it? The National Party! If people are on about power for Townsville, I point out to them that the
members in this House who would not support it are the members of the National Party, particularly the
member for Hinchinbrook. 

Mr SPEAKER: The time for questions has expired. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Ministerial Travel
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (11.30 am), by

leave: From time to time the opposition has sought to misrepresent what I approve and what I do not
approve in relation to ministerial travel. I have sought advice directly from Ministerial Services, who
everybody knows is a group of people who have integrity and honesty. They have said this, so let us get
it on the record once and for all. The Premier approves the following in relation to ministerial travel: all
ministerial overseas travel, details of what information must be included in a submission are in the
ministerial handbook; all ministerial use of the government air wing aircraft, details are in the guidelines
for use of government aircraft. It is worth noting that ministerial travel is not the first priority. The first
priority is organ retrieval and emergency use. I also approve travel budgets for each ministerial office;
the overseas travel pool, which is a separate budget; all travel for the Premier's office, including himself;
and parliamentary delegations, which may include ministers. That is the formal advice. It is now on the
record. Let us not have any more distortions. 

GAMBLING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL

First Reading
Hon. TM MACKENROTH (Chatsworth—ALP) (Deputy Premier, Treasurer and Minister for Sport)

(11.30 am): I present a bill for an act to amend acts administered by the Deputy Premier, Treasurer and
Minister for Sport. I present the explanatory notes, and I move—
That the bill be now read a first time.

Motion agreed to.

Second Reading
Hon. TM MACKENROTH (Chatsworth—ALP) (Deputy Premier, Treasurer and Minister for Sport)

(11.30 am): I move—
That the bill be now read a second time.

The bill I present to the House today amends all seven principal gambling acts. In particular, it is
designed to achieve three main purposes, which I will describe in turn. The first main objective of the bill
is to implement a legislative model to assist gaming machine licence holders to monitor and manage
their own gaming related regulatory compliance. The changes arose from a review of the machine
gaming audit and inspection program conducted by the Queensland Office of Gaming Regulation. The
gaming industry was advised of the proposed changes in August last year. The model is designed to
encourage gaming machine licence holders to adopt compliance as part of good business practice
through three additional measures. 

Firstly, amendments to the Gaming Machine Act 1991 will provide that applicants for a gaming
machine licence must provide details of a compliance program which will be used by the licensees to
ensure their compliance with the act and to monitor compliance. An associated change to the licence
conditions contained in the regulation will require all existing gaming machine licensees to have a
compliance program in place by 1 July this year.

Secondly, all gaming machine licensees will be required to complete a monthly self- assessment
which is aimed at assisting licensees to monitor and manage their compliance with the legislation. The
self-assessment will need to be completed by the gaming nominee or, for individuals who are licensees,
the licensee. If the gaming machine licensee is a corporation, the monthly self-assessment will need to
be presented to the licensee’s management committee or board. The bill also enables the chief
executive to request reports from gaming machine licensees every six months regarding the actions
taken by licensees to rectify matters of noncompliance which were identified through the monthly self-
assessments.
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Thirdly, the bill introduces training requirements for gaming nominees, who are the people
responsible for the day-to-day conduct of gaming at gaming machine venues. In future, applicants for a
gaming nominee licence must provide written evidence to the chief executive of having successfully
completed an approved training course. In addition, all existing nominees will need to have completed a
training course by 1 January 2006. This amendment will ensure that nominees have the skills and
competencies needed to ensure the conduct of gaming is in accordance with the act. Initially, the course
will be developed by the Queensland Office of Gaming Regulation with peak industry bodies. Training
will be coordinated by the Queensland Hotels Association and Clubs Queensland.

The bill also amends the Gaming Machine Act 1991 by inserting the power for the chief executive
to make standards. This is in addition to the existing power of the chief executive to make guidelines. It
is intended that one of the first uses of standards will be to outline requirements for licensees in relation
to the need to have an accounting package and email and internet access. Those requirements will
assist licensees in their internal management as well as with their interaction with the Queensland Office
of Gaming Regulation.

The second main objective of the bill is to amend the principal pieces of gambling legislation to
continue the improvement of the state’s gambling legislation to ensure consistency across the
legislation. In this regard, the bill amends the gaming acts to enhance consistency across the provisions
relating to the appointment of inspectors, control system requirements, regulation-making powers and
delegation of powers. While the existing provisions for these areas have the same objective, any
variation in the content and drafting style has the potential for different interpretation. A standardised
approach to these provisions will benefit everyone using the legislation.

The third main element of the bill relates to legislation which was introduced by the Beattie
government in 2004 to implement a legislative model for a new exclusions regime for people
experiencing problems controlling their gambling behaviour. In particular, the bill clarifies reporting
requirements relating to the exclusions regime.

In this regard, the bill amends the Gambling Legislation Amendment Act 2004 to provide for new
amendments to the Casino Control Act 1982, the Gaming Machine Act 1991, the Interactive Gambling
(Player Protection) Act 1998, the Keno Act 1996 and the Wagering Act 1998 to allow the chief executive
to request information every six months about the exclusion of persons from the licensee’s licensed
premises under a self-exclusion order or an exclusion direction. The collection of this information will
allow for an assessment of the level of use of the scheme. It will also assist to identify any patterns
associated with exclusions that may require alterations to Queensland’s existing comprehensive
package of responsible gambling measures. 

The bill also removes the obligation under the Casino Control Act 1982 and the Gambling
Legislation Amendment Act 2004 for gambling providers to forward copies of exclusion notices, orders,
directions and revocations to the chief executive. The obligation for gambling providers to forward
notices of attempts to contravene self-exclusion orders or exclusion directions will also be removed. I
must stress that licensees will still be required to maintain all of that information. All that is changing is
the requirement to forward all of the information to the chief executive on an ad hoc basis. Instead,
gambling providers will forward consolidated reports to the chief executive every six months.

The bill also provides for amendments to the Gaming Machine Act 1991 to give the Queensland
Gaming Commission, following receipt of an application, the ability to extend the maximum period for
installing and operating gaming machines by an extra year from the existing maximum of two years after
a gaming machine licence is granted. To be granted this extension, the licensee would need to satisfy
the Queensland Gaming Commission that there are exceptional circumstances under which the
extension is necessary. These circumstances may arise where the licensed premises are part of a large
and complex development or redevelopment or may be due to an unusual combination of occurrences
such as complex approval processes, unusual shortages of materials or skilled labour, and atypical
weather patterns. It is expected that such an extension would only be granted on rare occasions and
would not be available to the great majority of licensees, who would be expected to be able to install and
make operational gaming machines within the time frame already provided.

Finally, the bill would further provide for minor amendments to the Gaming Machine Act 1991 in
relation to money clearances and seals on gaming equipment and includes a series of minor technical
and consequential amendments.

This bill improves the consistency and clarity of gambling regulation in Queensland. In so doing, it
maintains the high standards of probity, integrity and community benefit that Queenslanders have come
to expect from the conduct of gaming in this state. I commend the bill to the House.

Debate, on motion of Mr Seeney, adjourned. 
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PRIVATE EMPLOYMENT AGENTS BILL

First Reading
Hon. TA BARTON (Waterford—ALP) (Minister for Employment, Training and Industrial Relations)

(11.40 am): I present a bill for an act about private employment agents. I present the explanatory notes,
and I move—
That the bill be now read a first time.

Motion agreed to.

Second Reading
Hon. TA BARTON (Waterford—ALP) (Minister for Employment, Training and Industrial Relations)

(11.41 am): I move—
That the bill be now read a second time. 

As a result of a review in 2000, the Private Employment Agents Act 1983 is due to expire on 26
April this year. The legislation before us—the Private Employment Agents Bill 2005—sets out a code of
conduct for private employment agents that follows lengthy consultation with all sections of the industry.
The object of the legislation is to establish a framework that promotes ethical conduct by private
employment agents in dealing with job seekers. The bill also encourages private employment agents to
provide high-quality placement and recruitment services for job seekers and employers.

Consultation was held with members of the Employment Agents Advisory Committee (EAAC), set
up after the 2000 review to formulate a draft code of conduct to regulate agents after the expiry of the
act. EAAC member organisations include the Queensland Council of Unions, Kubler Auckland
Management, the Media Entertainment and Arts Alliance, and Recruitment and Consulting Services
Association Ltd. They support the legislation.

The continued regulation of employment agents has been identified by Queensland Treasury as a
requirement of national competition policy. Accordingly, a public benefits test minor review of the future
regulation of employment agents was conducted in 2004. Both government and industry representatives
determined that the best method of regulation for the industry was by a statutory code of conduct and
the abolition of licensing. This form of regulation offers the most benefits for clients and the industry
while meeting the requirements of both the Employment Agents Advisory Committee and national
competition policy. The licensing of agents becomes redundant because the new regulation will ensure
that the government’s consumer protection objectives are met. It also removes a significant barrier to
entry to the industry, which backs our commitment to NCP principles. 

The major issue raised by EAAC members was whether an entirely voluntary code would be
effective in providing for all the matters prescribed by the act—especially in relation to the disciplining of
agents. It was argued strongly that any code would require legislative underpinning to effectively deal
with such matters. 

The bill will also result in a financial benefit for private employment agents as they will no longer
pay a licensing fee. In 2002-03, the last full year of licensing renewal due to the imminent expiry of the
legislation, $280,000 in licence fees was collected. This money will instead remain in the pockets of
private employment agents. 

The code sets out standards of service and conduct for agents which if not adhered to leave the
agent liable to prosecution and, in extreme or repeated cases, being barred from operation by
injunction.

The proposed code provides general rules of conduct for the industry, including the general
responsibilities of agents. These touch on:
• knowledge of the relevant legislation; 
• the need to act honestly, fairly and professionally; 
• ensuring their employees comply with the act; 
• maintaining standards for ethical dealings by agents with job seekers; 
• ensuring accurate advice is given about employment options; 
• answering client requests about why they are not referred for a particular vacancy; 
• guarding against personal information being indiscriminately or improperly revealed; and
• referring clients to jobs on the basis of job suitability only. Job seekers are not to be referred to

positions within or outside Australia unless they are legally entitled to work in those locations.
Other features of the code prohibit the charging of fees except where permitted by the Industrial

Relations Act 1999. It also prohibits an agent charging fees for the provision of additional services as a
condition for finding work or accepting financial benefits from a third party for referrals to ancillary
services. 
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Agents must keep registers of job seekers, of the employers to whom they are referred and of job
seeker placements. Any publications produced by an agent must include their business name, address
and telephone number, and penalties will apply should an agent publish false information or make false
statements. A copy of the code must be supplied by the agent to all job seekers and an information
statement to all clients.

The regulations provide particular rules of conduct for agents dealing with models and performers
due to the limited allowance of fee charging in this sector of the industry. These rules of conduct relate to
providing specified written information about an engagement to each model or performer, and financial
statements and amounts received by an agent on behalf of a model or performer must be given to them.

The code addresses perhaps the No. 1 problem in the industry as far as consumers are
concerned in that it seeks to overcome a lack of information available to clients. This lack of information,
where workers know less about the services that should be provided to them than agents, was identified
as a major problem in the 2000 review of the act. This deficiency is characterised by job seekers
knowing little about the extent or quality of the placement services that they ought to be able to expect
from an agent until after those services are actually supplied or purchased. This type of market failure is
particularly pertinent if a job seeker is a first-time user of placement services.

The bill and code of conduct strengthen consumer protection in the industry by specifying what
basic services are and are not appropriate. They provide sanctions against those agents who do not
provide services to the acceptable industry standard as a means of encouraging compliance.

The bill before us includes a requirement that agents provide an information statement to each
job seeker at the outset. This statement must be in an approved form drafted by the Employment Agents
Advisory Committee. It must include information about fee-charging restrictions and relevant legislation,
as well as details of where job seekers may lodge complaints. Failure to provide the information
statement or comply with other requirements for service or conduct by agents makes agents liable for
prosecution in the Industrial Magistrates Court.

Other requirements for service or conduct by agents as prescribed in the code include standards
for the use of information about job seekers, matters related to the charging of fees and supply of
financial statements, and record-keeping requirements. There are also penalties for supplying false
information to clients.

The bill includes an additional method of dealing with agents whose conduct may bring the
industry into disrepute. An injunction can be sought from the District Court to restrain an agent from
engaging in the conduct or even from acting as an agent. Grounds for seeking injunctions include
offences against the bill or code or being guilty of defined serious offences, such as offences of a sexual
nature, drug trafficking and violent crimes. The District Court must take into account the circumstances
of the conduct or offence in considering ordering any injunction. Precedents for the use of injunctions as
an enforcement measure in statutory codes of conduct exist in the fitness industry and for property
dealers and motor dealers under the Fair Trading Act 1989 and the Property Agents and Motor Dealers
Act 2000. 

This bill rigorously addresses serious issues that can impact negatively on job seekers and
employers using private employment agents. It provides improved protection to these clients and
signals the government’s concern for all Queenslanders. I commend the bill to the House.

Debate, on motion of Mr Rowell, adjourned. 

SUMMARY OFFENCES BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 28 September 2004 (see p. 2398). 
Mr JOHNSON (Gregory—NPA) (11.50 am): Before I start my contribution to the Summary

Offences Bill, I want to make mention of the events of recent days when I was party to the Queensland
government's trade delegation to the United States and Canada along with the Minister for Police and
Corrective Services, the Hon. Judy Spence, who led that delegation, and other members of the
Queensland parliament who were also party to that allegation. The one thing that I learnt from that
delegation was the criticism that has been levelled at the government trade offices in different parts of
the world. This criticism is levelled by people who are naive and do not understand what is happening. 

Whilst that mission was to gather information on police and corrections and trade initiatives, it
really opened my eyes as to what is happening in the United States and Canada, and not only in the
areas that the minister's delegation pursued. Today I want to pay tribute to the work that Bob Gibbs, the
Queensland trade commissioner in the Americas, is doing in relation to taking Queensland business—
Queensland initiatives—into the Americas. He is not only taking it over there; he is at the forefront to
accommodate people who want to be party to the process in the United States. 
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I know that the minister will make a report on the trade delegation, but this is also an opportunity
for me to make comment. I believe that we have to be more aggressive in our marketing and that we
have to be more aggressive in pursuing these issues. Whilst we were there on police and corrective
services and trade issues, what was highlighted was the importance of that office and the role that office
is playing for Queensland producers and businesses in the Americas. I congratulate the Queensland
government on this, and I congratulate Bob Gibbs and his staff on the work they are doing in the Los
Angeles office and other parts of the United States. 

I say to the minister that she carried out a very, very professional and a very, very able delegation.
She herself has to be commended for the way that she led that delegation and for the purpose that
came out of that delegation. I believe that the way the minister conducted herself and the
professionalism that she showed during that visit is a credit to her, a credit to her government and a
credit to the people of Queensland. 

I turn now to speak to the Summary Offences Bill. This is a very important piece of legislation. I
put on the record at the outset that the National Party opposition supports this piece of legislation. As
the minister said in her second reading speech, many aspects of the former legislation were very
draconian and some of the wording was very draconian and outdated. That former legislation certainly
does not fit into a modern society in 2005. The modern society of 2005 is an educated, civilised society
where people are trying to change things and things are put in different perspectives. 

Before I continue with my contribution on the bill—and I do not want to mention this again—I note
that there has been some criticism in recent days of the police commissioner, Bob Atkinson. The
National Party opposition supports and salutes Bob Atkinson and places him at the top of the integrity
list. He is a great man and a great commissioner. I have heard the Premier say that he is the best
commissioner Queensland has ever had. I will go as far as saying that the last two commissioners have
been on the same stage. I really believe that the former commissioner, Jim O'Sullivan, along with the
current commissioner, Bob Atkinson, have taken the Queensland Police Service to the forefront of
police services in the world. Their leadership, professionalism and sincerity in doing their job, whether it
be during a conservative government or a Labor government, cannot be disputed. I say today to the
people of Queensland and to the members of this parliament that we are very, very lucky to have Bob
Atkinson. 

I say to Bob Atkinson that I support him in everything he does and I support the members of his
Police Service, regardless of where they live in this great state of ours. The police do a fantastic job
under very difficult circumstances. I hope that this piece of legislation goes a long way towards enabling
our police to do their job more effectively and, as the minister said in her second reading speech, to
make our state safer, to make the homes of our residents safer, to make the businesses of our residents
safer and to make the general community in which we live safer. 

I ask people to spare a thought for the police because it is not an easy job. It is always very easy
to criticise. They are out there doing the best they can. I know that there are flaws in the Police Service.
I know that there are flaws in every service, but we are only human and we are trying to do the best we
can. 

However, there are many aspects of this legislation that do need canvassing. The real issue can
be found in the summary of provisions in the new bill, including offences relating to common use of
public spaces. This section preserves the principle that the public should be able to lawfully use and
pass through public places without interference or nuisance from other people. Under the bill, a person
commits a public nuisance offence if they are disorderly, offensive, threatening or violent in any way,
interfere with—or are likely to interfere with—the enjoyment of a public place and use offensive,
obscene, indecent or threatening language. The bill prescribes that public nuisance offences will be
reviewed by the CMC within one year of operation. 

This is a very important part of this legislation because it protects the ordinary citizen who is going
about his or her business from interference by a person who is being disorderly, whether it be a drunk or
a general humbug in the community. Enough is enough. We have seen it in recent times and we have
seen it over the years. Again, I think that this is the important aspect of this legislation. 

Begging or encouraging a child to beg remains an offence. Charities will be allowed to continue to
solicit donations, and buskers authorised by a local government are also to be exempt. I do pick up one
thing in the legislation. In the early days, legislation placed the responsibility for the policing of drinking
in public places back on to local governments. We now need hard and fast laws. We need legislation
that is set in granite by this House, and which will ensure that local government is implementing the
same legislation. I believe that we will see different aspects of it changed and the change will be relative
to the local government areas that we live in, whether it be Townsville, Mount Isa, the Gold Coast, Dalby,
Longreach, Emerald or Biloela. We have to have one rule to fit all. This is where we sometimes see
people breaking down the legislation, as such, to suit their own requirements. 

I see that the minister has set penalties in relation to offences in this legislation. This is very good
because it points it out; it says it in dollar terms. It is not saying it in penalty units. It is telling the general
public that the government is fair dinkum. It is giving the police the tools to implement this legislation and
to get on with the job of making our society safer. That is what we are about: trying to create that safer
society. 
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In the House this morning the minister made reference to zero tolerance. Whilst zero tolerance
has been a key initiative of the police department in New York, it has not got crime down totally. The
issue here is that when we talk about zero tolerance we are talking about being able to put a heavier
concentration of police into areas where we do have high levels of crime, whether it is the CBD of
Brisbane, whether it is the Valley, whether it is schoolies week on the Gold Coast or wherever it maybe.
I am not picking on the school kids either; do not get me wrong. There is always an element that wants
to come in and cause that humbug and be a criminal influence on those young kids who are enjoying
themselves.

That is exactly and precisely where we are coming from in relation to zero tolerance. It is
absolutely paramount that the police, whether it is the commissioner, the assistant commissioner or the
inspector who is in charge, can allocate the necessary resources to the area in question. They need to
be able to say, ‘We need a heavier concentration for a particular purpose and we are going to have a
heavier concentration’, whether it is the CBD in Brisbane on Friday and Saturday night, the Gold Coast
during schoolies week, or some other major event in some other part of the state. I believe that is what
the people of Queensland want. 

The offence involving the entering of property is a very good part of this legislation. The purpose
of this provision is such that it is going to give people that sense of knowing that they are going to be
safe in their homes. We see situations where our elderly people are confined to their homes; they lock
themselves in their homes because there is an element out there that do not care, that have no respect
for themselves let alone anybody else. This legislation will create an environment in which police will be
able to perform more of an observer role in making sure that people are safe. 

The other day in New York we saw an elderly lady going across about four lanes of traffic on a
walking frame and we thought 'poor old darling'. It could be any one of us in time to come. There was a
bloody great bus bearing down on her and none of us wanted to look because we did not know what
was going to happen. There in New York was an old lady out in a public place, going about her
business, enjoying her life. But here in Brisbane, unfortunately, many elderly people lock themselves up
in their homes. That has to change, and I believe that this legislation will bring about that change. We
mean business. The opposition supports this legislation. We want to ensure that we protect the citizens
of our society, whether it is in their homes, in their businesses, in the streets or going to the movies in
the CBD of Brisbane at 9 o’clock on a Friday night or Saturday night. 

A couple of days ago my wife and I had occasion to have lunch down in a little restaurant in the
mall. There were a number of women in that restaurant enjoying lunch. I mentioned to Robyn that it was
lovely to see these people coming together to enjoy the inner city. They probably do it once a week or
once a month. People have to be encouraged to do that at any time of the day or night. 

Ms Nelson-Carr: What happened to the old lady? Did the old lady get knocked over? 
Mr JOHNSON: No, she got across the road. The bus pulled up and let her go. It is a fantastic

story.
The point I make is that it is very important that we create a safe environment. That can only

happen if we give the police the tools to create that safe environment. That is why I support zero
tolerance in these situations. We all want our communities to be safer. I said on radio last week—and I
do not make any apologies for it—we cannot afford to have an image painted of Brisbane, the Gold
Coast and Cairns as not being safe. These are our icons. When people come to these parts of
Queensland from overseas or interstate, or even Townsville or Rockhampton, these are our main
attractions and it is absolutely paramount that we paint a picture that encourages these people to come.
There will certainly be problems with our businesses if that image prevails. Our businesses will lose
money. That is not a situation we want in Queensland. We are trying to create an environment in which
we are generating jobs and creating a good quality of life. 

Police must be supported by worthwhile government backup to enable them to implement this
policy. The law must be created so that it is set in granite, so that local government cannot set its own
guidelines and water down or toughen up legislation. It is absolutely paramount that police are not
treated as political pawns but are treated and respected as professionals who execute their duty and
responsibility without looking over their shoulder. 

In relation to zero tolerance, it is not too much to ask that we have a friendly and secure
environment for all people; we do not want to see Brisbane or any of our other showcase cities being
frequented by people in a drunken and irresponsible state. That will not only turn clean, free living
people away but also put fear into many who venture into the areas in question. We must develop and
nurture pride in our communities and together we must change the negative attitude and antisocial
behaviour of some elements of our society to give our state an image of security, friendship and
prosperity. If we have to wear the stigma associated with antisocial behaviour, it is going to have long-
term dire consequences on the livability and prosperity of our cities and the enjoyment of life of our
citizens. 
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In some cases the bone has been pointed at young people accusing them of being society drop-
outs, uneducated and derelict nobody's. But many of the people who are causing these problems in the
streets are not coming from a broken home or a low socioeconomic background; many of them are very
well-educated people who get a gutful of soup, a bit of Dutch courage, and become 10-feet tall and
bulletproof and want to make somebody else's life a misery. This is good legislation if it can prevent
these situations. It takes a drunk person to speak a sober person's mind. If we have a Police Service
that can straighten a situation out, it might change these people’s mentality and their way of thinking. I
certainly support this legislation and I think the majority of members of this parliament support it. 

Many of these people that we are talking about certainly need to be refocused and re-educated
on what living in a good community is all about. If they think that way, if they want to take on Mohammed
Ali, we will find out how courageous they really are. 

The issue of zero tolerance has been canvassed fairly thoroughly. I have listened to what the
police commissioner has had to say in relation to this matter. I think commonsense is returning to the
debate. Now that the issue has been highlighted I think it is something that we can address together.
Making a political football out of this issue is not helpful. What we have to do is make certain that we
address the problem.

It is impossible to put a price on the loss of quality of life from the fear of crime which ultimately
affects many people every day. I made mention a while ago of elderly people. It also affects
businesspeople; people with coffee shops in town who are probably closing them down through fear of
losing business, as they have to pay overtime penalties and so on; movie theatres; and taxi drivers who
do not want to venture in and pick up people in these areas late at night. I bet that there would not be a
member of this House who has not been in a cab where the driver has said, ‘I don’t drive there anymore.
I don’t work that hour of the night anymore.’ We have to change that mentality. We have to change that
culture. We have to make certain that our cities, our towns and our communities in Queensland are the
safest in the nation, and I believe that we can do that.

The other issue I will touch on today relates to the courts. Members may think this is not part of
the legislation, but it is no good the police doing their work dutifully and ably if the courts do not carry out
their responsibilities. People in this state who violate the law and commit crimes have to be sentenced.
They have to pay for the crime they have committed. 

As a young fellow, my father always told me, ‘Son, you should be accountable for your own
actions.' I think that should apply to every person of sound mind who walks freely in the streets of
Queensland today. I say to the people out there who do not want to do the right thing and uphold the law
that they are the ones the jails and institutions will be created for. I hope that the minister for justice is
listening to what I have to say. At the end of the day if these people do not do the time for their crimes
then the police are wasting their time and effort. 

These crimes against society—whether they be theft, murder, rape or armed robbery—are a tax
on our society. They are a tax on every citizen of Queensland. There is the cost of the investigation and
the police resources being channelled into it, the costs of running the courts, the costs of the legal
profession and the cost of running the jails. It causes people to lose their businesses and it hurts
families and individuals. Crime is a cancer of society. I believe this legislation will go a long way towards
correcting a lot of the petty crime that should never occur. 

I draw the minister's attention to the issue of trespassing on a property. This is a very good aspect
of the legislation. Under this legislation if a person enters a property that is adjacent to a road or is
fenced off—it is a bit like going into somebody's yard for no reason—they can be prosecuted. I would
ask the minister to comment on one aspect. In some of the areas that I represent there are no fences,
especially along the road, and people pull over and camp. I have done it myself at night when I have
been tired. I pull over and camp on the side of the road or 100 yards off the road. The point I make is: is
that going to be in violation of this legislation? 

A lot of people in western areas will camp by a creek overnight and move on the next day. They
are there as innocent citizens doing the right thing and going about their business. A couple of these
issues have to be clarified so that people know that they are in the right. I think it is important we
recognise that, while it will be the responsibility of the police to execute this legislation when passed,
there will need to be flexibility in some areas. 

I think we have canvassed many of the issues. The possession of an implement in a motor car for
the protection of oneself incites violence. I know that people have talked about this in the past. These
are the sorts of things that we do not need to entertain. I know that other police work goes hand in hand
with traffic work. We are seeing instances of road rage. People do get upset from time to time, but the
old adage ‘patience is a virtue' is important. I hope that we will not see this element of the legislation
enacted. 

Some of the offences repealed include: the telling of fortunes, allowing a wife to declare her
husband a habitual drunk, detaining a person who is found to be masked, wearing slippers or dressed in
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disguise or having in their possession a torch or matches. These are very important aspects of the
legislation. 

Concern has been expressed by Legal Aid as well as other public defenders that the new laws
relating to public nuisance offences were too broad and would create difficulties for police charged with
enforcing these laws. For example, in the bill it says that a person must not be drunk in a public place.
Strict enforcement could mean police have to charge every drunk on their way home from a hotel. This
is where I think there needs to be some flexibility for police in enforcing the legislation. This results in a
degree of uncertainty for both the community and police as to what type of behaviours will be
criminalised. 

What this emphasises is the need for this government to enact tough legislation that makes it very
clear for the police performing their role by providing them with the powers to crack down on the type of
drunken and thuggish behaviour that we have witnessed in recent times not only in Brisbane but also in
other areas of the state from time to time. I think it is good legislation. As I said at the outset, and as the
minister said in her second reading speech, we have to make certain that we give the police the ability to
make our state safer. I have great pleasure in supporting this piece of legislation. 

Mr SHINE (Toowoomba North—ALP) (12.15 pm): At the outset, I congratulate the member for
Gregory and the opposition on their support for the Summary Offences Bill and the member for Gregory
for his support for the Commissioner of Police, Mr Atkinson. His remarks about him are universally held
by all members of this House, I am sure. The honourable member mentioned his trip to the United
States. It is true that travel does broaden the mind. I am glad to hear him inform us of the worthwhile
things he learnt during his recent trip with the minister. 

This bill is important legislation. It is designed to update the law in Queensland as it affects many
people in their daily lives. There was criticism of the existing Vagrants, Gaming and Other Offences Act
in an article by Tamara Walsh in the Law Society magazine Proctor of February 2004. The points made
related to the changing attitudes of the courts, particularly to obscene language. She stated—
... the courts in recent years have concluded that very few words or combinations of words may still be considered ‘obscene' in the
context of modern social life. 
Also, many commentators, including judges, have noted that offensive language charges are generally only brought in
circumstances where the ‘language' was directed at police. The courts have implored police to be more tolerant of such language,
particularly since they tend to use the same words themselves, and to accept that being exposed to a bit of bad language every
now and then ‘comes with the territory'. 

They are commonsense comments. It is to be hoped that the police in the enforcement of the
legislation will take those sorts of sentiments into account particularly because the courts certainly do. 

Other behaviour such as public urination can be offensive in some instances but inoffensive in
others, particularly where there is no choice. The article refers to the fact that some people are more
vulnerable than others—for example, homeless people, Indigenous people and young people. In certain
circumstances these groups are forced to be present in public places because they do not have access
to private space. The normal exigencies of life tend to expose them more to risk under legislation of this
nature. I commend that article to members of the House and to the minister for further consideration. 

The bill itself raises some interesting areas of reform. It is the case that many people living in
Queensland were unaware of some of the proscriptions that prevailed in our society. One that is of
interest is the offence of begging, an issue which has been raised in discussions of recent times. My
own view of this is that, as members of society going up and down the streets of the city of Brisbane, it
is annoying to be interrupted or approached by people being guilty of this offence. At the same time, of
course, one's heart does go out to people who are having to beg for food or for sustenance. Whilst there
are many who are not in that category who do beg, there are obviously some who are. It is an
unfortunate indication that poverty still does exist in Queensland.

I turn now to another offence referred to in the bill—that is, in relation to entering farming land,
which I was not aware of. This provision provides that a person must not unlawfully enter or remain on
land used for things such as grazing and farming. I do not know why farming is particularly privileged in
this regard, and the minister may at some stage during the course of the debate indicate to the House
why this privilege exists. One would ask the question as to why that would not cover domestic homes or
factories or places of business.

Mr Johnson: A good aspect, Kerry; a very good aspect.
Mr SHINE: I take the interjection. The bill also refers to unregulated higher risk activities such as

parachuting, hang-gliding, bungee jumping, abseiling and so forth from a building or structure.
Mr Johnson: That won't affect me in any way! 
Mr SHINE: Definitely not me either, especially from aeroplanes. It would be instructive to the

general public to know that these activities are not something that one can do—if they ever wanted to—
but are in fact illegal. It would also be instructive for the public to know that carrying instruments in
relation to graffiti will become illegal, and that is bringing the law up to date with a need for the police to
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be able to do something about that offence prior to it being committed or in the process of it being
committed.

With regard to body piercing, the bill describes in some detail what we are referring to. It will be
important that people—the law relates to minors—be informed of the severe penalties, including six
months imprisonment, that will apply if performing body piercing on minors on certain areas of their
bodies. Likewise, with respect to tattooing, severe penalties will apply for the tattooing of a minor—
again, up to six months imprisonment—where the mark is of a permanent or semipermanent nature.

I was also interested to read, particularly in light of the speech this morning by the member for
Southport, that it will be an offence to place a false advertisement with regard to births, deaths and
marriages. Whilst someone with a macabre sense of humour might think that it would be funny to place
a false advertisement concerning somebody's death, marriage, engagement or intention to marry, they
should be cognisant of the provision in the bill advising that six months imprisonment will be one of the
possible consequences of committing that offence.

One provision of the bill which I think is really relevant, unfortunately in a way, to modern times is
the offence relating to the sale of potential harmful things, particularly in relation to inhalants—in other
words, chroming. I am very pleased that the minister has addressed this problem in our society as best
she can. It is a difficult one. It will be a difficult one for the police to enforce. Proving intention and things
of that nature are always difficult for courts of law, but it is a start. I commend the minister for that effort.
As the Premier and others often say, we are talking about young people frying their brains when it
comes to these offences.

Finally, in terms of the particulars of the bill, I note the fact that throwing things at sporting events
is now a specific offence—that is, beer cans and so on. We are aware that that is something that
unfortunately is prevalent at some sporting events. It is appropriate that a severe penalty—again, six
months imprisonment or 10 penalty units—can be imposed in that event.

In conclusion, I congratulate the minister for bringing these reforms to the House and bringing this
area of the law up to date and into the 21st century. These are indications of the government's intention
and commitment to being hard on crime. It is pertinent to also mention that the government is anxious to
attack the causes of crime, and I will give some instances in my area of Toowoomba. Measures are
being introduced to ensure that the PCYC is enhanced and that there is a peer program helping young
Indigenous people get involved in the PCYC in Toowoomba. We are trying to set up a community centre
at Wilsonton, an area in which young people have not had a lot to do a lot of the time. The government
is also supporting the Toowoomba City Council with the city safe system of camera monitoring and
items of this nature. Hand in hand with making the laws tough and the penalties tough, it is also
important to do what we can to attack the causes of crime. I commend the government in that regard. 

Mr LANGBROEK (Surfers Paradise—Lib) (12.26 pm): I rise to speak to the Summary Offences
Bill 2004. In doing so, I offer the Liberal Party's support for this bill, albeit with a number of reservations.
I want to say at the outset that comments by anyone that the Liberal Party is using police for political
purposes or that we are in any way having a go at the Police Service are wrong and completely
inflammatory. The work of the Police Service is outstanding. Having been on the Surfers Paradise
Community Consultative Committee for five years and dealing with police in the area, I know the
wonderful work they do. These people are friends of mine and have been patients, and they are
wonderful members of the community. I am just saddened when a member of the community comes to
the community consultative committee to ask why their house break-in was not attended to or why their
hooning concern was overlooked and the police have to tell them that there were more important things
on at the time. Sadly, this is another way of saying that there are not enough police. Any disagreement
between the Queensland Liberals and the police minister is exactly that and it is not a slight on the
police department, which is doing wonderful work under trying circumstances.

Essentially, the bill cleans up some of the very outdated sections of the Vagrants, Gaming and
Other Offences Act. This is obviously very important for the upkeep and relevance of this legislation. I
am also very pleased that the government is taking a strong stance on antisocial behaviour and
incidents of crime that can lead to more serious offences. It has been a strong stance of mine since I
was elected that the moral capital of society needs to be protected, and whatever we can do in this
place to ensure that that civility is maintained should be done. This bill addresses some of the most
uncivil yet sadly common behaviour that we see on our streets today. The behaviour I am describing is
of the kind that is contained in the public nuisance section of this bill. Such behaviour, while not overtly
criminal or destructive, does erode the fabric of society and our perceptions of the world we live in. As
such, this behaviour needs to be deterred and kept in check.

Similarly, this behaviour generally, though not always, committed by younger people with nothing
better to do with their time can be indicative of a personality that will be involved in more serious
offences down the track. By monitoring and punishing this behaviour early, there is a greater chance
that it will prevent crime later in life. I also do not have any problems with the provisions regarding
begging or wilful exposure. I am particularly pleased with the explanation and the division of the wilful
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exposure provisions. I think this clears up the existing situation considerably and the penalties seem fair
for the offences outlined.

With regard to clause 10, although I realise that this is just a replication of section 164(2) of the
Liquor Act 1992, I have a problem with the wording and possible misuse of this section. It may be that
this provision is used in a general sense as an excuse to move on someone who is being a general
nuisance and happens to be drunk. In the absence of any other reason to move on the person, section
164(2) could be used. However, the wording is very tight and leaves little to the interpretation of a given
set of circumstances. For example, if someone has been drinking at a nightclub and is then refused
service on the basis that they are drunk, they might then decide to make their way home. Whether they
walk home, walk to and wait in a cab or bus line, or if they wait on the side of a street for a sober friend
to pick them up, they have to spend some time in public. I would not like to see someone fined $150 if
they are not causing a disturbance, not carrying alcohol, and are doing the responsible thing by heading
home, but just fined because they are clearly drunk. I ask the minister to consider a rewording of this
clause. 

Section 164(1) of the Liquor Act deals with disorderly behaviour in a licensed premises and
carries a maximum penalty of 25 penalty units. Perhaps a similar clause can be drafted for a
disturbance outside licensed premises. The same end can be achieved by a more tightly worded clause.
Being drunk in a public place, while a nuisance, is not necessarily the targeted offence; it is the crime
and disorder that goes along with people in that state of inebriation. Some of this violence has been
seen over the past few weeks, particularly in the CBD. We need to ensure that we are putting in new
legislation that is aimed at addressing the real problem and is not able to be interpreted in a manner that
was not contemplated by those in this House. 

For safety and litigation reasons, I have no problems with the clauses that deal with trespass and
high-risk activities. I have no sympathy for those who do highly dangerous things, such as jumping off
buildings, and who may get hurt because they did not seek the proper approvals and take the
appropriate precautions. Unfortunately, such people sometimes receive payouts of a substantial
magnitude and this should not happen. To some degree, this legislation will stop that. 

I am also concerned that clause 15, which relates to the possession of an implement that could
be used unlawfully, may have an impractical interpretation. On reading the clause and then reading the
explanatory notes, I do not see how a person in the possession of a metal bar in their car could be
considered to be in violation of that clause, yet a person with the same metal bar in their house is not
considered to be in violation. Although it is made clear that a person with the metal bar must have the
intent to use it when they are annoyed by another driver—and the reference to the person in the home
was that such a person would use the implement for self-defence—what of the person who has the
metal bar in their car for self-defence? As rightly implied by the explanatory notes, in considering such a
situation, road rage is a big issue. So just as a person may have an implement to hurt someone,
perhaps a person will have an implement in their car in order to prevent them from being hurt. I would
hate to see such a person fined under this clause. Moreover, I find it difficult to imagine a situation where
a police officer would be able to tell the difference between a person with such an implement who has
the intent to hurt people with it and a person with such an implement who has the intent to use it for self-
defence. 

As for the rest of the bill, I find few problems with it. I particularly commend the minister for the
graffiti provisions. If nothing else, graffiti seems to be the one thing that leads to other crimes. The less
graffiti, the less crime. That is the case for a range of reasons. I have been a strong campaigner for
tougher penalties for those who commit graffiti. I mentioned it in my maiden speech. So it is good to see
the provisions relating to graffiti in this bill. With those reservations, I commend the bill to the House. 

Mr ENGLISH (Redlands—ALP) (12.33 pm): On Saturday, 19 February I attended a service to
honour the life of Paul Bernard Markham. Paul was born on 28 August 1981. He spent a significant
period of his life growing up on the beautiful Macleay Island. Paul's childhood on Macleay Island was
spent being surrounded by friends and family, tasting the delights of the southern bay islands and
Moreton Bay. Unfortunately, I did not personally know Paul Markham, but I have spoken to many people
who did know Paul, including Steve, his soccer coach. At the service family members, teachers and
friends spoke glowingly about Paul. The consistent and lasting image of Paul is of a young lad who
enjoyed life and valued his friends and family. Everyone who knew Paul says how he was prepared to
go out of his way to help others. 

Paul also understood that, whilst he was enjoying his life, he had a responsibility to his God and
to assist others. Paul fulfilled these obligations. I would like to place on the public record my personal
condolences to Paul's parents, Roy and Pam; Paul's siblings, Jodie, Aaron, Lorne and Heath; and also
Paul's many, many friends on their loss. Our community is a much poorer place for his passing. 

The circumstances surrounding Paul's death are currently before the court, so I will not comment
further. As everyone knows, humans are flawed beings. No government can prevent people from
committing crime. Despite the best efforts of our churches and the best efforts of our governments,
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humans commit sin. Because of that, no government can make any place absolutely safe. Our
government is taking steps to improve the level of safety that is experienced by all Queenslanders. 

I have previously spoken in this parliament about the lack of credibility Councillor Newman has in
relation to law and order. Not only does Councillor Newman want to tell the police how to do their job;
now he also wants to tell the police where they should be stationed. I support the National Party member
for Gregory in his support for the police commissioner, Bob Atkinson. Policing decisions should be left to
Commissioner Atkinson and not left to Councillor Newman. I know that the residents of my electorate
are looking forward to the expansion of the Redland Bay Police Station with the subsequent increase in
staff numbers. I do not want Councillor Newman to divert staff from Redland Bay to the city. I am quite
comfortable leaving staffing allocations to the commissioner and not Councillor Newman. 

I would also like to support the statements made by both Premier Beattie and the member for
Gregory that excessive alcohol consumption is a significant factor in relation to many crimes that are
committed in both the city and elsewhere, including the Redlands. I have said many times that we all
have a responsibility to try to improve the situation. As legislators we have a role, and this bill that we
are currently debating is a step towards making our communities safer. The publicans and bar staff also
have a responsibility to not serve people who are intoxicated. As parents, we should be trying to teach
our children about moderation in all things. As people, we have a role to intervene and support our
friends who may be consuming too much alcohol and to take them to a place of safety. Only together
can we really make our communities safer. 

The Summary Offences Bill is extremely wide ranging. Because of that, I would like to focus just
on the aspects of the bill that relate to what is commonly referred to as street offences. Clause 5 states
that the objective of division 1 is to ensure that members of the public should be able to lawfully use and
pass through public places without interference from the unlawful acts of nuisance committed by other
people. People often talk about rights—‘I have the right to do this, I have the right to do that.' With rights
come responsibilities. People have a responsibility, when they are in public, to behave in a reasonable
manner and to not unduly affect the enjoyment by others of that public space. I ask some civil
libertarians to acknowledge that with rights come responsibilities. It is important to have a balance.
Every person should have the right to use public spaces without feeling intimidated or being in fear of
assault or molestation. The Beattie government will be firm on those people who break the law and, by
so doing, interfere with the lives of innocent people who are using our public spaces. No quarter should
be expected or will be given to offenders. 

In terms of ensuring a person's safe use of public space, clause 6 creates the offence of public
nuisance and defines what constitutes the offence. It is not a difficult clause to understand. It clearly
addresses all of those instances where a public nuisance may be caused. However, so there is no
mistake and the courts are aware of what this parliament intends, the minister has included in the
explanatory notes examples of what constitutes a public nuisance offence. The inclusion of these
examples does not limit a court, but it guides a court in determining what is a public nuisance offence.

The explanatory notes merely list those things that the courts should take into account. Every
member of this House will agree that the behaviour mentioned in the explanatory notes is offensive to all
reasonable people. The examples include behaviour such as a person calling another person by an
offensive name in a shopping centre or a public park. There are certainly examples of the language
given in the explanatory notes, and I shall not and cannot repeat that language here. Other examples
are a person using obscene language in a mall or a street, a person disrupting a church service by using
language offensive to persons at that service or to persons who are gathering for the service, or to
persons who are outside a place of worship after a service. 

We have seen examples of people standing around encouraging others to fight. That behaviour
will be stopped. Another example of behaviour mentioned in the explanatory notes is a person running
over the roofs of parked cars. Another example is a person engaging in an act of sexual intercourse in
view of others in a public place. We have many beautiful places around Queensland, but I think there
are enough private places for people to indulge in that behaviour. 

Other examples are a person urinating in view of another in a public place and a person walking
past persons dining and interfering with a person's food. With the beautiful weather we have here in
Queensland we have seen an explosion in outdoor eating. The behaviour of someone walking past and
dipping their fingers into a bowl of soup or in a meal is not going to be tolerated. 

Another example is a person seeking money or property from another in a manner that causes a
person to be intimidated, have concern about their safety or such as to cause a person to leave that
public place. Another example is behaving in a manner that might cause another person to leave a
public place. 

Clause 8 is intended to deter the practice of persons in public places begging for money, goods or
soliciting donations. Additionally, it applies to causing, procuring or encouraging a child to do the same.
People who loiter in public places in order to beg money or goods, such as cigarettes, from passers-by
often choose softer targets such as women or elderly people who are more likely to be intimidated and
acquiesce. This type of behaviour is unacceptable. Any person who has walked along inner-city streets
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and has been confronted by a person asking for money may have experienced a feeling of intimidation
as a result of the manner in which the demand is made. This provision will ensure the police can take
action against those persons who often beg for money for no other reason than that it is an easier option
than working for a living. Conversely, it is recognised that charities rely on funds collected from the
general public and they should continue to be allowed to do so, provided the requisite permit has been
obtained by a charity registered under the Collections Act 1966. I am sure that the people who represent
these true charities approach people in a manner that would not cause offence or alarm. Similarly,
persons who have been authorised by a local government to busk in a public space are also exempt. 

Clause 9 creates a clear differentiation between situations where a person wilfully exposes
himself or herself for the purpose of urination and attempts to find a place out of public view for that
purpose as opposed to those who expose themselves for shock value or for sexual gratification.
Consequently, where a person, without reasonable excuse, urinates in public a maximum penalty of two
penalty units will apply. It is intended that this simpliciter portion of the offence will apply where a person
intends to urinate out of public view but, through circumstances at the time, is viewed by a member of
the public. A circumstance of aggravation carrying a maximum penalty of 40 penalty units or one year
imprisonment will apply where a person commits the offence so as to offend or embarrass another
person. Instances of this nature would include a person urinating in the full view of members of the
public—for example, against a building in the Queen Street Mall—or a person exposing himself or
herself to a member of the public for the purposes of shocking that member of the public or for the
purpose of sexual gratification. I am not condoning the behaviour, but there is a significant difference in
intent between someone who climbs through some bushes to urinate and tries to take steps—quite
unsuccessfully, given that they might be intoxicated and therefore their judgment is somewhat impaired
at the time—to get out of public view and someone who just does not care what the public thinks and
behaves in that manner in the clear view of the public. 

Clause 10 creates the offence of being drunk in a public place. This clause replaces section 164
of the Liquor Act 1992. The clause ensures that a person who is drunk and causing a nuisance to others
can be arrested and diverted to a place of safety. Conversely—this point was not picked up by the
member for Surfers Paradise—a person who is drunk and posing a danger to themselves or who may
be vulnerable to attack from others can also be diverted to a place of safety. 

On behalf of all residents of Queensland, I commend the minister and her staff for preparing this
bill and presenting it to the parliament. I compliment all members of the Queensland Police Service on
what they do 24 hours a day, seven days a week, 365 days a year. They go out there and put their lives
at risk to try to make the Queensland community a safer place. I commend this bill to the House. 

Miss SIMPSON (Maroochydore—NPA) (12.44 pm): The Summary Offences Bill clarifies and
updates a large range of summary offences which police are able to take action on. It enables public
order offences and minor criminal offences to be heard and determined in the Magistrates Court. 

I will make reference to some local issues on the Sunshine Coast. Recently a lot of attention has
been given to the Brisbane debacle and the violence that has broken out in the CBD. Partnerships
between police, Liquor Licensing, Maroochy Shire Council and the community are the reason
Mooloolaba has not been on the front page for the same level of violence Brisbane has recently faced.
However, that situation has not come easily and it is always fragile due to resources. It takes a lot of
effort. It takes a lot of work from Mooloolaba Safe, which is a coordinating body involving community
representatives, police, Liquor Licensing and the council. There is a great deal of concern that police
resources have not been sufficient. 

The reasons Mooloolaba Safe has been perhaps so successful are the ability to target areas and
say that there are better local community solutions plus the employment of special police. The concern
is that an appropriate number of police have not been made available or allocated on the police roster to
deal with the growing concerns about how to maintain public safety, particularly in tourism areas and
particularly in areas where there has been a major change in the way dining and drinking affect the
public arena. 

Mooloolaba is a wonderful area, but it is typical of a problem which is emerging in other tourism
areas—that is, the mixture of licensed premises, people who tend to drink late, the lack of Liquor
Licensing officers and the lack of police officers to deal with the social problems that arise, particularly
on the streets late at night. When we have had adequate police specials to supplement the rostered
police numbers at Mooloolaba, it has made a significant difference. In conjunction with the outstanding
ability of the local council ranger, Pat Quinn, the solutions have been more targeted. That does not
mean there have not been problems. It means, as I said earlier, that the fight to maintain safety on the
streets has been fought through a lot of effort and through payment by local ratepayers to add to what
they believe has been insufficient state resources. 

I recently had a briefing with the police department about the police staffing model. A concern has
been whether this model really takes into account the problems that occur in areas that have high
tourism numbers—high transient numbers that may not necessarily be picked up in census figures. The
model certainly has not picked up recent numbers because of the change in the domestic tourism
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market and the boom areas in this state. I was assured that the tourism component was taken into
account in the policing model, even though actual tourism numbers are not proven. They are estimates,
and I appreciate that it is difficult. However, we still see a real lack of resourcing of policing in these
areas of not only high residential growth but also high day tourism and night tourism presence in the
community. 

The problem is not only in the way the police model is formulated. It is only carving up the cake,
so to speak, of available police numbers. The problem of having enough police in a timely way in these
areas continues to be a major issue. I will continue to raise the need for additional police. I note that,
with the way the police staffing model is formulated, with the givens that have to be factored in, if a
community has won the right to a 24-hour police station, that obviously goes into the base allocation and
it naturally gets first bite of the cherry in the way those numbers are allocated to ensure there is the
threshold number of staff to meet the requirements of a 24-hour station or other particular services.

That is why I would like to raise with the minister the need for more areas with 24-hour stations.
There is a desperate need for a 24-hour police station at Coolum. In the last few years on this part of the
Sunshine Coast tourism and residential growth have put extraordinary pressure on those officers and
the wider police district. At the end of the day, it is the whole police district that feels that pressure as
there is a fight for the reasonable allocation of police numbers. 

I also raise the problem of communities that feel they have to actually employ police specials in
order to bolster what are otherwise inadequate police numbers. I wonder whether the state has actually
looked at how that is taking the pressure off resourcing in some of these areas. Obviously it has been
necessary for the community to do that, but it is not the best option. Some of the offences that occur in
these places—and certainly some of the offences are ones that are identified quite clearly in this bill—
are public nuisance offences, which are time consuming. They may not necessarily be life threatening,
but they are time consuming and they are having a huge impact upon the livability of communities. 

These offences may not be life threatening, and some of these offences may not result in damage
to people's property. However, if they go unchecked, as in the broken window theory of overseas police
experience, it establishes a culture or an environment in which offenders believe that they are not likely
to get caught or that they are not likely to be reined in for their abuses against other people in the
community. Therefore, it escalates, and it can be seen that there is a connection between so-called
minor crime and an environment which cultivates major crime because of the perception by the criminal
element that they are not going to get punished for what they do. 

Juvenile crime is one issue that has been canvassed by the opposition in the parliament this
week. That is not because all juveniles are law breakers but because of a genuine concern that there is
a band of young people who have already progressed to the stage where the seriousness of their
crimes no longer warrants just a slap on the wrist. I have advocated strongly for youth conferencing
where it is appropriate for certain crimes. That is something I was pleased we were able to get
established on the Sunshine Coast after I lobbied for it. Police have said to me that consideration has to
be given to when it is appropriate to have youth conferencing. Obviously it involves the victim being
willing to be involved in that process, so the victim's consent is obviously a very important part of that. 

In the early stages there was some question as to whether youth conferencing was appropriate
for certain types of crimes. From memory, I think one of them was flogging cars. Some of the early
anecdotal evidence was that there were certain crimes where youth conferencing does not work. I am
saying that we should use those measures, where appropriate, to nip in the bud the early stages of
criminal activity, but it would be naive to think that it is appropriate for all circumstances. It requires more
than just policy documents; it requires the appropriate awareness of whether certain types of crimes are
being nipped in the bud by these measures. That is why we have raised our concerns that the figures
are showing clear cases of reoffending with certain types of juvenile crime. 

I have a constituent who recently had his hips broken when he was king-hit by a young thug who
was a juvenile. We are not talking about a minor incident. That constituent of mine was an elderly
gentleman who was taking an early morning walk, his early morning constitutional, and he is still
recovering and still using a walking frame. That dear gentleman is now incapacitated. For some time he
was unable to walk at all, and now he cannot walk unaided. I hope that he will eventually be able to walk
unaided again. It meant that he was unable to be with his family at Christmas time because he was
hospitalised. That was as a result of the actions of a young person who was not just some poor, dear
little offender who needed a tap on the wrist. It was somebody who wilfully and deliberately set out to
attack this gentleman and also threaten other people. 

The penalty that was applied to this young person still has not been made clear to this gentleman,
who has gone through a great deal of distress and a great deal of pain in that time of rebuilding. We
need to talk about these issues because these are real people who are now prisoners in their own
homes or who are incapacitated because of crimes that have been committed against them. In these
circumstances, by law the victims were unable to be present in court to hear the outcome because it
was a juvenile offender. In this case it was somebody who was just under the age limit and their details
could not be released publicly. Even the victim does not know what the outcome has been. 
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Let us not be naive. The penalties must fit the crimes. Appropriate interventions need to be in
place, but when we are talking about serious crimes it is not about having a revolving door or someone
receiving a slap on the wrist. I have constituents who still bear the scars. I am concerned that the system
needs a substantial overhaul to make sure that those sorts of offences are not allowed to go unpunished
or are punished appropriately. 

I want to mention another issue related to the Summary Offences Bill. It also relates to juveniles. I
have raised this issue in the parliament before. I have a youth shelter in my area that has virtually been
a halfway house for young crims. I have been very keen to see the youth service that has been involved
with that not only relocate but also having adequate resources so that it can provide appropriate
intervention for young people. But, for goodness sake, it is the last place you would want to put some
young innocent who has an urgent and desperate need for accommodation. It would not be a good idea
to put them in the local youth shelter. This is not the fault of the staff. It is a fact that there is a
concentration of young people who are not at the earlier stage of crime but who are quite advanced in
many cases. That is creating a culture in itself.

We have to be realistic about solutions that we, as governments and bureaucracies, might think
are appropriate but which can make a situation worse. We need to have an overhaul of youth shelters
so that children have a safe and supervised place where they can play outside, so they have
appropriate settings where they can access programs and services and deal with appropriate
rehabilitation. We have to make sure that we do not create an even worse culture by providing
inappropriate settings which lead to an increase in abuses against other children. There has to be a
better answer than what we have come up with to date. That is a related issue in this debate; we do
need appropriate emergency housing for young people with appropriate interventions. 

I raise that because it is another issue that has been very much related to some of the offences
that we have seen on the streets in our CBD area on the Sunshine Coast around Maroochydore and
Mooloolaba. It cannot be said that these issues are not related, because they are related. I talk to the
police, I talk to the community and I talk to the youth workers. It is time that these issues were addressed
because they are making the situation worse. 

In closing on this issue, I seek the minister's assistance with regard to the Coolum Police Station
and the pursuit of a 24-hour station. There are many areas of need, but this would certainly assist with
the overall police numbers on the Sunshine Coast. We would also seek a review of policing numbers in
communities where they have had to go and employ police specials in order to maintain safety on the
streets. That is something that the communities have felt has been necessary. I would commend the
work of Mooloolaba Safe. It is a model that I believe has the potential to work well in other areas. The
fight for safety on the streets is constant and requires an ongoing police presence. I do commend the
police on the Sunshine Coast and those who have been committed to community policing and working
with that model. We just want to make sure they have the resources to do the job. 

I am keen that Maroochy shire does not withdraw from the process. There needs to be
partnerships with local government. Urban designs have altered. There is outdoor dining next to busy
thoroughfares. The nature of public space has changed. It can be beautiful during the daytime, but
sometimes it is very difficult to police at night. 

The process must involve a partnership between local government, state government and the
local community with agreed strategies at the local level so that there is more flexibility as to how those
solutions are applied. I commend the Mooloolaba Safe process. 

No system is perfect, but I believe that it is heading in the right direction because it also involves
Liquor Licensing. Liquor licensing is not the police minister's responsibility, but it is time to look at how
the current Liquor Act can be adequately policed in respect of dining and food being available with
alcohol. That has certainly been a complicating issue with policing on the streets, because it is very
difficult for police to understand and very difficult to implement the liquor licensing laws the way they are
now. 

Sitting suspended from 1.00 pm to 2.30 pm. 
Mrs MILLER (Bundamba—ALP) (2.30 pm): I rise in support of the Summary Offences Bill 2004. I

would like to thank the minister for the bill before the House as it modernises our statutes. We need laws
that are modern and that reflect today's society. 

I would also like to follow on from the comments by the shadow minister, Vaughan Johnson,
earlier today. I, too, learned much from the recent trade mission to the United States and Canada. Bob
Gibbs is doing a great job in the USA. He and his staff—Hilary, Damien and their office support staff—
are committed to improving Queensland's opportunities for exports in the United States. I would also like
to say that our visits, particularly to the New York police commissioner and to the corrections facilities,
were excellent in terms of our understanding of police and corrections in Queensland. 

Referring to the bill, I would like to talk about the public nuisance section contained in clause 6.
This provision states that a person commits a public nuisance offence if the person behaves in a
disorderly way, an offensive way, a threatening way or a violent way and, importantly, it says 'and the
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person's behaviour interferes or is likely to interfere with the peaceful passage through or enjoyment of
a public place by a member of the public'. To me this public nuisance provision is very important,
particularly in my electorate, because we need people to behave in a manner which is appropriate to
today's standards. 

In relation to begging in a public place, which is clause 8 in the bill titled ‘Begging in a public
place', we have had incidents of begging at St Ives shopping centre at Goodna. I did note that the
member for Redlands was saying that usually beggars pick on women or pick on people who are weak.
Can I tell members that some of the beggars in the Goodna shopping centre have picked on me.

Mrs Carryn Sullivan: Did they survive to tell the tale? 
Mrs MILLER: They did survive to tell the tale. Basically what they were wanting was $2 to help

them pay for their taxi fare to go home. When I asked them where they lived and why they needed $2 to
go home, they then explained to me that they were going from Goodna to Gailes, which is just up the
road. I can honestly tell members that I told them to rack off and that they were not getting any money
from me. I can tell the minister that the Goodna police were called down very smartly and they moved
them on which was very good. So due to the efficient actions of the Goodna police, we now do not have
begging in the Goodna shopping centre, and that is how we want it to continue. 

I am very pleased that the provision actually says that a person must not beg for money or goods
in a public place. That is very important. It further states that a person must not cause, procure or
encourage a child to beg for money or goods in a public place or solicit donations of money or goods in
a public place. That was certainly the case in the incident that involved me. 

I would like to talk about graffiti as well. I note that that is included in the bill in clause 17. I believe
that in my local electorate graffiti has been reducing over a number of years now. In fact, the police work
very closely with a couple of my community agencies—The Base, which is situated in Goodna, and also
the Goodna Youth Service. Basically, with the community working with the police, what has happened is
that the agencies are able to get to the root of what is causing our young people to go out and graffiti
around the place. We have been very, very fortunate that we have had programs in place now whereby
graffiti is being reduced. 

One of the most successful projects that we have under way is the canoe project in my area
where our local elders—Samoan elders, Aboriginal elders, Islander elders and Pacific Islander elders—
have combined to teach our young people how to build and how to operate traditional canoes. With the
support of the minister for employment and training the Bremer TAFE has been very, very active in
allowing us to build the canoes at Bremer TAFE’s Bundamba campus. It has been one of the most
successful projects in relation to reducing crime and other obnoxious behaviour of young people in my
community. 

While on the subject of the Goodna police, I would like to say that they are on the job in my local
community 24 hours a day, seven days a week. They are committed, dedicated police officers. There
are particular officers on our police beats who are excellent. Glen Lamont at Springfield Lakes is doing a
wonderful job and also Kirralee at Riverview. They are great members of our local community. It is good
to see that Kirralee has been so strongly accepted in our Riverview community. 

I would also like to thank the minister publicly for coming to Goodna Police Station. The minister
had lunch with our officers and spoke to them about all of the local issues. I know that they were very
grateful that the minister spent a significant period of time with them. They are looking forward to
working with the minister in our local area in the future.

Ms Spence: As a result of that the JAB officers are getting new premises. 
Mrs MILLER: That is right. My understanding is that there will be alterations to the police station.
Ms Spence: The JAB officers will be getting new premises by the end of the year. 
Mrs MILLER: That is good. If the JAB officers will be getting new premises by the end of the year,

I can tell the minister that there will be a lot of joy at the police station. They do deserve new premises
because they were cramped up in their particular space. I thank the minister on behalf of the Goodna
police officers and our local community. 

I want to note that a representative from a major company in my electorate, Theiss Services, is in
the gallery today. Theiss also supports our local community and it particularly supports our local police. 

I would like to thank the minister for her leadership in relation to police and corrections in
Queensland. I would also like to place on record my support for the police commissioner and also the
support of the officers in my area. They believe he does a fantastic job and he certainly does not
deserve the criticism that has been directed at him in recent days. 

I thank the minister for the bill, and if the minister could pass on my compliments to the
Queensland police officers in the policy area I would be very grateful.  

Mr CHRIS FOLEY (Maryborough—Ind) (2.37 pm): I rise to speak on the Summary Offences Bill
2004 and, like others in this House, I congratulate the minister, Judy Spence, for taking a tough stand on
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these particularly difficult issues. Police commissioner Bob Atkinson has come under fire lately, and I
would echo other members in this House in my support for Bob Atkinson. My own daughter received
some pretty inappropriate treatment at schoolies and when I mentioned this Bob took it very, very
seriously, and I would like to place on the public record my thanks to him for acting quickly on that. 

On our local scene, our new district superintendent, Andy Morrow, is a fantastic guy who has
really taken the bit between his teeth when it comes to crime in our area. He has been in my office a
number of times for meetings and I have a very, very good working relationship with Andy. I feel
confident that the Maryborough police district will only thrive and be more productive under Andy. 

I guess it is an understatement to say that the current debate is very timely given the newspaper
headlines that we have seen in recent days. Any moves to crack down on crime and to make the streets
of Queensland a safer place are, of course, very welcome moves. I find that I live in a community—I am
sure this is the same for the whole state—that is very frustrated, particularly with violent crime. I am not
going to attempt to second guess the judiciary; that is not my role at all. However, obviously not only the
community but also the police themselves get frustrated if there are seemingly soft sentences; if people
are booked, especially for serious offences, and then seem to be getting a slap on the wrist. 

The old adage should apply that people not only have to do the right thing—and that applies to
the judiciary as well—but also have to be seen to be doing the right thing. I noticed with some degree of
mirth when I looked at the old definition of a vagrant under the legislation that a vagrant is a person who
is unemployed and has little or no money in their bank account yet is too proud to apply for
unemployment benefits. In my area where there is a high unemployment rate the old definition might
make half the people up home a little bit nervous. The next part of that is walking outside one's home
wearing slippers and carrying a box of matches. I could count myself guilty of that; I have carried a box
of matches. Therefore, under the old definition I must be a vagrant. 

The one thing that really piqued my imagination was professing to tell a fortune at a flea market to
the general amusement of a member of the public. What about all of the other fortune tellers by other
names who appear in the newspapers? Perhaps some of their activities could come under scrutiny as
well. 

The community frustration with juvenile crime is a very difficult issue to fairly debate in this bill. I
have asked the Attorney-General, as the chief law officer of the state, numerous times in this parliament
exactly what he is doing to address the problem of juvenile crime. I quote Maggie Elvey of the Crime
Victims United of California whose husband was murdered by two juveniles. She stated—
Youth is no excuse for murder, rape or any violent crime. To those people who feel compassion for the juveniles convicted,
remember that juvenile killers and gang members make a choice to disregard the value of a life and should face the punishment
they deserve. Victims like my husband did not have a choice. The worst feeling is knowing I will never be able to see my husband
again, yet one of his killers will be released from prison within three years. I sometimes question whether the justice is in the
criminal justice system. I have to work each year to ensure that the younger of her husband's killers stays behind bars. Yet despite
her efforts, the maximum sentence is nine years and his record will be sealed from the public for wilfully taking someone's life.
When he is released from prison, he may be your next-door neighbour; he may work with your children, and date your daughter.
You will never know. 

I place on the public record that I feel a great deal of compassion for young Queenslanders who
are trapped in the cycle of poverty or who have been raised in a culture of substance abuse and who go
on to become abusers themselves. Regardless of the systemic reasons for that type of crime, as a wider
community we do need to be particularly vigilant when it comes to taking responsibility for juvenile
crime. 

We say that alcohol and drug abuse in our society is a precursor to violent crime, and that is
correct. I have done some research on this. I have looked at the crime statistics in Sweden. They found
that nearly one-quarter of all violent crimes are committed by people who seriously misuse alcohol or
drugs. Intervention to reduce the risk of violence in these patients they say would help cut the enormous
costs of drug related crime. I am sure that experience is exactly the same in Australia. I would be very
interested if the minister has figures on the overall proportion of violent crimes for Queensland. I was not
able to find those when doing my research. 

I move now to persons who are in possession of an implement to commit particular offences. I am
absolutely astonished at the number of people who seem to be carrying weapons. The weapon of
choice for young people seems to be knives. As a marital arts practitioner with 35 years experience, I
spend a lot of time teaching people how to defend themselves against a knife. It is a weapon that can be
easily concealed but can cause devastating results. 

As the minister said in her second reading speech, no-one should have to fear being physically
attacked. But I am alarmed at the rise in the incidence of gang activities, even in sleepy old
Maryborough, and road rage which is permeating our society. People are carrying baseball bats and
other implements just in case someone ticks them off while they are at the wheel. I am sure all
reasonable Queenslanders are sickened by the incidents we have seen over the last 12 months of older
people in particular being taken out of their cars and seriously assaulted. There is simply no reason for
that behaviour and it is not acceptable. 
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I have already mentioned gang violence. We had a particularly tragic instance of a 21-year-old
man involved in a fight on the weekend in Maryborough. He was punched in the face and hit his head on
the pavement. He died today. That is a very tragic outcome. That sort of random violence needs to be
completely stamped out of society. 

Trespass is an area of the bill that I think is very interesting. The whole concept of a person's
home being their castle and people not being able to willy-nilly walk up to other people's homes is
important. The police need strong laws to deal with trespass situations such as people who enter
another person's home or yard. Too often neighbourhood disputes can escalate into serious violence if
the community allows this sort of thing to continue. 

Clause 26 deals with use of vehicles. We have seen ram-raiders using some of the modern small
cars that are very powerful, such as the Subaru Impreza. They can be used to smash in the front wall of
a shop. Other kids are out joy-riding in stolen vehicles. Those doing that are often unlicensed or under
the influence of alcohol or an illegal substance. That turns the car into a lethal weapon. 

An area that has not had too much impact on me personally is unlawful entering of farming land,
clause 13(1). I can only imagine that cattle rustling and the stealing of livestock is a major issue. It may
be useful to clarify the rules and require people to gain permission to shoot or camp on land. A concern
raised by the member for Gregory was people camping out under the stars. This certainly happens in
parts of Queensland. 

One of the areas that I thought was very good—and I congratulate the minister on this—is
tightening the rules dealing with body piercing and tattooing. I would ask the minister one question. The
bill says that the penalty is increased if the child is intellectually impaired or the decision-making
capacity has been reduced due to the consumption of alcohol or a drug. It is very difficult at times to
determine how affected a person is from alcohol. Are the tattoo shop proprietors going to have to call the
police and have them breath test or drug test the people to safeguard themselves? Either way, they
clearly should not be tattooing minors. With the advent of false ID cards and so forth, those issues can
be very cloudy. I would say ditto as well for the tattoo rules. That is certainly a move in the right direction,
but I would like the minister to clarify that particular point. 

One of the things that is most reprehensive in our society, under clause 23, is people fraudulently
representing themselves to be collecting money for a bona fide organisation. In the light of near 300,000
people who lost their lives in the tsunami, it is not right. I note the rather moving eulogy by Tony
McGrady for a staff member. As he was describing that staff member, I felt a great deal of compassion
and very sorry. People who fraudulently beg and collect money, as has to been done for the tsunami
cause, is sickening and should be stamped out. 

The sale of potentially harmful things is dealt with in clause 24. With regard to shopkeepers who
are guilty of things like refrigerating methylated spirits or selling aerosols to people who they know are
going to use them inappropriately, I cannot speak too harshly of people like that. Shopkeepers found
guilty of those types of activities should not only face criminal charges but also be banned for life from
ever retailing again because they have proven themselves not to be a responsible person to sell
anything to the public. In terms of public order and public nuisance offences detailed in clause 6, one of
the great tragedies of a society like Queensland, which has perfect weather that makes people want to
go to the park and enjoy themselves, is that much of the time people are scared by others making an
unwarranted approach, and clause 6 has definitely gone in the right direction in that regard.

The final point I want to mention relates to begging. I again put on the record that I have real
sympathy for people who are genuinely poor. If they are so hard up that they need a meal—I am sure
that, like me, many members of this chamber have been approached by someone begging—I would
have the good sense to buy them some food rather than give them money that they can then go and
spend on alcohol. I have mixed feelings about that particular clause. For the charlatans who are
begging, then I say that the legislation is a good thing. However, there needs to be some recognition of
the fact that there are the genuinely poor. I know that there is infrastructure in our society that caters for
people like that, but making a ruling which outlaws begging outright means that we run the risk of hurting
the most vulnerable people in our society. On balance, I am firmly supportive of this bill. The minister
has done a great job. With those couple of reservations that I have raised, I commend this bill to the
House. 

Ms MALE (Glass House—ALP) (2.51 pm): I rise this afternoon to support the Summary Offences
Bill 2004. This bill is about reinforcing the right of the public to enjoy the use of public spaces—our
streets, our parks, our meeting places. It reinforces our right to feel safe and, most importantly, to be
safe. The Summary Offences Bill will significantly reform the law in relation to community safety and
public order. It will allow our police officers to take immediate action to intervene and prevent public
nuisance offences and serious criminal offences being committed against people in their houses, their
businesses or in public places. It also offers protection to children from physical maiming caused by
tattooing and genital and nipple piercing.

There are many new offences which have been defined. They include a new offence of public
nuisance which is to enshrine good community order. A public nuisance offence includes the use of
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offensive language in a public place—such as shopping centres, parks, streets, hotels or other public
areas—against other people; encouraging people to participate in a fight; engaging in sexual
intercourse in view of others in a public place; urinating in view of others in a public place; and behaving
in a manner that might cause another person to leave a public place.

A new section is intended to deter the practice of people begging for money or goods. This is a
practice that is spreading and is not necessarily related to the wealth or means of the person begging. I
note the concerns of the Rights in Public Space Action Group that homeless people may be targeted,
but that is definitely not the purpose of this bill. It is to ensure that people can walk through public spaces
without being bullied or intimidated into giving money to ‘beggars', many of whom appear to be doing so
for easy money rather than need. Indeed, I was approached by a ‘beggar' in Caboolture. When I offered
to buy him a meal and a drink, he refused. So obviously the money was what he was after; it was not
because he needed sustenance. I have spoken to many other people who have experienced this in
other areas of the state.

This bill, though, is not intended to prevent registered charities from collecting charity funds, but
they need to ensure that they have the correct permits in place. Other offences include wilful exposure
and urinating in a public place where the person has made no attempt to find a private place to do so
when no toilet is available. We all know that there is nothing worse than seeing drunken people late at
night urinating in the street because they could not be bothered to find a toilet. It is disgusting and
offensive, and I am glad that they can now be prosecuted. Being drunk in a public place will also be an
offence under the Summary Offences Bill, and it replaces section 164 of the Liquor Act 1992.

Clause 11 creates an offence of trespass for a person who unlawfully enters or remains in a
dwelling or a yard around a dwelling or a place used for business or commercial purpose or a place the
person is not permitted to enter. The clause is essentially a trespass provision and is a pre-emptive
measure against offences such as burglary. However, the provision does not rely on an intent to commit
an offence within the property entered. In the case of a dwelling house, it is not necessary for the yard to
be fenced. It is sufficient that there is some form of indication of the boundary around the yard of the
dwelling. This may amount to a garden bed or simply the fencing of adjoining blocks may indicate the
boundaries of an unfenced yard. Additionally, should a building not have a yard surrounding it but rather
border onto a footpath and against adjoining buildings, the provisions of clause 11 apply insofar as
unlawful entry to the building is concerned. It also applies in the case of a place—for example, a storage
area not containing a building which is fenced off to prevent unlawful entry.

It will be an offence for a person, together with another or others, to unlawfully enter or remain in
any part of a public or private building or structure or any land occupied or used in connection with the
building or structure. It is designed to apply to demonstrations or sit-ins. It offers protection when a
business or government property is unlawfully occupied. It is also an offence for a person to unlawfully
enter or remain on land used for agricultural or horticultural purposes or for grazing or animal
husbandry. The provision will apply, for example, where a person without lawful permission enters or
remains on land for the purposes of shooting or camping on that land. However, the entry must be
unlawful as defined in the dictionary.

A person who enters onto grazing land with innocent intent and by mistake because the land
borders a highway and is not fenced would not commit an offence. These are important provisions,
especially for primary producers when one considers quarantine areas, the safety of the crops and the
safety of the animals. It is very important to make these provisions widely known so that people do not
trespass on the land of primary producers; it is necessary to protect their livelihoods. This bill creates a
new offence of unlawfully opening and leaving open a gate, fence or other barrier enclosing land used
for agricultural or horticultural purposes or for grazing or animal husbandry. This is a much-needed
provision and I am glad to see it included in the Summary Offences Bill.

A new offence has been created which relates to unregulated high-risk activities. It will be an
offence for a person to unlawfully parachute or hang-glide onto or from a building or structure; BASE-
jump or hang-glide from a building or structure; climb up or down the outside of a building or structure; or
abseil from a building or structure. Quite frankly, I do not know why anyone would want to do that in the
first place. This bill gives the police the power to arrest them and also sets the precedent to stop other
people from engaging in such dangerous activities that could harm them and others. However, it should
be noted that it is not an offence for a person to commit this act if the building or structure has been
purpose built for that particular act or the act is done as a stunt as part of a person’s employment in the
television industry. In the latter case, the permission of the owner of the building or structure must be
first obtained. Additionally, the bill declares that a person cleaning, maintaining or repairing a building or
structure does not commit an offence by climbing on the outside of that building, and that makes sense.

I was pleased to see that there is the ability of the court, in addition to any other penalty it may
impose, to order the person to pay the costs of rescuing, or attempting to rescue, the person who has
been found guilty of or who has pleaded guilty to this offence under this section. That is a very important
part of this new bill. There are offences which relate to possession of an implement that may be, has
been or is being used for burglary or unlawful entry into a place or motor vehicle, and it is great to see
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the offence for a person to possess a graffiti instrument that is reasonably suspected of being used or is
currently being used for the purposes of graffiti. It is important to note that a court is empowered to order
the offender to pay compensation for property damaged by unlawful graffiti or to order the offender to
remove that graffiti from damaged property.

Whilst there are not a lot of graffiti offences in my electorate, it still exists and it is still ugly,
offensive and expensive to remove. There have been cases of racist and particularly offensive swear
words in public places, and I believe that this new provision will act as a deterrent to those who would
thoughtlessly deface other people’s property. This government is tough on crime. We have increased
police numbers. We are introducing tougher penalties, and we are focused on community solutions to
crime prevention. This bill will support the police in doing their jobs—jobs which are often difficult—and
will give them the means to remove public order nuisances. Caboolture has recently had its share of
public nuisance crimes—drunkenness, graffiti, vandalism and threats to public safety. As I have stated
previously, it is a community problem. We as a community are working together—the police, youth
justice, child safety, Queensland Rail, the non-government sector, council and the business groups—to
come up with solutions. Additional police presence and effective work by departments and NGOs has
meant a decrease in crime in the area. Young people need to know that antisocial behaviour is not
acceptable—ever—and this legislation will assist in this matter.

I am pleased to announce that the government, in partnership with the council, will be working on
providing a safer environment in the CBD area which includes additional lighting, safety lanes and other
security measures, and these are all welcome. The local businesses are participating in the BizSafe
workshops which help them to eliminate risks to their businesses. I think it is time for local licensed
premises to revise their opening and closing hours and also their security provisions. I do not think that
Caboolture really needs premises that allow access to alcohol until three in the morning. I also believe
that extended liquor trading hours and a 24-hour bakery in close proximity to a rail line are a recipe for
attracting undesirable elements to our town, and I would encourage the business community to actively
review the services provided in Caboolture after hours.

I note that in the local paper members of the community and students are putting forward their
suggestions to help with the problem of youth crime. The constant theme that comes through from their
letters is recreational and alternative facilities for young people. Whilst Caboolture does have a large
amount of recreational opportunities, unfortunately most of them cost money. Organised sport, which is
often a great outlet for young people, costs more than what some families can afford.

It would be great to see the community put its mind towards how we can provide low-cost
recreational opportunities for young people and find alternative programs that can deal with some of the
other problems that they are facing, such as alcohol and drug addiction. Young people on youth justice
orders have access to these programs. Also young people who come to the attention of the departments
of communities and child safety are put into monitoring and assistance programs. But there is still a
need to find a way to reach all of the other young people who gather in our areas. 

While I am speaking to the Summary Offences Bill and referring to crime and police numbers in
my area, I would just like to take this opportunity to say that, during the last state election, Liberal federal
member Mal Brough was very dishonest on this issue. He got together a petition to get extra police for
the area. He spent his time telling people how he was working to get extra police. We got the extra
police, but it had nothing to do with Mal Brough; it was a concerted effort by the member for
Pumicestone and me working with the police minister that achieved that. But Mal Brough was telling
people that this petition would do it. He has been trying to claim the credit for the increased police. He
wrote to all of the people who signed the petition and told them what a great job he was doing. I can tell
members that that petition was tabled today. So it has been a year and a bit since Mal Brough set it up.
That was a very dishonest way of dealing with the people of Caboolture. I will be letting them know that
that is the case because it is just appalling. 

I will return to the bill. This bill will assist police—and we have great police in the Caboolture
area—in dealing with public nuisance crimes. But we still need to work with young people and their
parents to help them cope with their difficulties and to help these young people become good citizens
instead of nuisances. I commend the bill to the House. 

Dr FLEGG (Moggill—Lib) (3.01 pm): At the outset, I want to say that the Liberal Party will be
supporting the Summary Offences Bill. Law and order, particularly in relation to street crime and
trespass, are related crimes and are of considerable concern to the community. The community wants
this parliament to give the police effective and practical powers to deal with people creating a nuisance
or who are involved in the type of crime that is dealt with by this bill. There is also a balancing act to be
achieved between police powers to enforce the law and detain and question people and the rights of
individuals and the risk that people behaving innocently may find themselves in conflict with the
constabulary. It is my view and that of the Liberal Party that this bill has achieved a good balance and
that this bill does not impinge excessively in either direction. 

I would like to refer specifically to a number of provisions in the bill and make some
recommendations. I note the provisions that essentially relate to offences that are commonly called road
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rage. Those provisions are aimed at preventing people bringing potential weapons from their vehicle. I
applaud the specific recognition of this growing problem. For some reason, people's frustration levels
are growing. Of course, that partly reflects the busier and more congested nature of cities and roads—
and dare I mention that frustration is sometimes pretty understandable with regard to Moggill Road and
the Western Freeway—but it also reflects people's use of drugs, in particular amphetamines, marijuana
and anabolic steroids. 

It is my view that further measures aimed at reducing this growing trend—and what many older
and female members of the driving public in particular find a frightening and offensive trend—are
needed and welcomed. I note also the provision to allow people to have implements in their home that
could be used for self-defence in the event of a break-in. Again, I support these provisions. People
rightly have a feeling that their home belongs to them and that they should be free from the threat of
others seeking to rob and assault them in their homes or vandalise their homes. Obviously self-defence
is not the ideal. However, we need to recognise that in certain areas, particularly those associated with
lower socioeconomic conditions or those that have a high proportion of social problems, people will be
under substantially more threat than they would be if they lived in some other parts of our towns and
cities. 

Further, in relation to the additional police powers of a pre-emptive nature that are contained in
the bill—whether people can act against somebody threatening or appearing to threaten burglary, rape
or assault—these also are welcomed. There is an old joke that I remember from my childhood of the
person—

An opposition member interjected.
Dr FLEGG: I said that it was an old joke. I did not say that it was a funny one. A person

telephones the police saying, ‘There is a man here threatening to kill me with an axe.' The reply from the
policeman at the other end of the line is, ‘Has he killed you yet?' When the man says no, the policeman
says, ‘We cannot do anything. He has not committed an offence. Call us back when he has.' Whilst this
is obviously a joke, there are occasions when people act in a threatening or suggestive manner in
relation to committing such crimes in a person's home and it is entirely appropriate that the police have
powers to act. 

Personally, I think it is desirable that further amendment to the law takes place so that, where a
person knowingly enters the property of another without permission, in particular where there is an
intent to steal from them or assault them or vandalise their property, these offenders should be stripped
of their rights to take civil action for personal injury if their illegal actions result in their becoming injured
in some way. Obviously the criminal law contains provisions if a home owner uses excessive force, but it
has long been viewed as an anomaly that somebody could come onto a person's property seeking to
break into it, injure themselves climbing through the broken window or by falling down the stairs and
subsequently seek to sue the home owner. Where an intruder enters a home and it is established that
there is an intent—they were aware they were on another person's property and there was likely to be
an intent to commit an offence—a home owner's right to defend themselves without prosecution of a
criminal nature should be enshrined in legislation. 

This legislation should be drafted to allow self-defence against intruders who enter with intent to
commit a criminal offence, except where it is shown that there is grossly excessive force in an entirely
inappropriate situation, such as beating senseless a drunk who happens to stagger onto a home
owner's flower garden. The law protecting home owners should be made stronger and clearer. I refer to
the Castorina case that occurred at Clontarf some years ago. In that case, a home owner was dragged
through the courts on criminal charges for wounding an intruder who had been given warning and
refused to leave the home owner's property. Home owners should be given protection so that, if they act
reasonably in defence of their families, themselves or their property, they are immune from such criminal
prosecution except in the most obviously excessive cases. 

I note that clause 26, which complements section 408A of the Criminal Code, allows the offence
of unlawful use of motor vehicles to be moved from the District Court jurisdiction to the Magistrates
Court jurisdiction. While there is an obvious attraction in reducing the workload for police and the District
Court, I think this clause is a concern if it signals that we do not view such an offence seriously. In fact,
the minister's second reading speech refers to the ‘less serious offences of unlawful use of a vehicle’.
The community would disagree with that and would regard the unlawful use of a motor vehicle as a
serious offence. I am concerned that the minister may be signalling a downgrading of the legal
seriousness of this offence. Apart from the obvious disruption and loss associated with car stealing, it is
in the context of unlawful use of motor vehicles that we usually see serious police chases and
subsequent resultant injury and death. Such unlawful use of motor vehicles is often intended for use in
crimes, such as ram-raids and burglaries, and does not necessarily indicate some less serious intent. 

I also note that unlawful use of a motor vehicle is a crime that is often associated with young
males and that it has generally been treated too leniently by the court system. It is not at all uncommon
to see young males with this conviction—in some cases they have been convicted many times—go on
to commit more serious crime. I would be implacably opposed to any move to treat the unlawful use of a
motor vehicle as anything other than the serious offence that it is. 
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Clause 16 makes good sense, and I congratulate the minister on its inclusion. It has obviously
been a great frustration to police to release people with what are clearly stolen goods because the
owner has not come forward. This, of course, is obviously very common as the recovery rate of stolen
goods is quite low and the police would experience considerable frustration in releasing these felons
simply on technical grounds. I am sure that the police would appreciate this matter being clarified. 

I also note the introduction of an offence for unlawfully opening and leaving open a gate, fence or
other barrier enclosing land used for agricultural or horticultural purposes. I know the frustration that
farming communities experience in this regard. It can sometimes create a danger of cattle wandering
onto roads. I should imagine the provision will be well received by those on this side of the House. 

I move on to the provisions protecting minors from body piercing and tattoos. I offer my
congratulations to the minister for dealing with this issue. With the resurgence in popularity of tattoos
and piercings in recent times, it is commonplace for young people, particularly on a Friday night out, with
their judgment impaired, to get a tattoo or a piercing. Clearly there is an issue that they may not be
making an informed decision on something that has relatively permanent consequences. The minister is
to be congratulated for facing up to this issue in the community. 

I agree with measures to create an offence for fraudulent representation, particularly of
fundraisers who love to prey on the elderly or the unsophisticated. I think the majority of members of the
community would share my view that exploiting people's compassion is abhorrent and certainly merits
the creation of an offence. Fraudulent misrepresenting of one's qualifications is also a concern and
merits the treatment it has been given. 

I note particularly the prohibition on the sale and supply of potentially harmful things to another
person. I have seen first-hand the loss of a child from glue sniffing and I have seen first-hand the effect
of petrol sniffing in Aboriginal communities. Obviously there are existing provisions in relation to the
supply of illegal substances, but I welcome this extension to legal substances that are harmful and
frequently abused. I look forward to seeing this provision actually enforced. There are a number of very
vulnerable groups in our community who suffer from the effects of such products. I look forward to
seeing some convictions in order to send a strong message that to knowingly supply materials that are
harmful and potentially fatal is unacceptable. 

Clause 6 is designed to see that a person lawfully enjoying the facilities of a public place is not
interfered with by the unlawful activities of another. There is a clear comparison to be made with the
recent events surrounding the secret photographing of children at play for publication in association with
other internet sites that portray children in a sexual or degrading manner. The secret photographing of
children in particular for this purpose is obviously abhorrent in our community and severely interferes
with the rights of families to peacefully enjoy our public facilities. 

There are occasions on which secret photography is also offensive to adult members of the
community. It is my view that this act would have been an ideal way to prohibit offensive behaviour,
including secret photographing of children for use in other than innocent ways with particular emphasis
on the publishing of photographs on the internet. In fact, in my view the publishing of photographs of
children on the internet should occur only with parental consent. 

As a government and a community we have not adequately responded to the new technology, in
particular microsized cameras and mobile phone cameras. In other places there has been substantial
intrusion into people's private lives. The siting of hidden cameras in private areas, especially where
people are showering or dressing, has been a problem in places such as gymnasiums, even within our
own community. Places such as Taiwan have had major problems with phones being used to
photograph up the skirts of women on stairs and escalators or in other public places. Let me make it
clear: this sort of behaviour is offensive and abhorrent, and the law should be adequate to prevent it. 

Clearly, the enforcers of the law—the police and the courts—need to be able to determine
aspects in relation to the intent of the person taking and utilising photographs. Courts and police are
very good at determining intent, and they do so under many different circumstances. There is also a
question about whether, according to reasonable community standards, the taking of the photographs
and the subsequent intended use would be considered an unreasonable invasion of the privacy and
rights of the person who is the subject of the photographs. I say to the minister: our society wants to be
protected against these sorts of activities, and our society and people like me, as a representative of
part of that society, will continue to demand that offensive behaviour in all its forms is a criminal offence
in Queensland. 

Clause 8, which deals with people who are begging or accosting passers-by, is welcomed. This is
very commonplace in central Brisbane and Fortitude Valley. I myself have been regularly accosted by
beggars, as have many other people I know. This often occurs in the setting of intoxication and/or drug
abuse. It is a very confronting and often intimidating activity. It is one of the reasons why women and
elderly people are reluctant to use our central city areas, particularly at night. 

I think clause 9, which relates to wilful and accidental exposure, is commonsense. There is the
odd occasion on which people get caught short without a toilet facility being available. This should
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clearly not be treated in the same manner as wilful exposure. The community finds wilful exposure to be
unacceptable, particularly where it occurs to vulnerable groups such as young people, the elderly or the
disabled. 

Finally, clause 10 creates an offence of being drunk in a public place. The Liberal Party strongly
supports the offence of public drunkenness remaining on the statutes and congratulates and supports
the minister for including it. Public drunkenness is associated with a range of antisocial and community
type problems, in particular noise, vandalism and, because of the effect of alcohol in reducing people's
self-control, threats and actual violence. It is also associated with problems such as the smashing of
glass bottles in public areas and drunks wandering in front of innocent drivers using our roads.
Obviously there is an element of protection for the individual drunk as well as for the community at large.

I draw the attention of the minister to one comment in her second reading speech—that is, clause
10 allows a police officer to release a drunken person where that person can be diverted to a place of
safety. I absolutely support this provision. In fact, where the only offence is drunkenness one would
hope that this would become the standard practice. It is, however, outrageous that in communities
where there are high levels of drunkenness, such as some Indigenous communities, diversionary and
safe houses have not been funded to help deal with the issue of public drunkenness. I give the example
of an Indigenous community because of the complicating factor of people being held in custody and the
harm that can come to them. That harm is tragic on all occasions, but it is particularly tragic when
someone’s only offence is drunkenness. 

In this particular area this government, more than any other I know, has failed Indigenous people.
Not only has it failed to provide sufficient protective diversionary environments; it has also withdrawn a
number of them. That concludes my remarks on this bill, a bill we are supporting but with some of the
suggestions and issues that I have raised. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Choi, adjourned. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Palm Island Aboriginal Council, Meeting with Premier
Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (3.19 pm), by

leave: On 28 November 2004 I visited Palm Island in the aftermath of the death in custody of Mulrunji
Doomadgee and the subsequent riots. I offered the Palm Island Council a five-point plan to improve life
for the people of Palm Island, and I promised to return on 17 February to open the PCYC and to report
on progress regarding the five-point plan. 

On 17 February I returned as promised with extremely detailed briefing notes that dealt with not
only progress on the five-point plan but also several other issues which had been raised by the council
and other issues which needed resolving in the interests of the island. I visited the state school, the
community development employment program centre and the justice group, and then intended to open
the PCYC for the benefit of the island's children. 

At the meeting of the community justice group, I was told that most of the incidents on Palm
Island were alcohol and drug related. It was alleged that when sly groggers brought in alcohol by plane
the seats were often removed to make room for extra alcohol. Sometimes alcohol was packed onto the
plane at the expense of groceries which were left on the tarmac. They said that, with reduced opening
hours of the island's pub, which is run by the council, people were now partying in their homes three
nights a week which was disrupting neighbours. They said that the noise of the music was frightening
and terrible. This was some of the information given to me. 

The council had opposed the opening of the PCYC, but it was suggested to me by Mal Grierson,
who is the Director-General of the Department of Public Works and one of the champions for the island,
that it would be an olive branch to the council if I first visited the council and invited them to accompany
me to the opening of the PCYC because the council did not want it to be a PCYC. It did not want the
police involved in any manner, shape or form—something that I totally disagreed with. 

I went to the council and I was welcomed by the chair. I explained that the government was
prepared to make special arrangements for the running of the PCYC so that the community had
massive input into how it was run. This included two police liaison officers who would come from the
community and be the face of the community. I also suggested that there should be 14 or 15 people
from the community who would initially form an advisory committee which would then become the
management committee. I then explained how I would like everyone at the meeting to accompany me to
the opening and how I envisaged the opening would take place. 

Finally, I outlined the major problems on the island that I believed needed to be resolved. I wanted
them to have notice of the topics to be discussed later in that day so that they were prepared, because
we had turned up and somewhat surprised them when we arrived at the time we did. I said that the
major problem was the alcohol management plan. I said that cabinet had discussed the implementation



23 Feb 2005 Ministerial Statement 157
of a plan but that we had delayed a final decision—this was in our cabinet meeting at Charleville—so we
could come to the island on this day to talk to them about it; in other words, consult them. 

I said that if we could agree on a plan the government was prepared to provide two alcohol and
drug workers on the island. I talked about the school and the problem of ensuring that children on the
island received a good education. I said that the government would announce that there would be a
prep year at the state school, beginning next year, to assist them, and I talked about a debt of about
$800,000 that the council owed. Apparently the council felt that it was a millstone around its neck, and it
had written to me about that. 

We talked about the package of problems and solutions that would need to be worked on and
agreed to by the council and the government. As stated in the notes taken by a public servant which I
will incorporate in a minute, I suggested that we would look at the debt of $800,000 being waived as part
of a package, along with the preschool, looking at housing and looking at other issues. Having gone
through some of the final items on the agenda, I then said that I would open the PCYC for the benefit of
the children and return for detailed discussions with the council. I gave them a short period of time to
think about my invitation to come and join me for the opening. 

I am now aware that the council, as a result of a discussion that it had today, is trying to suggest
in some way that I was using this package involving the $800,000 debt as some form of inducement to
give up its cultural concerns by my invitation asking it to go to the opening. I am appalled at the
behaviour of the Palm Island Council, and I am not going to pretend otherwise. I just cannot believe that
it would spit in the eye—which it has done—of the goodwill that I demonstrated. Accordingly, this
afternoon I have written to Robert Needham, the Chairman of the Crime and Misconduct Commission,
in these terms—
It has been brought to my attention that my meeting with members of the Palm Island Council held on Palm Island on 17 February
2005 was taped without my knowledge. 

If that is true, I urge the council to immediately release that full tape today without any doctoring
and let the public be the ones who decide about what took place at that meeting. 

Let me read the rest of the letter—
It has been further suggested to me that at least some of the councillors present concluded that some of my remarks amounted to
an inducement linked to the potential relief of a council debt of $800,000. 
It is quite clear to me that this is a very deliberate attempt to oppose the Government's proposed Alcohol Management Plan for
Palm Island and to undermine the Government's commitment to a community youth centre operated under the auspices of the
Police Citizens Youth Club. 

Mr Schwarten: No doubt about that at all. 
Mr BEATTIE: Absolutely. The letter continues—

The Palm Island Council has opposed both of these initiatives. 
I strongly and unequivocally deny making any inducement of any kind and reject any such allegations. 
I regard any suggestions to the contrary very seriously and believe it would be appropriate and desirable for the Crime and
Misconduct Commission to review this as a matter of urgency. 
I will forward to you as soon as possible my Office records of the meeting and naturally will be pleased to provide access to all
materials that you require. 

I seek leave to have that letter incorporated in Hansard. 
Leave granted. 

Queensland
Government
Premier of Queensland and Minister for Trade
23 February 2005
Mr Robert Needham Chairperson
Crime and Misconduct Commission
Level 3, Terrica Place
140 Creek St
BRISBANE QLD 4000
Dear Mr Needham
It has been brought to my attention that my meeting with members of the Palm Island Council held on Palm Island on 17 February
2005 was taped without my knowledge.
It has been further suggested to me that at least some of the councillors present concluded that some of my remarks amounted to
an inducement linked to the potential relief of a council debt of $800,000.
It is quite clear to me that this is a very deliberate attempt to oppose the Government's proposed Alcohol Management Plan for
Palm Island and to undermine the Government's commitment to a community youth centre operated under the auspices of the
Police Citizens Youth Club. The Palm Island Council has opposed both of these initiatives.
I strongly and unequivocally deny making any inducement of any kind and reject any such allegations.
I regard any suggestions to the contrary very seriously and believe it would be appropriate and desirable for the Crime and
Misconduct Commission to review this as a matter of urgency.
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I will forward to you as soon as possible my Office records of the meeting and naturally will be pleased to provide access to all
materials that you require.
Yours sincerely
(sgd)
Hon Peter Beattie MP
Premier and Minister for Trade

Mr BEATTIE: I also seek leave to have incorporated in Hansard the notes of Karen O'Brien, who
is the Indigenous advisor in Public Works. Two people took contemporaneous notes of that meeting.
One was Steve Bishop from my office, and he is transcribing his notes, part of which has been done,
and the other was Karen O'Brien. I seek leave to have Karen O’Brien’s notes incorporated in Hansard
which clearly illustrate that the council rejected my proposal of going with me to the PCYC. It says—
The Premier suggested that he would look at the debt of $800k being waived as part of a package. 

In the second part of the meeting—there were two meetings with the council—it says this at the
end—
The Premier said to the Council—

this is a public servant who took these notes—
that the five point plan was a blue print of his commitment, put in writing, to try and make things better for Palm Island. 
He added that this is a 2 way deal...and what was needed was: 
• an action plan from the Council; 
• For Erykah to talk to Mal and give a clear picture of where the Council wanted to go;
• the package could include debt relief but there was no point in fixing up the debt problem without a long term strategy—

for Palm Island, and I make no excuse for that—
and an agreement to move forward.
Erykah Kyle closed the meeting thanking the Premier for meeting with the Council and that she thought it was a very good
meeting and that they had a very good day. 

I seek leave to have that incorporated in Hansard. 
Leave granted. 

Notes from Meeting
17 February 2005
Palm Island
Present:
The Premier Peter Beattie
Robert Schwarten 
Liddy Clark
Mike Reynolds 
Mal Grierson 
Warren Hoey
Steve Bishop (notetaker)
Erykah Kyle
Magdalena Blakley
Zacc Sam
Rosina Norman
Margaret Conway
Nat Prior 
Raymond Roberts
Alf Lacey
Robert Blackley 
Andrew Boe
Claire (Boe Lawyers) 
Louisa Pink (Boe Lawyers)
The Premier met with Erykah Kyle in private for approximately 10 minutes prior to the commencement of the meeting.
Meeting opened at approximately 12 noon.
Erykah Kyle welcomed the Premier and asked for a moment of reflection to remember the passing of one of their community
members. Robert Blackley played the didgeridoo.
Ms Kyle introduced the Councillors to the Premier and said that the Councillors had a strong commitment to the community.
The Premier thanked the Council for their welcome and said that he would speak frankly. He told the meeting that he had said on
28 November 2004, that he would return to Palm Island to open the PCYC. He made a commitment and he has come back. He
understood the sensitivity and had read Andrew's letters. He did not wish to argue—but he had to resolve the issue and that this
was a $5½ mil project and he had to open the Centre.
He put a proposal to the Council that PCYC manage the Centre and outlined that there had been long term discussions about the
PCYC running the Centre; that PCYC was made up of ordinary people and not a part of Police force i.e. no guns.
The Council rejected this proposal.
The Premier suggested that he would look at the debt of $800k being waived as part of a package.
The Premier offered to leave the room for the Council to consider his offer to join him at the Youth Centre opening. The Premier
and party left the room.
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Premier and party returned after about 15 min and were told by Erykah Kyle that the Council would not be joining him at the Youth
Centre.
Premier departed to open the Youth Centre.

Notes from Meeting 2
17 February 2005
Palm Island
Present:
The Premier Peter Beattie
Robert Schwarten
Liddy Clark
Mike Reynolds 
Mal Grierson 
Warren Hoey
Leo Keliher
Steve Bishop
Erykah Kyle
Magdalena Blakley
Zacc Sam
Rosina Norman
Nat Prior
Alf Lacey
Robert Blackley
Andrew Boe
Claire (Boe Lawyers) 
Louisa Pink (Boe Lawyers)
Meeting opened at 1:20pm
The Premier told the meeting that he had just visited the Youth Centre that he had commenced proceedings with a minute silence
and then opened the Centre as a PCYC.
Andrew Boe said that the Council was emotionally tired and there needed to be a way to provide an opportunity to broker dialogue
between Government and Council.
Louisa Pink outlined a range of issues that the Council wanted to raise at this meeting including, Housing, Education, Health,
Diversionary Centre, Women's Centre, Capital Works, and the Community Store and said that the debt was discussed previously.
The Premier said that in relation to housing, a land use plan was necessary for the Island. Mal Grierson said that $176,000 had
been allocated for a Town Planner from James Cook University to undertake the plan. The Premier said that planning in the short
and long term was needed to decide where to build things. Council needed to make decisions for now and also for the next 10
years. Erykah Kyle said that the community had almost run out of space. The Premier said that was why endorsement of the Land
Use Plan was necessary.
Andrew Boe asked if this $176,000 could be directed towards funding a person to work with the Council in a similar way that
Louisa Pink had been doing.
The Premier said that he had done that. Mal Grierson added that from discussions he had had with the Council, he had been told
that too many Government people were coming to the Island and confirmed that there had been a person appointed full time to
work on Palm Island issues.
Andrew Boe said that the person chosen by Government for this role (Bruce Walker) was not from Palm Island and he was not
able to assess the needs of the community and Council. A local person was needed to fill this role. He suggested a well paid
senior person was needed who could speak with authority.
Conclusion:
The Premier added that he would support an additional position being funded. This person though had to be a competent person
and have the skills to perform the role and have the confidence of the community. The Premier said that this was his only
condition.

Alcohol Management Plan
The Premier asked to speak frankly, he had a big problem and that was in relation to the Alcohol Management Plan (AMP) for
Palm Island. The Premier said that he had spoken to the Local Member (Mike Reynolds), and Liddy (Clark) and she wanted to put
2 officers on the Island. One person could work from the hospital to address health related issues such as children that he saw at
the school that had foetal alcohol syndrome. The other person could work though Ferdies and assist in rehabilitation. He told the
Council that he needed to know what to do and sought their views.
At the moment alcohol was being bought to Palm Island by plane and ferry. Rosina Norman said that if alcohol coming to the
Island in this manner was banned and alcohol could only be purchased from the canteen It could be controlled better.
Sly Grogging was also raised as an issue.
• Sly grogging occurred because people could purchase grog on credit by booking up a carton.
• If the hours of the Canteen were extended that would also reduce the need for sly grogging. If people could visit the

canteen from 10 to 10 they could go there and socialise rather than going home.
• The current price of beer on the Island was $90 and $100 if bought on credit.
• Air freight from the mainland was $6.50 per carton and the price in Townsville was $50 per carton.
• Policing issues were also raised.
• Sly grog was being bought in from Ingham and Lucinda as well as Townsville.
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Robert Schwarten asked why wine was excluded when the Council introduced their by-laws. Suggestions included:
• Wine was cheap to purchase.
• Alf Lacey said that as he had been on the Council when this by-law was introduced and it was because he could see that

from the Fitzgerald report and the Pearson plan that a form of alcohol management was necessary
• The Palm Island by-law in relation to alcohol was introduced as a proactive measure. Cocaine/ injection centres in Sydney

were mentioned.
• Zacc Sam said that the previous Council was made up of a number of persons associated with Christianity. He did not feel

that they represented the feelings of the Community but rather their own beliefs.
Alf Lacey said that it was racist that people could not buy a beer when they wanted to.
Magdalena Blackley said that an AMP did not give the community a democratic right. She also said that there needed to be a
detox centre and better policing and that an AMP was discriminatory.
Mike Reynolds mentioned a Tom Headley. There was a suggestion that someone with hotelier experience could run the canteen
similar to a hotel. He also added that he felt that Council didn't want the same plan that had been proposed, that they wanted good
licensed premises to have containment. He also asked if there should be some inclusion of wine (perhaps 2 litres per person per
day) in the AMP. Andrew Boe suggested that better quality of wine could be purchased if it was in a bottle.
It was suggested that people could drink heavy beer at home and light beer at the Canteen. It was also raised that there was no
suitable good venue for people to socialise with dining facilities.
Magdalena Blackley said there was a need for normalisation. Andrew Boe said there needed to be a re-jigging of the plan. 

Conclusion re Alcohol Management Plan:
The Premier said that the AMP needed to be looked at further. Economic development was needed for Palm Island if there is ever
to be a future. There is a need for jobs and opportunities for Palm Islanders. The Premier said that this was the most beautiful
place in Queensland. People from Europe and around the world were looking for real culture.

Issues include:
1. Two people being employed on the Island to address:

• Health issues (children with foetal alcohol syndrome)
• Rehabilitation (Ferdie's Haven)

2- Supply of alcohol:
• Hours of the canteen
• Function by the Council or private enterprise
• Food/entertainment—not just selling of alcohol
• What is included and excluded

3. Council's suggestions:
• Allowing light beer to be served at the canteen and cartons of heavy beer to be purchased as take-away from the

Canteen
• Inclusion of wine in the AMP

4. Strategy to address sly grog

Other Business:
Zacc Sam asked about green zones and agriculture.
The Premier said that this Island was the ideal position for fishing and was environmentally friendly. A Park Ranger to encourage
camping could be a good idea? What was needed was for private developers to come to Palm Island. They haven't come in the
past because they needed a better perception of the community.
Mike Reynolds said that land tenure was a big issue.
Mal Grierson said that a Land Use Plan was needed first.
Andrew Boe said the $800,000 debt, for when the administrator was put in, was a burden.
Magdalena Blackley said that people who were trained at university level and understood bureaucratic process were needed to
work with the Council and Government.

Mr BEATTIE: I want to table the letters. Andrew Boe, of Boe Lawyers, has advised this council in
relation to the law. This is a typical illustration of white lawyers taking advantage of an Indigenous
community. Andrew Boe may well have been Ivan Milat's lawyer, but in my view he is doing the people
of Palm Island a great disservice. If he wants to go and promote his name—that he represented Ivan
Milat—that is fine, but he should get off the back of Indigenous Queenslanders. 

I will table letters that were written to me by Boe Lawyers. I will let people judge these letters. Let
us have all of this on the record. I table a letter written to me by Boe Lawyers on 3 December. I table a
letter written to me by Boe Lawyers on 6 December. I table a letter written by me to Erykah Kyle,
chairman of the council, and a letter I have written to Boe Lawyers on 10 December. Through all of this,
I should tell the House, that they wanted to totally represent on behalf of the council. I made it clear that
my government deals with the councils, not lawyers. We will deal directly with the Indigenous people. 
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I table another letter dated 13 December that was written by Boe Lawyers addressed to me. I
table a letter dated 17 December. In this letter of 17 December there are a number of things that the
chairman raises. It is from Erykah Kyle. In it she says, 'Secondly, the government review the debt of over
$800,000 that this council is now burdened with.' It raised it with me. Some inducement! If the council
fails on financial grounds, who picks up the bill? The people of Queensland do—

Ms Spence: The taxpayers.
Mr BEATTIE: The taxpayers, and through them the government of Queensland. 
The next one is a letter that the Acting Premier, Terry Mackenroth, wrote to Erykah Kyle on 4

January; the next is a letter written to Anna Moynihan in my department from Boe Lawyers on 10
January. We have a letter back to Louisa Pink from my director-general of 8 February. There is a letter
that I wrote to Erykah Kyle which was faxed on 11 February. There is a letter of 17 February from Boe
Lawyers to me basically telling me not to open the PCYC and telling me how illegal it all was. Talk about
a pack of thugs!

There is no way in the world I am going to be stood over by these sorts of people who are, in my
view, leeches on the community of Queensland. There is a letter that was written to me again by Erykah
Kyle dated 18 February with attachments which came after the meeting we had with them. 

I have to say that I am shattered by the behaviour of this council. I no longer believe that this
council can adequately represent the people of Palm Island. I do not believe that they can deliver
services to the people. I think they are basically dysfunctional and that the people of Palm Island are
badly served. 

I went to open this PCYC because I wanted to do the right thing by the children on that island.
This council has consistently resisted the opening of this PCYC. It is a $5.5 million facility paid for by the
people of Queensland and this council wants to prevent their kids from accessing the sporting and other
facilities on the island. I think it is nothing short of an absolute disgrace. 

The second thing I want to make very clear is this: at the meeting there were three ministers in
addition to me—there were four government ministers—we had two note takers, we had three directors-
general. No-one who was at that meeting would have concluded that my discussing a package could
have been anything other than a demonstration of goodwill to resolve their problems. No fair-minded
person could have seen this as an inducement. 

We had this first meeting, then we went and opened the PCYC. They did not want me to open it
as a PCYC. I said, 'I am sorry.' I tried to get them to come. I said I would come back to talk about other
issues, but I went and opened it as a PCYC. While I was gone, Andrew Boe had said to them, ‘Oh, what
the Premier said was blackmail.' None of this was raised in the first meeting with me. When I came back
they then raised the issue that what I had said was blackmail. I made it absolutely clear to them—

Mr Schwarten: You dealt with it.
Mr BEATTIE: I dealt with it, as the minister said. I made it clear to them that it was absolute

nonsense. I said, ‘This is about a package to try to assist the people of Palm Island.’ I cannot believe
that they have stooped this low. 

Mr Schwarten: Dishonest. 
Mr BEATTIE: It is not only dishonest; it is improper behaviour, in my view. Every time we try to

help this council we run into a brick wall. They are blocking us every possible way along the path. We
offered them assistance with local government regulations. They came back and said to us, 'Yes, assist
us with local government. Give us advice about how we sack our clerk, how we sack the CEO.' We said,
'Hang on. Whoa. Government is not here to help you sack your CEO. I said that we would help you as a
local government’—this is what was said to them—‘to actually get through being a local government as
opposed to being a previous council under a different act.’ 

Mr Johnson: Are you still going to wipe their $800,000 debt, Premier? 
Mr BEATTIE: The reality is that I have now referred this issue to the CMC. I was trying to remove

their debt in the interest of helping them go forward as part of a package. What I said to them was this:
‘We are not going to have a one-off. We actually want to progress.’ What happens is this: every time we
try to build a house they use native title against us. Every time we try to build some facility to provide
services the council blocks us by using various land decisions against the government. We have been
stymied all the way along the line. We could not even rebuild the police station without a brawl. 

Mr Schwarten: Houses for child protection workers. 
Mr BEATTIE: We are going to put houses on that island for child protection workers; we are going

to rebuild the police station; we are going to rebuild the courthouse. The real people of Palm Island are
going to get a fair go. 

Mr Reynolds: There's plenty of those, Mr Premier. 
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Mr BEATTIE: I take the interjection from the local member. I think if Boe Lawyers are really
serious about helping the people of Palm Island they will get off the island tomorrow. That is the first
thing. Hopefully we will end up with a group of people on that island who really want to advance the
people of that island and not carry on with this sort of nonsense. 

I am happy to pitch my credibility against that of the council of Palm Island any time—any time!
But I am not going to be blackmailed and I am not going to be intimidated by a council that is trying to
misrepresent what was said at that meeting. 

Let us be clear about this. I am unhappy. I am just shattered, to be honest, about their behaviour.
But we will put the people of Palm Island ahead of this council. The government will need to examine
whether this council can continue because, frankly, it is not serving the people of that island. 

SUMMARY OFFENCES BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from p. 155.
Mr CHOI (Capalaba—ALP) (3.35 pm): I rise in support of the Summary Offences Bill 2004. In

doing so can I first of all congratulate the minister and her staff for putting this very important bill
together. The legislation that we had in Queensland was outdated. Legislation is supposed to reflect the
times and it is timely that the minister put this bill together to reflect community expectations on certain
matters. 

Can I also put on record the wonderful work which has been undertaken by the Queensland
Police Service in my electorate of Capalaba. I have always said that not many professions involve
people risking their lives every day when they go to work. I have nothing but admiration for the police
men and women who have served the state of Queensland and its people so well. 

I would also echo my support, as many of my learned colleagues have already done this morning,
for the police commissioner, Mr Bob Atkinson. I have known Bob for a long time. Can I say to members:
do not let the soft, well-mannered person fool you. Inside that soft, well-mannered person is a will of
steel. His only purpose in life, on my understanding, is to make the Queensland Police Service the best
police service in this country. He is definitely on the way to succeeding in that. I have seen him at many
functions which I regard as totally beyond the call of duty. Clearly, the reason why he attends such
functions is to gain a better understanding of how the community works and to get a better grip on how
the Police Service can best serve the community. I have nothing but admiration for our police
commissioner. 

The objective of this legislation is to provide for some simple offences to be heard and determined
in a Magistrates Court. This bill also repeals the Vagrants, Gaming and Other Offences Act 1931 and
the Suppression of Gambling Act 1895. As I said, some of these acts are very outdated. 

There are many issues in this bill about which I will not go into detail. However, there are two
particular issues I would like to discuss in the House today. First, I must thank the minister for the gifting
of graffiti trailers to a community group in my electorate. The Breakthrough Community Group is a
combination of three community organisations, Boystown, the Rock Christian Church and the Cooee
Elders Association. They provide special assistance to kids on the street. They look after them, they
bring them into counselling, they create employment opportunities for them and they rehabilitate those
kids who clearly need some assistance. These graffiti trailers will go a long way to assisting them to
learn skills and perhaps to do some community work. 

I also take this opportunity to discuss the community engagement vehicle which was
implemented two and a half years ago. It is a vehicle that was purchased with no public funding but was
in fact sponsored by the business community in the electorate of Capalaba. Graffiti artists have been
engaged to paint the vehicle and it has been overwhelmingly well received by the community. I take this
opportunity to thank some of the sponsors—Capalaba Park and Lucas and Partners—for their
contribution to ensuring that this free vehicle is available for community groups to use.

Part 2, division 1 of the bill creates offences about quality of community use of public places. The
vagrancy provisions have been the subject of much discussion and debate, particularly by those groups
representing or advocating on behalf of those main users of public spaces and those most likely to be
deemed vagrants—that is, homeless people and the indigenous community. 

I am not going to talk about the detail of the bill in that regard but I will talk about the reason some
people are homeless in the first place. If they were not homeless they would not be on the street. The
responsibility for the lack of affordable housing options and suitable solutions to homelessness rests
fairly and squarely with the Howard government. It believes that the private market can best provide a
stable supply of affordable housing to those in need. That is absolutely wrong. 
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Under John Howard more than $3.8 billion of taxpayers' money has been pumped into the
Queensland private rental market through rental assistance payments. Despite this huge injection of
money more people are being squeezed out of the private rental market, there are less affordable
places to rent, more people are homeless and more people are turning to public housing for support. I
say to members of this House that it does not matter how much money the Liberal government in
Canberra is willing to give via rental assistance. If a person is unemployed or not working full time they
are unable to find a private landlord who will give them a house to live in. That is a fact. 

While rents in Brisbane have increased by up to 40 per cent in the last three years, the federal
government’s rental assistance has only increased by eight per cent, which is a lousy $3.60 per week.
Since the Howard government was first elected it has been trying to privatise the public housing system
by stealth. It has redirected taxpayer dollars away from new public housing construction to fund
individual rental assistance payments. This policy has resulted in Queensland losing around
$400 million through the Commonwealth-State Housing Agreement. That is money that would have
been spent on new public housing construction. 

The federal government justifies this by talking up the benefits of rental assistance. There is not
much point receiving rent assistance if there are no affordable houses to rent. Rent assistance has done
a great job of lining the pockets of landlords, but has not delivered one more unit of affordable housing
to people in need. Rent assistance funding is not tied to outcomes such as quality of accommodation or
a requirement to house people commonly marginalised by the private sector, including seniors and
people with disabilities. 

Around 70 per cent of people who now apply for public housing have some form of special
needs—that is, they are elderly or have a disability. This reflects the inability of the private sector to meet
their requirements and the failure of the Howard government's policy of investing in the private rental
market at the expense of more public housing. Howard's policy is hurting the most vulnerable people in
our community. Since the Beattie government was elected the housing budget has increased every
year, rising from $330 million in 1998 to $564 million this financial year. More needs to be done. We
need the federal government to help those homeless people on the street. I commend this bill to the
House. 

Mr ROWELL (Hinchinbrook—NPA) (3.43 pm): I rise to speak in the debate on the Summary
Offences Bill 2004. There are many aspects of the bill that should be supported. There is little question
about that. The bill looks at a range of issues such as public drunkenness and self-defence—whether a
person has an iron bar in the back seat of their car to defend themself. This whole process can be very
arbitrary, but there are many instances where this type of legislation is required. 

One aspect of the bill that I will discuss is the unlawful entry on to farming lands et cetera. I
struggle with the relevance of what is written in the minister's second reading speech with regard to
clause 13(1). It talks about creating an offence for a person to unlawfully enter or remain on land used
for agricultural or horticultural purposes, grazing or animal husbandry. The provision will apply, for
example, where a person without lawful permission enters or remains on land for the purpose of
shooting or camping on the land. A person who enters grazing land innocently or by mistake because
the land borders a highway or is not fenced would not commit an offence. 

I am concerned about that. A lot of horticultural and agricultural land is not fenced. If the land is
not fenced a person could believe they are entitled to enter that land. I do not believe that is what the
minister intends to be put in the legislation. I would like to hear the minister's comment on that. 

The other section that I am interested in is protecting the vulnerable from imposters. In the
minister’s second reading speech reference is made to the issue of imposters using their credentials to
obtain advantage with employment. We do not necessarily recognise and accept certifications from
many other countries. Many people are out there saying that they are doctors or have been to university
and are well dedicated in a variety of disciplines. I do not think many of those certifications are
recognised in Australia. I believe there is an issue as far as recognising people's certification. 

In her second reading speech the minister talks about advantage gained by an imposter—for
example, obtaining employment as a university lecturer—by purporting to have qualifications that the
person does not have. I believe that many of these qualifications just will not stack up in terms of our
requirements. I would like the minister to have a look at the that. 

The minister talks about security systems, scanners in cars and cars not being safe. People will
be fined $30 if their windows are left down. In many rural areas this is essential because of the heat that
is generated in cars, particularly in the tropics. In many areas these cars are quite safe. It is not
necessarily a security issue. If someone was overzealous it could become an issue. 

There are other issues dealing with law and order that I want to raise. A Tully excavator
contractor, Daryl Marshall, had his excavator burnt out on New Years Eve 2004. This was done by
Ashley Dunne, 22 years of age, and his brother John who was 18 years of age. They did this after
stealing a CB from the machine. They decided to burn the excavator to cover up evidence of the theft. 
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Ashley had a criminal record and had been given the court's leniency on a previous occasion.
These guys decided to destroy any evidence of pinching the CB so they burned the excavator. For this
act of vandalism and destruction of Marshall's property, Ashley Dunne, who was 22 years of age,
received a 12-month intensive correctional order and his brother received a six-month intensive
correctional order. That is totally inadequate given the crime they committed. 

The excavator was valued at $122,000. Daryl Marshall received $80,000 from insurance to
replace it. The value of a replacement of an excavator of that type is about $200,000. It took him some
three months to negotiate the settlement of insurance. He lost income for some nine months. This is
extremely important to anybody in that region, particularly when they have built up clientele. Daryl
Marshall did a range of work for the likes of River Trust and other farming groups. He is currently
working in Cairns because he has no real option but to try to seek other clients because his client base
has been taken over by somebody else. 

That is business. Because this gentleman was unable to satisfy his clients, somebody else did the
work that he would normally do. The family was considerably disrupted. They were living on his wife's
income. In order to carry himself over during this interim period, he had to sell the buckets and his low-
loader for the excavator. As a result, for about nine months of the year his livelihood was taken away
from him. I have sent a letter to the Attorney-General presenting a summary of hardship for Darryl
Marshall, and there is a petition currently doing the rounds in north Queensland for people to express
and acknowledge their concern as to what happened to this chap.

I was amazed at the Attorney-General’s response and comments in the media. He brandished a
Commonwealth report which says that Queensland courts are the most cost effective in Australia and
that the rate at which Queensland's higher courts were finalising criminal cases was well ahead of the
national average. The Attorney-General commented that this was a credit to our judges and that these
statistics were the cornerstone of an effective justice system. If the Attorney-General is satisfied with
people with a record of committing violent attacks and reoffending while out on bail and arsonists
escaping appropriate penalties for the destruction of property because the decisions of the court are
made quickly, I hold grave concern for the Queensland justice system—that is, if getting through the
whole process as quickly as possible is more important than the consequences inflicted upon affected
people, something has gone by the wayside.

There was another incidence of a person who was bashed within an inch of his life to the degree
that his wife was called to identify him, because he was in intensive care and the police needed
someone to identify this chap without doubt. The Magistrates Court granted conditional bail for the
assault causing occasional grievous bodily harm while the offender was on bail for a previous charge.
The Police Union cannot understand how a person can receive bail while on bail for a similar offence. It
is absolutely perplexed. The police in the area did an enormous amount of work going through the
process to ensure that they dotted every i and crossed every t. This story is even more incredible when
one knows that the person who was bashed within an inch of his life suffered damage to his eye socket
and swelling to his brain. He could not understand how his aggressor could get out on the streets while
already on bail, and there is also a list of previous form that this chap had. He had failed to appear on
two occasions for other court matters and has 70 hours of community service to perform. The defence
lawyer was successful with the bail application because there were no previous convictions for the
offence of violence. It is interesting that this guy was on bail for one offence and on bail for another
offence, yet the defence lawyer was successful in getting him bail because there were no previous
convictions for criminal offences of violence.

That makes a mockery of the justice system. It is quite clear that the law of the jungle prevails,
and it is of great concern that these types of offences are occurring in Queensland. Yesterday the
Leader of the Opposition referred to intentions of the state government relating to its law enforcement
program and its platform of maintaining that imprisonment is to be a sentence of last resort, particularly
for young people under the age of 25. The other day the Attorney-General and the minister for
communities said that they were going to increase the age of jurisdiction to 25 years of age. In both
instances that I have mentioned, the offenders were under the age of 25. Therefore, even though the
police could get convictions, if the government's law enforcement platform prevailed, these offenders
might not be going to jail. It would only occur where serious offences occurred. But the point is that in
both instances they got off with very light decisions. It was a slap across the wrist. They were not even
sentenced. As to the offender who got bail, that person is out on the streets again. In the case of the
brothers who burnt the excavator, they got off on intensive correctional orders. I do not believe that is
adequate, and that was extremely disappointing for the Police Union.

If offences are of a nature where the police cannot get adequate convictions and if people can go
out and bash somebody while they are already on bail simply because they have not had a criminal
conviction for violence, where are we going? This whole issue needs to be examined very closely. While
this bill deals with minor offences, I wanted to bring these cases to the attention of the parliament. Under
the current system, many people do not support the government's intentions in terms of law
enforcement. While ever the police themselves are having difficulties getting prosecutions for hideous
crimes—crimes against people who have done nothing to offend others but are simply in an unfortunate
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position—we do not have the level of support from either the police or the community to have any faith in
the system. 

Ms STONE (Springwood—ALP) (3.57 pm): In order to maintain a quality of lifestyle, it is
necessary that our laws reflect today's society. This bill repeals the Vagrants, Gaming and Other
Offences Act 1931, of which many of the offences are no longer relevant. I want to inform the House that
I received feedback from the Daisy Hill-Loganholme Lions Club in respect of this bill. With regard to the
repeal of the offence where a person is found by night having the person's face blackened or masked or
wearing felt or other slippers or being dressed in disguise or otherwise disguised or having in the
person's possession any dark lantern, electric torch or any matches, let me say that this has been
received with great enthusiasm by the president, Lance Roberts. He has informed Lions members that
they no longer will have to feel like criminals when they come to dinner meetings disguised like the devil
wearing felt slippers and carrying lanterns, especially when celebrating Halloween. Community safety—

Mr Palaszczuk interjected.
Ms STONE: The Lions Club dinners are very good, Minister.
Community safety is getting a lot of media attention currently, and it should be noted that this bill

does have significant reforms with respect to the community safety and good order issues currently
being discussed. Firstly, begging or encouraging a child to beg will stay as an offence. There is no doubt
that Australians are one of the most generous races on earth. We only have to look at the generosity of
Australians in response to the tsunami appeal, and that response is still ongoing with many people still
doing what they can to assist those in need in those affected countries. This same generosity is also
given domestically. Queenslanders and Australians in all other states give generously to a mixture of
government and non-government funded charities. That generosity is given in many ways, including
cash and time spent volunteering. The public expects that people who are generally in need of
assistance with basics such as food, clothing or shelter will seek help from those organisations. While I
am saddened that in our community there are some people who are experiencing poverty and
homelessness, I do not believe allowing and accepting begging is a solution to a social justice problem.

Travel warnings about beggars are often given to Australians when travelling overseas to
countries where begging is an accepted practice. We need to be given this warning, because the
practice of begging is so unfamiliar to us. For many people it is quite intimidating. I do not want Australia
to become a country that needs to warn tourists about begging. I particularly do not want Queensland to
become a place known for beggars. 

The bill creates an offence for a person to possess an implement that has been, is being or is to
be used for the burglary of a home or business premises, for the unlawful entry of a motor vehicle with
the intent to steal it or property from it, or for the assault of a person, or for damage to property. This
could include a person in possession of an electronic car door lock scanner in a car park with no
explainable circumstances as to why they would be in possession of it. This offence also includes a
member of a gang who may be carrying a weapon or is carrying a weapon for the purposes of using it to
assault other persons. 

It is reasonable to expect police to have these types of pre-emptive powers in order to prevent
crimes. I have heard the Liberal Party crying out for zero tolerance, yet the member for Surfers Paradise
questions giving pre-emptive powers to police. The public believe that police officers are well trained in
the law and that they will use this training when assessing situations. The community certainly expects
the police to have these pre-emptive powers. 

In respect to the offence of unlawful possession of suspected stolen property, I note that clause
16 of the bill creates an offence for a person to unlawfully possess a thing that is reasonably suspected
of being stolen or unlawfully obtained. This clause is complementary to the more serious offences of
stealing and receiving contained in the Criminal Code but may be used in instances where the lawful
owner of property cannot be located but the circumstances in which a person has possession of
property can lead to the conclusion that it has been stolen or unlawfully obtained. 

Clause 22 of the bill creates an offence for a person, by any false or fraudulent representations
either orally or in writing or by means of dress, apparel of otherwise, who fraudulently seeks to obtain
money or other benefit or advantage. This clause will apply to persons obtaining money from others,
particularly the elderly, by false representation such as fraudulently representing themselves to be
collecting money for a bona fide organisation. A recent example is people who were falsely claiming to
be collecting donations for the victims of the tsunami disaster. Every member probably has a story to tell
of elderly residents in their electorates who have been taken in by people who have given them
fraudulent information. Further, the provision will not only deal with these types of misrepresentations
but also extend to a person obtaining an advantage by an imposition, for example, obtaining
employment as a university lecturer by professing to have a qualification that that person does not have.

I was going to speak to the clauses of the bill that relate to graffiti, but I note that a lot of members
who have already spoken have covered that issue quite well. I agree with most of what has been said
about that issue. In my electorate I would have to say that Inspector Allan Schepers is always reporting
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to me the good results of his police officers. That is because I have very committed and dedicated police
officers in the Springwood electorate. I would like to congratulate all of them on their hard work. The
Loganholme Police Station, in its first year, has had very good results. I am regularly informed by
residents about the good service that they are receiving from their local police. Senior Sergeant Scott
Lacey and his team at Loganholme can be very proud of the reputation that they have built up in their
local community and the results that they have achieved in just one year. 

I want to speak about public drunkenness—a topic that certainly has been the focus of news
headlines. The outcomes of public drunkenness have changed. We are no longer talking about the local
drunk sitting at the corner of the bar who would, by the end of the night, be swinging punches into the
air. One only has to talk to ambulance officers to hear about the types of scenes and injuries that they
are required to attend as a result of alcohol abuse. The nation is suffering from the consequences of
binge drinking and public drunkenness. One only has to look at what has happened to players in the
NRL to see that this issue is not unique to people of any city or any part of Queensland. The community
expects professional footballers to be responsible role models for the juniors who aspire to be like
them—their heroes. Right at this moment, the NRL is suffering from the negative outcomes of public
drunkenness, but it is responding by imposing fines and other disciplinary actions that reflect community
expectations on footballers. 

Binge drinking is not just a police problem. I believe that the promotions of a variety of alcoholic
beverages certainly need to be questioned. We have had the debate about the marketing of tobacco.
Now it is time that we have a debate about how alcohol is marketed. The public expects to be able to
enjoy public places. Our laws must reflect the changes in our society to enable people to do that. That is
why I believe that the issue of the marketing of alcohol definitely needs to be looked at. 

I also want to place on record my respect for Police Commissioner Bob Atkinson. When I speak
with police officers, they certainly tell me about the respect and admiration that they have for their
commissioner. It is not only the police officers who tell me this; their families also support the police
commissioner. The admiration for the man glows from his officers. From my own meetings with the
commissioner, I can describe him only as a gentleman. I also think that the minister is a great minister
who is listening to the community and to police officers to create a safer Queensland. 

There is no doubt that social behavioural problems in society change with time. That is why I
support the Summary Offences Bill 2004. It is going to give police the necessary tools for them to uphold
law and order in today's society. 

Ms LEE LONG (Tablelands—ONP) (4.05 pm): In rising to speak to this bill, like the members for
Gregory and Bundamba, I would like to say what a worthwhile, educational and informative trade
mission I was able to partake in with the police minister and other members of this House earlier this
month. I would also like to congratulate the minister on the way in which she led our delegation. I also
congratulate Bob Gibbs on the very good job that he is doing in drumming up trade connections in the
US and I thank him for his assistance while we were over there. I also thank Hilary Prittchard for her
assistance on the Canadian leg of the trip. We were warmly welcomed in both the US and Canada and
were able to look at, inspect and hear about so many aspects of policing and correctional services and
trade in both of those countries. 

I now turn to the Summary Offences Bill 2004. This bill is to replacing the Vagrants, Gaming and
Other Offences Act 1931. According to the explanatory notes, that act had become so outdated that
many of its provisions were not suitable for enforcement. Indeed, to amend that act would have involved
the introduction of so many provisions that it was considered at least as effective to draw up an entirely
new bill. 

I am pleased to see that in the process a number of provisions that had included the reversal of
the onus of proof have had that reversal removed. That is a distinct and very welcome change from the
usual practice of both this and the previous parliament of seeing the reversal of the onus of proof
included in many, many bills introduced into this House since 2001. 

With reference to division 1, the explanatory notes make it abundantly clear that, although
specific activities may need to be viewed in context, there is wide acceptance of what might or might not
affect the community use of public spaces. Of course, we should all be able to go about our business
without interference, without intimidation and without fearing for our safety. The impact of public
nuisance activities can be out of all proportion to their seriousness. In my electorate there is a bus stop
that is located near a shaded area. This area is often occupied by people who pester bus passengers. It
has reached the stage at which the driver has gone public in the media about the issue, because where
he once had eight passengers—mostly elderly women—he now has only one. Nobody has been
robbed, nobody has been assaulted, yet the lives and activities of passengers have been severely
disrupted. It is hoped that this new legislation allows situations such as that to be dealt with more
effectively. 

Clause 13(1) creates a new offence of unlawfully entering or remaining on land used for
agricultural or horticultural purposes or for grazing or animal husbandry. However, I do not agree with
the proviso that unfenced land bordering a highway misses out on the same protection. It appears quite
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clear to me that if a piece of land is not a person's land and that person does not have prior permission
to go onto it, then that person simply should not go onto it. I welcome the creation in clause 13(2) of the
offence of opening and leaving open a gate, fence, or other barrier around farmland. It can be vital to the
safe running of a property for fences and gates to not be interfered with. This provision provides at least
some protection. 

What is sometimes called street crime is becoming more and more of an issue in both our cities
and in many smaller communities. It is appropriate that those committing such offences suffer a
deterrent penalty. We are all aware that Queenslanders now have to lock themselves and their homes
up like fortresses like they have never done before. This is done at great expense and inconvenience to
law-abiding, ordinary folk and takes away their feeling of freedom that in the past was taken as a natural
part of their lives. I have personally suffered from these kinds acts and can vouch for the anger that it
provokes when one's personal space has been invaded and hard-earned goods have been stolen. 

I believe it is very appropriate that those convicted of graffiti related offences under this bill face
the possibility of having to clean up the graffiti. Our local councils are hard-pressed, to say the least, to
find money to clear up this sort of nuisance. Prohibiting the body piercing of minors is also appropriate. 

This bill covers quite a large number of offences, including what may constitute offences of
language. Certain words or obscene language used in shopping centres, car parks, streets or malls may
constitute obscene language, yet if these same words are used in the public bar of a hotel in the course
of a conversation they may not constitute offensive language. I believe this could be very confusing to
ordinary people and a publicity campaign would be needed to help the public understand it. I ask the
minister whether this provision refers to the public bar of only hotels or to any public bar. 

The bill also covers the offence of trespass and creates an offence for a person to unlawfully
enter or remain in a dwelling or a yard around a dwelling or a place used for business or commercial
purposes. This is basically a pre-emptive measure against offences such as burglary. This is welcome. 

Throwing things at sporting events is another offence covered in this bill. This refers to objects
which may injure a person, damage property or disrupt an event. Examples are throwing drink cans or
stones into a crowd or onto a sporting field. A number of other offences are covered in this bill. On the
whole, it should assist our hardworking police in enforcing the law. I support the bill. 

Mrs CROFT (Broadwater—ALP) (4.10 pm): It is my great pleasure to rise in support of the
Summary Offences Bill 2004. I congratulate the minister and her ministerial staff on the work they have
done in bringing the reforms provided in this legislation to the House. 

Over time many residents have formally, through meetings at my office or correspondence, and
informally, at P&C meetings, Neighbourhood Watch meetings and at my mobile office, raised with me
their concerns with regard to the lack of policing provisions available to curb public nuisance offences
and to their desire to feel protected and safe in their homes. 

I believe that this legislation goes a long way towards addressing the concerns raised by
Broadwater constituents and the Queensland public. It deals with antisocial behaviour and provides for
offences that are pre-emptive in nature, providing police with the powers to take action at a stage prior to
offences, such as burglary or unlawful use of a motor vehicle, occuring.

One clause that provides for pre-emptive action is clause 15, which creates an offence to possess
an implement that has been, is being or is to be used for the burglary of a dwelling, the unlawful entry of
a place, the unlawful entry of a motor vehicle with intent to commit an indictable offence, stealing or
unlawfully using a vehicle to unlawfully injure a person or to unlawfully damage property. 

I am pleased to see that there is some balance in the legislation. Residents often tell me that they
have seen someone walking along the street who looks like they are going to engage in some kind of
unlawful behaviour but when they ring the police they are told that the police have no powers to act on
their complaint. With the passing of this legislation, the police will be able to act if someone is unable to
explain why they are carrying picklocks or another instrument used in breaking into someone's home,
for example. The legislation provides that if a person has a reason for carrying such implements the
police will deal with that appropriately. Many people would be looking for that type of fairness. I believe
that the legislation delivers that fairness whilst addressing the kinds of issues residents have raised with
me. 

As a member who represents an electorate that has a large majority of constituents aged over 65,
I understand that seniors have been frightened to leave their homes open. They are becoming more
aware of locking up their homes. In the past they have raised with me the fear they are feeling. They
have been requesting some changes to ensure they feel safe, particularly in their own homes. I am
pleased to see that offences against property and undertaking dangerous acts have been included in
this legislation. 

I wish to speak about the laws that will be introduced in relation to trespass. Clause 11(1) creates
an offence for a person to unlawfully enter or remain in a dwelling or the yard for a dwelling. Subclause
(2) creates an offence to unlawfully enter or remain in the yard of, or a place used for, a business or
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commercial purpose, or a place the person is not permitted to enter. The clause is essentially a trespass
provision and is a pre-emptive measure against offences such as burglary. I am sure residents will be
pleased to see that that has been included. However, the provision does not rely on an intent to commit
an offence within the property entered. It is to be noted that the clause, by virtue of the definition of ‘yard'
in the dictionary to the bill, applies to both dwelling houses and business premises. 

 Neighbourhood Watch members have raised many questions with me about the finer detail of the
legislation and I am pleased to have the opportunity to explain it today. In the case of a dwelling house,
it is not necessary for the yard to be fenced. It is sufficient that there is some form of indication of the
boundary of the yard of the dwelling. This may amount to a garden bed or simply the fencing of an
adjoining block. That may indicate the boundaries of an unfenced yard. Additionally, should a building
not have a yard surrounding it but rather border onto a footpath and against adjoining buildings, the
provisions of clause 11 apply in so far as unlawful entry to the building is concerned. Clause 11 also
applies in the case of a place, for example a storage area, not containing a building which is fenced off
to prevent unlawful entry. 

The legislation also introduces provisions to deal with persons unlawfully gathering in or around a
building or a structure. Clause 12 creates an offence for a person, together with another or others, to
unlawfully enter or remain in any part of a public or private building or structure or any land occupied or
used in connection with the building or structure. I understand that this provision will deal with
demonstrations, sit-ins and so on. It offers protection when a business or government property is
unlawfully occupied. The clause is to apply even though persons may have entered the building,
structure or associated land lawfully. Once the licence the persons may have had to enter, for example
to make a genuine inquiry, is revoked, the persons commit an offence by remaining in or on the building
or structure or its land. So this provision would apply if people have been asked to leave and they do
not. If the initial entry is unlawful, for example entry is made to occupy a portion of a building for the
purpose of a protest, then the offence is committed from that initial entry. The provisions of the bill
relating to public nuisance or other offences, such as wilful exposure, apply as though the building or
structure or associated land were a public place. 

Coming from the country, I am pleased to see that provisions have been included in this
legislation to deal with unlawfully entering farming land. Clause 13(1) creates an offence for a person to
unlawfully enter or remain on land used for agricultural or horticultural purposes or for grazing or animal
husbandry. The provision will apply, for example, where a person without lawful permission enters or
remains on the land for the purposes of shooting or camping on that land. However, the entry must be
unlawful as defined in the dictionary. A person who enters onto grazing land with innocent intent and by
mistake because the land borders a highway and is not fenced would not commit an offence. I
understand that the member for Gregory raised that with the minister earlier today. Subclause (2)
creates an offence of unlawfully opening or leaving open a gate, fence or other barrier enclosing land
used for agricultural or horticultural purposes or for grazing or animal husbandry. I think the legislation
really does address the community's expectations of the time. 

It also deals with unregulated high-risk activities. As someone who has skydived in the
appropriate place, I understand that this legislation deals with those high-risk activities such as
parachuting, hang-gliding and BASE-jumping off buildings and structures that are not built for that
purpose. The legislation is balanced in that it is not an offence for a person to commit an act proscribed
in the proposed new subsection (1) if the building or structure has been purpose-built for that particular
act or the act is done as a stunt, for example, as part of a person's employment in the movie or
television industry. In the latter case the permission of the owner of a building or a structure must, of
course, be obtained first.

Additionally, the subsection declares that a person cleaning, maintaining or repairing a building or
structure does not commit an offence by climbing up or down that building or structure. Proposed new
subsection (3) enables the court, in addition to any other penalty it may impose, to order the person to
pay the costs of rescuing or attempting to rescue the person who is found guilty of, or has pleaded guilty
to, an offence contained in this particular clause. 

I am pleased to see that this legislation has been introduced by the minister. I know that her staff
have engaged with the backbenchers and have received from backbenchers any information that the
community has raised. I would like to thank them for providing that assistance. 

I would also like to take this opportunity to acknowledge the hard work and the good work of the
officers at Runaway Bay Police Station under the leadership of Senior Sergeant Underwood, and I also
thank those officers who work at the Southport Police Station under the leadership of Senior Sergeant
Jim Ploughman. They do a fantastic job. I was at a Neighbourhood Watch meeting the other day that
was quite small. Five people were there, but they really did appreciate that Senior Sergeant Underwood
had taken the time out in the evening to attend that meeting and to update them about all the work that
the police had been doing in that particular area. 

I would also like to take this opportunity to commend the police commissioner, Bob Atkinson, for
the work that he does. Mr Atkinson has actually been down to my electorate. We appreciate that he
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does visit the Gold Coast. He is held in high regard amongst those police officers. I take this opportunity
to congratulate him on the work that he does. I commend the bill to the House. 

Mr KNUTH (Charters Towers—NPA) (4.22 pm): I rise to speak on the Summary Offences Bill
2004. This bill provides for a number of offences that deal with antisocial behaviour. It also provides for
offences that are pre-emptive, thus actions can be taken at a stage prior to the offence such as burglary
or unlawful use of a motor vehicle. 

I raise the issue of juvenile crime within the township of Charters Towers. Early this month, and
within the last two weeks, thieves broke into several homes and community centres, including the Police
Citizens Youth Club where thieves smashed the front door, ransacked the canteen, stole food, drinks
and cash and smashed an emergency service door on the organisation's bus. During December there
were well over 15 break-ins, and in January there were 25 break-ins. These are unacceptable numbers. 

Other break-ins included not only the homes of the elderly—who are sometimes targeted twice in
one night—but also other community organisations such as the Country Women's Association, a church
as well as various other businesses. These thieves are becoming more and more arrogant. There are
reports of residents finding thieves in their home and chasing them away, only to have them return later
in the evening. It is fair to say that these residents and business owners have to lock themselves up to
feel safe. Elderly people are frightened in their own homes. 

The majority of these offences are caused by juveniles as young as 12 years old. Children should
not be roaming the streets at all hours of the night. I am supportive of the introduction of a curfew to get
the children off the streets at night. The bleeding hearts and the civil libertarians may disagree, but
curfews offer a practical solution to the problem of juvenile crime and antisocial behaviour in public
places. It is action taken before a crime occurs. 

This is not about locking up children at night and denying them social enjoyment. Rather, it is
targeting policies where local councils, in conjunction with local police, would be able to apply to the
police minister for special child curfews to be imposed on trouble spots for juvenile crime, antisocial
behaviour and areas considered unsafe. A curfew should be modelled on the laws introduced by the
Gallop government in Western Australia early last year. The curfews would apply to children up to 15
years of age not in the immediate care of parents or responsible adults and would apply from 9 pm to 6
am, depending on local needs. Police can assess whether children should be moved, returned home or
taken to alternative care. If children were returned home, police would have the right of entry to make
preliminary assessments on the home environment and decide whether it is safe for the children to
remain at the home. This policy is about giving local councils and police another tool in making local
areas safe places for everyone. 

I would like to say that having young children roaming the streets at night is a recipe for disaster.
Some of these children have committed the same crimes three or four times over. Juvenile crime is a big
issue in Charters Towers. No other solution has worked so we are offering a solution, which is a child
curfew after 9 o'clock in the evening. We have children who are 10, 12, 14 years old annoying the crap
out of the elderly at 2 o'clock in the morning. 

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms Jarratt): Order! That is unparliamentary language.
Mr KNUTH: I am sorry, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
Mr Mickel interjected. 
Mr KNUTH: Thank you. Our communities are losing their freedom and the right to feel safe in

their home. I would urge this government to take this into consideration because we owe it to our
children and our community. I commend this bill to the House. 

Ms NELSON-CARR (Mundingburra—ALP) (4.26 pm): Without question, the Vagrants, Gaming
and Other Offences Act is long past its use-by date. Some of its content is ludicrous by today's
standards, and it is high time we moved on. 

I welcome the motivation behind the introduction of the Summary Offences Bill, which is to
enhance safety within the Queensland community. However, there will be some concern that the police
are being given too much power. I would take exception if people with no criminal intent were wrongfully
targeted. For instance, if a group of teenagers are walking along a street or standing talking, that in itself
should not be reason to question or detain them, unless, of course, they are acting in a suspicious
manner or have suspect implements in their possession. I gave that example as an example of where
powers could possibly be misinterpreted but, nonetheless, the laws do need to be updated. 

The Minister for Police and Corrective Services has referred to the ways in which a person could
be termed a vagrant under the old act. One that particularly caught my attention was walking outside the
home wearing slippers. I never realised it before, but my son Darcy has been breaking the law for many
years. He goes shopping wearing his slippers and he likes to wear them just about everywhere away
from the house. His criminal behaviour has so far not attracted arrest, but I am very happy to know that
he will soon be able to wear his favourite slippers anywhere he likes without being deemed a vagrant
and with complete impunity. 
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Mr Mickel interjected. 
Ms NELSON-CARR: He is a long-haired git. 
I note that vagrants are currently attracting debate in Victoria where aggressive begging in the

Melbourne CBD is causing concern in the lead-up to the Commonwealth Games. 
Law-abiding Queensland citizens are fed up with assaults, house break-ins and cars thefts, but

police are already doing a first-class job in trying to keep on top of these offences. I do not know of
anywhere in the world where it is possible to prevent them outright; maybe in Shangri-la. In north
Queensland we do live in Shangri-la but, sadly, it is not a crime-free one. 

Giving police greater freedom to move if someone looks as though they could be about to commit
a crime will make their job easier and afford more protection for communities throughout Queensland. I
say at this point that, thankfully, the police are more community minded these days. They look at ways
to prevent crime and strengthen community capacity from within. Of course, Neighbourhood Watch
groups and community conferencing are good examples of crime prevention strategies. 

This community capacity can be so effective in providing a range of local responses to a
community suffering the effects of antisocial behaviour, whatever they might be. However, simply
reacting to crime and antisocial behaviour can be expensive to run and maintain—for instance, hiring
extra security guards and the installation of closed circuit TV. For some people, usually the most
marginalised—the homeless, young people, Indigenous people and mentally ill people—no-go zones
become a feature of their lives and do not address the broader social problems associated with their
behaviour. I think the police are in a tough position. 

The escalation of road rage assaults cannot be endured and the disgraceful actions of some
motorists are a blot on society. If a driver carries an iron bar or some other implement for the purpose of
inflicting harm, it should certainly be regarded as an offence. However, there are some women who feel
the need to have an item readily accessible in their car for protection against physical attack, particularly
if they have had a bad experience in the past. I can see very awkward situations occurring when trying
to explain away the presence of such items if they are discovered whilst being pulled over for breath
tests or traffic violations. I am not asking for special concessions for women, only that under such
circumstances I hope that reason would prevail.

Without hesitation, I agree that children must be protected from physical maiming caused by
tattooing and genital and nipple piercing. I also applaud clause 24 of the bill that prohibits the sale or
supply of a potentially harmful thing to another person. I do have some minor reservations but on the
whole I commend the Summary Offences Bill to the House. I believe it will have a significant impact on
the security and peace of mind of communities within our state. 

Mr McARDLE (Caloundra—Lib) (4.31 pm): I rise today to support the Summary Offences Bill. In
doing so, I raise the concern that, although the bill strengthens the hand of police officers, it does not go
far enough in certain instances. Although providing the police with additional powers, it does not solve
the major problem—that is, police numbers and their resourcing in our community. I endorse the
comments of the members for Surfers Paradise and Moggill and do not intend to traverse the provisions
individually.

This is one of the most serious concerns throughout Queensland. When I speak to people, they
state quite clearly that they do not feel safe in their own home. When I ask them to elaborate, the
statement is quite clear that they do not see police on the street in the numbers required, nor do they
see police being resourced to the extent that they need. When I talk to residents in any area throughout
Queensland, they hold police officers in great respect and understand the very difficult task that they
have to perform. On many occasions I have said to serving police officers that I would not want their job
for the simple reason that they never know when they knock on someone’s door if they will receive a
shotgun blast in reply or if they will be caught in some high-speed chase which could end in tragedy.

Again, people make it quite clear that they want to see police on the beat, mixing with the
community and interacting with business owners. They feel this is essential for them to feel secure in
their own home and to conduct their business in an open and safe manner. In essence, to the public, the
whole issue comes down to police numbers and the police being properly resourced. Unless the
government achieves police numbers sufficient to deal with crime and those officers have facilities to
perform their duties, the concern of the public will continue to escalate.

One point I do ask for clarification on is: when the new Caloundra Magistrates Court and watch-
house open later this year, will current serving police officers from the Caloundra Police Station be
seconded to the new watch-house, thus reducing operational numbers at that police station? If so, for
how long will the secondment continue? If they are not to be drawn from the Caloundra Police Station,
where across the Sunshine Coast will they come from? If officers to man the watch-house are not being
seconded, what process will be put in place to man this new facility which will not result in a reduction of
operational police numbers across the Sunshine Coast area? 
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Returning to the bill itself, I note that it tightens the existing provisions of the Vagrants, Gaming
and Other Offences Act 1931. The odd position in regard to this legislation is that it appears, when
considering and contrasting it with the actions of the Attorney-General in Monday morning's Courier-
Mail, the contrast is quite stark. The Attorney-General stated in the Courier-Mail that he was considering
raising the age limit of offenders to be considered juveniles because it would bring Queensland into line
with the other states in Australia. The paper went on to say that it was also harder to rehabilitate young
people who had been sent to adult prisons. The apparent incongruity between the intent of this
legislation and the Attorney-General's proposal regarding juvenile offenders highlights the dilemma this
government continues to face. In fact, it is attempting to serve two masters. It readily admits the issue is
one of such concern that the Premier donned the media tart attire and took with him a contingent of the
media and publicised his stroll on any media outlet available. In essence, what is occurring is that this
government is sending mixed messages to the public. One is that it will create tougher offences and, in
some case, absolute offences; the other is that sentences will be softer.

Many of the offences in the bill, though not all, deal with what are normally referred to as nuisance
offences. Nevertheless, many of the actions referred to within the bill make walking our public areas
very dangerous. In recent times, the newspapers have abounded with very sad tales of young men
being attacked and suffering horrific injuries. Naturally, no-one wants this form of abuse to occur on any
level, and any action we can take to stop it occurring must be applauded.

I will simply refer to one particular clause, and that is clause 25, which creates offences relating to
the use of vehicles. The clause is, in effect, a replica of section 408A of the Criminal Code, commonly
termed unlawful use of a motor vehicle. Under subsection (1) of the Criminal Code provision, a person
can be liable for up to seven years jail for unlawful use of a motor vehicle and, in some instances, up to
12 years jail. The Criminal Code provides, additionally, a specific defence to the offence that if the
accused person had the lawful consent of the owner of the motor vehicle he will not be guilty of the
offence. That defence is not available under the new legislation. The minister appears to be attempting
to put into place a reduced offence or summary offence. The logic behind that eludes me, given that a
conviction under either section is still a conviction of unlawful use of a motor vehicle and, as such, will
carry just as much weight in any subsequent proceedings if the offender reoffends. As there is no
defence contained within the summary offences act akin to the Criminal Code, the defendant will have to
rely upon other provisions of the Criminal Code such as section 24 to ground a defence. It seems to me
to simply be a replication of a provision that exists elsewhere for which no additional benefit is obvious
on the wording of the current bill if one pleads guilty to the new offence of using a motor vehicle. There
is simply no sense in putting legislation together just for the sake of doing so. There needs to be a valid
reason for its existence. In the example I have referred to, I am certain that the minister would rely on
the judiciary to perform its task properly in sentencing anybody who came before it and who was found
guilty of the offence.

At the end of the day, we can have all the papers that we want, all the good intentions, all the acts
of parliament, all the directions and community involvement, but unless we have legislation supported
by police numbers and adequately resourced police they are nothing more than paper sitting on the
shelves. At the end of the day, all the goodwill in the world will not enforce new and stronger legislation
unless it is supported by practical assistance. 

Hon. J FOURAS (Ashgrove—ALP) (4.37 pm): I am pleased to speak to the Summary Offences
Bill 2004. I want to address two public order offences—that is, being drunk in a public place and
begging. The minister in her second reading speech stated—
The objective of the public order offences in this bill is to ensure that members of the public should be able to lawfully use and
pass through public places without interference.

It is reasonable and necessary to maintain the offence of being drunk in a public place in order to
protect members of the community from the drunken behaviour of others. An international Thinking
Drinking conference is currently being held in Melbourne. Thinking Drinking is quite a misnomer but it
should not be. The conference will look into the way in which we should deal with alcohol in order to
reduce the damage from both public drunkenness and harmful drinking. This is a worldwide problem. 

In May this year, for the first time in 20 years, the World Health Organisation will debate a global
resolution on the harms of alcohol. What do we know about how to deal with this difficult issue? Surveys
show a stark increase over the past 20 years in the number of young people in Australia drinking at
harmful levels. The number of 16- to 17-year-old males drinking alcohol to such an extent as to risk
short-term harm—that is, more than six drinks in one session—in the week prior to this survey increased
from 29 per cent in 1984 to 43 per cent in 2002. The figure for 15- to 16-year-old females increased from
30 per cent in 1984 to 42 per cent in 2002. 

Similar patterns emerged for 12- and 15-year-old males and females. For example, for 12- to 15-
year-old girls who drank alcohol, harmful drinking increased from 10 per cent in 1984 to 24 per cent in
2002. These are very stark and frightening statistics. It is disconcerting that, as patterns of harmful
drinking are increasing, the perception of young people is that the dangers associated with it are
reducing. Of similar concern is that parents often do not see alcohol consumption by their children as a
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problem. A national alcohol campaign study found that fewer than 10 per cent of parents rated drinking
too much alcohol as a major problem for Australian teenagers. 

This parliament has reacted to the problem of passive smoking. We must now also respond more
effectively to the whole range of damaging effects that can arise from other people's harmful drinking
such as violence in public, road deaths, domestic violence, homicides and fires. In some ways this issue
is akin to passive smoking. People who are not drinking could be called passive drinkers because they
often suffer so much as a result of drunkenness and disorder displayed by other people. Alcohol causes
as many deaths and as much disability as either tobacco or high blood pressure. A recent London study
found that alcohol is linked to 60 medical conditions including oral, liver and breast cancer, heart
disease, stroke and cirrhosis. Overall, four per cent of the global burden of disease is attributed to
alcohol. By comparison, tobacco accounts for 4.1 per cent and high blood pressure 4.4 per cent. 

In a review of alcohol and public health issues recently published in the Lancet, Professor
Room—who, by the way, is the keynote speaker at this week's Thinking Drinking conference in
Melbourne—found that tobacco may cause more deaths but they are usually in older people compared
with deaths from alcohol. However, Professor Room also found that when the two were compared on
the basis of lives lost they were equivalent. 

I have spoken in this House of my serious concern about the rising tide of binge drinking by
teenagers. One of my solutions was to tax the cans of Bacardi and vodka mixed with cola and other
sweet drinks at a much higher level. Alcohol is in real terms cheaper, more accessible and more
available in Australia today than at any other time. These levels of affordability and accessability have
serious health outcomes. For example, alcohol related admissions to emergency departments in
Victoria rose by 20 per cent between 1999 and 2003. There have been benefits from the substantial
deregulation of the alcohol industry such as employment, an improved physical environment for drinking
and increased restaurant trade, which we all enjoy. However, our youth culture is so caught up with
alcohol consumption that a whole-of-community approach, as with tobacco, is essential. 

Consideration must be given to countering intensive alcohol advertising, enforcing the
responsible serving of alcohol, taxing alcoholic drinks and educating parents as to the perils of alcohol
consumption by their children. A young girl who binge drinks and gets drunk leaves herself open to
serious problems. Young people I know are failing high school and some are becoming alcoholics
because they have access to these sweet cans of drink with vodka and Bacardi in them. We must look
at how we can responsibly deal with alcohol if we are to reduce the damage of public drunkenness and
harmful drinking. 

The second public order offence issue that I wish to address is that of begging. The Summary
Offences Bill 2004 repeals begging as a ground for vagrancy. This bill makes begging an offence,
carrying a maximum penalty of a $750 fine or six months imprisonment. The regulations and legislation
on begging vary from state to state. In Victoria, begging is a criminal offence under its vagrancy act as it
is in Tasmania, Western Australia, South Australia and the Northern Territory. It is not an offence in New
South Wales nor is it an offence in many jurisdictions in the USA and Canada where provisions which
criminalise begging have actually been struck down by courts on the basis that they denied basic
human rights such as the right to freedom of expression. 

What should be noted, however, is that any aggressive conduct associated with begging remains
the subject of criminal sanctions. If a person begging is acting aggressively—for example, is intoxicated,
intimidating, violent or placing people at risk—then the police should take action. Where I have concerns
with clause 8 of this bill is that it does not distinguish between aggressive begging and a person begging
in a passive, non-threatening and non-violent manner. 

This group should be helped by being provided with help to connect them with appropriate
services. The City of Melbourne produces a free booklet called Helping Out, which has a
comprehensive list of free and cheap services providing food, accommodation and other services. A
study of the extent and nature of begging in the city of Melbourne was carried out by Hanover Welfare
Services, the City of Melbourne and the Victorian police in September 2000 and February 2001. It found
the level of begging in the city was low. Up to 10 people were likely to be begging in a single day in the
big city of Melbourne. Most people were begging alone for relatively short periods and there was no
evidence of gangs systematically begging. Most people begging were seeking small amounts of money
to pay for immediate needs such as food, cigarettes, accommodation, alcohol or drugs. The Hanover
study also found that over 93 per cent of people begging in Melbourne over a four-month period were
long-term unemployed, 99 per cent were homeless and over 70 per cent had mental health or drug and
alcohol problems. The case study showed that, for most people, begging occurred when other options
were exhausted. The people interviewed described begging as demeaning, frustrating and time
consuming. But it was seen as a lesser evil compared to other illegal activities such as drug dealing,
theft and prostitution. They are the choices. 

It must be acknowledged that we have scammers. An example of this was reported in the
weekend papers. The Hanover study found isolated instances of scammers. The very clear research
acknowledged isolated instances of this but demonstrated that it is not the case in the overwhelming
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majority of cases. I accept that to approach someone asking them for money whether passively or
aggressively—by aggressive, I mean by threatening or intimidating them—constitutes begging for the
purposes of the act and is criminal for the purposes of this act. However, it may be a case of the passive
beggar quietly sitting on a street corner being subject to more criminal sanctions because they are
easier to catch and more visible. 

A person told me some time back of being pushed in the street by a person wanting to go to
Toowoomba. The person said, ‘I have a job in Toowoomba, give me $10.' This person gave them $10.
The second day the same person approached the same person. So there are fraudulent people. The
person said, ‘Give me $10.' The other person said, ‘Listen you are a scammer. You tried that on me
yesterday.' That person got abusive. They are in the minority. 

The point of my contribution here today is that I am concerned that one of the dangers of a
punitive response, particularly where it is enforced in conjunction with a zero tolerance approach to
policing, is that people will resort to other income supplementation activities as an alternative to
begging. Such activities include drug dealing, theft and prostitution. We are a humane society and
should realise that 99 per cent of the people begging are homeless and 70 per cent of them have
problems with drugs and alcohol or a mental illness. We must do something to provide services for
these people, not use them as scapegoats and put them in a position where they cannot pay a fine and
end up in jail. That would be a ludicrous solution. 

Mrs MENKENS (Burdekin—NPA) (4.48 pm): The Summary Offences Bill addresses the very real
need to restore public confidence in the ability of the Queensland police force to maintain community
safety and lawfulness. The Summary Offences Bill defines particular offences which may be dealt with
in a summary way and provides police officers with some further powers for immediate action to
intervene and prevent serious criminal offences in public places, houses or businesses. 

This bill is a welcome outcome for the community and the Queensland police force and, may I say
in reference to my own electorate, is well overdue. Just recently an innocent man in my electorate was
assaulted in the main street of Ayr and left with serious life-threatening injuries. This was as a result of
individuals being able to loiter in an intoxicated state on a Saturday night. I note that, with regard to
clause 5—‘Offences about quality of community use of public places'—the police will be able to more
effectively monitor the public nuisance element of individuals in an intoxicated state, and the instance I
just mentioned involved individuals behaving in a disorderly, offensive, threatening and violent way. With
regard to the incident, this bill would have provided any supervising police with the power to disperse
such a group. Clause 10—‘Being drunk in a public place'—would further alleviate these problems.

However, this of course then opens another problem. It will work if there are enough police to be
able to monitor these situations, and this is the crux of many of these problems. It is not the legislation
but the inability of police to address many of these issues because there are simply not enough of them.
Police are overstressed with low numbers of staff in all country areas. No matter how broad the
legislation, it will be of no use if there are insufficient police to enforce it. Then again, when the police do
apprehend these individuals, will the magistrates and the legal system support the police stance? It
needs far more than just tighter legislation.

The government is to be commended for developing such legislation that begins to reflect the
community's expectations on trespassing and the all-important security of homeowners and their
families. With regard to clauses 11 and 12, which deal with trespass and illegal gatherings, I welcome
the reforms of unlawfully entering a dwelling or the yard of a dwelling. Further, individuals must not
unlawfully enter or remain in a yard or place used for a business purpose. This will give police some
power to move on juveniles who seemingly roam the streets at night looking for easy targets for theft or
vandalism, such as what has occurred in my electorate over the past year. Many constituents have
indicated that they are sick of seeing and hearing people walk through their backyard at 2 o’clock in the
morning, with the reasons for doing so only too clear.

The Burdekin district and the electorate as a whole have suffered many thefts and acts of
vandalism in the past 12 months. I am sure that it will come as some relief to the business community of
Queen Street in Ayr that youngsters can no longer linger in car parks or at the back of businesses and
that police may be able to move on these people. Public disorder issues are a major concern to all
members in this House, and with this bill I feel that the balance is moving back towards the rights of the
law-abiding individual rather than the rights of the offender, which had appeared to be in vogue. 

I cite an article in the Ayr Advocate of 18 June 2004 where local business owner Charlie Nucifora
called on the government to recognise the need to make juveniles more accountable for their actions
and give more power to police to stop the spate of break-ins and vandalism before they actually
occurred. I must acknowledge that, with the introduction of this bill, police will have more authority to
stop these incidents from occurring and move on known offenders.

I also note that under clause 17 it is illegal to actually be in the possession of a graffiti instrument
or something that is reasonably suspected is about to be used for graffiti. This provision will be of great
assistance to local police in my area and certainly many other areas who have possessed the gut
feeling that groups of individuals were about to commit an offence but did not have the power to stop it
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without observation or evidence of an offence actually having occurred. The Burdekin Shire Council no
doubt is sick and tired of seeing its brand-new skate park facility being regularly defaced. Those
individuals responsible for vandalising this facility with offensive language and symbols think that they
are clever and have so far avoided the wrath of police and the local council, which had expended local
funds for the benefit of the local community only to see it ridiculed.

Speaking on behalf of primary producers and rural householders, I must make special mention of
clause 13 and its commonsense approach to an age-old problem. I am sure that many members have
travelled through rural properties and witnessed signs detailing ‘Private property. Keep out.' and
‘Trespassers will be prosecuted' as they go through grids or gates and enter rural properties. As we all
know, such signs are really a deterrent only and have no legal clout at all. This signage is generally
there as a result of individuals who choose to use rural roads and rural properties for their own
amusement—be it pig or kangaroo shooting or camping—and often cause a great deal of annoyance to
rural property owners. Graziers and agriculturalists have always feared the threat of trespassers
accidentally shooting livestock and accidentally or purposely lighting fires.

With the introduction of clause 13, I note that many property owners will cautiously welcome that
it is now an offence for an individual to unlawfully enter or remain on land used for agriculture,
horticulture, grazing or animal husbandry without the appropriate authority. The comments of Mr Ron
Mullins, Deputy General Manager of Canegrowers, were that the provisions are welcomed but still do
not go far enough to fully encompass the problem of trespassing in the sugar industry. Given that most
cane farms do not have a clear barrier or fence line surrounding their property, there needs perhaps to
be more emphasis put on the determent of trespassers onto farm properties. In the past there have
been accidents where trespassers have come into contact with moving machinery in confined spaces,
and there needs to be more of a restriction on individuals entering private land. The real danger on
many farms is when trespassers travel down farm headlands that have limited vision and in particular
cases where there is high grass or sugarcane. Young people on four-wheelers and motorbikes pose a
very real hazard when drivers of farm machinery come upon them unexpectedly. This is a major fear of
every farmer, but of course the depth of this legislation cannot possibly encompass fully those instances
where tragic accidents could occur.

Further, I note that one of the most annoying aspects of trespassers venturing onto rural
properties is that they leave open gates that previously were closed and enclosed animals or
horticultural crops. One can only hope that public awareness will emanate in rural areas from the
adoption of this bill detailing the fact that failing to close the gate is a summary offence. That is great. I
hope this may go some way to reduce this annoying habit of the general public. This practice is the bane
of many graziers’ lives, and there is nothing more annoying than discovering that someone has gone
through a gate enclosing livestock and left it open, allowing stock to stray into another paddock or, even
worse, to close a gate that has been deliberately left open and cause the stock to be cut off from water.
I am aware of a case where 30 head of prime steers died in such a case from lack of water where a
trespasser closed a gate that had been left open to a watering spot. How to actually apprehend the
perpetrators in remote bush areas, though, could prove very difficult.

From a public safety aspect, the adoption of legislation for unregulated high-risk activities include
parachuting, hang-gliding, BASE-jumping and abseiling or climbing onto a building or structure is very
sensible. While I am sure that many people enjoy these pursuits when it is an organised activity not
posing a risk to any other person, it is sensible to make law a provision that stops thrill seekers like the
Frenchman who is currently doing the rounds of the internet—and unimaginably called the Real
Spiderman—promoting amongst generation X the notion to leap off tall buildings jumping from ledge to
ledge. To make it known that this activity is illegal will perhaps encourage some to rebel against
authority and do it anyway, but for the majority it will serve as another protection against the rights of the
individual and the building owner being breached by lunatics.

The introduction of clause 8 makes particular body piercing of a minor prohibited. As a parent, I
have always supported the personal rights of offspring to develop their own personality, their creativity
and their individualism. However, in doing this, I see no reason why a juvenile should be entitled to
make a life-altering decision to pierce their genital areas without discussion and appropriate adult
thought. The idea of minors exposing themselves to anyone where the potential for abuse is possible is
abhorrent. Further, for the same reason, clause 19 prohibiting the tattooing of minors is another
worthwhile exercise. It is truly a shame that such legislation has to be made when parents should be
making these commonsense decisions for the benefit of their children. That legislation has to monitor
such activities is an indictment on our society. But, with the safety of all Queensland children and the
empowerment of the responsibility of parenting in mind, these clauses are safeguards for children and
young people.

I draw the attention of the cricket-loving members of this House to the recent example on the
weekend of the New Zealand public throwing items onto the field and striking Australian cricketers
Glenn McGrath and Simon Katich. This behaviour is something that New Zealand Cricket and other
sporting bodies throughout the world are attempting to rid from their attending public, with Australia and
in particular the MCG possessing a not-so-proud record in this area.
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The inclusion by the government of clause 24 in this bill is sensible as the propelling of objects is
a physical danger to the players as much as it is an obvious disruption to the game that people have
paid good money to come to watch. One would hope that if all authorities throughout the world adopted
this stance, then in future we would not be witness to former Manchester United soccer player David
Beckham being hit in the back of the head with pennies at Newcastle, New Zealand cricketer Mark
Richardson being hit in the back with stubbies at the MCG or Australian cricketer Michael Bevan being
hit in the back with a frozen fish at Hamilton on a previous cricket tour of New Zealand. Perhaps this
clause will go some way towards improving the safety of all sporting participants and spectators. 

The government is introducing positive legislation that in some respects empowers property
owners as opposed to stripping them of their rights, as we witnessed occur in the vegetation
management legislation. Further, I will give credit to any authority that empowers an individual to feel
safe in their community or home and helps small businesses and business owners regain some of the
rights and privileges that go with ownership. This is a start, but many more far-reaching powers are
needed for police to adequately safeguard our community. However, with the hope that the adoption of
this legislation will help boost the creation of a more lawful society, I commend the Summary Offences
Bill 2004 to the House. 

Mrs ATTWOOD (Mount Ommaney—ALP) (5.00 pm): This bill provides for some simple offences
to be heard and determined in the Magistrates Court. The Vagrants, Gaming and Other Offences Act
1931 and the Suppression of Gambling Act 1895 had become so outdated that there was a need for
them to be repealed by this bill. Many of the provisions of those acts were no longer suitable for
enforcement in today's society. The concept of declaring a person to be a vagrant did not reflect current
community expectations and, therefore, had no legitimate place in Queensland's statutes. 

The trend towards neighbourhood policing is returning with a number of police beats being
established in various places in Queensland. The beat that I have in the suburb of Oxley is working well
because the beat officer has established a rapport with the local community. Therefore, it is more
important than ever that police officers are able to explain their actions in relation to enforcing the law
and that the law reflects what happens in today's society. Police officers are also accountable to
members of Neighbourhood Watch groups, who keep their eyes and ears open in their local
communities. 

Constable Kerry Parker from the Mount Ommaney Police Station spent a number of months
canvassing local community groups to contribute to the establishment of a bicycle patrol in the area. The
Mount Ommaney electorate has a bicycle path running adjacent to the Centenary Highway where graffiti
vandals tend to operate and it also has a network of these paths running along local roads and through
major parks. It is difficult for police cars to access these areas, but in these situations police on bicycles
are very effective. A number of Neighbourhood Watch groups, the Oxley-Sherwood Lions Club and I
financially supported Kerry's idea. She was able to purchase two bicycles and associated equipment to
commence the patrols. I say to Kerry: well done for your persistence and determination to make this
happen. Bicycle patrols will widen the scope of police involvement in the community and provide a
better view of criminal behaviour in the area. 

The bill creates a number of offences that deal with antisocial behaviour. It also creates offences
that are pre-emptive in nature to more serious offences under the Criminal Code. Thus under this bill,
action can be taken at a stage prior to offences occurring, such as burglary or the unlawful use of a
motor vehicle. The antigraffiti group in my electorate has been cleaning up graffiti and tags around my
local community and along the Centenary Highway for over four years. It is eager to see the vandals
being caught and brought to justice. In that regard, this bill clarifies the law and inserts in the Police
Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 a new section 391A titled ‘Safeguards for declared offences
under Summary Offences Act 2004'. This provision outlines the steps that a police officer who
reasonably suspects a person has committed a declared offence must take before charging a person
with that declared offence. The police officer must give the person the opportunity to explain, for
example, if the offence involves possession of a graffiti instrument or an implement, why the person was
in possession of the graffiti instrument or implement at the relevant time. Should the person fail to give
an explanation or give an explanation that the police officer is not satisfied is a reasonable explanation,
or behave in a manner that an opportunity cannot be given for the person to give an explanation, the
police officer is entitled to start a proceeding against that person for the declared offence. 

The bill also offers protection to children from physical maiming caused by tattooing or genital or
nipple piercing. The legislation will also enable public order offences and minor criminal offences to be
heard and determined in the Magistrates Court. 

Currently, there are a number of provisions in the Vagrants, Gaming and Other Offences Act 1931
that contain a reversal of the onus of proof. Although some of these offence provisions have been
placed in the Summary Offences Bill, the reversal of the onus of proof has been removed. 

This bill significantly reforms the law with respect to community safety and public order. It is
designed to enhance the safety of each and every member of the community, making Queensland the
Smart State and also the safe state. I commend the bill to the House. 
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Mrs PRATT (Nanango—Ind) (5.05 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Summary Offences Bill
2004. I note that it provides for some simple offences to be heard and determined in the Magistrates
Court. It also repeals the Vagrants, Gaming and Other Offences Act 1931 and the Suppression of
Gambling Act 1895. As stated in the explanatory notes, many provisions of the Vagrants, Gaming and
Other Offences Act 1931 are outdated and are no longer applicable to today’s society and its
expectations. I think we would find that many acts contain a lot of sections that are irrelevant to today's
society. 

This bill contains a number of offences that relate to antisocial behaviour and also contains
offences that are pre-emptive in nature to more serious crimes, such as burglary and the unlawful use of
a motor vehicle. The truth is that people do not necessarily need to be locked up for certain activities,
but they need to understand that their behaviour is totally unacceptable and they need to be responsible
for their actions. To me, the attribute of taking responsibility for one's actions is the difference between a
person being a child and being an adult. Unfortunately, these days those who commit any type of crime
always want to blame someone else—anybody else but themselves. Being young is not an excuse,
either, but too often it is used as an excuse for a person's bad and often contemptible behaviour. 

I welcome—as I believe most people would—clause 5, which states that members of the public
should be able to lawfully go through a public place without interference from the undesirable and
antisocial activities of others. It always astounds me that we have to put this sort of thing in writing. Once
upon a time it was generally accepted that people had that right. Now we have to enforce it by law. I
think that is a terrible, terrible shame. People do not want to be imposed upon when they are going out
to enjoy themselves on any outing, whether that is simply going out to have a cup of tea with a friend or
attending a wedding, a function or a meeting. I know that I do not want to go to places where there is a
chance that I could be spat on, fallen upon or bumped or hear bad language being thrown around like
confetti. That has nothing to do with the proprietors of such places, but unfortunately they are the ones
who suffer the consequences of such bad behaviour. This bill is well and truly overdue. 

As a rural resident, I also believe that clause 13 is long overdue. Land-holders as a whole will
welcome this clause as it controls trespassing on agricultural property. Trespassers leaving gates open
is one of the banes of our existence in the bush. I know that as a child the very first thing I learned was
that if I went through a gate and did not shut it, the jug cord came out pretty fast. I did it only once or
twice. Thankfully, the jug cord has been burned now. 

An honourable member interjected.
Mrs PRATT: The jug cord did exist. It was a household where we did not have to be told more

than once what was right and what was wrong. 
An honourable member interjected. 
Mrs PRATT: Do I use it? No, I do not, and I never did. Trespassers leaving gates open and the

resultant loss of stock through wandering off or being lost due to them being hit by vehicles, with all the
legal wrangle that goes with that, has upset land-holders for generations. The truth is that not very long
ago most land-holders did not mind innocent picnickers on their property wandering down to the creek
or wherever, or someone entering their property with an innocent intent to pick blackberries or
something of that nature that might be growing in the paddocks. But in recent times there has been a
fairly big cattle rustling industry. So even those people who come onto property with an innocent intent
will be regarded with some suspension. They could be viewed as potential cattle rustlers checking out a
property for future possibilities. 

I have to question, as did I think the member for Hinchinbrook, the reasoning behind the decision
that no offence would be committed if a person entered land that was not fenced. In many areas—this
includes the Kingaroy area—there is broadscale cropping, and fences are not needed because, unlike
livestock, which wander and must be contained, crops do not usually pull themselves out of the ground
and walk off. Most people are aware that a few yards from the edge of the road is somebody's private
property. If there is any indication of activity, be it land left fallow or crops to be harvested or ground that
has been ploughed, then it is obvious that it is somebody's private property. 

Most people would be aware that police in our communities get a pretty hard time. It is definitely
not deserved. Recently Kingaroy lost a very valued member of the Police Service, Senior Sergeant
Leigh Robb. He was one of the old-school police. He worked with the community for the greater good of
that community. Leigh passed away on Christmas Day doing what he loved—fishing with his family. His
funeral, which was held in Gympie because he spent a lot of time there and had a lot of family there,
reflected the high esteem in which he was held. A few days after the funeral a memorial service was
held in Kingaroy. The hall was absolutely packed. I challenge the people who look at police and say that
they are a bad bunch of boys to come to Kingaroy and see the number of good police we have and how
highly respected most of them are in our community. The hall, which holds anywhere between 600 and
800 people, was packed and others were standing, just to say goodbye to this very valuable member of
our community. Not many people would get that kind of response. Unfortunately he has gone, and my
condolences go out to his family, who I know have suffered a huge loss. The old-style police presence
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appears to be a thing of the past. Hopefully that will not have passed out of our community with the
passing of Leigh. 

Police in today’s society do have a very difficult task. At one time I wanted to be in the police
force, but in those days height restrictions applied and I was a couple of inches short. As they are highly
visible, police are easily criticised. They are made to bear the brunt of criticism which is in many
instances totally unjust and should be directed at the judiciary. I have often listened to the police and
heard their frustration, which is no less than that of the general community. They spend so much time
investigating and apprehending petty criminals only to have them walk away from the courts having to
do a bit of community service. We know full well that many people who walk out with community service
are not going to perform it, or if they do it is done in a very relaxed manner. I have often seen these
people walk away from court laughing, turning back to the police with a grin on their face and their
middle finger extended. I do not believe that is an acceptable way for any policeman who is just doing
his job to be treated. 

The general public does not have a lot of faith in the assertions of the government that law and
order is under control, especially when it drags out statistics. As was said in this House this morning by
someone on the government side, there are lies, damned lies and statistics. As we all know, statistics
can be manipulated in any way, shape or form. Whether someone is opposed to something or in favour
of it, statistics are their greatest ally. 

There appears to be a proliferation of the gang mentality. Mindless street crime is impacting on
the state's reputation as a safe and relaxed place to visit. We are becoming a community, it would
appear, that is fast adopting American style violence. Most people believe that is due to lenient
sentences. That concern is starting to be reflected world wide. When I searched the internet I found a
web site for the Sensible Sentencing Trust in New Zealand. This group is made up of people who have
the same concerns we have. It states as one of its goals—
To ensure that adults and children are equally and adequately protected from those who have committed murder and other
serious violent crimes. Such protection to require the offender to serve all of the sentences which are imposed. 

Its first objective is to stop law and order being used as a political football and allow some
consistency, without political interference. Its other objective is to allow law and order to be properly
treated and developed as foundations of New Zealand society, along with health and education. 

The web site also includes a poll. As members know, I love polls. The results on the web site are
very similar to those I get when I poll. I ask the minister to look at this and consider whether this country
could adopt a similar way of addressing the concerns people have. Some people representing the trust
are coming in March to talk to a lot of politicians in New South Wales. They will also be coming to
Queensland so I will be speaking with them. 

Clause 6 addresses offensive language. People say, ‘We must accept a certain level of foul
language,' but I have to disagree with that. It is part of everyday conversation, I am told. I disagree with
that, too. It appears to be almost a generational thing. It is very common to hear groups from the
younger set using with each other, in every sentence they utter, words which I would call offensive. The
older generation does not use foul language willy-nilly. If anyone swore in our household they were
banished to the back paddock. I know that, regardless of age—young or old—people have apologised
to me if they have sworn in my presence or if I have even been close enough to overhear. In the past
when I chastised my children for their language their defence was always, ‘It’s in the dictionary. It must
be okay.' Well, it is not okay. Perhaps when people speak this type of language every day acceptance is
taken as tacit and therefore it is treated accordingly, so it would be necessary for people to show that it
is not acceptable to them if they do not want it in their face all the time. 

What is hard for me to fathom is the attitude to such language in our schools. Not too long ago a
constituent complained to me about something. He and his family attended the opening night of the high
school play, in which his daughter held the leading role. The language in the play was described by him
as pure gutter filth. I asked for a copy of the script of the play. It was pretty bad. I cannot remember the
exact words off the top of my head, but it was pretty bad. If I was there I would have walked out,
especially if I had with me children who were fairly young. I know that the play included the ‘f’ word, the
‘c’ word and a few others. I really do not believe that is acceptable in school. My constituent actually
complained to the principal and the teacher involved only to be told that it was okay because it was in
the school curriculum. Will this legislation apply to such plays? 

Ms Bligh: Let me know what the play was. 
Mrs PRATT: I will. I think I may have sent it to the minister, actually. I need to know whether

schools will be made to adhere to this legislation. 
There has been a fair bit said about begging. There are people who do slip through the welfare

net—there is no doubt about it—and they must be assisted to access legitimate welfare avenues or drug
or alcohol treatment if necessary. Mental health issues must be addressed. A lot of the problems that
come from begging result from drug, alcohol and mental health issues. Once these are addressed, I can
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see no reason for anyone to beg on our streets, considering that Australia's welfare system is amongst
the best in the world. 

We have charitable organisations at every turn. For the genuinely poor there is an abundance of
welfare. Unfortunately, there are many who willingly rip off these charitable organisations and need to be
dealt with accordingly. I have often seen well-to-do people, couples who are both working, go into the
Salvation Army and get food parcels. I do not believe that is necessary. I often see those same people
down at the clubs playing the pokies, smoking or feeding great danes. I get furious when I see that. I do
not mind them having a dog, but do not go and rip off the welfare organisations.

We hear a lot about people dressing up and collecting money for charities and pocketing the
money themselves. I can think of nothing that is more reprehensible than that. It is stealing money from
the poor, and stealing goods meant for the victims of the tsunami disaster. That people feel they can rip
others off like that is, as I said, reprehensible. In fact, even though it is against the law, I think a
humiliating public flogging would make the community feel better. I know it is not allowed to happen, but
the thought of exposing those people to public humiliation makes me feel good. 

Clause 9 addresses wilful exposure. I note that there is a clear differentiation between wilful
exposure and urination in desperate circumstances. I know that at some time most people have been
caught short, but there are ways that people can urinate without being obvious. With the bus trip, girls to
the left and boys to the right works pretty well. There are other methods such as opening both doors and
so on. There are ways of being a bit modest. 

Recently I entered one of the towns in my electorate. Just outside of that town there is a BP
service station. To the right of the service station, but still on the station property, is a telegraph pole. A
gentleman—no, he was not a gentleman—an animal was standing there in public view urinating, not
even discreetly hiding himself from anybody, so I put the brakes on, reversed back and took a photo of
him. He quickly covered himself and took off. I scared the hell out of him, and that is all he needed. 

A government member interjected. 
Mrs PRATT: He will not do it again.
Ms Nelson-Carr interjected. 
Mrs PRATT: Absolutely not. If I need to see that sort of thing, I will stay home. The fact is that he

will think twice about exposing himself like that again, because he does not know whether I have a
photo or not. 

A government member: Is it A4? 
Mrs PRATT: If the member wants the photo in A4, he can have it. These people need to feel

some embarrassment about what they do. It was 10 yards to a toilet. He could have walked that far. He
did not need a key to get into the toilet. It was just totally incomprehensible. 

Clause 18 addresses body piercing and tattooing of a child. I, too, believe that a child is not old
enough to decide whether or not they should be marred for life. I have a friend who has scars down her
arms from the removal of tattoos that she received after a drunken spree. She bears those scars. She
does not cover them up. She tells every girl that she meets, ‘This is what happened to me.' Hopefully it
will deter them and make them take some time to think about what they want to do. 

Although I endorse this clause totally, I do question the qualifications of an operator to discern
whether a person is of age to get pierced or tattooed. It is pretty scary nowadays. False IDs, make-up
and dress can make people's ages very deceptive. Genetics can also play a part in the looks of children.
I have a friend who is 28-years-old. She is four feet nine and continually gets asked for her ID, whereas
her baby brother, who is 15, gets into every pub in town. It can be very hard for people to be able to
judge anybody's age. 

I am pleased to note clause 7 provides that—
after 1 October 2005, the Crime and Misconduct Commission must review the use of the public nuisance provisions and prepare
a report... 

I look forward to reading that report. There will be many who believe that this bill impinges on their
rights. This review is essential to ensure that the bill is not acted upon in ways contrary to the bill's intent.
There are a lot of provisions in this bill, including the things that I have addressed so far and more.
There are clauses addressing graffiti, throwing things at sporting events and ruining the pleasure of the
event for others, and the sale of potentially harmful things knowing that they will be abused, such as
paint for sniffing and refrigerated methylated spirits for drinking, and placement of false advertisements. 

I do not have very many concerns with this bill, but I do have some. The main concern I have is
simply this: where are the police to answer the calls, to patrol the streets and investigate these
incidents? I hear too often through my office that when police are called it can take an hour, two hours or
a day before anyone comes to see them. This is a bill with a lot of bark and a lot of good intention, and it
will be interesting to see the results come 1 October. I just hope that the bite lives up to the bark. As I
said before, I do support the intent of the bill. 
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Mr FENLON (Greenslopes—ALP) (5.25 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Summary Offences
Bill 2004. My first reaction to this bill is that it is a very sad bill; it is very sad that we have to pass a piece
of legislation like this. It is sad because, historically, society has relied on people complying with various
standards of behaviour which reach to every aspect of our life. We have got on fairly happily over the
years making certain assumptions and having certain expectations about people's behaviour without
having to prescribe in detail everything that they should and should not do. It is sad that we now have to
start to consider the behaviour of people walking along the footpath and how they might interact with
patrons of a restaurant who might be eating outside the restaurant on the footpath et cetera. It is sad
that we have to actually articulate about the behaviour of people at sporting events in relation to the
throwing of objects at players et cetera. It is sad that we have to go to the extent of prescribing specific
matters in terms of graffiti, even though this is certainly a matter that warrants prescription today. 

These events have come about simply because society has changed. The bill deals with the
increasing prevalence of certain offences, the offensiveness of those offences, so to speak, and also
provides for changes to the way some of these offences are dealt with. Yesterday's soft slippers that
might have conveyed the suspicion that a suspect might be a burglar out for an evening's activities are
today's electronic alarm scanners. Obviously we have to take account of the fact that people will be out
with tools to commit various offences, and we have to have a legislative armoury to deal with these
matters. 

This legislation will have some interesting implications in terms of its interface with tort law in the
future. This legislation does specifically address a range of wrongs that may be anticipated to be
committed in terms of personal offences and property offences in particular. There will be some
interesting law that will be developed in relation to the implementation of this act as that interface is dealt
with in the future. 

The other interesting aspect of this legislation that will unfold in the future is the evidentiary
provisions. We will have a great reliance upon the police in prosecuting these matters and the courts in
being realistic about the interpretation of the evidence. Previous speakers have outlined the exemptions
that are provided for under the various aspects of this bill, reasonable excuse et cetera. Some
interesting law will have to be developed to ensure that these new provisions are implemented fairly and
appropriately. Some significant case law will need to be developed to ensure that this is done
appropriately. We will have a great reliance on the courts to be reasonable in relation to that
development. 

As I said, it is sad that we have got to the stage of having to regulate the daily lives of people, but
it is necessary. I support the bill. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Fenlon, adjourned. 

BRISBANE CBD, PUBLIC SAFETY
Mr LANGBROEK (Surfers Paradise—Lib) (5.30 pm): I move—

That this House notes:
1. that in excess of 30 per cent of incidents in Brisbane's CBD reported to police through the City Council's security camera

surveillance system are not attended to by police; 
2. the proactive measures being trialled and introduced by the Lord Mayor and the Brisbane City Council to prevent violence

in the CBD;
3. the government's belated response to this public safety issue;
and calls upon the Beattie government to increase police numbers to improve public safety in the Brisbane CBD.

I am pleased to move this motion this evening. In doing so, I would like to clear up the quagmire
of words, anecdotes and stories filtering from the offices of members and ministers on the other side of
this House. As always on these matters, and as I have already mentioned in this House today, I am
saddened that when the Queensland Liberals come out in support of police, we are shut down by the
waffle and scare tactics of the minister and members opposite.

This morning I stood in this place and inquired as to why the minister was out of step with the
police commissioner on the very important issue of policing tactics in the Brisbane CBD. I will take this
opportunity to outline the situation again for those members who may not recall it. In a press statement
on 18 February, the Minister for Police and Corrective Services trotted out an old press statement
flagging the merits of the Summary Offences Bill that has been debated today. The first paragraph of the
minister's statement says:
We already have a zero tolerance to crime. We don't tolerate crime that threatens public safety.

Fair enough. Apparently we have a zero tolerance policy and, apparently, that is the way in which
the minister can ensure the safety of members of the public. Zero tolerance has many merits. It is a very
smart move by the minister to play this line, as the public loves to hear that this is happening. In fact, I
would be glad to hear that this is happening.
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The sad thing about all of this, though, is that the minister is out of touch with what is actually
going on in the department that she purports to run. This morning on 4BC Radio, the police
commissioner, Bob Atkinson, said that he did not believe the Brisbane public would accept a zero
tolerance approach to crime. Let us focus on that for a second. On the one hand, the minister has said
that we already have a zero tolerance approach to crime. On the other hand, the commissioner, the top
police officer in the state, has said that the public will not accept a zero tolerance approach.

Who is right? If both the police commissioner—a fine, upstanding officer who has served the state
with distinction for many years—and the police minister truly believe that what each of them has said is
correct, then clearly the public should be worried about the indecision and inconsistency within the
Queensland police department. If the minister truly believes that we do have a zero tolerance approach
and the commissioner says that not only do we not have one at present but if we did the public would
not accept it, then the minister is obviously not doing her job correctly.

The minister has said that there are policies in place within her department which, in fact, are not
in place—the officers in the field do not know about them—and are not policies that the police
commissioner, the man at the coalface of policing in this state, believes we should have. The minister
should communicate her messages far better than she has been. How many other policies does the
minister think are being enforced in the department that—through lack of communication—are not being
implemented?

Perhaps the minister likes to sit at home or in the office in the evening and read up on policing in
other parts of the world, then write down those ideas on a napkin and store them for no one else to see.
Then, when her department and her handling of that department come under fire, she resorts to this
drawer full of napkins and pulls out, in a lucky dip, the newest policy of her department.

Evidently on 18 February, the date of this press release, the napkin that came out of the secret
drawer in her files was the zero tolerance policy that has been put to use elsewhere in the world, most
notably in New York. Then we found out that it was all just words and that the police commissioner—for
one—did not know about the concept being in place in Queensland. Then, when he was asked for his
opinion about its possible implementation in Queensland, he would not support it because the public
would not respond well to it. Remember that this is the man at the coalface of policing and one of the
best police commissioners we have had. Surely he is the man to know these things.

It was discovered that this zero tolerance rhetoric was all puff, that it was a policy made on the
run, designed to deceive the people of Queensland into thinking that something was being done when,
behind the hyperbole, there was actually nothing being done. When all of this was revealed, the minister
stood here this morning and said that what zero tolerance means in New York is very different from what
it means in other countries and in the states of Australia.

First of all, zero tolerance—by its very name—is self-explanatory. Zero is a fairly self-explanatory
number or concept. Either we have zero tolerance or we do not. Even if this very simple to explain
concept was in some way different in other jurisdictions, it must be realised that the commissioner's
answer was given in Queensland and it related to Queensland issues. It was not made in reference to
the New York style of zero tolerance—if, in fact, a distinction exists. The minister and the commissioner
were talking about the same zero tolerance, yet one said that it is here and the other said that it is not
here and that it would not be supported if it was.

The minister has obviously lost touch. Her own commissioner is not singing from the same song
sheet as her, yet she stood in this place this morning and said—and this is really great—
There is absolutely no point of disagreement between me and the police commissioner on the issue of zero tolerance. 

Regarding her answer, I would ask the minister to preface everything she says on the issue of
zero tolerance by identifying which type of zero tolerance she is talking about. Could she please refer to
either ‘Queensland zero tolerance’ or ‘New York zero tolerance’ if she is so adamant that there is a
difference between the two.

I make these comments to outline the incompetence of this police minister and how out of touch
she is with the police force. I do not envy Mr Atkinson in the slightest. He has to endure indecision and
undermining from this minister, which she could pass off as a hobby such is its frequency.

As the motion says, 30 per cent of incidents captured on the cameras in the CBD are not
attended to by police. I can tell members that this is not because the police are doing nothing but it is
because there are not enough police. The minister had the gall to stand here this morning, in response
to a question by my learned colleague the member for Robina, and say that these cameras have never
been used politically before the election of this lord mayor. How long, under the Labor City Council, were
these figures suppressed and not mentioned? I thank Campbell Newman for bringing this to the public's
attention and for exposing the lack of police on the beat in the CBD.

The second part of the motion recognises the proactive approach of the first lord mayor in a
decade to do anything productive about crime in the CBD. Campbell Newman, aside from fixing the
problems left to rot by his Labor predecessors, has attempted to work through these issues with the
state government. The City Liquor Industry Partnership is an initiative of the Brisbane City Council to
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look at after-hours transport and community safety, and inroads have been made into securing these
objectives. Most importantly, CLIP has provided a forum for communication between lawmakers and
holders of liquor licences. This level of communication and consultation—concepts which the minister is
perhaps unaware of—has paved the way for the protection of members of the community who use the
Brisbane CBD after dark. After all, when we put politics aside, that is what we need to be doing.

The final part of the motion is the government's belated response to this issue. If the best that the
state government, the Premier and the minister can do is to walk through the city on a Saturday night,
then they have truly lost their idea of what is actually going on. When a regular person goes out, they
are not accompanied by the police commissioner, a media scrum and two security guards. They go out
alone or perhaps in pairs. There is a big difference in the perception of the goings-on in the mall after
dark of someone in the middle of such a group and that of two girls going from one club to another on
their own after dark. To these people, the city is a scary place. I was talking to a 20-year-old-girl about
this issue the other day. She told me that her birthday celebrations were ruined by a member of the city's
underbelly who decided to punch one of her female friends in the face as he was jogging by.

Perhaps the Premier should talk to his children and their friends who go out in the city into typical
situations without security guards, commissioners and the media. Then he could get a true idea of the
situation in the city and perhaps the government would work with the city council and Campbell
Newman to find a real solution to this problem. The first step the government can take is to admit that
there is a problem and to support this motion this evening. 

Mr QUINN (Robina—Lib) (5.38 pm): I rise to second the motion and I do so because of the
statistics that have become available showing the quite alarming levels of police staffing in the Brisbane
CBD. Yesterday and today we provided two sets of statistics to the House to highlight a major problem
in terms of the Queensland Police Service. Of course, all the minister could do was say that we had
misinterpreted the data and, in fact, likened it to ‘lies, damned lies and statistics’.

It suits the government of the day to support the findings of the Productivity Commission when it
wants to promote what it has done in health and a range of other issues. When we take the same
Productivity Commission reports and produce them in this House—in terms of police statistics—they are
‘lies, damned lies’. 

Those opposite cannot have it both ways; it is one or the other. Yesterday I highlighted the fact
that Queensland spends less of its police budget on community safety than other states. That is a
statistic straight out of the Productivity Commission report. Those opposite say that that is a lie or a
damned lie. There are four others that I wish to raise tonight. 

After that statistic do not be surprised by the next one. Queensland spends less per person on
community safety and support than all other states. We spend significantly less than the national
average. That statistic comes out of the same Productivity Commission report. The next one is that
Queensland has the highest percentage of police staff in management and supervisory roles of all
Australian states. That is another one straight out of the Productivity Commission report. 

The next one is that Queensland has one of the lowest percentages of sworn staff of all Australian
states. Again, that is below the national average. That is out of the same Productivity Commission
report. The last one is that Queensland has the lowest percentage of operational staff of all Australian
states—leaving out the Northern Territory for the obvious reason that it has community liaison officers.
That is another one out of the same Productivity Commission report. Instead of calling them lies,
damned lies and statistics, how about acknowledging that the Police Service in this state needs
additional support? The statistics show quite clearly that that is necessary. Where is that support
needed? It is needed in the CBD to start with. 

When this morning we provided another set of statistics about the incidents caught on the security
cameras in the mall in Brisbane, the old chestnut got trotted out about lies, damned lies and statistics.
For the incidents recorded on the cameras there was detail about their location, the time, the time police
took to respond and a whole range of other data. This data has been used before by the Police Service
and Brisbane City Council to solve the problems. 

The good news is that the percentage of unattended incidents is dropping, but it is still too high. It
has dropped by over 40 per cent to about one-third over the last six months. That highlights the need for
more police resources in the mall. I suspect that the figure has dropped because more resources have
been provided. What we are saying in this motion is that if the government wants to get the percentage
of unattended incidents down as low as possible then it has to provide extra resources to the CBD. That
is the only way it is going to solve this problem. 

As I said this morning in my question, we can change the laws and put in place a range of other
matters, but if we do not have the police manpower on the ground to attend to the incident as reported
then we will continue to get terrible situations where people are assaulted on the streets of the CBD.
Those statistics are undeniable. They come out of the Productivity Commission report. This is the
document that the government likes to use when it suits it. Here is one that does not suit it so it then
starts to cast aspersions on the validity of the statistics. 
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There is no interpretation necessary. One simply has to read the document. It is there in black
and white in a nice chart. Blind Freddy can read this. The Premier, the police commissioner and the
minister need to read it and then take some action. If the government does not take some action and
that statistical data continues to flow into the reports, then it knows it has a problem. The problem has
been brought to its attention and it should take some action. Not to take action is simply neglect. 

Hon. PD BEATTIE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Premier and Minister for Trade) (5.43 pm): I move
the following amendment—
That all words after “House” are deleted and the following words inserted—

notes that the Premier has called a Summit for Friday 25 February to find solutions to late-night antisocial behaviour and
crime in the Brisbane Central Business District;
resolves that this summit will be a constructive forum that will show a way forward to improve public safety and feelings of
safety, for the benefit of the people of Brisbane, its businesses and visitors; and 
notes that the Beattie Government has increased the number of officers in the Queensland Police Service from 6,800 in
1998 to 8,900 now—an increase of more than 300 a year compared with an average of only 200 a year under the previous
Government.

This amendment relates largely to the summit that I have called for this Friday, 25 February. I
have called the summit because we need to take the political heat out of this issue and come up with a
blueprint that will resolve some of the problem. Politics does not resolve these things but a plan will.
Residents, visitors and businesspeople need reassurance that the government, the Brisbane City
Council, industry and all interested parties are working together to improve their safety. That is why we
need to neutralise the nonsense politics. This is one thing that this summit ought to do. 

I am inviting attendance from people including the Lord Mayor of Brisbane, the Deputy Lord
Mayor of Brisbane, the Mayor of the Gold Coast, various ministers, various departmental
representatives, the Commissioner of Police, nightclub owners, the Queensland Hotels Association, the
taxi industry, Drug-Arm and anyone else who wants to come. The Leader of the Opposition and all
members of this House are welcome to write to me if they believe they have constructive issues that
they want us to take on board. I will consider the debate tonight and the motion moved by the Liberal
Party as a contribution to that summit. I will look at what is said here. 

The reality is that the statistics do suggest that Brisbane is one of the safest cities in the world but
it is essential that people also feel safe. When we came to government in mid-1998 there were 6,800
police in Queensland. Today there are 8,900 and by September we will have more than 9,150, which is
more than the national per capita average. 

Police numbers in the central Brisbane district have increased from 344 in 2002 to 362 currently.
2002 is the benchmark because that year the CBD police division expanded to include areas such as
Fortitude Valley, Bowen Hills, Kelvin Grove, Paddington and Red Hill. We are not just concerned with
crime but also with antisocial behaviour. That can also tarnish a night out for law-abiding, well-mannered
people.

As we all know, the government is toughening up the Summary Offences Act in a string of areas.
The police minister has made reference to that. We will crack down on licensed premises that continue
to serve people who are intoxicated. The Liquor Licensing Division began a crackdown last month. It
has monitored advertising in the CBD and Fortitude Valley and made a compliance inspection on 17
February. 

On 31 January the Liquor Licensing Division had a covert operation regarding five drinks for $5
drink cards in Fortitude Valley. The licensee has since withdrawn that promotion. On 5 February the
liquor compliance officers found a Fortitude Valley bar advertising two-for-one shooters, cocktails and
basic spirits. The Liquor Licensing Division has begun action to condition the licence to ban advertising.
On 17 February compliance officers inspected all premises in the city, Fortitude Valley and Caxton
Street and found promotional advertising at 15 premises. We are going to consider this on Friday as
well. Liquor Licensing will be working through a long-term strategy on how to deal with this. Binge
drinking and excess drinking are, to some extent, the heart of the problem. I commend Liquor Licensing
on this tough approach. Those people need to know that they have my government's full support. 

Clearly, more action in other areas is needed to cut down antisocial and criminal behaviour. I want
the summit on Friday to look at options such as a lockout for licensed premises. 3.00 am has been
suggested as the lock-down. A person can stay in a club until 5.00 am but they cannot go to another
club. Urgent improvements to lighting in many areas, especially King George Square, have been
suggested. There may be other ideas that have merit that can be discussed at the summit on Friday. We
are getting all the parties together. I say to the Leader of the Liberal Party and to the mover of this
motion that we are keen to hear their ideas. We invite them to make a submission. 

One thing that is really important is that we do stick to the facts. This morning I noticed the Leader
of the Opposition was talking nonsense about the CMC and investigations. I table a news release from
the CMC indicating, in effect, that the Leader of the Opposition was wrong with his nonsense today.
When it comes to these law and order issues it is easy to score cheap points, but they do not fix the
problem. The blueprint we are working on here hopefully will. 
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One thing we need to emphasise is that we need to have restraint. We need to have moderation
when it comes to the consumption of alcohol. We need to have parents and peer groups playing a
positive role in encouraging young people not to drink excessively. There is nothing wrong with having a
drink, but as long as it is done in moderation. We believe that this blueprint is the way foward. 

Hon. JC SPENCE (Mount Gravatt—ALP) (Minister for Police and Corrective Services) (5.48 pm):
I am pleased to second the amendment moved by the Premier tonight. I think the concept of a summit is
very good. It is an acknowledgment that the problems of community safety and antisocial behaviour are
complex ones. A variety of people sitting around trying to problem solve on these issues will certainly
benefit the people of Brisbane. One of the poorest contributions to public debate I have ever seen in this
parliament has been that of the Liberal Party tonight. These are complex problems and simple, linear
solutions and the dishonest and shallow rubbish we have heard from the Liberal Party tonight will not
solve them. 

In the short time available to me tonight, I want to address a couple of issues. When talking about
zero tolerance on the radio this morning, the police commissioner was talking about the New York
approach to zero tolerance, as I said in my answer this morning, where police do not have any
discretion. I thought that the commissioner explained this very clearly on the radio, but obviously not
clearly enough for the members of the Liberal Party. He did say that in New York they do not have the
discretion and are forced to arrest people who are jaywalking or littering. Is that the kind of a model we
want for our police in Queensland? I think not. In the debate that I have heard so far this afternoon on
the Summary Offences Bill, no-one has put up that type of model to me. Those opposite have had their
opportunity, but they have not done it. There is no difference in the commissioner's and my
understanding of zero tolerance in this state, and any attempts by the Liberal Party to suggest otherwise
are indeed shallow politics.

The second point I want to address tonight is the issue raised by the Liberal Party this morning,
and indeed I see that it is contained in its motion tonight—that is, this nonsense that 30 per cent of
incidents in the CBD are reported to police but are not attended to by police. These are the Brisbane
City Council's statistics. These are not police statistics. I have had a look at the response register this
afternoon. I do not have the December to January one, but I have an earlier one. I have studied it at
some length and I have a few examples of things that the police did not attend, and I want to share them
with the House.

On 5 July at 7.59 am an incident was put on this register and the police were told that three Greek
soccer fans were standing out of a sunroof in a car travelling on George Street. They left the area by 8
am. So it was reported at 7.59; they left the area at 8 am, and that goes down as a did not attend. In the
one minute that they sped through town, the police could not get to them. There was no description of
the car. Here is another one. It gets better. On 9 July at 1.44 am it was reported that a male person was
consuming alcohol. The male left the area prior to police attending. He left the area at 1.45. It was
reported at 1.44; he left the area at 1.45 and the police did not quite get him. What was he doing?
Consuming alcohol.

On 15 July at 10.04 pm three male persons were consuming alcohol. The male persons left the
area on foot before police could attend. They left the area at 10.05 pm. Once again, in the time of one
minute, the police did not quite get to that spot. On 18 July at 2.14 am a male and a female were
drinking. It is on the register. They left two minutes later and the police did not attend. Finally, on 8
August a male at Suncorp appeared not to be moving for a period of 10 minutes—hardly a huge threat
to public safety! The police were called and the male began to move before they could attend. That is
the kind of information that we are talking about on this register. The lord mayor has made this register
public knowledge. He gives it out to the media. I encourage members to get a copy of it and look at the
kinds of things that the police cannot quite get to and ask themselves this: is it their fault that in one
minute they cannot quite get to Suncorp or to a spot in the mall that the cameras have identified? Let us
stop and have some serious debate and some serious thought about what we really want our police in
Queensland to be doing. We are talking about public safety. Every member in this House cares about
public safety, and many members have talked about that issue today. Let us bring some sensible debate
into this issue. 

Mrs STUCKEY (Currumbin—Lib) (5.53 pm): I rise to speak in support of the motion moved by the
honourable member for Surfers Paradise. Mr Paul Markham, who resided in the Currumbin electorate,
lost his life as a result of a vicious, unprovoked attack around 5 am on Sunday, 13 February this year. A
pair of fake designer shoes appear to have been the motive behind this crime. Mr Markham's
devastated parents have accused the Premier of being more concerned about catching speeding
motorists than stopping violence on the streets. This is just one of many shocking stories of people
being attacked after a night out at popular Brisbane nightspot. Granted, the degree of violence and
injury varies greatly, but it is of growing concern that unwarranted approaches and body contacts go
unpunished in part due to limited resources.

There is no question that alcohol and drug related violence after dark in the Brisbane CBD is on
the rise. Despite the minister's assurances, figures state that in excess of 30 per cent of incidents in
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Brisbane's CBD reported to police through the city council's security camera surveillance system are not
attended to by police. The primary reason given for failure to attend is that no police crew is available.
Before I continue, let me commend the Queensland police force and its members for the mighty crime
fighting and law enforcement role that they provide under increasingly difficult and dangerous
circumstances. However, a self-confessed media tart of a Premier waltzing through city streets after
midnight with police minister, wife, media and police in tow simply does not get to the bottom of the
problem and may actually lull people into a false sense of security. ‘If the Premier can walk around
safely, then why can’t we?’, I hear folks say. What a great shame this is not the truth. Nor are we dealing
proactively with the problem if we place the blame on the victims for wanting to go out and have a good
time, the venues that supply the alcohol, or the police for not being able to respond in time.

The key question here is this: how can we as elected representatives of the people make these
licensed premises and city environments safer without introducing ultrastrict curfews or infringing
unfairly on people's rights? A group effort is required to solve the problem of violence in the CBD and
elsewhere in Queensland. This is a serious problem that needs proper community consultation with key
stakeholders so a suitable plan can be developed. The Premier's hastily arranged summit to be held this
Friday may hold some hope for solutions, but only if a range of interlinked strategies can be
implemented and the government is prepared to invest in the safety of its residents.

On the Gold Coast a multifaceted community based framework was formed in 1993 with the
creation of a community forum, community based task groups and a safety audit. Over a one-year
period significant reductions in alcohol related violence were found and police figures on reported crime
in Surfers Paradise had decreased significantly. Similar results had occurred in Cairns, Townsville and
Mackay. Sadly, this community group dissipated. The new liquor licensing legislation was not strong
enough without other support, so by the year 2000 the levels of most forms of aggression had exceeded
the pre-1993 levels. A raft of issues need to be addressed here. Existing licensing laws need to be
enforced by Liquor Licensing via a full complement of liquor compliance officers. Assisting the Brisbane
City Council with financial support for the city security taxi trial at some 10 taxi ranks would reduce crime
in this area. It costs only $37,000 for an eight-week trial at six city ranks from midnight to 6 am on
weekends through the Christmas-New Year period, resulting in drastically reduced waiting times, fewer
queue jumpers, fewer incidents, shortened queues and no fights at any ranks, and this system was used
by over 10,000 people.

We need to address a better use of our current police officers, including relieving police of bailiff
duties when a judge orders a jury be sequestered overnight to a hotel or boarding house. This occurred
on 34 occasions in 2003 totalling 442 working hours, which I am told is equivalent to 55 operational
shifts. Educational initiatives such as making mandatory the responsible service of alcohol training
program may well be considered. It is time this government got it right and stopped fudging the
statistics. Our reputation, together with the lives and wellbeing of Queensland residents and domestic
and international tourists, is at stake. 

Mr ENGLISH (Redlands—ALP) (5.58 pm): Governments cannot stop crime. The government's
role is to pass laws and provide resources to the police and the community to reduce crime. Ever since
Adam and Eve first stole that apple, crime has been a facet of being human. Humans, unfortunately, can
make poor decisions on occasions. The solution is to be found within our community. It is not up to the
government alone to solve this problem.

Hopefully, within a partnership arrangement we can take steps towards minimising crime, but
unfortunately we can never stop it. This partnership involves members of the community, members of
churches, members of parliament and parents. Of course, we should never forget individual
responsibility. As an ex-police officer, I have attended pub brawls. I have seen the results of an
excessive intake of alcohol.

An honourable member: Have you been in them? 
Mr ENGLISH: Yes, I have been on the receiving end of punches. I have attended domestics

where husbands have been bashing their wives. 
Honourable members interjected. 
Mr ENGLISH: I am sorry that members of the Liberal Party find domestic violence funny.

However, on the occasions where I have attended domestic violence cases where husbands have been
bashing their wives, there was no member of parliament there; there was an individual male making an
obscene decision to abuse a woman. That person needs to stand up and take responsibility for the
decision that they made on that night. I have attended drug raids where parents have made decisions to
hide drugs in their children's bedrooms. There was no member of parliament there, there was no
political grandstanding there; there was an individual parent or parents who made stupid decisions. I
have attended child abuse cases where parents have made decisions to abuse their children. 

I believe that in some of this debate we have lost the onus of individual responsibility. The Liberal
Party is attempting to score political points. I agree with the member for Currumbin: we need to find
solutions across society. We need to build relationships if we are to find solutions to these problems.
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However, the member should not underestimate and should not try to score political points by neglecting
individual responsibility. Those attacks that occurred in the CBD, those attacks that occurred in the
Redlands, are because individuals make stupid, obscene criminal decisions and they should be held
accountable for them. There is no political mileage to be made out of that. We have people doing stupid,
criminal things. 

As the member for Currumbin said, the solution is to be found in a partnership. I turn to this
government's contribution to that partnership. We are increasing police numbers by over 300 police a
year. We have the Summary Offences Bill before the House, which we are still debating. We have the
Police Powers and Responsibilities Act. We have a more than $1 billion a year Police budget. I believe
that this government is keeping its part of the bargain. The community needs to step up. When those
three Greek soccer players standing up in the car drive past, rather than sitting there in silence, people
should roll down their windows and say ‘Sit gown, you gooses.' People need to stand up and report
crime rather than saying, ‘It is all too hard. I will leave it to someone else.' Individuals should look at the
decisions that they make. Are they deciding to do something stupid or something illegal? They should
take ownership of their decisions. 

I commend the Premier on his decision to have this forum, because it will be the beginning of the
creation of partnerships that will be a significant step forward in reducing crime in the CBD.
Unfortunately, because we are human, we will never stop it. 

Dr FLEGG (Moggill—Lib) (6.03 pm): Those opposite can argue all they like, utilising whatever
crime statistics they can find to put a spin on the situation in Brisbane.

Government members interjected. 
Dr FLEGG: I have only just stood up. I have not used any statistics yet, but I can tell members

that when we have a situation where there are frequent incidents, numerous assaults, regular vandalism
and people are frightened and are starting to keep away from the city that we have a situation which is
unacceptable. 

I am no different from any other member of the public in Brisbane. When I walk down the street, I
want to feel safe. This need for personal security is even more acute for women, the elderly and the
disabled who are even less able to deal with a situation. I will tell members a couple of anecdotes about
Brisbane city. Last year I was asleep in my bed when at about 3 am the phone rang. I had an hysterical
call from a friend from outside of Brisbane who said, ‘My 21-year-old daughter has just called. Some
men have tried to abduct her and she is fleeing for her life across the Storey Bridge and now I have lost
contact with her.' I hopped in my car in the western suburbs of Brisbane—I did pull on some clothes over
my pyjamas; otherwise I might have got arrested myself—I parked my car under the Storey Bridge and
ran across the bridge to see if I could find my friend's daughter. I found her lying unconscious on the
pavement in the middle of the Storey Bridge. The police arrived shortly after and she was evacuated to
the Royal Brisbane hospital by ambulance. This year a taxidriver rang me and offered to take me around
after midnight on a Friday night to the taxi ranks in Brisbane. He told me that he and most of his
taxidriver friends had no-go areas in Brisbane—areas where they just did not go—mainly in Fortitude
Valley and in the CBD. What was the reason for that? Because there is a fight at every taxi rank down
there, because the drivers themselves are not safe. There is a high level of physical danger in parts of
the city late at night. 

In this setting we have the Mayor of Brisbane, Campbell Newman, introducing an integrated
program of prevention, social support, better detection and assistance to police in the prosecution of
offenders. What an absolute breath of fresh air! Whilst those opposite are sprouting dodgy figures to
suggest that nothing needs to be done in Brisbane, we have Campbell Newman trying to do something
to make the streets of Brisbane safer. Whether it is the liquor industry initiative, taxi rank initiatives,
lighting, security cameras, assistance to police and so on, in an integrated way Campbell Newman is
actually doing something. Campbell's approach in this area is a breath of fresh air. He is somebody who
just gets in and tries to address the problems that are impacting on the lives of the people in the city
instead of putting a gloss on it. 

I ask members to compare that approach to the response from the members opposite. Firstly, the
minister is out of her depth. So the Premier rides in, as he does. When we see the Minister for Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander Policy or other ministers in trouble, the Premier rides in and says, ‘I will save
you. I am here on the white charger.' The Premier has walked through the middle of the city. I used to
live in the inner city. I never went walking through with a TV crew. My wife was too scared to go into the
city. Certainly the police had no interest in escorting me. The Premier's action was nothing more than a
media stunt. It had absolutely no value except to fill up a bit of media time. 

Tonight, we have seen the Premier come in and say that he wants to hold a summit. I have bad
news for him: someone beat him to it. Bob Hawke did it about 20 years ago. It is simply a way of having
a talkfest instead of having some action in this city. The Premier made a classic Freudian slip when he
said, ‘We have to do this to take the political heat out of it.' That is the only reason why the government
is doing it—to take the political heat out of it. 
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I hope that the can-do approach of Campbell Newman—when he recognises that there is a
problem, he asks what he can do about it and then tries to do something to stop it—will rub off on the
head-in-the-sand mob opposite and they will accept the fact that there is an inadequate police presence
in this city. 

Time expired. 
Ms STONE (Springwood—ALP) (6.08 pm): The Beattie government is committed to increasing

public safety for those living in Brisbane's CBD. I know that it is also committed to increasing public
safety for those who live in my electorate of Springwood and in all other parts of Queensland. This ill-
informed motion calls on the Beattie government to increase police numbers to improve public safety in
Brisbane CBD. Since taking office in 1998, this government has increased police numbers by almost
one-third across the state. When the government came to office seven years ago, there were 6,800
police. Today, we have 8,900 and by September, we will have more than 9,150. That is more police than
the national average. Since coming to office, there has been an increase in the number of extra police
officers by about 300 each year. That has meant training about 600 recruits every year to allow for
attrition. Along with the statewide increase in police numbers, policing levels in the Brisbane CBD district
have increased from 344 in 2002 to the current 362. So police numbers have been increased. 

I must agree with the Premier: a summit is the constructive way to find solutions to the antisocial
behaviour problems experienced not only in the Brisbane CBD but also in cities around Australia. In my
part of the world, Logan, in the southern district region, police numbers have increased by 30 per cent.
In the Logan police district itself, numbers have increased by 40 per cent. 

I have already told the House today about the great work that the officers in my area do. Not only
do they do great work; they also liaise with the community. They talk to our mayor, they talk to our
hotels, they talk to our clubs, they talk to our young people; they communicate. That is why they are
doing great work. Every month at the Liquor Industry Action Group we sit down and talk about problems
occurring in the club and hotel industries, we talk about policing issues and we talk about a number of
other things. Present at those meetings are a number of people, including me. The police drive that
program and they are just brilliant. Since the start of the program, there have been very few incidents in
our hotels and clubs. The police say that is because we are all working together. 

If someone goes out in Logan with the intention of having a night on the town, getting absolutely
plastered and behaving in an unruly manner, they will be found very quickly because our pubs and clubs
are working together. That person cannot just go on to the next pub or club because by the time they
arrive the first pub has already rung around the industry and the police. We work together and we
communicate. That approach is working really well. The Logan city mayor did not just grandstand and
call for police numbers; he is working with the police, as is the industry. That is what the summit is all
about. 

There is no greater endorsement of the investment in increasing police numbers and record
Police budgets than the good work of police officers and the good results that we are seeing. Each year
the Queensland Police Service produces a statistical review to allow the public to judge its performance
while helping the service identify and monitor crime trends across the state so that they can respond
effectively. 

This month I toured the Police Academy and I saw the facilities and training given to those
officers. All senior officers are very proud of the level of professionalism and training delivered to the
recruits. The academy is promoted as a professional place of learning and one valued by all of its staff
and recruits. Our police officers receive the finest training and that equips them to make professional
decisions, which they put into action every day of their careers, unlike Campbell Newman who reacts
quickly and without thought, although believing that his is a popular decision. 

I would caution Campbell Newman and any other person who is jumping up and down to try to
portray their area as being a crime hot spot in order to get more police that this can create a situation
where no-one will want to go there. This is what we are saying. We are sending the message that the
Brisbane CBD is closed. Tourists will not want to come to our great state capital city. Shoppers will go
elsewhere, and forget selling inner-city apartments because no-one will want to live in the CBD if
Campbell Newman continues with this portrayal of it. If I want advice on how policing should be done, I
certainly will not be going to the Lord Mayor. I will take the advice of the police commissioner any day. 

If the Liberal Party has its way, we will be building new jails all over the state for people charged
with jaywalking, begging, urinating in public and other less serious offences. I ask: is the money coming
out of the Health budget or the Education budget? Where will the money come from for the new jails that
they will have to build? 

Queensland is a safer place since the Beattie government came to power because we have more
police on the streets protecting the public and detecting offences. The government values its police and
so do I. I commend the government for its commitment to increasing police numbers all around our
state. 
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Mr McARDLE (Caloundra—Lib) (6.13 pm): On many occasions the police minister has stood in
this House and proclaimed her support of police officers and all that they do. Naturally such applause is
warranted and, in fact, there is not one member of this House who does not applaud every single police
officer in this state. They literally put their lives on the line every day. Being proud of the police is not the
province of one person or one minister. It is, in fact, a sentiment that is shared by every single member
in this chamber. However, this minister cannot appreciate that words of praise must be coupled with
actions to ensure that police can safely and effectively administer the oath they have sworn to uphold. 

When one considers the issues that have arisen in the last two to three weeks in the Brisbane
central business district, one fully understands the enormous pressures that our police are under. The
police minister cannot accept or comprehend that. Can members imagine having to attend numerous
drunken incidents on the one night with insufficient numbers and with no guarantee that one will come
out of it in one piece? 

Today, on ABC Radio, Commissioner Atkinson stated that each week the city mall has 1.3 million
pedestrian movements through it. In a year, that equates to 67.6 million people. The commissioner also
stated that there are 445 licensed premises in the city/Valley area, plus 10 in the Caxton Street precinct.
This is a recipe for disaster, which is ignored by the government. 

Today the only attempt made by the minister to address problems in the CBD was to pass
legislation making laws tougher. As I said today, tough laws are only part of the answer. If we want to
solve this problem, we need to get more police officers on the beat and to have those officers
adequately and fully resourced. We can have all the lighting we want, we can have all the community
support we want, but until we get blue police uniforms on the beat we will not solve this problem. 

Tonight we heard that over the past six months Brisbane City Council's incident register showed
that police failed to arrive to 30 per cent of all calls. The reason for that is that crews are not available.
The responsibility for that rests with the minister. She has to address that problem. This simply
reinforces the fact that this government and this police minister do not know what they are doing.
Despite saying that they do, they do not understand the role of the police or the impact on the general
public of a police officer on the street. They do not understand the suffering that police officers
experience, nor do they understand what their families put up with on a day-to-day basis. 

This government has failed miserably and today, at the death knell, the Premier stood in this
chamber and called for a belated summit to address what has been known publicly throughout Brisbane
for years. What this government fails to admit is that it also has known that this situation has
progressively worsened and it has done nothing about it. Public opinion is that the government has done
nothing. Suddenly the government stands up and says, 'We'd better do something because we're losing
credibility. We'll now move and we'll look good for the media.' What the Premier did last Saturday was to
take a stroll in front of every media camera that was available and feign knowledge of what everybody
has known for a considerable period. The Premier and the minister have turned their backs and ignored
the situation for too long. 

What the government needs to do is to start with the basics—and I am certain that the word
'basic' is one that it comprehends very clearly. This government has to own up to the fact that it has
failed to provide police numbers in the Brisbane CBD sufficient to deal with the issues that are so
blatantly in front of it. What it has done is simply ignore the obvious and put people at risk as a
consequence of its inaction. 

At the end of the day, the responsibility lies directly at the feet of this minister. This responsibility
demands that more police numbers be made available. If one listened to ABC Radio this morning, one
would have heard the station being inundated with calls from people from across Brisbane telling of
incidents of violence that either they themselves have suffered or they have witnessed in the very recent
past. 

Quite clearly this House should support the motion and condemn the Beattie government for its
lack of integrity and its lack of leadership. In addition, the House should support the motion that this
government increase police numbers. At the end of the day—

Time expired. 
Mrs MILLER (Bundamba—ALP) (6.18 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Premier's

amendment to this motion. I have one message to the Lord Mayor of Brisbane, which is, 'Come west,
young man, to Ipswich. We can teach you a few lessons!' Ipswich has had a Safe City Program in place
since 1994. The program commenced dealing with the unacceptable levels of crime in the CBD of
Ipswich, and many would recall the headlines in the Courier-Mail and the Queensland Times about
violent incidents in the Ipswich CBD. I am proud to report to this House that the Safe City Program has
worked to decrease crime. There are 58 cameras in Ipswich and we have more to come around the
Redbank Plaza area. Cameras are located in the Ipswich CBD, Goodna, Booval, Bundamba, Rosewood
and Brassall. 

The Safe City operation is colocated in Ipswich, in the police beat in the mall. On busy evenings,
usually on weekends, a senior police officer is located in the Safe City site. The screens are closely
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monitored and if there is public drunkenness or disorderly behaviour the person can be tracked down
quickly and efficiently. On other occasions the Safe City operators have a phone link back to the police
operations centre. The operations centre, as I understand it, can hook into the Safe City cameras and
observe first-hand what the Safe City officers have observed and then direct police for an appropriate
response. As the police beat and Safe City cameras are colocated, consultation is not monthly, not
weekly and not daily; it is minute by minute, as needed, on a 24-hour basis. Most cameras have an
extensive view of the area—some have 360-degree views—and the footage is recorded. For example,
Safe City footage has been used for evidence in court. Evidence has been supplied to the Queensland
police, the Liquor Licensing Division, the department of families, the justice department and crime
prevention groups. 

Another benefit of Safe City cameras is that the Queensland police officers feel safer when they
are on the job. As I understand it, our Queensland police officers can request that cameras record when
they respond to a job in case they are attacked, assaulted, vomited on or spat upon. They really have a
dreadful job in this situation. Secondly, Safe City cameras help Queensland police in the management
of traffic not only in and around the CBD but also along the Ipswich Motorway in my electorate. In the
event of a traffic accident Queensland police can redirect traffic. 

The Safe City camera program prevents many crimes from being committed. It also has helped to
identify and locate missing persons, persons with warrants out on them and countless missing children.
It also provides an on-street service to young people—perhaps those not old enough to get into clubs
and pubs but who may be in need of advice to stay on the straight and narrow by having volunteer
parents and elders from our Aboriginal and Islander communities intervene and refer these people to
state departments such as Communities, Child Safety and Police. Mayor Pisasale said recently that, in
conjunction with the Ipswich Management of Public Intoxication Program, they have helped to deliver a
reduction in drug, alcohol and volatile substance abuse in Ipswich's CBD by 49 per cent. Law
enforcement agencies from places such as Taiwan, Great Britain and the Netherlands have also
inspected our safe city program, as have 25 other local authorities from around Australia. 

Ipswich is way ahead of Brisbane in relation to safe city technology and in relation to the city
council's willingness to work with the state government, particularly the police, the senior departmental
officers and our community organisations, to decrease violent and other crime in our city. It is only when
the council and the government work together that these issues can be solved. It is outrageous that
Brisbane Lord Mayor Campbell Newman has disgraced himself by criticising our police commissioner.
He is criticising the very man he needs help from. I would like to invite the Lord Mayor of Brisbane to
Ipswich and make him welcome so that he can see how our Safe City cameras operate. 

Mr Hoolihan: You wouldn't want him. 
Mrs MILLER: We probably would not want him up there, but we are inviting him, anyway. The

reality is that the can-do man cannot do anything on his own. He should attend our summit this Friday
and learn from other local authorities such as those at Ipswich. 

Question—That the amendment be agreed to—put; and the House divided—
AYES, 53—Attwood, Barry, Barton, Bligh, Briskey, Choi, E Clark, L Clark, Croft, Cummins, N Cunningham, English, Fenlon, Finn,
Fouras, Fraser, Hayward, Hoolihan, Jarratt, Keech, Lavarch, Lawlor, Livingstone, Lucas, Mackenroth, McNamara, Mickel, Miller,
Molloy, Mulherin, Nelson-Carr, Nuttall, O’Brien, Palaszczuk, Pearce, Purcell, Reeves, Reilly, Reynolds, Robertson, Schwarten,
Scott, Smith, Spence, Stone, Struthers, C Sullivan, Wallace, Welford, Wells, Wilson. Tellers: T Sullivan, Nolan
NOES, 20—E Cunningham, Flegg, Hobbs, Johnson, Knuth, Langbroek, Lingard, McArdle, Menkens, Messenger, Pratt, Quinn, E
Roberts, Rowell, Seeney, Simpson, Springborg, Stuckey. Tellers: Hopper, Malone

Resolved in the affirmative. 
Motion, as amended, agreed to. 
Sitting suspended from 6.29 pm to 7.30 pm. 

FLUORIDATION OF PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 1 September 2004 (see p. 2178). 
Hon. GR NUTTALL (Sandgate—ALP) (Minister for Health) (7.30 pm): Since becoming the

Minister for Health, I have spoken publicly on a number of occasions about the challenges facing
Queensland in the area of dental health. These challenges include rising rates of dental disease and a
chronic shortage of trained dentists in Australia. I am extremely proud of this government's
achievements in bettering the oral health of our population. 

In 1996, when the Howard government scrapped funding for the Commonwealth dental health
care scheme, Queensland was the only state to fully replace the $20 million per year that it lost. Other
states either reduced services or moved to introduce copayments for treatment. Queensland is now the
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envy of every other state, with the largest and most comprehensive free dental service in Australia.
Through an investment of $120 million a year, as I outlined this morning, these services are provided by
180 mobile dental clinics, 121 school clinics and 140 community dental clinics. Across the state we
provide a total of 800 dental chairs and treat hundreds and thousands of patients each and every year. 

As part of the 2004 election commitments, an additional $10 million was allocated over three
years to improve oral health services. Our commitments are delivering $3 million to establish two
travelling dental teams to be based in Toowoomba and Cairns to deliver around 8,000 treatments,
$3 million to provide 10,000 extra dental treatments in areas with the longest waits, $2 million extra to
extend public clinic hours to evenings and Saturday mornings where this is possible and $2 million to
contract private dentists to treat dental emergencies when a public dentist is not available. Through
these commitments, the travelling dental teams will deliver 2,000 additional occasions of service this
year and across our dental health program an additional 3,000 occasions of service will be delivered in
areas with the longest waits through our already established clinics. 

Partnerships have also been established with private dentists and prosthetists to treat public
patients where demands on the public system are high. I am proud to say that as at 31 December 2004
the oral health services had achieved the additional half-year activity targets linked to these programs
and are on track to meet the full-year targets ahead of schedule. 

The issue to be debated tonight is not whether fluoridation of water is an appropriate thing to do.
There is ample evidence that water fluoridation is safe and effective. Examinations of the evidence
published in reputable scientific journals have shown this many times. Water fluoridation is a safe and
effective mechanism to prevent dental decay and reduce the impact of the disease on people of all
ages. The issue for debate is the best way to introduce water fluoridation. 

The existing legislation, the Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Act 1963, authorises local
governments to add fluoride to public water supplies under their control. Under this act the responsibility
for introducing water fluoridation rests with local governments. The primary intent of the proposed bill
before the House is for the state government to force local authorities to fluoridate water supplies under
their control. The bill does not require the state government to provide any financial assistance to local
councils. Further to this cost-shifting exercise, the bill removes any requirement or mechanism for
consultation with those bodies that control public water supplies to communities—that is, local councils.
For this reason the government will not be supporting the bill. 

This bill is in contrast to the existing Queensland government policy on fluoridation which was
formalised in 1997 by the then coalition government. The policy supports the introduction of water
fluoridation wherever it receives the consent of the community affected. The proposed bill reverses this
policy and removes any requirement for the issue to be discussed with the community prior to the
commencement of a water fluoridation program. 

Since this issue was first raised in parliament late last year, I, and I know many other members of
this place, have received a flood of correspondence regarding the issue. Fluoridation of water supplies
provokes very passionate responses in some members of the community, both in favour of fluoridation
and against it. The way to address this issue is not simply to ignore the people whose views we do not
agree with it. The only way to ensure an effective and long-lasting program of water fluoridation is to
engage with and educate the community about the benefits of fluoride. One of the difficulties in
achieving this is the high level of misinformation that has occurred over the years regarding the safety
and effectiveness of water fluoridation. 

Queensland Health is in the process of reviewing existing fact sheets and brochures on oral
health and is developing a new information package for the public, health professionals and councils.
This new package will ensure that people have access to the most accurate and up-to-date information
on oral health issues, including water fluoridation and other strategies that can help prevent oral disease
and promote better oral health. 

Dr Flegg interjected. 
Mr NUTTALL: At the Australian Health Ministers Conference held in July last year, a national oral

health plan was unanimously endorsed. Just for the honourable member's information, I was at that
conference titled Healthy mouths healthy lives: a national oral health plan for Australia 2004-13. This
plan aims to improve health and wellbeing across the Australian population by improving oral health
status and reducing the burden of oral disease. This national plan complements the Queensland Health
strategic plan for 2004-10 that I launched with the Premier last year. This plan includes a new mission
statement, Promoting a healthier Queensland, and identified five strategic intents to assist this mission.
One of these strategies’ intents is supporting healthier people and communities. Through education
about oral health and its importance, we can help achieve this aim. 

I say again that this debate is not about the safety and effectiveness of water fluoridation; it is
simply about the mechanism through which fluoridation occurs. As a government we stand by the view
that fluoridation should occur only when there has been a sufficient amount of consultation with local
councils and communities. 
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Mr QUINN (Robina—Lib) (7.37 pm): This bill seeks to amend the Fluoridation of Public Water
Supplies Act 1963 and mandate that all controlling entities of public water supplies, be they local
governments or other providers of water to the public, add a specified level of chlorine to the water
supply. Water fluoridation was introduced in Australian states in the 1960s and 1970s, and about 80 per
cent of most other states’ populations now receive fluoridated water supplies. However, Brisbane is the
only capital city with unfluoridated water. At present about five per cent of Queensland's population has
fluoridation of their water supplies. 

The current Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Act 1963 authorises local governments in
Queensland to decide whether or not to fluoridate public water supplies under their control. As I said,
Brisbane is the only capital city with an unfluoridated water supply. A number of councils have
introduced fluoridation in their water supplies—namely, Dalby, Mareeba, Moranbah and Townsville. The
complication is the trend of local governments to share water sources and treatment facilities. Under the
current act, if local governments that share a water treatment facility were to hold a joint referendum
regarding fluoridation and just one local government area voted against fluoridating the public water
supply, then all governments would be bound by this decision. 

That is the nub of this bill. We have had the debate about fluoridating water supplies going on in
Australia for the best part of 40 years. The minister himself has acknowledged the benefits of
fluoridating water supplies. Over 40 years we have had a smattering of councils around Queensland
that have fluoridated their water supplies. The reason is that the councils do not have the intestinal
fortitude to stand up for their communities and say, ‘We will add fluoride to the water supply for the
benefit of the children of Queensland and their teeth.' That is the nub of this argument. Tonight the
minister has shown that this government is on the side of the wimps. It is on the side of the wimps—
those councils which for 40 years have pretended to debate this issue, pretended to work in favour of
their communities, and have wimped out on this issue because they get some opposition from some
members of their communities. The councils, which are elected every three years—or four years as it is
now—are putting their own political futures ahead of the health of the children of this state. 

Mr Nuttall interjected. 
Mr QUINN: That is the nub of this argument. As I have said, we have seen the government side

with the wimps tonight. 
Mr Nuttall: That is not true. 
Mr QUINN: It is true.
Mr Nuttall interjected.
Mr QUINN: The minister does not like it, but that is the truth of this matter.
Mr Nuttall interjected. 
Mr QUINN: We know that there are a substantial number of people in the Labor Party who

support the concept of fluoridating water supplies in Queensland. If this bill is not passed, in 40 years
time we will be back here talking about this issue again. We have been debating it for 40 years. The
public education program has run aground; it has got nowhere at all. Yet the minister is proposing to
have another 40 years of the same. 

Mr Nuttall: Not at all. 
Mr QUINN: Yes—40 more years of the same. If the minister has the political courage, if he has

the political will, he should support this bill. This government has an almost record majority. It had 66
seats in the last parliament and it has 63 seats this time. It has enormous political capital. It can take a
bit of a pounding at the next election campaign and still come out with a majority, yet it is not willing to
expend some of that political capital. That is the nub of this argument. Talk about a cowardly
government—this is one!

The Premier stands here, puts his hand over his heart and says, ‘I am making a courageous
decision on behalf of the people of Queensland. I know I am going to be pounded at the next election
campaign. This will be very unpopular.' What a load of hogwash! He has never made a hard decision in
his political life. This is one decision that he can make in the interests of the children of this state, and he
will not make it.

The health minister believes in it, the health department believes in it, and a substantial number of
Labor Party backbenchers believe in it, yet they do not have the intestinal fortitude to stand up to the
Premier and say to him, ‘Premier, on this occasion put the interests of the health of the children of this
state ahead of your own political interest.’ That is what this debate is about. For goodness' sake! He
cannot bring himself to support something that the Liberal Party has put up in the interests of this state.
All the other weasel words and cop-outs count for nothing, in the end, if he is not prepared to put his
courage on the line and support something that will be good for the people of Queensland. The rest of it
does not count for anything—the 63 seats in this parliament count for not a fig—nothing at all. This
government has wasted three years of its political capital, and the three previous years. As I have said,
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that is the nub of this debate. The minister can dress up the government's side of the argument any way
he likes, but he knows in his heart of hearts what this argument is about. 

Mr Nuttall interjected. 
Mr QUINN: The minister knows that this bill is good for the people of Queensland. He knows that

if he does not back this bill, then in 20, 30 or 40 years time we will be doing exactly the same thing
because the present situation prevents almost any major council in Queensland from holding a
referendum, being successful and then implementing fluoridation of the water supplies in their local
government area. We have progressed from 30 or 40 years ago when individual councils controlled their
own water supplies. In the south-east corner of the state there are four or five local government areas
that take water from Wivenhoe Dam. It requires only one of those councils to have a referendum and
say no and that locks everyone else out of fluoridating the water supply in this part of Queensland. That
is the effect of the current legislation and that is why councils will not have a referendum; they will not
waste their money. 

Mr Nuttall: Why didn't you do something when you were in the cabinet in 1997 when you made
the policy? 

Mr QUINN: Even if they wanted to avoid a referendum and voted in a council to do it, their
neighbouring council may not want to do it. 

Mr Nuttall: You were in the cabinet in 1997 that endorsed that policy. 
Mr QUINN: The minister should not talk to me. Wimps have got no place in this argument here.
Mr Nuttall: You were in the cabinet in 1997.
Mr QUINN: Wimps have no place in this argument here. The bill is before the House, and what do

we see? No political courage, no political will, no political nous about expending some political capital to
get the best deal for the people of Queensland. This lot opposite have no concept of what they are in
government for. They think they are in government to remain in government. That is their idea of being
in government. All they want to do is to continue occupying the Treasury benches and they will not make
any courageous decisions that might put some people out of office in the short term. They are not willing
to expend some of their political capital in the short term for a long-term political gain. That is the
definition of a weasel, wimpy faint-hearted government if I have ever seen one.

The minister believes in fluoridating water supplies, yet he stands here and tries to dress it up as
some sort of other argument. He knows in his heart of hearts—as indeed do all the Labor members—
what this bill is all about and what it will do. Talk about a lack of courage! It has been demonstrated here
tonight in spades. The members of this government should never come into this parliament again and
hold their hands on their hearts, saying they know it will be tough, they know they will suffer some
political damage. What a cop-out! I have said it all tonight, and the minister's face says it all as well—he
agrees with me.

This bill is good for Queenslanders, it is good for the kids of Queensland, and it is long overdue.
Scientific evidence proves that fluoridating water supplies prevents tooth decay. We are the only
Australian state that does not mandate it, we are the only Australian capital city that does not have it,
and it is about time we did. For goodness' sake, stand up for their constituencies, stand up for their kids
and vote for this bill. 

Mrs MILLER (Bundamba—ALP) (7.47 pm): I rise to speak in objection to the member for Surfers
Paradise’s Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill 2004. The member proposes a bill that
amends the Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Act 1963 to require local governments or other water-
providing bodies to mandatorily add fluoride to the public water supply, except where the water is
supplied to smaller communities. The member is talking about mandating. Quite simply, the bill is
flawed. The member proposes that the state override local government, which our government cannot
support. In fact, I might ask the member for Surfers Paradise if he has actually consulted with local
government in relation to this bill. 

Mr LANGBROEK: No. We have taken a strong decision that this is good for the kids of
Queensland, 

Mrs MILLER: So the member has not actually consulted with local government?
Mr LANGBROEK: We have consulted for 30 years. We have talked—
Mrs MILLER: No, no. Has the member consulted with local government in relation to this bill? 
A government member: He won't answer you. 
Mrs MILLER: I mean, has the member consulted with the Brisbane City Council or the Ipswich

City Council or the Logan City Council? 
Mr Cummins: The Gold Coast City Council or the Caloundra City Council? 
Honourable members interjected.
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Mrs MILLER: All the SEQROC city councils?
Honourable members interjected. 
Mr Nuttall interjected.
Mrs MILLER: No, no, no.
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fouras): Order! Minister!
Mrs MILLER: It is quite easy for the member for Surfers Paradise to say that it is good for the kids

of Queensland, but he has not consulted with local government. Simply put, this issue is a local
government responsibility. The member is now on record as admitting tonight that he has not consulted
with the Brisbane City Council—of which his mate, Campbell Newman, is Lord Mayor—he has not
consulted with my council or with Mayor Paul Pisasale, he has not consulted with all of the other local
authorities as part of SEQROC, he has not consulted with the Whitsunday council, he has not consulted
with the Caboolture council, he has not consulted with the Gold Coast council. Shame on the member
for bringing this bill into the House when he has not even had the good manners to consult with local
governments! I cannot believe it. God! It is obvious that he is a rookie in this place. 

Local government is the closest level of government to the people. Given the provisions of the
1963 act, local government currently has the power to consult with the local community in relation to
fluoridation. As I understand it, it has the power to move a motion for a council to mandate the use of
fluoride in its area. The Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Act 1963 currently gives local government
the authority to add fluoride to any public water supply under its control. It is clear under the current act
of parliament that this is the responsibility of local government. 

The state position since 1997 has been that the fluoridation of water is supported wherever it
receives the consent of the community affected. The key is that it is supported wherever it receives the
consent of the community affected. As a member of parliament representing a vast array of different
socioeconomic communities, I understand that within every community there are differing opinions on
the possible detrimental effects versus the potential oral dental health benefits that fluoridation poses.

For the benefit of the member for Surfers Paradise, I quote from the Hansard of 28 November
1963 where the then Minister for Health and Home Affairs, the Hon. Henry Noble, said in the debate on
this bill—
... the bill simply retains the status quo in giving local authorities the right to add fluoride to water should they so desire. After all,
local authorities' representatives are elected just as we are and they have to face the electors every three years just as we do. To
my mind, every elected representative in a local authority area would give much thought to the subject before deciding to
fluoridate the water in his area. Local authority members have the same right, after examining the question, as each member here
has, to form an opinion on whether water in a local authority area should be treated. That is their right and it is within the power of
local authorities to do so. 

That was the view of the Hon. Henry Noble some 40-odd years ago. That is the view today. There
may be observations that Queensland is in fact out of step with national and international trends by local
government not currently mandating fluoridation. My friends in local government—and I have spoken to
local government councillors, unlike the member for Surfers Paradise—tell me that there are different
views around the world in relation to fluoridation. A couple of councillors have told me that some
countries are abandoning it after escalating health concerns. 

For example, I am told by local government representatives that France has never allowed it.
Countries from China to the Netherlands have also banned it. I have also been told that Belgium banned
the sale of fluoride tables and chewing gum which contained fluoride in response to fears that the
chemical my cause brittle bones. It goes on and on. I am also told that in Europe the most heavily
fluoridated country, Ireland, is reducing the amount of fluoride added to its water. That follows the
release of a major government review in 2002 which found that, in the light of both international and Irish
research, there was an increasing occurrence of dental fluorosis. The forum recommended the lowering
of fluoride levels in drinking water. 

People are increasingly aware of what is going into their bodies. Therefore, the opposition
member's private member’s bill is ignorant of community views on this controversial topic and current
world trends. The member has admitted tonight that he is ignorant of local government views. I
mentioned some of the issues that have been brought to me by local government councillors. 

The private member’s bill is flawed and it is irresponsible. It ignores the fact that local authorities
are in as good a position as anyone to judge whether they should or should not add fluoride to the water
supply. Local government is the level of government that has the decision-making authority. It has had
that authority for over 40 years. 

On the basis of such conflict of opinion and such emotion by the medical and general community
the current act is, in essence, listening to the views of the community. Quite simply it is substandard that
a professional man with medical knowledge, such as the member for Surfers Paradise, has neglected to
consult with local government. It is shameful that he brings this bill into this House when he has not
spoken to local government. It is shameful that he has not spoken to the general public on this issue. 
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What he wants is a Liberal Party dictatorship in relation to mandating the use of fluoride. He has
no respect for local government. He has no respect for its role in our democracy. I think this bill is an
absolute disgrace whether or not the arguments are good or not good. The debate on this defective
private member’s bill is not simply a debate on whether to add fluoride to the water supply but ensuring
that the process of any proposal for the long-term implementation of fluoride or other chemicals to our
water supply is ethically responsible, viable and meets community views as a whole. 

As the minister has said tonight, Queensland Health in its literature has been very proactive in
regard to fluoride. That does not mean that this House will vote to override local government's role in
relation to the fluoridation of the water supply issue. I believe that the member for Surfers Paradise
should apologise to this House for bringing this bill into this parliament when he has admitted to me
tonight that he has not done his homework and spoken to local government and the major councils
across Queensland. What he is talking about is mandating putting fluoride into the water supply without
doing his homework? It is a disgrace. I will not be supporting the bill before this House. I think that the
member for Surfers Paradise should do a training program on doing his homework before bringing bills
into this place. 

Miss ELISA ROBERTS (Gympie—Ind) (7.56 pm): The idea of forcing all controlling entities of
public water supplies to add fluoride to all drinking water is one that I do not support. At the moment, the
responsibility for adding fluoride to the water supply rests with individual councils. In my electorate the
Cooloola Shire Council and the Noosa Shire Council have so far opted not to include fluoride in the
water supply. However, they have made it clear that should there be overwhelming public demand for its
inclusion in the general water supply then the respective council would consider doing so. 

I believe the current situation is the most democratic as it gives the public the ability to decide
what they and their children are consuming. The question of fluoride in water and its effectiveness is
difficult to gauge as there seems to be as much information for it as against it. Within my electorate the
numbers who support fluoride and those who do not were quite close. But the number of those against it
was slightly higher than those for it. 

I grew up in New South Wales where 90 per cent of the water supply contained fluoride and it was
generally well supported by the public. Its actual effectiveness I have to question since I had eight fillings
by the time I was 14. So for a person who was never allowed to eat chocolate, lollies or cakes and who
cleaned her teeth twice a day, I cannot personally sing the praises of fluoride in any water supply.
Perhaps had there not been fluoride in the water I may have had double the number of fillings. However,
there is not enough convincing evidence to show this to be the case. 

I can appreciate the view of those, particularly those who do not encourage their children to clean
their teeth from an early age, who feel that fluoride in the water supply may be a valuable initiative
designed to help reduce tooth decay. I have seen examples of severe tooth decay in children in my
electorate and am aware that Gympie has a very high proportion of children with gum disease and tooth
decay. Because of this, rather than placing fluoride in the water it would be more beneficial for the state
government to provide the funding for an intensive campaign to promote the importance of cleaning
children's teeth as early as possible. Even if there was fluoride in the general water supply and people
did not clean their teeth properly or at all, these people would still have teeth problems. The inclusion of
fluoride in the water on its own without brushing would not negate the prevalence of tooth decay. 

According to the World Health Organisation information, a number of countries that do not have
fluoride in their water have experienced a reduction in tooth decay similar to that which has been
experienced in states of Australia which do have fluoride. This could be due to a better understanding of
the value of cleaning teeth and the benefits of eating less sugar et cetera. 

Like other members in this House, I have received copious amounts of literature and individual
views from constituents on this issue, and I greatly appreciate any input I receive from members of the
public. As I am not a scientist or a dentist, I obviously cannot provide an expert view on the benefits of
fluoride in water. But, since this bill is primarily about making something compulsory for all, I must object
as I believe in this type of circumstance it should remain up to the individual whether or not they wish to
consume water with an additional substance added. Finally, as I said at the beginning of my speech, the
current laws pertaining to the supply of fluoride to the public are fair as people can have it should they
wish. All they have to do is lobby their local council or, alternatively, they can purchase fluoride tablets or
simply use fluoride toothpaste. It is not the role of the government to force something on the public
without conclusive proof as to its effectiveness. 

Dr LESLEY CLARK (Barron River—ALP) (8.00 pm:): I welcome the opportunity to join this
debate about the merits of mandatory fluoridation of public water supplies, because that is in fact what is
proposed in the bill before the House tonight. It is important to note, as other speakers have mentioned,
that we are focusing on something that is proposed to be mandatory. That really brings in a new realm
and raises not just scientific issues about which there is some debate but also a fundamental ethical
issue as well which seems to have been glossed over by the Liberal Party, which introduced this bill.
After looking at the scientific evidence on both sides, at the moment I really cannot see any basis for
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moving away from the current Queensland government position, and Queensland Health's position
statement is there for everybody to read. The statement reads—
... it is a principle of ethical public health that mass, involuntary medication must never proceed without the express consent of the
community.

That is actually a very important principle.
Dr Flegg: It doesn't work if it isn't mandatory.
Dr LESLEY CLARK: One needs to consider whether the evidence then is sufficiently strong to

move forward and give that mass medication without consideration and consent. In light of that, it is
clear that the government has a range of strategies set out in the oral health section of the directions
statement Smart State: health 2020—that is, build work force and service capacity to meet the oral
needs of Queenslanders, particularly those living in disadvantaged communities; collaborate with other
public health and clinical service providers working in chronic disease prevention and management;
provide preventive oral health services across all ages to ensure sustained oral health throughout life;
and elevate the debate on fluoridation of water supplies. It goes on to say that these should be a safe,
cost-effective and equitable means of achieving considerable improvement.

That is the point of view that the minister has put forward tonight—that is, Queensland Health
believes that it is cost effective, safe and an equitable means of achieving improvement in dental health.
The position I am coming from is that I do not necessarily take the view of the Liberal Party that the
minister is just simply squibbing and that we are wimps because we do not have the political will. I feel
personally that there is a need to go back and look at the scientific information. The claims from—

Dr Flegg: Forty years!
Dr LESLEY CLARK: Yes, and that is what has been said—that is, how could any intelligent

person possibly come forward and say that there is any doubt?
Dr Flegg: That is right. You’ve got it right. Exactly.
Dr LESLEY CLARK: I should say to members that, until I was forced to join this debate and look

at some of the evidence, I was probably in that camp. I raised my children at a time when we bought
fluoride tablets and did all of those things. Yes, I must admit that I have been lobbied from people in my
electorate. The truth is that I have thought that maybe they are a bit extreme and maybe what they are
talking about is not really sound and I have not necessarily taken them as seriously as I should have.

So I have spent the day doing a bit of a web research. I went to the source which I am sure most
people go to—that is, www.fluoridealert.org. I have had a good look at all of the information there and
have tried to honestly look at both sides of the argument. I have read the many articles that have been
put out by Mark Diesendorf of the Sustainability Centre in Sydney who has been researching this issue
for about a decade and who has written extensively on the issue. His arguments are that water
fluoridation is unethical, water fluoridation is unsafe, water fluoridation is ineffective and water
fluoridation is pushed by corporate interests.

I have also looked at the work from Dr Paul Connett, who is also well known to many people in
this chamber. He is the professor of chemistry at St Lawrence University. He had 50 reasons to oppose
fluoridation, and interestingly he went to Ireland to attend a forum which looked at mandatory
fluoridation. Apparently they never did come back to him with answers to his 50 reasons as to why they
should oppose fluoridation. I will not read all 50 into the Hansard record, but I encourage people to look
at them. However, I will note some of his reasons. He says that fluoridation is not necessary and that
most western European countries are not fluoridated and have experienced the same decline in dental
decay as the US. Fluoridation's role in the decline of tooth decay is in serious doubt. The largest survey
ever conducted in the US—over 39,000 children from 84 communities—by the National Institute of
Dental Research showed little difference in tooth decay among children in fluoridated and non-
fluoridated communities.

According to NIDR researchers, the study found an average difference of only 0.6 in decayed,
missing and filled surfaces—the jargon is DMFS—in the permanent teeth of children aged five to 17
residing in either fluoridated or non-fluoridated areas. This difference is less than one tooth surface and
there are 128 tooth surfaces in a child's mouth. This result was not shown to be statistically significant.
Where fluoridation has been discontinued in communities from Canada, the former East Germany,
Cuba and Finland, dental decay has not increased but has actually decreased according to Dr Connett's
studies. As I say, I have only mentioned four reasons. There are another 46 that members can read.

Let me now turn to the for side of the argument to show that I have looked at both sides. There is
another good web site, which is an online opinion, which is Australia's e-journal for social and political
issues that is supported by the Local Government Association of Queensland, QUT, the Brisbane
Institute and Sydney university. There are some really interesting contributions that I have had a good
look at. The case for fluoride was put forward by Colin Rix, the associate professor of the School of
Applied Science at RMIT, and Diana Donohue, who is with the School of Medical Sciences there. They
have some good arguments as well. They have taken on Diesendorf. They state—
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The health concerns raised in Diesendorf's article regarding fluorosis, bone effects, mental acuity and so on, have been reviewed
extensively and exhaustively in our recent document commissioned by the National Health and Medical Research Council ... in
1999. In that instance, an independent expert group of toxicologists, chemists, pharmacologists and epidemiologists concluded,
on the basis of current information, that there were no unforeseen consequences that might arise from fluoride exposure at the
nominal 1 ppm level in drinking water. The evidence indicated that the current levels of fluoride added to drinking water supplies
throughout Australia did not need altering (from the current 1.1 ppm levels—

That is, allowing for different water intake depending on climate. I am familiar with that. I got to
that point and thought, ‘Okay. Here's the evidence on one side and the other side. Both arguments are
quite convincing.' What I found interesting was the Centre for Reviews and Dissemination. Is the
member for Moggill familiar with this one? No. The pro fluoride case says that, as does Queensland
Health, there are more than 150 public health and scientific organisations that support fluoridation, and
one of them is this UK National Health Service Centre for Reviews and Dissemination at the University
of York.

On the web site these guys say, ‘No, no, no, we want to object. We do not want to be on this list of
150 organisations supporting this.' What did the York review actually say? This is going to be my
contribution to the debate, because I am trying to give members some information that is coming from a
source that I think deserves consideration. The Centre for Reviews and Dissemination was established
in 1994 and asked to provide research based information about the effects of interventions used in
health and social care. It has undertaken work for a number of different agencies, including the National
Institute for Clinical Excellence, the Home Office, the Social Care Institute for Excellence, the Economic
and Social Research Council, the Health Technology Assessment Program and the Service Delivery
and Organisation Program. They said, ‘The jury is out.'

Time expired. 
Ms LEE LONG (Tablelands—ONP) (8.10 pm): I rise to make a contribution to the Fluoridation of

Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill 2004. This bill is about a process—the addition of fluorine—to
drinking water. There are some very vocal and highly qualified supporters of this move. Essentially, their
argument is that the compulsory consumption of fluoridated water will bring significant dental health
benefits to the entire community. Were that scientifically proven beyond any doubt, I think that everyone
would support fluoridated water as a compulsory health measure. But the fact of the matter is that it is
not. It seems that for every supporter of fluoridated water, there is an equally qualified opponent. For
each study proving how good fluorine is, there is another study that apparently proves how dangerous it
is to public health. I am not at all comfortable with the thought of making compulsory the consumption of
a chemical about which it appears the jury is still out. 

I accept the information in the explanatory notes about the rate of dental problems suffered by
Queensland children. I am not so accepting of the bald statement that these rates, so much above the
national average, are directly due to the lack of fluorine in our water supply. That assumption appears to
me to ignore any and all other possible causes, including the very poor level of public dental health
services in this state. I believe what is more important is the representations that I have had from
constituents who are unhappy with the idea that they will be forced to consume a chemical concoction
whenever they drink from a reticulated water supply. For these who believe in and wish to enjoy the
benefits of fluorine, tablets are readily available and have been for decades. 

However, I believe that the real issue is that at present this is a matter for each local council in
Queensland. This level of government is the closest to its constituents. It is the level of government that
has the direct, day-to-day responsibility for water supply and it is the best level of government to
continue to deal with it. This issue remaining in the hands of local government allows for the greatest
possible flexibility in response. Each community can adopt the answer that best suits its constituents.
Yet here we have a bill that seeks to remove the right of Queenslanders, as exists under the present act,
to speak their minds through a poll before fluoridation can be introduced. 

We live in a time when the individual rights of Queenslanders are under continual attack. This
present Beattie government and the previous Beattie government have so far sought to reverse the
onus of proof in more than 50 bills. That is a massive attack on the basic right of people being innocent
until they are proven guilty. This bill was introduced by a non-government member, yet it still seeks to
reduce the rights of Queenslanders to democratically express their will through a poll. 

I believe that the existing system provides the population of Queensland with a chance to decide
for themselves whether they want their water supplies fluoridated and for that to take place through their
most immediate level of government. I support the continuation of this system, especially as those who
really want fluorine have other options available to them, such as fluorine tablets. I do not support the
bill. 

Mr NEIL ROBERTS (Nudgee—ALP) (8.13 pm): I support the fluoridation of water supplies and
would vote in favour of a proposal to do so if the Brisbane City Council conducted a public poll on the
issue. Under the current Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Act, councils can make the decision,
either unilaterally or by way of a public poll, to fluoridate their water supplies. However, to date in
Queensland, only the Townsville, Dalby, Mareeba and Moranbah councils have made the decision to do
so. 
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All capital cities in Australia except Brisbane have fluoridated water and more than 70 per cent of
Australians outside of Queensland currently drink water that has been fluoridated. I am not aware of any
proven case that suggests that the health of these Australians has been detrimentally affected by
fluoride. To the contrary; the evidence suggests that they enjoy better oral health outcomes than those
that exist in Queensland. 

My wife, Jenny, is a dental therapist who works for Queensland Health. She treats and provides
dental care to schoolchildren aged from four to 18 within our public and private school system. Although
she never discloses matters associated with patient confidentiality, I regularly hear of the nature of the
oral health issues she is confronted with on a daily basis: children as young as four with decayed teeth,
some requiring fillings and some requiring extraction, setting a pattern that can lead to a lifetime of
dental and other health problems. Of course, much of this can be related to poor dental hygiene and to
the inappropriate consumption of foods and drinks with high refined sugar content, the common
offenders being fruit juice drinks and soft drinks. Although the rate of dental caries would be improved
with better oral health practices by these children and their families, the evidence clearly favours the
proposition that the fluoridation of water supplies would have the most significant impact on improving
the current situation. The fluoridation of water is supported by the World Health Organisation, the
international dental federation and other respected international health bodies. In Australia, it is
supported by our own national dental and medical associations and also the National Health and
Medical Research Council. 

The effect of this bill would be to mandate without further discussion or consultation a regime that
requires all local councils to add fluoride to their water supplies. That is an interesting approach to policy
from a party that purports to support the principles of liberalism. My wife would dearly love me to support
this bill on the grounds that it would greatly improve the dental health—and, indeed, the general
health—of the vast majority of Queenslanders. Although I agree with her view on the oral and general
health benefits of fluoridation, I support the government's view that this bill is not the most effective or
desirable way in which to significantly increase the availability of fluoridated water to Queenslanders—
an objective that is shared by many people on both sides of this House. 

The Minister for Health has outlined the government's position, which is that it supports the
introduction of water fluoridation wherever it receives the consent of the community affected.
Interestingly, that was the view that was formed by the National-Liberal coalition government when it
was last in power just a few short years ago in 1997. 

On a personal level, I think that the current provisions of the act are somewhat cumbersome and
are in need of further review. The introduction of fluoride to water supplies is an issue of public
importance and one about which the community should have an appropriate opportunity to express their
views. However, I am not convinced that conducting a public poll on the issue is the only way in which
this can occur. In the ensuing period there are other means of gauging public opinion that we should be
considering. 

I hope that the government will take the opportunity to further consider ways of increasing the
availability of fluoridated water throughout Queensland. In the meantime, and on the basis of the lack of
sensible community discussion on this issue to date, I will be opposing the bill. 

Dr FLEGG (Moggill—Lib) (8.18 pm): It gives me pleasure to speak in support of this important bill.
In fact, quite frankly, this bill is a no brainer. We have overwhelming and incontrovertible scientific
evidence that fluoride deficiency is a major factor in serious dental disease. We are dealing with a
naturally occurring mineral that is present one way or another in the environment around us and, in
some places, naturally occurring even in the drinking water. Communities throughout almost the entire
Western world have recognised and participated in its benefits and safety for decades. That includes all
the states of Australia bar Queensland and 48 out of the 50 largest cities in the United States. With a
population so vast enjoying the safety benefits of fluoride, it would be hard to think of a safer substance
unless one was perhaps thinking about the water itself, given that there are few other natural elements
that are being ingested by such a huge number of people. 

Likewise, the scientific and even anecdotal evidence for its effectiveness in safely protecting oral
health is incontrovertible. Any reputable study or comparison clearly demonstrates the effectiveness of
fluoridation. Let us face it: it is not difficult to establish that effectiveness when we have such massive
populations to observe and when the diseased state of teeth is so easily and readily observable.
Anecdotally, I would raise the issue of a recent televised interview on Channel 10 where a forensic
expert identifying bodies of Australian victims of the tsunami in Thailand was able to use the state of
their dental health to identify which cities they came from or their age. The victims from Sydney, if they
were younger than their late 40s, had no dental decay and if they happened to be from Queensland had
no teeth. 

Mrs Carryn Sullivan: That is wrong. 
Dr FLEGG: The tape is there at Channel 10. Go back and have a look at it. This shows how much

difference fluoridation makes to oral health. Go back and have a look at it.
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Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fouras): Order! The member for Moggill will address his comments
through the chair so that I can ensure that I give him the full protection of the chair. 

Dr FLEGG: Certainly. Unfortunately, Queenslanders are largely missing out on this. Last year I
had the pleasure of attending the launch of the health strategy for 2004-10 which was hosted by the
Premier, the Minister for Health, Mr Nuttall, and the Director-General of the Department of Health, Dr
Steve Buckland. During the course of their presentation they showed graphic videos—this is the
member’s own government and the member’s own department—showing the appalling state of the
dental health of children in Queensland. Children as young as two and three had virtually every tooth in
their heads rotting out. 

From that presentation I also remember a quote about preventive health care in Queensland,
which was, 'In relation to preventive health care I have but one word for you and that word is
fluoridation.' That was said by a representative of the government's own health department. The
government's own health minister, who is sitting opposite, does not have the courage to stand up to the
Premier on this issue even though his own views and those of his department have been made patently
clear. 

On 11 July 2004 in the Sunday Mail a full-page article by Jessica Lawrence dealt with the
appalling dental health of Queensland children. When I listen to the fluoridation debate I sometimes get
the feeling that people think it is a trivial matter. Some of these people do. It is anything but a trivial
matter. It is a very serious matter. It is one of the top priorities for improving the health of Queenslanders,
particularly children. Let me refer to that article. Orthodontist Steve Atkin from the Royal Children's
Hospital dental program—that is, the government's employee—said that Queensland children's oral
health is now so bad that he has to perform 500 general anaesthetic procedures a year on toddlers as
young as 18 months to remove their rotten teeth. This is just one doctor. Labelling them the forgotten
statistics, he said that toddlers were having to be fitted with crowns, stainless steel caps and even
dentures after having their teeth removed. Further, I should not have to remind anybody in this place
that this is being done at public expense and over time will use up hundreds of millions of dollars which
is desperately needed for health funding. Ironically, Queensland is being saved a fortune because so
much of our population has moved from interstate and the children of those people do not suffer the
same diseases as those who are born in Queensland. 

Given this information, given that decades ago in most civilised places the political leaders
recognised and legislated for the benefit of their communities, and particularly given the strong
statements of support by Health Minister Nuttall and other strong indicators given at the launch of the
health strategy, I could be forgiven for thinking that those opposite, many of whom have also expressed
views supportive of protecting our children's health in this way, would support such an obvious and
straightforward piece of legislation. Can members imagine my amazement when I heard that they will
oppose this legislation and continue what has now been going on for decades in Queensland. Children
are losing their teeth and are suffering fear, inconvenience, pain and general anaesthetics, yet they
have the power to prevent this from happening to Queensland children in the future. It is astonishing
that those opposite could give their own stated support and then come out and oppose this measure.
Astonishing is not the right word; hypocrisy is the right word. In fact, their decision not to support
preventive health for children can only be described as political cowardice of the worst sort. 

We are not asking the government to support some groundbreaking new initiative in health. We
are asking it to introduce something that is decades overdue when most other constituencies around
Australia have had no problem in summoning up the courage to introduce this measure to protect our
children. But, no, not in Queensland. On any other piece of legislation, the first thing that those opposite
would want to know is, what are the other states doing? I can tell them that decades ago the other states
protected their children. 

There is a small and very vocal group that is antifluoridation. Hate mail has been sent to our
homes. Everybody here has received letters, some of which are absolutely unbelievable as they dispute
facts that are so readily obvious. I received one that even disputed the fact that other parts of the word
fluoridate. One has to have some sort of intellect to sort nonsense and panic scaremongering from
scientific fact. A tiny number of supposed experts have made a name for themselves, and no doubt a
fortune, by spreading fear and misinformation about fluoridation. It seems extraordinary to me that a
government, particularly one that has been in power for a while and that has a large majority, would be
so frightened of such a small and misguided campaign. We have all read the information on the internet
and so on. The government's own department says that we should do this, but members opposite do
not have the courage to back their own department. That does not say much for those sitting opposite. 

I shall relay a couple of powerful anecdotes. At one primary school near my electorate in
Brisbane, on admission to school an intake of year 1 students, 45 in all, were examined by a dentist.
The examining dentist found only 12 children had no tooth decay. This is year 1 children. That would not
have been such a good figure except that quite a number of the 12 children had come from interstate
where they had had the benefit of fluoridation. The remaining 33 year 1 students had an average of five
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decaying teeth each. What is particularly frightening to me as a former doctor is that 14 per cent of the
entire class had had to receive a general anaesthetic to treat rotten teeth before they had started school.

Let me address a few statements that have been commonly made about fluoridation. Firstly, we
have heard the old hoary chestnut that it is the parents’ responsibility. The argument is that they should
buy fluoride tablets and so on. Members on the opposite side of the House, many of whom represent
low socioeconomic groups, should know as well as an old GP like me that many families are not that
well organised. If it was simply a matter of making the parents look after this because the government
does not care about preventive health, we would also be letting them look after vaccinations. When we
did that, the same thing happened: the scaremongers came in and the rate of vaccinations dropped.
The incidence of the targeted diseases surged in our community—

Time expired. 
Hon. NI CUNNINGHAM (Bundaberg—ALP) (8.28 pm): I rise to speak on the Fluoridation of

Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill, and I commend the member for Surfers Paradise for bringing
forward such an important and controversial issue for debate in this House. It is clear to me that
something must be done about the escalating problem of dental decay. However, while the facts and
figures have proven to me that in today's society Queensland's children need fluoride more than ever
before, I am unable to support this bill tonight because there has been no consultation with the councils
which in Queensland operate almost all of the reticulated water supplies, and there are still many people
in our communities who have concerns about this issue. 

Having five grandchildren of my own and 22 schools in my electorate, I come into contact with
children on a regular basis. The quality of their teeth is obvious—some very good and some very bad. I
have inquired of dentists in Bundaberg why the dental health of some children—some as young as three
and four—is obviously so much worse than it was 10 years ago. It is not so much what they are eating
as what they are drinking that is causing dental problems. We can see the evidence in every shopping
centre, where young people are sitting around drinking flavoured drinks of all kinds. We see it at the
supermarket, where families are buying Coke by the carton, fruit drinks in two- and four-litre bottles and
weekly supplies of cordials and soft drinks. Gone are the days when children had soft drinks at
Christmas time. 

Bad eating and drinking habits are a product of our modern society, and governments must take
appropriate action to cope with these problems: the heartache of little children having to be put under
anaesthetic to have rotten teeth removed; the frustration of dentists who have to do this work; teenagers
who will be starting their working life with dentures; and the enormous financial cost to all taxpayers to
rectify the health problems that will escalate further if nothing new is done. 

Queensland governments since 1996 can be proud that when the Howard government stopped
all spending for the Commonwealth dental health care scheme in 1996 Queensland was the only state
to fully replace that funding. As a result, Queensland has the largest and most comprehensive free
dental service in Australia. As the minister said earlier, there are currently 180 mobile dental clinics, 121
school clinics and 140 community dental clinics. Thousands of Queenslanders are treated each year. 

I place on the record that a dentist working at the Bundaberg Base Hospital, Dr Burton, was just
this morning thanked publicly in the newspaper by a patient who went to our hospital to have a tooth
removed. Dr Burton noticed a lump on her tongue, photographed the lump and had it checked by
specialists, who found that it was cancer. The patient, who will be operated on in the next few days, is
very grateful for Dr Burton's early intervention. 

While we are doing all we can through Queensland Health, the need for a long-term resolution to
the rapidly growing problem of tooth decay is very clear, and the support of so many dentists for the
fluoridation of our water supplies should be acknowledged. Too often we see self-interest trying to
influence government decisions. In this case, the enormous number of dentists supporting the
fluoridation of Queensland's water supplies do so knowing that this will reduce tooth decay and will
result in fewer patients, not more.

In Bundaberg a very prominent and well-respected dentist, Dr Harry Akers, has spent many years
studying this very issue and is currently halfway through a seven-year project researching the history of
the fluoridation debate in Queensland for a doctorate through the University of Queensland. What
triggered his PhD thesis, titled ‘An analysis of the social and political problems relating to the
implementation of water fluoridation in Queensland', was his genuine concern about dental decay in
Queensland. Dr Akers acknowledges that it is an historic problem, with a whole range of issues
impacting on the decisions when the current act was introduced in 1963. 

Fluoride already exists in water supplies in Queensland to differing levels. While health authorities
recommend one part per million, I believe that Julia Creek's water supply has about eight times that
recommended dose without any reports of terrible side effects. In my electorate of Bundaberg the water
has just 0.1 part fluoride per million parts of water. In Bundaberg, children aged six have twice the
Australian average number of decayed, missing and filled teeth. Children as young and three and four
years of age are having all their teeth removed because they are so badly decayed. More than 45 per
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cent of five-year-olds already have decaying teeth when they start school. That is also almost twice the
Australian average. As one Bundaberg dentist stated recently, ‘We have had to give an aesthetic to
children as young as two so we can treat them.' He added that bottle decay was a common problem,
with parents putting children to bed with a bottle of fruit juice or cordial. 

Water fluoridation has been widely implemented in all other states of Australia. The proportions of
people drinking fluoridated water ranged from the Australian Capital Territory with 100 per cent,
Tasmania with 91 per cent, New South Wales with 90 per cent, Western Australia with 86 per cent,
South Australia with 80 per cent, Victoria with 77 per cent, the Northern Territory with 70 per cent to
Queensland with just five per cent. 

Water fluoridation has not proceeded in Queensland for a number of reasons. Most other states
except Queensland provide and administer the water supplies themselves through their own state
legislation. In Queensland water supplies are controlled by local authorities and other bodies. The
Queensland legislation passed in 1963 enables local governments to add fluoride to any public water
supply under their control. However, only a handful of our 125 councils have done so, including
Townsville, Dalby, Mareeba and Moranbah. The problem is that councils have the right to fluoridate their
water supplies but in most cases will not do it. I agree with the member for Robina on that point. The
state could indeed mandate that it be done. This government recently brought in very strict and very
popular laws restricting smoking in public places, yet a number of councils have since refused to help
enforce those laws. If they have so little regard for the health of their communities on that issue, it seems
pointless amending our laws on fluoridation at this time when it would have to be implemented by those
same councils. 

In closing, while children under eight benefit most because fluoride strengthens growing teeth,
everyone benefits because fluoride in saliva kills bacteria and fluoridation reaches those people who
ignore health education programs. As the health minister has previously stated, water fluoridation is
recognised as the safest, most cost-effective and equitable intervention available to reduce dental
decay and has received the endorsement of the World Health Organisation, government and
professional bodies in many countries, including Australia. 

While a number of other chemicals are being used regularly in reticulated water supplies and
fluoride already exists in all water supplies, the addition of extra fluoride always seems to open up
controversy. As such, I do not believe it is an issue that can be decided tonight with legislation through
this House forcing councils to enforce the law without any real consultation. Poor dental health is a
growing and costly problem, and I look forward to this government continuing to work to a solution for
the benefit of all Queenslanders. 

Mrs LIZ CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (8.37 pm): In rising to speak to the Fluoridation of
Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill, I commend the member for Bundaberg for what I believe was a
very well thought out contribution. I appreciate it very much. I have here some documents that the
member for Nicklin has requested I bring to the parliament and table. As a result of comments made
earlier about consultation with local authorities I noted that there are several communications here from
local authorities. I would like to put forward their points of view. This one is written to the member for
Nicklin from the Noosa council. It states—
I refer to your presentation at the SUNROC Meeting on Monday, 7th February 2005 and advise that Noosa Council would not
support any Private Members Bill that removes the right of the individual Council to decide for themselves whether to fluoridate
their water supply. 

Maroochy Shire Council gave a more detailed response, which states—
1. Maroochy Shire Council supports the Health Minister's view that dental health is a public issue of significance. 
2. Maroochy Shire Council believes that there are serious questions to be answered about the efficiency and effectiveness of

reticulated water supplies as a delivery mechanism for fluoride to the target groups (ie people in lower socio-economic
groups and children). 

 3. Maroochy Shire Council calls on the State Government to both investigate options and initiate an effective fluoride
program which could include pilot projects on innovative alternative strategies, including but not limited to the provision of
a fluoridated commercial product available at a affordable cost to consumers. 

4. Maroochy Shire Council further calls on the State Government to ensure that Queensland Health's schools dental health
education program is expanded to include other elements that encourage good tooth-brushing, dental hygiene and diet,
targeted at the lower primary school years. 

5. The State Members representing areas of Maroochy Shire be forwarded the Council adopted recommendations for their
information. 

There is also a letter to a constituent of the Ipswich area from the office of the Lord Mayor of
Brisbane. The lord mayor states—
Thank you for your letter of 6 August 2004 regarding water fluoridation. 
Since the Brisbane City Council treats and supplies water to several areas throughout South-East Queensland, the issue of
fluoridating our water is a regional one. For this reason, the South-East Queensland Regional Organisation of Councils
(SEQROC) has agreed to review previous decisions regarding fluoridation. All councils involved will be consulted and their input
on this matter sought. No decision will be made on fluoridation until all issues concerned have been addressed. 
In the meantime, I am prepared to consider submissions from the medical and dental professional groups on the matter. 
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From the Gold Coast City Council there is notification on their web site that—
The Gold Coast City Council water supply does not have fluoride added. For some years, Council had provided residents with free
fluoride supplements, in the form of tablets or drops, on request. Residents are now advised that as per Council decision
(November 22nd 2004), free fluoride supplements (ie that is tablets and drops) will no long be supplied. The decision is effective
as of that date. 

Then the Bayside Bulletin of 13 August 2004 states—
Free fluoride tablets for children living in the Redlands will no longer be issued to families by the local council. 
Redland Shire councillors voted last week to discontinue providing up to 800 bottles of free fluoride tablets for parents who want
fluoride supplements for their children. 
The decision will be effective immediately. Water in the Redland Shire has not been fluoridated since the 1970s (less than five per
cent of Queensland’s population has fluoridated water). 

I know the member for Nicklin was looking forward to contributing to this debate but, as we have
been advised, his health has not allowed for that. I would seek leave to table this correspondence on his
behalf. 

Leave granted. 
Mrs LIZ CUNNINGHAM: There were a couple of issues that were raised in previous contributions

that I want to mention. This bill is intended to override local authorities in relation to their ability to make
a decision in isolation and applicable to their own local authority area. It is true that local councils can
currently opt in or out of fluoridating water. I note that if this bill fails that option remains. Communities
that feel strongly about fluoridation, or are in favour of it, can lobby their local authorities in an attempt to
have fluoride added to the water. 

Another comment that was made was a comparison between mandatory fluoridation and
mandatory vaccination. In terms of mandatory vaccinations, there are exemptions on religious grounds
and health grounds in terms of health history. Mandatory vaccination is overwhelmingly for life-
threatening diseases or diseases with the potential to significantly compromise an individual's quality of
life, such as polio, measles and mumps, where the complications can be quite significant. There are still
parents in the community who, rightly or wrongly—and at the present time it is more difficult not to have
children vaccinated because of the implications for the children in attending schools and preschools—
still choose not to vaccinate their children. That should be a right if the parents feel very strongly about
that. 

Those constituents in my electorate who contacted me were against mandatory fluoridation. One
pensioner said to me that fluoride makes the bones soft and crumbly. She said that there are too many
problems in relation to health issues to introduce mandatory fluoride. It affects different people in
different ways. I know that her background is not Australian, but she has lived in my electorate for quite
a long time. 

I only had one communication from somebody in favour of fluoridation. That was from a resident
of Surfers Paradise who made a comparison between the teeth of people who grew up in Queensland
and the teeth of those people who grew up in southern areas. All the other communications that I had
from individuals and those people who I would expect would have an informed point of view were
soundly opposed to fluoridation. 

I think all members received an open letter signed by a significant number of well-qualified
people. It starts off with Doug Everingham and goes through a list of people. In that it states—
The fluoridating agent most commonly used is a hazardous contaminated industrial-grade product from the phosphate fertiliser
industry. We strongly reject the notion that placing a chronic poison in our water supplies is clever preventive medicine. We
represent 1,500 doctors, dentists, scientists and others working in the interests of public health who are primarily interested in
prevention and early intervention in disease processes. 
The question of fluoridation was considered with care, openness and good representation by the Lord Mayor's Task Force in 1997,
which came down clearly against fluoridating Brisbane's water supply. It is astounding that this issue could again be raised in
Queensland in an apparently co-ordinated national campaign. No new evidence has been put forward to our knowledge that
would warrant a revision of the 1997 decision. 

There were others who were doctors and interested members of the community who set out in
significant detail the reasons they felt concern about mandatory fluoridation of water. I do not have a
medical background. As I said, those who contacted me in my electorate were very concerned about the
notion of mandatory fluoridation. I was concerned at the number of qualified people who wrote to me
and said that they had continuing and serious concerns about mandatory fluoridation. 

A letter from Heimen Julius stated a number of reasons why fluoride is a problem, and it talked
about it being a potential poison et cetera. One issue that he raised in his attachments states—
Sodium Fluoride. 
Caution: Severe symptoms have occurred from ingestion of less than one gram; death from 5 to 10 g. Acute ingestion of large
doses may lead to abrupt abdominal pains,...

He goes on to talk about those things. 
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I do not live on reticulated water, but I know people who often talk about how their supply is
heavily tainted with the taste of chlorine. This is because of the way the water supply is dosed. If it is
possible for that overdosing to occur with mandatory fluoride, then the material that has been provided
to me and other members would indicate that there is a significant risk to health, and I will not be
supporting the bill. 

Mr ENGLISH (Redlands—ALP) (8.47 pm): I say at the outset that this debate is not about the
value of fluoride. I personally am supportive of fluoridation of our drinking water. However, this bill, put
forward by the Liberal Party, reflects the behaviour of the National Party government back in the deep,
dark days of Joh Bjelke-Petersen. The Liberal Party wants us to believe that the end justifies the means.
However, I cannot support that. I cannot support mandatorily overriding community sentiment. 

I believe the positive health outcomes as a result of fluoridation cannot be forced upon local
councils. Councils are in the best position to consult with their local community because there are
diverse views on this issue across the length and breadth of Queensland. There are some people who
can clearly see, as I do, the health benefits, but there are those people who also hold opposing views. I
believe that local councils are in the best position to make these judgments on behalf of their local
communities. I have actually been lobbied by councils and councillors to reject this bill tonight. However,
I would also like to point out what I consider to be a level of hypocrisy in that whilst they are lobbying to
not support this bill they are not prepared to offer fluoride tablets or fluoride drops. 

I think some councils want their cake and want to eat it, too. If councils support fluoridation but do
not wish to force it upon their community, they should provide fluoride drops and fluoride tablets. I have
been advised—and I do not know how accurately—that it is very difficult to buy fluoride drops and
tablets currently at some chemists. It is unfortunate that parents who wish to access fluoride for their
children are having difficulty. Councils which are not prepared to take the step of fluoridating water to
benefit their communities should be offering fluoride drops and tablets to those community members. As
I said, I support the intent of this bill. However, I do not believe that the ends justify the means and I will
not be supporting the bill. 

Mr McARDLE (Caloundra—Lib) (8.50 pm): It gives me great pleasure to rise to speak in support
of the Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill 2004. At the outset let me say that the
member for Surfers Paradise is to be applauded for his courage in bringing this matter forward. For
many years there has been seesawing debate as to whether fluoride should or should not be included in
our drinking water. Finally the matter has come to parliament and, after a fully informed debate, a
decision can be made based on the facts. As I have stated, I am very happy to support this bill and I ask
the members of this House to do so also.

Fluoridation was introduced into all Australian states in the 1960s. In fact, countries throughout
the world including the United States, South Africa, Vietnam, Singapore and Hong Kong now fluoridate
their drinking water. In Australia, approximately 11.5 million people now receive fluoridated water. In
1963, the Nicklin government introduced into Queensland the Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Act
to assist Queenslanders in this regard.

Much has been written for and against fluoridation. However, many significant organisations
support the fluoridation of public water supplies, including the World Health Organisation, the National
Academy of Sciences, the UK Medical Research Council, the Australian Medical Association, the Public
Health Association of Australia and the Australian Dental Association to name but a few. These
organisations carry significant weight in the scientific community and their endorsement gives added
support for the intent of the bill.

In Queensland, only about five per cent of the population receive fluoridated water. A survey
recently found that six-year-old children in Queensland have the highest rate of decay, missing or filled
primary teeth. It is almost 50 per cent above the national average. In Queensland, 12-year-old children
have the highest rate of decay, missing or filled permanent teeth. It is more than 50 per cent above the
national average. 

Studies abound to support the benefit of fluoridated water. In particular, a 1991 study which
involved children from Brisbane, where the water is unfluoridated, and Townsville, where it is fluoridated,
showed a striking difference. Decay rates were significantly lower among children in Townsville than in
Brisbane, both in primary and permanent teeth. There may have been many claims to the contrary, yet
the World Health Organisation has made it clear ‘community water fluoridation is safe and cost effective
and should be introduced and maintained whenever it is socially acceptable and feasible.’ The US
Surgeon-General has stated:
Community water fluoridation continues to be the most cost-effective, practical and safe means for reducing and controlling the
occurrence of tooth decay in the community.

The 1963 act, which I referred to earlier, authorises local governments in Queensland to decide
whether or not to fluoridate public water supplies under its control. Brisbane is the only capital city in
Australia with unfluoridated water and, at present, only about five per cent of the Queensland population
has fluoride in their water supply. A number of councils have introduced fluoridation. However, it is not
uniform throughout the state. The bill proposes that all public water supplies in Queensland be
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fluoridated. This is not an easy process and there will be many obstacles in the way. However, the
overwhelming medical evidence supports the proposal that water be fluoridated. It adds to the
protection of our children's teeth.

Putting aside the medical evidence—which, in my opinion, fully supports fluoridation—the debate
comes down to strength of character and the necessity to stand up for what is right for our children. On
many occasions that means standing against overwhelming odds and holding on to what one knows is
right. That means facing significant difficulties yet doing what one knows is correct on behalf of the
people one represents. In fact, that is required when in government. Government means making the
hard decisions. Government means making decisions which can be very difficult and which the public
may not immediately like.

Plainly, the health minister is supportive of the issue of fluoridation. However, the question of
political will is a different matter. The point needs to be made quite clearly that this whole exercise
involves a moral question—that is, to assist the health and betterment of the children of this state. That
is the real question tonight, and that is the question which the government has to determine when
debating this bill. It is not a matter of fluoridation itself; it is a matter of this government standing up for
what it knows is a moral right of our children and having the strength of character and determination to
take the next step and put in place a process that protects those same children. I support the bill. 

Ms MALE (Glass House—ALP) (8.55 pm): I would like to say that I support the fluoridation of
water because, on balance, I believe the benefits outweigh the perceived negatives. Currently, only four
council areas have fluoridated water, and I am yet to hear of any health problems related to the drinking
of this water. Currently people in other areas can choose to take fluoride tablets or drops if they feel
strongly about the issue, although I was told this evening that fluoride tablets are not available to anyone
except dentists because of a shortage. I have not had the chance to check the veracity of that
statement. 

If any of the councils in my electorate choose to campaign for fluoridation, then they would have
my full support for its introduction. I expect that any council wanting to introduce fluoridated water would
give residents the chance to express their support or otherwise for the proposal before making a
decision. If this bill is passed, fluoridation will be mandatory, taking away people's choice. This is very
surprising for the Liberal Party. The Liberal Party is all about individuals' rights and small government.
The Liberals continually criticise the Labor Party about being interventionist and over regulating society,
yet here they are imposing their will on everyone. This is not very liberal minded at all.

The best way for the Queensland Liberal Party to help dental health is not to force fluoridation on
everyone but to convince their colleagues in Canberra to fulfil their responsibilities properly. The Howard
government has turned its back on dental health in Australia in one of the most shameful examples of a
mean and spiteful government. The Australian Constitution clearly states that the federal government is
responsible for laws relating to dental health, yet the Howard government continually reiterates that it
has no responsibility in this area. The Howard government seems to pick and choose the areas it wants
to become involved in. For instance, it wants full control of industrial relations in order to push through its
ideologically driven agenda. Yet when it comes to delivering services it goes missing in action.

In 1996, when the Howard government scrapped the Commonwealth dental health care scheme,
it withdrew $20 million from Queensland without any compensation at all. The state Labor government
stepped in and took over the scheme—the only state to fully replace funding. Other states either
reduced services or introduced copayments for treatment. Now it says that we can use our GST funds to
pay for dental care, except the GST is a consumption tax and the only reason Queensland is in such a
good financial position is that our economy is growing. 

With a growing economy and growing migration, we are using GST revenue to provide health,
education, police, housing and other services to Queenslanders. I am sure the Howard government's
answer to that would be to cut services because that is what it has done time and again even when the
economy is expanding. One has only to look at the Commonwealth-state funding agreements for health
and public housing. They cut the money, depriving Queenslanders of their rightful share. We are talking
about basic services. People cannot live without reasonable dental care, but the Howard government
has no qualms about cutting these services.

What is the state Liberal response to the problem of poor oral health? Mandate fluoride in the
water. I say that they should get up and fight for Queenslanders. Get their federal Liberal mates to show
some compassion and care for the dental health of Queenslanders. Get their federal Liberal mates to
reinstate the Commonwealth dental scheme. Once they have achieved that, perhaps they can consult
with local government and see if they will talk to their residents about fluoridation of the water. That can
get a good outcome without forcing it on people. I would suggest that that is the way to do it. I cannot
support the bill this evening. 

Mr CHRIS FOLEY (Maryborough—Ind) (9.00 pm): I rise to participate in the debate on the
Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill with some degree of double-mindedness. As
most members of this House would be aware—and I am sure if their email inboxes are any indication—
we have had significant lobbying from those people against having fluoride in water. 
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They have given 12 reasons to reject fluoridation. No. 1 is that only individuals have the right to
decide if they or their children should take drugs. Of course that is a fairly emotive issue, to say the
least. But it does underscore a reasonable point that people do have the right to take fluoride if they
wish. I will tell some stories about that later. No. 2 is that claiming fluoride is natural as it can be found in
the earth's crust or water is misleading. No. 3 is that fluoridation is undemocratic. I will not bore those in
the House by going though the list. 

Mr Cummins: Go on. 
Mr CHRIS FOLEY: The Minister for Emergency Services has twisted my arm. No. 4 is that of

every 10,000 litres of public water fluoridated probably less than one litre is drunk by young children. No.
5 is that doctors have legal and medical restrictions in prescribing drugs. No. 6—and I absolutely agree
with this one—is that the controversy continues to rage over fluoridation. I will talk a little about the
people whose opinions I have sought on this later. No. 7 is that less than four per cent of the world's
population is fluoridated. No. 8 is that fluoride is so toxic that it has a major disease named after it,
fluorosis. No. 9 is that the World Health Organisation’s International Agency for Cancer Research stated
that sodium silicofluoride is an insecticide, fungicide, bactericide and rodenticide, or rat poison. So that
makes it a very charming and tasty concoction. No. 10 is that decay is caused by a poor diet and lots of
devitalised sugar. No. 11 is that authorities can often make mistakes. It should also be said that people
who produce adverse scientific evidence can also make mistakes. No. 12 is that if someone tried to
force us to take a pill every time we drank a glass of water we would suggest they go to where it is
eternally hot. That is the argument that people have put to me to reject fluoridation. 

The major point of the bill is that it seeks to make it mandatory for the entity that controls public
water to include fluoride. The 1999 Centre for Disease Control figures show that water fluoridation costs
range from 31c per person per year for communities of greater than 50,000 down to an average of $2.12
per person of communities of less than 10,000. That means it is cheaper than taking fluoride tablets, if
that were the only issue in the argument. 

Some of the reasons for not putting fluoride in our water are very rational. I have some major
concerns that if fluoride is added en masse to a water supply then effectively we are hosing down our
driveways with fluoridated water. The same can be said when we get the sponge out on the weekend to
wash the shiny new Monaro. We are washing the car with water that has fluoride added to it. 

Mrs Pratt interjected.
Mr CHRIS FOLEY: I am speaking about the member for Nanango's car. If a person was to flush

their toilet with fluoridated water, that would be a monumental waste as well. The other arguments
against making it mandatory for councils to introduce fluoride could be seen to be reasonably big
brotherish. Probably the most significant argument—and this is an argument that has been put to me by
members in the House—is that if we want fluoride we can always take it in tablet form; we do not have to
add it en masse to the water supply. That sounds great in theory, but dentists who stand to lose
business are very much in favour of fluoride. If a dentist stands to lose business, but is in favour of
fluoride one would think that their reasons are fairly altruistic. Doctors are fairly neutral in this debate.
They are very firmly in favour of fluoride in general. 

My wife is a pathology scientist and spends significant amounts of time analysing scientific data.
So much to her displeasure, part of my research for this debate was to give her piles of papers that have
been sent to me by constituents and for her to cast her scientific eye over them. Her feeling is that a lot
of the evidence against fluoride smacks of conspiracy theories. It is a little bit like a person who claims
that living in a house with aluminium siding is going to give them cancer. There are all sorts of
conspiracy theory arguments. 

This evening I had dinner with some friends of mine. When I asked them about fluoride and their
experiences with their children one gentleman told me that he gave fluoride tablets to his first two
children up until they were four years of age. The two kids after that they got slack with and did not give
fluoride tablets. He said that quite clearly the first two children's teeth are in fantastic order and the two
kids who did not take fluoride at all had to have their teeth significantly filled from four to five years of
age. 

The second friend said they studiously gave fluoride tablets to all of his children and all of their
teeth are absolutely perfect. I believe there is no doubt that fluoride is effective in preventing tooth
decay. However, on balance my personal opinion is that I am in favour of fluoride, but I have
constituents who are very much against it. I will think about this until we vote and then members will see
which way I vote. 

Mr WALLACE (Thuringowa—ALP) (9.06 pm): I am a lucky man. Not only do I live in one of the
most beautiful parts of our great state and get to catch the occasional barramundi or mud crab and
watch the mighty North Queensland Cowboys beat the Broncos but also all my teeth are mine. I know
the member for Surfers Paradise will be upset to hear that I have not got a filling in my head. 

My family and I live in paradise—the north. The twin cities of Thuringowa and Townsville have
enjoyed fluoridated water for decades. Far-sighted local governments led by the Labor-run Townsville
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City Council have ensured that residents enjoyed the benefits of fluoride and the resultant protection of
our teeth. This is a role for local governments across our state. After all, it is their duty to supply
reticulated water to their ratepayers. It is their role to put fluoride in the water. 

The question we are asking tonight is: should the state government put on the jackboots and
force all local governments to follow the example of Thuringowa and Townsville? Only this morning I
spoke to the Mayor of Townsville, Tony Mooney, who is also the President of the Queensland Urban
Local Government Association and on the executive of the LGAQ. He gave me a definitive answer: no.
Indeed, the LGAQ executive recently expressed its opposition to this bill. It pointed out that the cost,
especially for smaller councils, would lead to increased rates in their local communities. This is at a time
when local governments are being lumbered with increased costs and responsibilities. The member for
Surfers Paradise's bill, if enacted, would not only lead to increased rates but also split local communities
on what, let us face it, is a highly emotive issue. 

I personally do not have any problems with having fluoride in my water—I have lived with it for
most of my life—but I think it should be up to each community to decide whether it takes that step. As an
MP I constantly get comments from the people of Thuringowa to the tune that, ‘We're sick of the
government telling us what to do.' Let us step away from the jackboot approach that the Liberals
advocate and allow local governments to do the job they were elected to do. Finally, if the Liberals really
feel so strongly about this issue why do they not get can-do Campbell to lead the way? 

Mrs STUCKEY (Currumbin—Lib) (9.09 pm): I rise to speak in strong support of this private
member's bill—the Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill 2004—introduced into the
House by my colleague the honourable member for Surfers Paradise, John-Paul Langbroek. 

Water fluoridation is rated by the United States Centres for Disease Control as one of the top 10
public health measures of the 20th century, yet here we are in the 21st century with large sections of
Queensland still refusing to accept that fluoridation of water supplies is beneficial for our health. Citizens
in every other capital city in Australia have fluoride in their water. According to the January 2005 edition
of Medical Observer monthly magazine, no less than five major inquiries into water fluoride in Australia
have found it to be safe, effective and economical. Fluoride is added to drinking water to provide oral
health benefits to the entire community.

In addition to the pain and discomfort suffered, tooth decay has a high cost to the community. The
cost of dental health to Queensland is more than $130 million per year. Poor access to the public dental
health system comes only second as a complaint in my electorate to public housing. Adding fluoride to
water is the cheapest and most cost-effective way of ensuring that everyone benefits from the positive
effects of fluoride. In America fluoridating municipal water costs 50c per year per person, which means
that a lifetime of fluoride costs less than one single filling. The cost is very similar on average throughout
Australia.

Mr Wallace interjected.
Mrs STUCKEY: Contrary to what detractors say in this House and elsewhere, fluoride is safe—S-

A-F-E. Over half of all Americans drink fluoridated water. Fluoride has been added to water supplies for
over 50 years, which is older than the noisy member for Thuringowa here. Paediatric adviser Mr Schmitt
makes the following comment—
The simple truth is there is no scientific controversy over the safety of fluoridation. The practice is safe, economical and beneficial.
The survival of any controversy is one of the major triumphs of quackery over science in our generation.

The Victorian government has reported that children living in fluoridated Melbourne have over
40 per cent less tooth decay than children living in non-fluoridated areas. I grew up with fluoride in the
water in Adelaide quite some years ago, and so did my children. To date, we have had no negative side
effects, although some members in the House might think I have one right now, and very few fillings
between any of us. Water fluoridation is recommended by national and international organisations alike,
including, as members have already heard, the World Health Organisation; the National Health and
Medical Research Council; the favourite of this House, the AMA; the Australian College of General
Practitioners; and the Public Health Association of Australia.

The World Health Organisation states that water fluoridation in low fluoride-containing water
supplies helps to maintain optimal dental tissue development and dental enamel resistance against
caries attack during the entire life span. Fluoride in drinking water acts mainly through its retention in
dental plaque and saliva. Frequent consumption of drinking water and products made with fluoridated
water maintain intraoral fluoride levels. For example, the prevalence of caries on root surfaces of teeth
is inversely related to fluoride levels in drinking matter—in other words, if members would like me to
explain that, within the non-toxic range for fluoride, the higher the level of fluoride in water the lower the
level of dental decay.

The consensus among dental experts is that fluoridation is the single most important intervention
to reduce dental caries, not least because water is an essential part of the diet for everyone in the
community regardless of their motivation to maintain oral hygiene or their willingness to attend or pay for
dental treatment. Over the past 25 years community water fluoridation is estimated to have resulted in
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benefits to the Victorian community of around $1 billion through avoided dental costs and saved work
and leisure time. Dental caries can have an adverse impact on appearance, self-esteem, social
interaction and the ability to speak and chew. Pain may result directly from dental caries or subsequent
required dental treatment and untreated caries may progress to dental abscess and serious infection.
Treating dental caries in children is very traumatic, sometimes requiring a general anaesthetic with its
attendant risks and considerable trauma. The consequences of dental caries are costly in both time and
money.

Our public dental service is stretched to the limit trying to treat the high number of patients with
dental problems. Waiting lists are long with no sign of reprieve. A study performed by the British
Fluoridation Society shows that community water fluoridation protects against dental caries at all ages.
The study showed beneficial effects in children as young as three and adults up to 75 years of age.
Adults who lived in fluoridated areas had considerably less root surface caries than those living in non-
fluoridated areas. In Europe the Heart Disease Weekly of 8 February 2004 has reported that every one
milligram per one litre of fluoride in household drinking water is associated with a three per cent
decrease in the risk of heart attack. Its analysis suggested that higher fluoride levels were protective for
the heart as well as the teeth—not negative, as some detractors would say. Yes, sodium fluoride if taken
in large amounts can be harmful. The Centres for Disease Control has reported, however, that it is
healthy in the recommended amounts and is not meant to be consumed in large quantities. According to
the National Dental and Croniofacial Research Centre, a national oral health survey found that children
who drank fluoridated water over their lifetime had 18 per cent less dental decay than children who did
not drink it. In the US national health officials are aiming to get 75 per cent of their population on
fluoridated water systems by 2010.

Community water fluoridation was recognised by the US Centres for Disease Control—I have
said this; I will repeat it anyway—as one of the top 10 public health accomplishments of the entire last
century. Studies have shown in Health and Medicine Weekly dated 5 April that a reduction in tooth
decay due to fluoridation was as much as 60 per cent in baby teeth and 35 per cent in permanent teeth.
Those opposed to fluoride are a vocal group who often use fear and emotion to gain support for the
antifluoride campaign. One of the biggest debates regarding the addition of fluoride to the water supply
is that it increases the risk of cancer. A report produced in November 2003 by the Australian Institute of
Health and Welfare shows that there are no real differences between the states when incident rates of
cancer are compared despite what antagonists would have us believe. I have a list of figures with regard
to rates per 100,000: for males in Victoria it is 503.2, in Queensland it is 500.3 and New South Wales—
the lowest—it is 481.8. For females, in Queensland it is 359, in Victoria it is 359 and in New South Wales
it is 342—again, the lowest and with fluoride.

In summary, water fluoridation is not the panacea for all dental problems. It will not eradicate all
dental caries, but it will certainly improve the health and quality of the teeth of future Queenslanders.
Community water fluoridation reduces the prevalence of dental caries in both children and adults
regardless of socioeconomic status or access to care and has therefore been recognised as an
important public health achievement. Other states in Australia have seen the light, so to speak, and
introduced fluoride to their water supplies, but not the so-called Smart State. The excuse given by the
member for Bundamba that the member for Surfers Paradise did not consult with local councils over
fluoridation is lame considering that this government proceeded with smoking bans without consulting
councils—a point raised by the member for Bundaberg. The word ‘mandatory' came up again and
again, yet this government has in the past put forward mandatory bills. In fact, anything it chooses to do
in this House it can do because of the numbers it has.

This has become very much a vote-scoring debate rather than a scientific or health issue, and I
am genuinely disappointed about that. If members in this House can look past their noses and into their
mouths, they will see the rational and sensible response to this bill, and that is to say yes to the
fluoridation of water throughout Queensland. Scaremongering and fear of change will continue to cost
us dearly in the oral health stakes. I commend this bill to the House. 

Mrs PRATT (Nanango—Ind) (9.18 pm): I rise to participate in the debate on the Fluoridation of
Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill 2004. The policy objective of the legislation as noted in the
explanatory notes is to amend the Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Amendment Act to protect both
children and adults against premature decay of teeth and to aid the public with general dental health
care. I believe that this is a commendable objective, but is it going about it the right way? Like everybody
else, I received a mountain of information with regard to the fluoridation of water. It was a difficult job to
read it all. I rang a few people to get their opinion as to whether or not it was good, bad or indifferent.

At this point, I have to confess that there has been so much information that I am still unsure
about whether fluoridation is good for people or whether it is bad for them. The member for Redlands
said that it is the right of councils to implement fluoridation. He said that he was not aware of councils
that did that and that they should be offering fluoridation. In fact, for a long period Kingaroy Shire
Council offered fluoride tablets to the community free of charge. That practice fell by the wayside quite a
while ago. People were either not interested or they could not be bothered. Therefore, that practice has
been discontinued. 
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To be quite frank, if I had to drink water here in this town, I think that I would be sick. I bring 15
litres of bottled water with me every sitting. 

An honourable member: Has it got fluoride? 
Mrs PRATT: Whether or not it has fluoride, Brisbane water tastes abominable. It is horrible. But

then again, so does Kingaroy water, so does Nanango water—so does the lot. The chlorine makes the
water taste abysmal. I honestly think that people who drink the water have cast iron guts. Most people in
rural areas do not drink the tap water; they drink tank water. Although I did not talk to all the councils in
my electorate—but I talked to a lot of them—the ones that I talked to stated that they did not believe that
it was reasonable to ask them to put fluoride in their water. As I said, most people in my electorate drink
tank water. If they do not drink tank water, they use water filtration systems to get any of the little bodies
that are in the water out of it. In that case, fluoride would be taken out of the water. If people want their
children or themselves to have fluoride, they can get toothpaste that has fluoride. If they need to, they
can access fluoride tablets, even though, as was mentioned, there is a shortage of them. But whether or
not to have fluoride is up to the people—the families. 

Whether we like it or not, parents have the right to decide what their children ingest. Most
members would be horrified to see the cartons of Coke, the junk food and everything else instead of
good food that is in the trolleys at supermarkets. 

An honourable member interjected. 
Mrs PRATT: That is the truth. There is very rarely any milk in the trolleys. Although there are

people who cannot even stomach milk, the majority of what we see in supermarket trolleys is rubbish.
But it is the parents' right to choose. 

The member for Moggill stated that there was plenty of information about fluoride and that it was
there for everybody to see. But the trouble is sorting out what is the right information and what is the
wrong information. I am not a medical person. I am not a dentist. I do know that, of the five children in
my family, two of them have perfectly beautiful teeth and the other three have had to have fillings
constantly. The dentist explained that there was a genetic reason for that. Two of the children inherited
the genes of their paternal grandfather and the rest of us inherited the genes of the mother. 

Today a lot of children are brought up to drink the sugary syrup in their bottles. I have seen babies
with black and decaying teeth sucking on bottles. That is a major contributor to tooth decay. A lot of
people do not bother to take children of that age to a dentist, because they believe that baby teeth will
fall out and that new teeth will come through. Again, it is their choice. Unfortunately, I believe that is a
bad choice to make. 

Tonight many members in the House have mentioned the article 12 Reasons to reject fluoridation!
Many members of this House have also pooh-poohed it. The 12 points that are made in that article are
quite strong. I agree with many of them, mainly because I know the person who wrote the article and
partly because the author was involved in a fluoridation inquiry by the ACT government during 1989 to
1991 and also partly because a lot of what the author has said in the article has been endorsed by an
open letter. Again, people will pooh-pooh this letter that has been signed by these people. They will say
that it is scare tactics and everything else. Maybe it is. But the bottom of this open letter is signed by 99
very learned men. They are not Joe Blow, off-the-street people, they are not a member in this House
standing up and saying, ‘We know this, we know that, and everything else.' It does not take one very
long to look up a few of these names on the internet to verify these people's positions. These 99 learned
men may be totally wrong and the members in this House may know more than they do. But the people
who signed this letter include emeritus professors of chemistry, doctors of toxicology and pathology,
neurosurgeons and neuroscientists. They are not ignorant men. I do not believe that men and women of
such a calibre would put their names to a letter that they did not believe in. The truth is that this letter is
concluded with the following statement—
We will urge Queenslanders to study the evidence showing potential serious harm from long-term fluoride ingestion and to inform
their councillors and state members how they feel about this matter.

That means not how we feel about it, but how the people feel about it. That is the people's right. 
The people who are in the profession, including some members in this House, have basically

ridiculed people's right to choose because they do not believe that fluoride is bad. But the problem is
that a lot of people believe that fluoride is bad. A lot of people do not want to give their children
something that they believe is bad for them. Until they can be convinced, that is the end of the matter.
Until those people are convinced, those members will not win the argument. Until the councils are
convinced, the members will not win the argument. 

The truth is that I will always err on the side of caution. The people have a right to choose and to
have a say as to what their children will ingest. Those people who believe that fluoride is a poison for
their children have to have their right to choose respected. If people want fluoride, they will get it. It is as
simple as that. I honestly do not know the rights or the wrongs of this issue. All I know is that there is so
much information about fluoride out there, but there are so many eminent people arguing both sides of



23 Feb 2005 Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill 207
the issue. There are so few countries that have adopted fluoridation. One has to question whether, in
fact, the information that says that fluoridation is great for us is true. 

Mrs CARRYN SULLIVAN (Pumicestone—ALP) (9.28 pm): I rise to speak on behalf of my
constituents who are against the compulsory Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill
2004, which was introduced by the Liberal member for Surfers Paradise, John-Paul Langbroek, on 1
September 2004. This is certainly a private member's bill that is full of holes and one that everyone can
sink their teeth into. But we need to consider the views of the community. 

Honourable members interjected. 
Mrs CARRYN SULLIVAN: It is going to get better. Teeth are an important oral health issue and it

is an issue that state government treats seriously. When the federal Liberal government, under the
leadership of John Howard, scrapped—not capped, scrapped—the federal Labor initiative of funding the
Australian states millions of dollars to enable many to access free dental health, it left the states to pick
up the entire cost. Queensland is the only state that kept the free oral health scheme operating entirely,
although the state government had to find that extra $20 million each year. Of course, the cost has
escalated, so we have to fill a bigger hole. 

They drill, we fill. Getting money out of the federal government is about as hard as pulling hens'
teeth. How has the action of the Liberal federal government helped with the high cost of dental
treatment? It has not! Its policy is a toothless tiger and lacks bite. There is nowhere in the member's
explanatory notes or his lengthy, slow-grinding second reading speech that mentions this disgraceful
refusal by his colleagues in Canberra to fund what he says is a genuine concern of his. It needs
injection, not rejection. 

I extracted a sentence from the member's speech, and I quote, ‘I would do anything in my power
to assist public oral health care.' He should start writing to the Liberals in Canberra and tell them that
they should care about our teeth and our children's teeth. He should get them to reinstate the
Commonwealth dental scheme throughout the length and breadth of Queensland. 

The President of the Australian Medical Association, the AMA, says that inflammation in one's
mouth and teeth can lead to inflammation elsewhere in the body, which can increase the risk of heart
attack, stroke and even premature labour if one is pregnant. However, I have not heard that the AMA is
strongly lobbying the Liberal federal government for a reinstatement of the federal oral dental health
scheme, which would be a step in the right direction. Instead, its hollow cries are as painful as a root
canal. 

It seems that the AMA, like the member for Surfers Paradise, wants to push the problem onto the
local councils which, under the current legislation, have the power to decide whether or not to fluoridate
the water by making it mandatory for them to place fluoride in the public water supplies. I am not sure
what the councils think of the move by the Liberals to override their authority and force fluoridation into
Queensland water supplies, but I strongly doubt that they would favour this move. The member for
Bundamba plied the truth out of the member for Surfers Paradise, who admitted that he had failed to
check up with the 121 councils that do not fluoridate and ask them if they would mind. This is a con job,
a real veneer. 

I must point out that I am very concerned that statistics show Queensland children have a high
rate of decay at a very early age and that the statistics are growing. The rate of decay is higher than the
national average and no-one can be proud of that. So is fluoridation the answer to our decaying teeth? I
would like to share with members some of the letters, information and research sent to me to peruse for
this debate. All of the letters that I received that were substantial were very much against the forced
introduction of fluoride in the public water supply, and I would like to share some of those views with
members. 

At a local level, constituents have four main objections to the forced introduction of fluoridated
water. The first is safety. Does the member for Surfers Paradise realise that the fluoridating agents
generally used in water supplies are contaminated industrial-grade products sourced nowadays from
the phosphate fertiliser industry? They contain arsenic and heavy metals. Evidence suggests that
fluoride, a potent poison, accumulates inside the body over time, which may lead to many adverse
health effects. The Merck Index is an encyclopedia and I draw the attention of the member for
Currumbin to it because she probably has not read it. It is an encyclopedia of chemicals, drugs and
biologicals, which describes sodium fluoride as a household insecticide which must be tinted Nile Blue.
It goes on to give the caution that severe symptoms have occurred from the ingestion of less than one
gram and death from the ingestion of five to 10 grams. 

I refer to the following evidence of the World Health Organisation's International Agency for
Research on Cancer, which states—
The major uses of sodium silicofluoride are insecticide, fungicide, bactericide and rodenticide (and) a fluoridating agent for
municipal drinking ... 
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After all, dosing entire populations with a rat poison for all of their lives could reasonably have adverse
effects. Then tchere is the question of rights. We live in a democracy and my constituents say that this is
mass enforced medication. No-one should be forced to take a form of medication if they are not sick. 

Some people also queried fluoride's effectiveness. Research by the World Health Organisation,
which was sent to me by a constituent, is now raising doubts about fluoridation's effectiveness. Data
compiled shows decay has declined at a similar rate in all Western countries irrespective of each
country's water or salt fluoridation status. 

The last main reason people say that they do not support the member for Surfers Paradise is that
there are alternatives for those who believe they need fluoride. We do have fluoride tablets and fluoride
toothpastes which, of course, are readily available. 

One would have to believe in the tooth fairy if one believes that fluoridation is the be-all and end-
all of tooth decay. We cannot brush off the fact that our sugar intake averages one kilo per week per
person in Australia, much of which is hidden. I have seen Coke in toddlers' bottles. 

At an international level, most European countries have tried it, monitored it, found it wanting and
tossed it out. The US Food and Drug Administration has never approved fluoridating chemicals or
fluoride supplements for use. A letter from an American man who has several health problems related to
exposure to fluorides has pleaded to congressmen and senators to stop using toxic waste as a
fluoridation agent. Less than four per cent of the world's population is fluoridated, despite 50 years of
massive, worldwide, well-financed media-protected propaganda. With such a huge rejection or failure to
take up fluoridation in other countries and all of west continental EU, why would we want it? Something
is rotting in Denmark. 

In Sweden, after being told of the overwhelming body of scientific evidence—around 30,000
studies—showing the benefits of water fluoridation, the parliament said, 'Show us.' It turned out that
those studies did not even exist. Obviously the Liberal Party is not basing its argument on scientific fact
but more on a promoted belief. 

At a professional level, I did not have to extract information from doctors and scientists at the
cutting edge of research. They were very forthcoming with their different views and it is as false as
dentures to suggest that dentists agree with the member for Surfers Paradise, who himself is a driller.
When one cannot get the unanimous support of one's own colleagues, one surely knows that one is
fighting a losing battle. That certainly must hit a raw nerve. As with all matters there are two sides and I
ask the member to be honest and tell the tooth, the whole tooth and nothing but the tooth. 

Mr MESSENGER (Burnett—NPA) (9.38 pm): I must say that I have enjoyed the debate so far. To
the member for Pumicestone I say 'fangs' for the memory! As a prefix to my speech, I must say how
much I admire the member for Surfers Paradise as a parliamentarian and as a person. I also admire the
intent of his bill, which is aimed at improving the oral health of our children and our community. However,
after considering the facts and consulting with my community and local government, I have to oppose
this bill. Scientifically, the debate is a dead heat. There are good reasons to support the argument and,
as many members have found, there are many seemingly good reasons to oppose it scientifically. I
have to discount any scientific reasons when it comes to making my mind up on this issue. 

Mr Quinn: What? 
Mr MESSENGER: It is a dead heat. There are plenty for and plenty against, so I set that aside. 
If we mandate the use of fluoride at the state level and override the will of local government, then

I believe we will be setting a precedent to override the will of local government in the future. I believe
that local government is at the coalface of democracy. If this bill passes, it will override and pre-empt the
will of local governments and impose the state's will. At the state level, what will we do next? Will we
legislate to force amalgamations of local councils? 

Mr Quinn: Probably, yes. We have done that before. 
Mr MESSENGER: I believe honestly in the will of local government. I think there is a better way

than forcing amalgamations. We can offer a carrot or inducements and argue reasonably and logically in
the local community. 

Mr Quinn interjected.
Mr Nuttall: How are the coalition talks going, Bob?
Mr MESSENGER: As to whether we should have fluoride in our water, this is the wrong place for

that debate and it is also the wrong place for coalition talks. This debate and our passionate views
should be heard in our local council chambers. For many in my community this debate is irrelevant
because we are not connected to town water. A rainwater tank is the only way we can get water—a
point that was made by the member for Nanango. 

As I mentioned earlier, I have spoken to two local government representatives. I will make two
points which have been made before. The first point is that if parents want fluoride for their children they
can approach their council, because local governments, at least in my neck of the woods, give away
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free tablets. A colourful local mayor said to me something like, ‘Robbie, I wish car doors were made out
of enamel because they are hosing 98 per cent of it down the drain.' 

The second point relates to the population's lack of access to fluoride, even if it is in the town
water. Ten years ago nobody would have thought people would be buying bottled water. In 2005 bottled
water sales have gone through the roof. I wonder how much town water is actually being drunk by the
target group. As the member for Nanango said, sales of water filters have also gone through the roof
and I assume that most filters rid the water of fluoride. 

I think this House should concentrate its efforts on reducing the outrageous dental waiting lists.
The wait is three years in Bundaberg and the Burnett, as the health minister must know. Why is our
dental unit run from Hervey Bay? I think we should also concentrate our energy on improving the health
education of our children—on programs such as the Life Education Program. I am sure that it teaches
about the dangers of sugar. It teaches about the dangers of so many other drugs, both legal and illicit.
That is a program that is not supported by this Labor state government. 

At this point I have to introduce the question of free milk for our schoolchildren. Drinking more milk
would improve the oral health of our children. It would also help our dairy industry. I remember having a
nice little bottle of milk at little lunch—

A government member: It probably sat in the sun for half an hour. 
Mr MESSENGER: No, we kept it in the shade. I was one of the milk monitors and I did my job. I

made sure it was okay. I will gladly support a bill that mandates milk in schoolchildren's little lunch, but I
will not support a bill that mandates fluoride in their water. We need to work harder to improve the oral
health of our children, but we also need to protect the rights of local governments and respect their
wishes. 

Ms BARRY (Aspley—ALP) (9.42 pm): I rise to oppose the Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies
Amendment Bill being debated here tonight. In doing so I will hopefully provide some advice and
guidance to those opposite on the unique challenges that arise from reconciling the role of a
parliamentarian, who is charged with the responsible implementation of good public health policy, with
that of a health professional who enters parliament with a passion about a good public health policy. 

The matter of fluoridation of drinking water in Queensland has supporters and detractors. It does
not, however, surprise me that many of those of us here who have been health professionals prior to
political life are supporters of fluoridation programs. Tooth decay and its subsequent harmful impact on a
person's overall health outcomes are undisputed. With fluoridation endorsed by the World Health
Organisation and a raft of government and professional bodies, the undeniable weight of evidence is
that fluoridation of drinking water is good public health policy. In recognition of this, the current act allows
local governments to add fluoride to water supplies under their control. Our government, through
Queensland Health, supports the introduction of fluoridation of water, but it is contingent on community
consultation and broad support. 

I support fluoridation, so what is my objection to what is proposed here tonight? As a proposal for
implementing good public health policy it is at best naive and at worst opportunistic. It appears ill
conceived, considering the passion that I know must lie behind the hopes of the member for Surfers
Paradise for improving Queenslanders' oral health. It fails on a number of fronts. The bill is simplistic in
nature. The absence of consideration of local councils, the major buyers and suppliers of water, with
respect to the potential impacts on their activities, costs and concerns is breathtaking. In fact, the Local
Government Association, as many people have noted, has not been consulted. 

The requirement for councils to add fluoride under regulation imposes a heavy responsibility on
councils. They are the most significant party in terms of both cost and community education and in my
view must be our partners in any moves to fluoridate public water supplies. That is the key to the
responsible implementation of good public health policy. Therein lies the great divide between those
who support this bill and those like me who will oppose it. 

I understand that those members opposite who have health backgrounds will be passionate
about the need to fluoridate our drinking water, but I believe that our health backgrounds that should not
and must not excuse us from ensuring the implementation of such a public health policy position occurs
in a responsible manner. In fact, it is critical that, above all, we do not fall victim to the so-called simple
solutions or promises of rich health rewards for little or no investment, either financially or in terms of
consultative or educative processes. You know what they say: if it looks too good to be true it probably
is. 

The introduction of water fluoridation at the hands of a ham-fisted state government department
disdainful of the impact on local councils and communities is not a preferred way of achieving good
public policy health outcomes. Nor is it good democracy—an equally important part of our lives. Most
importantly, it risks failure to deliver appropriate health care and we, quite frankly, cannot afford that. I
believe that if communities are forced they will become divided on the issue and that even those who
support fluoridation will inevitably object to mandating its introduction without fair and responsible
consultation. They will be supported by a local government angry at such tactics. People will be
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bombarded with fear campaigns that are fuelled by community anger over failure to consult. The good
intentions of health care will be lost in a sea of political and public uproar. Poor public health outcomes
are the inevitable result of such a non-consultative approach. 

I do, however, suspect that, in true political style, those opposite will seize my comments as proof
of some sort of justification of their vigilante style proposals. That does not justify or endorse their
approach in any way. The difference is that when one is in government one is charged with governing
responsibly. Far from being an issue of courage, I say to the member for Robina that it is harder at times
to hold the line on responsible policy implementation than to stand on the sidelines and shout for
reckless action. Courage, I suspect, is not at the heart of some of the Liberals' motives in this debate.
Use of courage by them was always available when they were charged with government. The member
for Robina seeks to convince us that he has grown a false spine. 

In fact, I suspect that the contribution by the member for Robina gives an indication that the
Liberals are now using the Trojan Horse approach to trying to win Brisbane and Gold Coast based
seats. They seem to have suggested that if we let in their Trojan Horse—that is, a ham-fisted legislative
approach—we will lose some seats but we will survive in government. I think that is as close to an
admission that the Liberals cannot work out how to win back seats such as Aspley as we are ever going
to hear. 

They are trying to trick us, but let me tell them that we are awake to them. I have got some news
for them. The people of my electorate deserve better than them. They have a local member who works
hard for them, who cares about them and who is courageous enough to do the right thing—be
responsible in government. Unlike those at the gates of Troy, I will not let them and their destructive
proposals in. At election time I will be standing at the gates of Aspley to fight them off. 

We have a plan for good dental health and we are implementing it responsibly. We must ensure
that we encourage local governments to commit to the mandate afforded to them under the act to
fluoridate their water supplies. They must begin serious discussion with communities. We must continue
to provide Queenslanders with dental care health services that were callously abandoned by the federal
government in 1996. We must continue to commit to treating more patients. In fact, our increases this
term, in the order of 18,000 extra patients, demonstrate that. We must continue to take dental services
to where people live in Queensland, and we must continue to work with the private sector to care for
more people. 

We are doing all of this. To suggest—to insinuate—that anything else is happening is wrong, and
it is cheap politics. 

I want Queenslanders to have healthy teeth and good oral health. I believe that is achievable in
large part by fluoridating the drinking water. To councils like Pine Rivers and Brisbane City Council, I
say: stop dragging the chain and do it. Come and see me about your concerns and issues. This bill is
not a good way forward but a recipe for the game of political football. Good intentions do not make good
policy and such is the problem with this bill. I do not support the bill. 

Miss SIMPSON (Maroochydore—NPA) (9.50 pm): How many times in public life do we hear
people say, ‘There should be a law for this', or ‘There should be a law against something'? Often their
intentions are pure, but they do not take into consideration that laws do not always fix people's social
behaviours and they are not necessarily the appropriate way to go when we are talking about the rights
of individuals. 

When we are talking about legislating, it has to be done in the greatest public interest and it has to
be balanced with individual rights. I believe that the current legislation achieves that more thoroughly
than the proposed legislation which is before the House. The current law does not prevent fluoridation of
public drinking water supplies. It does provide the opportunity for local governments to fluoridate where
they have public support. It is important that people who are pro fluoridation realise that the opportunity
exists to implement that in public water supplies. However, it requires the support of local governments
and it requires public support. I believe that is a principle in this case which is too important to override. 

The Nationals have always respected the power of the community and consequently embraces
the principles of community empowerment. The Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Act 1963 provides
that empowerment. As the scientific evidence available presents strong arguments in favour, as well as
against, the addition of fluorine in public water supplies, it is imperative that the people's voice is heard
on this issue. Consequently, the Nationals believe that the provisions of the current act should stand. I
wonder if the state Liberal parliamentary wing has consulted with the Brisbane City Council or the
Caloundra City Council or the Gold Coast City Council about whether they should be forced to put
fluorine in their water under this bill. The Local Government Association of Queensland certainly does
not support the forced introduction of fluoride into public water supplies, and I suspect that these other
local government areas of the members who support this bill also do not support it. 
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This is an issue that needs to be in the public arena. It is not good enough to force or mandate
fluoridation of public water supplies in Queensland if the public does not support that. Where there are
good arguments for fluoridation, it is not just about labelling people and accusing them of things. That is
an emotional way to approach this. This argument for fluoridation needs to be in the public arena. It is
not about forcing it down people's throats literally through legislation at the state level. Quite frankly, we
have not seen that public debate swing in favour of fluoridation and forced fluoridation in this state. Until
the public say that this is something that they are willing to have in their public water supplies, I believe
that it would be totally wrong and immoral for it to be legislated at the state level in this way. 

I have no doubt that those who are pro fluoridation have the best of intentions in regard to oral
health. However, I equally believe that there are also those who are against fluoridation who have very
legitimate concerns. It is not good enough to call them names and call members in this parliament
names as a means of arguing in favour of forced fluoridation. Let this debate be one that is informed,
that does take into consideration both sides, that does consider the scientific evidence but does not
trample over the top of people's rights and the rights of families to choose whether or not they want their
children to have fluoride in their water or fluoride as a supplement in their diet. Families who do want
fluoride as a supplement in their children's diet have that choice now. 

To force fluoridation of water supplies through legislation in this way would mean that those
families who do not want to have fluoridation of their public water supply lose that choice. That goes
back to the issue that I raised at the start. When consideration is being given to bringing in legislation,
the public interest has to be balanced against the incursion on individual rights. In this case, I believe the
wiser public policy is the legislation that we already have in place. But let the debate about the scientific
pros and cons take place in the public arena with respect to those different positions. Do not force it
down people's throats or ultimately people will revolt, and even if this law is passed it will not stand. 

Mrs MENKENS (Burdekin—NPA) (9.55 pm): I do appreciate the opportunity to speak on the
Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies Amendment Bill, which seeks to mandate all controlling entities of
public water supplies, either local governments or other providers of water, to the public. A lot has been
said tonight, and maybe I will not be able to add anything particularly new, but it has certainly been well
proven in medical and dental circles that fluoride has an extremely beneficial effect on teeth, particularly
in the growth of teeth in young children. 

I do note in the second reading speech by the member for Surfers Paradise, though, the very
disturbing statistic that by the age of six Queensland children have the highest rate of dental problems
when compared with other states. This is an extremely disturbing incidence, and these statistics need
major publicity to ensure that they reach caring parents. 

Since the introduction of this bill I have seen an absolutely huge mass of submissions coming into
the office, as has I am sure every other member in this House. Most of this is fact; some of it is based on
fear. There is no doubt that there is a major conflict of feelings about this product in the community and
this, in my opinion, is the essence of the debate tonight. At the end of the day, we are a democratic
society. To this extent, we must accept that decisions made for the benefit of the public should still be
achieved by a majority of public opinion. However, there is no doubt that fluoride is a toxic substance,
and if taken in sufficient quantities could cause poisoning. Then again, so are many other products that
we have, such as chlorine in water. 

The current legislation authorises local governments in Queensland to fluoridate their water
supplies according to public opinion and demand. As has been shown, some towns and cities have
introduced this in their water supplies and some, such as Brisbane, have not. National Party policy is to
support the current legislation, which is to leave the decision to the local authorities. To allow the states
to overthrow the authority of local governments is a very dangerous precedent and one that I believe is
a very significant challenge to democratic processes. 

I do commend the member for Surfers Paradise, though, for bringing this bill to the attention of the
House. I believe that the debate tonight will be an excellent forum to promote how important this issue is
to the health of our children; to actually get the message out to our constituents and give them the
opportunity to make this decision. Fluoride is available in a wide variety of sources apart from drinking
water—fluoride tablets, infant formula or toothpaste. However, statistics show that these alternative
sources are not working, and public education is a No. 1 priority. I suggest that members use their ability
through the media to take that message out to the public. 

Another aside in this argument is the growing number of people who drink bottled water, as
referred to by the member for Burnett. It is a very reasonable suggestion that fluoride could be added to
bottled drinking water. Perhaps people already do that. I am not a sufficiently well versed shopper to be
able to verify that. Because this is currently a democratic decision of the people and because the impact
of this bill is to override the powers of the local authority, I am unable to support the bill, which is a very
passionate effort to improve the health of Queensland children. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Knuth, adjourned. 



212 Adjournment 23 Feb 2005
ADJOURNMENT
Hon. GR NUTTALL (Sandgate—ALP) (Minister for Health) (9.59 pm): I move—

That the House do now adjourn.

Hanna, Mr B
Mr MESSENGER (Burnett—NPA) (9.59 pm): I would like to bring to the attention of the House the

details of a conversation that I had with Brett Hanna, a social worker who has had explicit instructions
from his employers not to talk to the media. I also table the contents of an email that he sent to me
recently. The email tells of how he had to turn away a family—two parents and three children. After
paying three weeks rent at $725 per week, they had to spend their last night in a motel. They had
depleted all of their savings, and they will now be on the street. He had to turn them away because he
was the only staff member left out of five who was not currently away on stress leave. He does not have
the manpower in the office to help everyone who comes through the door each day.

Mr Hanna has worked as an employment and education coordinator in a rehabilitation program
for people with a psychiatric disability, with a funding level of approximately $300,000 per annum and
funded by Queensland Health. He has also worked as a support worker in a crisis and supported
housing program; as a program manager in a youth service that provides emergency and long-term
accommodation, family support and counselling, crisis intervention, school based youth support, and
youth activity and emergency relief, with a funding level of approximately three-quarters of a million
dollars per annum, as well as several million dollars worth of properties and assets. He is also a
member of the management committee of the same youth service.

Mr Hanna is concerned for the Bundaberg and Burnett community, and I am sure that this is a
statewide phenomena. His concern is that workers employed by these community organisations, such
as crisis housing and mental health support groups, are winning massive compensation payouts, which
come about because of the inexperience and sometimes the ineptitude of management committees. I
believe that Brett has a genuine concern for his clients. He laments the amount of money needlessly
paid out; money which could help stop his clients sleeping under bridges and on the streets.

There are a couple of questions that Mr Hanna would like answered by the minister. How many
community based, state funded NGOs or non-government organisations have folded in the last five
years? How much money has been paid in workers compensation and industrial relations claims to the
workers employed in state government funded non-government organisations? Brett's claim is that
people who do not have the financial or personal management skills are being placed in charge of
massive amounts of taxpayers' money without adequate training or supervision. The communities
department is then forced to come in and pick up the pieces. 

Time expired. 

Preparatory Year Trials
Mrs REILLY (Mudgeeraba—ALP) (10.02 pm): This year, as students settle back into the school

year, some Queensland schools have commenced another year of prep year trials. The introduction of a
new first year of schooling, the preparatory year, is one of the Beattie Labor government's major
education reforms. I am pleased that one of the schools to have commenced the prep year trial is in my
electorate—Mudgeeraba Creek State School. The Principal of Mudgeeraba Creek State School, Paul
Dawson, has advised me that the prep year trial is going extremely well. They are very pleased with its
progress and with the upgrade of their facilities. Students have settled in very well, and staff and
administration are anticipating a great and successful year.

Mr Dawson also informs me that a Gold Coast network has been formed, including the Gold
Coast north and south regions, with an aim of keeping schools up to date on the prep year. I am
planning to host an information session for parents and interested parties—members of the
community—within the electorate in coming weeks on the introduction of the prep year. I will be sure to
keep everyone posted on that.

Many schools are approaching these reforms with great commitment and innovation. At
Mudgeeraba State School a number of composite classes have been formed in the lower year levels.
One of them accommodates a number of students who are repeating preschool this year. By placing
them in the classroom with year 1 students and giving them a full-time experience, these children are
receiving an early start to their education and a great heads-up, which will see them do much better in
the key areas of literacy and numeracy next year. They will also be much more mature and able to cope
with year 1 when they officially start next year.

My son, Louis, has started his education at this fine school. I am pleased to say that he is loving it
and is doing very well. He cannot wait to do his homework every night and he proudly shows off the
stars and the smiley-face stamps that he receives for endeavour and good behaviour. I am not sure
where he got those great attributes, but I am very pleased that he has them.
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I take this opportunity to wish the former principal, Ross Stevenson, all the very best in his
retirement. I know that he was much loved and respected at Mudgeeraba State School. He is sorely
missed by students, teachers and parents. However, the school community has been very fortunate that
someone like Rod Kirkland has taken over the helm while a permanent appointment is made. I am sure
that whoever our new principal eventually is, they will be made to feel welcome and very soon they will
be an integral part of the fabric of this school and the school community.

Our newest school, Clover Hill State School, is also doing exceptionally well. Around 500
students are enrolled. Its buildings are completed and it has many innovative programs to give students
a unique and first-class educational experience. In recent weeks I have been visiting schools to attend
their leadership ceremonies. I have been to ceremonies at Worongary State School, Mudgeeraba State
School and Robina State High School. Next week I will visit the William Duncan State School. I have
noticed at all of these schools, without exception, the eagerness and pride with which all the students
accept their responsibilities as school leaders and their badges. I wish them well and congratulate them
on the election to their positions. 

Health Care, Mortality Rate
Ms LEE LONG (Tablelands—ONP) (10.05 pm): Governments are failing to provide proper health

care for people who live in rural and regional areas. The failures are so catastrophic that they are killing
us. Queenslanders are dying when they should not. It is past the time to get politics out of this issue and
deal with the reality. That reality is a lethal one if you live outside a capital city. We have to question the
reality of one vote, one value. 

The Rural Doctors Association of Australia has revealed just how deadly that can be. The
submission they made to the federal government notes that those living outside major cities make up
36.6 per cent of our population. It states—
They have the same right to quality local health care services, particularly appropriately qualified doctors and well-equipped
hospitals, as other Australians. But many small rural and remote communities in Australia have neither a hospital nor a GP. Those
that do are in increasing danger of losing them as general practice becomes less viable and small hospitals are under-funded,
downgraded or closed.
Less access to medical care continues to result in worse health outcomes, with higher mortality and morbidity. Death rates are up
to 20 per cent higher than in capital cities.

This is a tragedy. Were death rates in Brisbane hospitals to soar by 20 per cent, it would cause
outrage. However, because it is occurring in the bush, our city cousins do not care.

Of course, some of the issues are matters for the federal government, especially those relating to
Medicare and its administration, and also the number of university places for our own Australian
students. The terrible results in the regions show how very impotent the Liberals in akubras are when it
comes to swaying their dominant masters, the real Liberals, into caring for the bush.

There is a vital component that is the responsibility of this state government, that is, our public
hospital system. As the RDAA says, the future of small rural hospitals must be directed by a focus on
health outcomes and community sustainability, not just short-term financial considerations. According to
the RDAA, the closure or downgrading of rural hospitals often seems based—
... more on the price of keeping local services open rather than the long-term cost of closing them. Perhaps this is because most
of that cost is shifted to the patients and families who have to meet the costs of travel and accommodation and the risk of poorer
health outcomes.

It is past the waiting lists excuse, it is past the ‘throw your hands in the air and plead that doctors
are hard to find excuse’, and it is past travel subsidy schemes. For rural and regional Queenslanders the
arguments about adequate health care have now moved from hospitals to mortuaries and there can be
no worse failure than that. 

Breaking the Unemployment Cycle
Ms MALE (Glass House—ALP) (10.08 pm): It is my great pleasure to rise this evening and tell

the House about a successful initiative to help mature-age unemployed people gain new skills to assist
them in returning to the work force.

A couple of weeks ago I attended the graduation of the Talk It Up program. I had the chance to
congratulate 10 marvellous women on their success in completing the program and, for some of them,
their success in attaining jobs already. Others are going on to further education, and others had job
interviews that day.

The talented 10. Wendy Monson said she had little self-esteem, few computer skills and was
nervous at the start. She has now completed this program, has a certificate in food handling, her First
Aid Certificate and is planning on doing a Certificate III in Aged Care and looking at business
opportunities as well. Christine Castle said, ‘My confidence has lifted so high that I will fly like an eagle’.
Jill Kasch has learnt many new skills, improved her current skills and gained confidence and self-
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esteem. Kerrie Pogmore also learnt many new skills and has gone on to do a Certificate III in Business
Administration.

Shelagh Malone said she needed a job to get experience, but needed experience to get a job,
and the Talk It Up Project has solved that conundrum. Karon Collier stated that skill sharing and learning
alternative ways to do the tasks at hand has allowed her to attempt applications for positions she would
not normally apply for. Deborah Hannah felt that the project had brought out a potential in all of the
participants that would not have been discovered if they were not part of this team. Patricia Price says
that the opportunities this program has given her are endless. Margaret Austin said her spirits have
been lifted by being involved in the program and is furthering her training in computer skills so she can
complete her journey to success. Debbie Taylor was a valued member of the talented 10 who gained
many new skills as well.

So, what was this project? It was a Breaking the Unemployment Cycle initiative which aimed to
employ 10 mature-age participants for a 15-week period. These individuals were to promote, prepare,
produce and distribute two types of newsletters with a mature-age focus within the Caboolture region.
The newsletters would create a community voice for the mature-age population with information about
services, social activities and events. It would promote the skills, knowledge and experience of mature-
age job seekers to local businesses.

Some of the skills developed include improved communication and interpersonal skills;
cooperative team skills including collaborative decision making, working in a methodical, accurate and
neat manner; programming, planning, organisational and prioritising skills; functional and enhanced
literacy; development of job seeking skills; time management skills; and an introduction to modern
workplace culture.

Everyone thanks the Caboolture Area Youth Service for auspicing this project. It is so reassuring
to know that Dr Bob Wenn and his team are always so willing to help the community. They are
renowned in the district for their work with disadvantaged young people. The success of CAYS is
undisputed, and they are continuing their winning ways by taking on the mature-age project.

All of the participants wanted to thank Joyce Soares for her care, her support, her training skills
and her positive attitude. Joyce made the 10 women’s job of learning new skills so much easier. This
government is committed to reducing unemployment levels, and we are now seeing the lowest
unemployment rates in decades. Breaking the Unemployment Cycle is one of the many programs this
government has supported to assist unemployed people gain real skills so that they can gain jobs. On
top of this, Queensland is the engine room of the nation by creating more jobs than any other state. 

Transport Operators

Mr HOPPER (Darling Downs—NPA) (10.11 pm): Tonight I would like to bring to the attention of
the House the problems facing some of our transport operators. Recently I met with a concerned
transported operator who bought to my attention the limitations placed on his driver. There have been
some wage audits imposed on some operators. My constituent believes that there is a problem in the
system. 

Let me explain the reason he is concerned. Currently the award wage is $15.25 per hour for a 7.6
hour day. After that they move into overtime. Operators do not mind paying overtime. However, my
constituent believes that the system is failing in that the drivers are not allowed to start before 5.30 am.
He believes that a lot of financial pressure would be removed if this time were not set and left to the
discretion of employers. In a normal week his driver is being paid approximately $1,200. If he is only
allowed to commence work at 5.30 am the overtime involved would mean he would be paid $1,800 per
week. 

Members can see the pressure that this will place on the employers. This will lead to less
employment. I believe this was the final nail in the coffin for one of our Tara transport operators. How
many other companies are we going to see go down this very same track? How much more pressure
can our rural businesses stand? The last thing we need to see is more transport companies going to the
wall. I would like the minister to explain to the House why the 5.30 am limitation has been put in place as
many of these companies start well before 5.30 am. 

Only last week there was a meeting about this in Toowoomba and many truckies turned up and
expressed their concerns. No doubt they were very concerned. The 7.6 hours should start from the time
the driver actually steps into the truck, not shows up to work. This puts a lot of pressure on our
companies. I know that the companies in my electorate get phone calls and suddenly they have to cart
grain or something to a feedlot or cart cattle. I am in one of the richest primary-producing areas in
Queensland. We have a lot of transport companies that this decision will impact upon heavily. This
decision is going to cost approximately $600 extra per week per driver. It is of very serious concern. I
bring this to the minister's attention. It will be deadly for our transport companies. 
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Brisbane Kurdish Community
Mr FINN (Yeerongpilly—ALP) (10.14 pm): On Friday, 5 February the local Brisbane Kurdish

community celebrated the 58th anniversary of the declaration of independence for Kurdistan. Terri and I
attended the event and enjoyed the festivities, which included traditional music, food and dancing.
Anyone who wants to see me dancing can check out the photo on my web site. Fortunately, the still
photo hides my lack of rhythm.

Kurds started to settle in Queensland in the mid to late 1980s, with the number of arrivals
increasing after the Kuwait-Iraqi war and the mass exodus of the Kurds from Iraqi Kurdistan in 1991.
The majority of the Kurds settling in Queensland are from Iraq and Iran, with a few families from Turkey.
More than 95 per cent of Kurds arrive as refugees under Australia's humanitarian programs.

The Kurdish people in Australia are amongst the most disadvantaged cultural groups in our
country. The skills, education and achievements they bring to Australia are usually not recognised and
subsequently many Kurds have difficulty finding employment. Additionally, many Kurdish people have
experienced trauma associated with the torture and indeed murder of their friends and family.

Members of the House would be aware that one of the charges Suddam Hussein faces is the
murder of many thousands of Kurdish people. Members will have heard of the evil member of Saddam's
inner circle, Chemical Ali, who was the architect of the 1988 genocidal Anfal campaign against the Iraqi
Kurds, which resulted in the murder and disappearance of some 100,000 Kurds. Chemical Ali was
appointed by Saddam as governor of northern Iraq, and signed a decree in June 1987 which stated:
‘Within their jurisdiction, the armed forces must kill any human being or animal present in these areas.’
The Iraqi army then proceeded to kill tens of thousands of Kurdish civilians in gas attacks and by
summary execution.

It is not easy for the Kurdish people to promote the issue of their independence. Most Australians
probably do not know where Kurdistan is, and that is not surprising. Maps of the independent Kurdistan
declared 58 years ago are not readily available, particularly as the independent state was taken back by
Iran one year after declaration. 

One of the difficulties faced by the Kurdish people is the lack of a clearly defined ancestral history
on which to base a contemporary understanding of their lands. Kurdistan is located in the Middle
Eastern cradle of civilisation which has experienced fairly volatile border changes throughout the
passage of time and today is made up of parts of Iran, Iraq and Turkey. The beauty of this long history of
the Kurdish people is the development of a strong cultural identity and a determined passion of these
people to preserve their culture and their language. Their struggle for the development of an
independent Kurdistan is about ensuring the Kurdish people can live in peace and in accordance with
their culture and customs.

I hope the establishment of an independent Kurdistan emerges from the current troubles of the
Middle East. I do not believe my country should be involved in the war in Iraq at all, but if there is any
role for us to play it should be a leadership role in the determination of independent lands for the
peaceful coexistence of all peoples of the Middle East. 

Death of Dr B Gutteridge
Dr FLEGG (Moggill—Lib) (10.18 pm): I rise tonight to acknowledge the debt of thanks the

Queensland community and the medical community of Queensland in particular owe to the late Dr
Bruce Gutteridge. Bruce was born in Toowoomba. He was, in fact, born on the kitchen table of his family
home in Toowoomba. Bruce had three brothers, Donald, Ross and Ian, and came from a prominent
Queensland medical family. Their grandfather and great-grandfather were prominent physicians as
were numerous other relatives. He attended Wooloowin State School during the war years and was
subsequently educated at Churchie.

Bruce studied medicine at the University of Queensland from 1946 to 1951 and did his internship
at the Royal Brisbane hospital before going on to study pathology in the United Kingdom. On his return
to Australia he obtained the first private pathology licence issued in this country to use isotopes. It was
his licence that the Royal Brisbane hospital used to obtain their first radio isotopes. We brought with him
six large pieces of radio isotope counting equipment, some still in use 45 years later.

He was a visiting specialist at the Royal Brisbane hospital from 1959 to 1988. In February 1959
he took over the helm of the then Gutteridge laboratories, a small pathology company started by his
father, Noel, and comprising eight staff with branches in Gympie, Nambour and Southport. Bruce set
about introducing technical quality improvements and initiating pathology services in the new frontiers of
nuclear medicine and cytology. His laboratory was the first to perform many new investigations. He was
a true groundbreaker in the rapidly evolving and very technical field of pathology. Bruce was a great
contributor to the education of other doctors, especially GPs, generously giving time to lecture on new
advances. Many of my fondest memories of Bruce are of his giant frame showing pathology slides to
groups of GPs.
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I remember clearly in an early lecture that he gave as to why the AIDS virus would be difficult to
vaccinate against. In 1967 he adopted one of the best known names in Queensland, that of Queensland
Medical Laboratories. At the time of Bruce's retirement, Queensland Medical Laboratories had grown to
1,500 staff and was essentially a household medical name known by all Queenslanders. Bruce
published original research papers from work done in Brisbane, the UK and Vietnam including one on
earsymphlic meningitis for which he had assistance from the local rat catcher in Brisbane. He proved for
the first time that this disease was contracted from unwashed lettuce. Bruce contributed generously and
selflessly in many walks of life. He was a keen supporter of the arts and president of the Queensland Art
Gallery Society from 1987 to 1991. Bruce made a magnificent contribution to the Royal Australian Army
Medical Corp, joining the CMF in 1952 and giving continued assistance and service to the Army Medical
Corp right up until his death. That was 52 years of continuous service.

In 1969 he spent four volunteer months in Vietnam as a lieutenant colonel at the Australian field
hospital Vung Tau. There he played a major role in resuscitating Australian wounded. While he was in
Vietnam, 30 Australians died in action. Of 199 battle casualties who were alive on arrival at Bruce’s
hospital, 196 of them survived after treatment. One of Bruce's major life events was on 3 December
1960 when he married Beth Hodgkinson at St Augustine's Church at Hamilton. This began a lifelong
association. Beth and Bruce were an inseparable couple. They had three children—Mary-Jane, Bettina
and Andrew. Bruce's favourite saying was, ‘Life’s like an empty basket. You get out of it what you put
into it’.

He built the QML into one of the leading pathology services in the country and one where patient
care and service delivery were always the first consideration. Bruce and his family were known and
loved by thousands of Queenslanders and his contributions to the arts, sport and the Australian Army
Medical Corp as well as medicine are greatly appreciated and will be long remembered. I was privileged
to know Bruce both as a doctor and in the Army. Bruce will be long remembered and deeply missed. 

National Awards for Quality Schooling; Kirra Hill

Mrs SMITH (Burleigh—ALP) (10.22 pm): The 2004 National Awards for Quality Schooling, which
recognise excellence and innovation in schools, were announced last week. These awards
acknowledge exceptional teachers and schools that have demonstrated success in the priority areas of
literacy and numeracy, safe school environments, school leadership, and innovation in science,
mathematics and technology. Members may remember that I have spoken in the past about the Special
Education Unit at Miami High State School and the wonderful teachers in the unit. I can tonight add
another good news story. The Miami cluster of schools was the winner of $20,000 in the category for
outstanding national school improvement with a project entitled ‘Vocational and Enterprise Learning for
Students with Disabilities’. The project leader, Ms Carolyn Eggins, head of special education services at
Miami High School, will stop at nothing to ensure that her students reach their maximum potential. It is
not unusual to see her during lunchbreaks giving extra tuition and encouragement to her students.

Another Gold Coast teacher, Ms Felicity Mandile from Elanora State High School, won the best
national achievement by a teacher prize, an award worth $30,000. Ms Mandile is an outstanding teacher
who recognises that the particular needs of students and their communities are at the heart of teaching
and learning. In order to engage students, particularly those boys at risk in their learning, Ms Mandile
developed an international arts cross-cultural project that linked schools in Queensland and New
Zealand through videoconferencing. The majority of students at Eidsvold State High School, located in a
small Queensland rural town, have an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander background. Teaching and
learning strategies were shared with two New Zealand schools which have strong Maori cultural groups.
The use of videoconferencing allowed cultural sensitivities between the groups to be respected.

This innovative performing arts project, focusing on dance, enhanced students' engagement in
learning, reduced issues of behaviour management and increased their enjoyment of school. The
students gained a greater understanding of their own Indigenous culture and could also appreciate the
value and significance of other cultures. Our children's future rests largely in the hands of our schools,
teachers and school leaders, and these awards celebrate their outstanding efforts on behalf of their
students. I congratulate both of these teachers.

I also take this opportunity to thank the Premier and the Minister for Education for their recent
decision to preserve the Coolangatta Special School site at Kirra Hill. There have been many people
claiming credit for the decision, but the community certainly deserves the lion's share of that. It is their
efforts which helped convince the Premier that protecting the land was in the best interests of the Gold
Coast community. I have been criticised for not speaking on this issue in the parliament. I believe that
meeting personally with the Premier and the education minister regarding Kirra Hill was probably more
effective than any grandstanding I could have done in the House. As far as I am concerned, I do not
care who gets the credit. I am just glad that the community gets to keep Kirra Hill! 
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Sugar Industry
Mr MALONE (Mirani—NPA) (10.25 pm): The recent announcement by the federal government

that it was withholding the second round of sustainability grant payments to the sugar industry was just
another low blow to an industry already fighting for survival. I wrote to federal agriculture minister,
Warren Truss, on 24 January 2005 when I first heard that the sustainability grant could be delayed or,
even worse, not granted at all and stressed the urgent need for the payments to be made and called for
a review of the overall structure of the sugar industry package. I once again outlined the plight of
sugarcane farmers and some very real concerns about the structure and delivery of the sugar package.
I believe farmers in the Mackay region have been unfairly discriminated against by the sustainability
grant criteria in that the grant is based on tonnes of cane harvested in what were coincidentally the
worst of the drought years. Consequently, many of the farmers who are fighting to survive are eligible for
as little as one-third of the payment they would have received had the criteria been based on average
years.

Many cane farmers for one reason or another are not eligible for exceptional circumstances and
now suggestions that the second sustainability grant payment may not be forthcoming at all because the
industry has not committed to industry reform is devastating news indeed. It is untrue that farmers are
not committed to change. Most have trialled many other complementary crops with marginal success
and are still doing so where finances and circumstances permit. Unfortunately, too many are making the
ultimate change and withdrawing from the industry entirely. The minister's announcement has justifiably
angered many cane farmers. However, the most jarring of all is when the federal government continues
to reiterate that the $444 million sugar package was the most generous ever offered to any primary
industry and cane farmers know that very little has filtered down through to the grassroots of the
industry. This type of publicity only serves to make other primary industries envious and sends mixed
signals to the community that millions of taxpayer dollars are going to support cane farmers which, in
reality, is just not true.

If the community needs another example of how this package has failed the sugar industry, I
would have to say that the re-establishment grant scheme criteria are so stringent that very few farmers
can access it at all, because, in a practical sense, to comply with the criteria would result in many
farmers walking off their farms with barely enough to buy a very modest home. In addition, the
Queensland government through its continuing push for deregulation has stripped the CPA from cane
farmers which, in the years when sugar was viable, was an asset worth more than $200,000 to the
average farmers—money which could be well used now. Deregulation is also shutting down mills and
costing jobs and farmlands. In many subtle ways government policy, both state and federal, have
contributed to increased production costs for farmers and encouraging the diversification of the sugar
industry through the production of ethanol will require some form of blending regulation enforced by
legislation, as has been the history of ethanol production throughout the rest of the world. However,
there is no point in producing ethanol without first establishing a market. The project grant money can
only be regarded as seed funding and there will still be a need for very substantial capital funding in
order to make those projects a reality. There are very few venture partners willing to put up $80 million to
$100 million for an ethanol plant without a guaranteed market.

The federal government must review and, if necessary, restructure the programs contained within
its sugar package in order to support those farmers who want to remain in the industry and allow others
wanting to exit the industry to do so with some dignity. 

Ethanol
Mr MULHERIN (Mackay—ALP) (10.28 pm): I agree with the member for Mirani. It just

demonstrates how ineffectual the Queensland National Party is with its federal National Party
colleagues. In the federal seat where the member for Mirani, the member for Whitsunday—who is in the
chamber—and me come from, the federal member for Dawson is ineffective in convincing her National
Party colleagues in cabinet and her Liberal counterparts of the need for the sugar industry in our region.

Last week I had the pleasure to participate in the BP ethanol launch in Mackay with the E10
ambassador and former Formula One motor racing champion Sir Jack Brabham. The gathering
included sugar industry dignitaries such as Paul Schembri, who is the Chairman of Mackay
Canegrowers, Vice-President of Queensland Canegrowers and well known in the National Party. Paul is
a life member of the National Party. He was also the President of the Young Nationals. It was great to
see Sir Jack getting behind the campaign and promoting E10 as a safe and efficient fuel. When Sir Jack
speaks, people listen. I thank him for fronting the media and speaking to the gathering, including
speaking afterwards to motor mechanics, answering questions and providing his support to E10. 

I commend BP and its partner, Reliance Petroleum, for having the foresight to become involved
with the ethanol industry in its early stages and for providing a plausible promotional campaign that will
appeal to the wider community across the state. BP has shown its faith in the E10 product by
guaranteeing it, like all of its other products. E10 will provide a clean, green renewable fuel that is
affordable. The branding of six BP E10 outlets in the Mackay district alone is putting the image of E10
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petrol before the public more noticeably than ever before. The more people who use E10, the stronger
the ethanol industry will become and we will see more E10 outlets across the state. This means creating
jobs across the regions throughout the sugar belt and throughout Queensland. 

The state government is doing its part to support a viable ethanol industry with the help of a
$250,000 state government grant. The Sarina CSR distillery is on its way to becoming Australia's chief
fuel ethanol provider. This grant will give Queensland the ability to dehydrate its own ethanol, putting us
on a firm footing in our quest to become the nation's leading ethanol producer. 

It is about time the Queensland Nationals followed the example of their federal National Senate
counterparts, Senator-elect Barnaby Joyce and Senator Ron Boswell, who are prepared to stand up for
Queensland and have the courage to take on the Howard-Anderson Liberal-National coalition
government. Unlike their Queensland counterparts at a state level, the Springborg Nationals, Senator
elect Joyce and Senator Boswell are listening to their natural constituency—cane growers—who are
traditionally associated with the National Party. The cane growers are calling for a national mandate.
The Vice-Chairman and Chairman of Mackay Canegrowers, Paul Schembri, spoke out in support of the
national mandate. 

The Springborg Nationals are not listening. That is probably why they are copping a flogging in
the polls. It is about time they put aside their politics and joined the Beattie Labor government in pushing
the Howard-Anderson government for a national mandate for the sake of this great industry. 

Motion agreed to.
The House adjourned at 10.33 pm.
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