
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Hansard Home Page: http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/hansard/

E-mail: hansard@parliament.qld.gov.au
Phone: (07) 3406 7314    Fax: (07) 3210 0182

FIRST SESSION OF THE FIFTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT Page

 
PROOF ISSN 1322-0330

Subject
Wednesday, 12 November 2008
PRIVILEGE ..................................................................................................................................................................................... 3435

Comments by Minister for Local Government .................................................................................................................... 3435
PETITIONS ..................................................................................................................................................................................... 3436
REPORT ......................................................................................................................................................................................... 3436

Auditor-General .................................................................................................................................................................. 3436
Tabled paper: Auditor-General of Queensland—Report to Parliament No. 8 for 2008: Follow-up of selected 
audits tabled in 2006. ............................................................................................................................................. 3436
Tabled paper: Auditor-General of Queensland—Report to Parliament No. 8 for 2008: Follow-up of selected 
audits tabled in 2006, executive summary brochure. ............................................................................................ 3436

APPOINTMENT .............................................................................................................................................................................. 3436
Panel of Temporary Speakers ............................................................................................................................................ 3436

TABLED PAPERS .......................................................................................................................................................................... 3436
MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS ........................................................................................................................................................ 3437

Road Safety ........................................................................................................................................................................ 3437
Asia Pacific Screen Awards ............................................................................................................................................... 3438
Carbon Emissions .............................................................................................................................................................. 3438

Tabled paper: Document titled ‘Queensland Government Departments CO2 Emissions, 2007-08 Summary 
Report’. .................................................................................................................................................................. 3439

Transport Infrastructure ...................................................................................................................................................... 3439
Weyba Downs, Development Application .......................................................................................................................... 3440
QSuper ............................................................................................................................................................................... 3440
Q-Fleet, Carbon Emissions ................................................................................................................................................ 3441
Health Community Councils ............................................................................................................................................... 3442

Tabled paper: Banana Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08........................................................ 3442
Tabled paper: Bayside Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ....................................................... 3442
Tabled paper: Bowen Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ......................................................... 3442
Tabled paper: Bundaberg Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 .................................................. 3442
Tabled paper: Cairns Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08.......................................................... 3442
Tabled paper: Cape York Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ................................................... 3442
Tabled paper: Central Highlands Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ....................................... 3442
Tabled paper: Central West Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ............................................... 3442
M F REYNOLDS N J LAURIE   L J OSMOND
SPEAKER                                   CLERK OF THE PARLIAMENT     CHIEF HANSARD REPORTER

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/hansard/


Table of Contents — Wednesday, 12 November 2008
Tabled paper: Charleville Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08....................................................3442
Tabled paper: Charters Towers Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ..........................................3442
Tabled paper: Fraser Coast Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08................................................3442
Tabled paper: Gladstone Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ....................................................3442
Tabled paper: Gold Coast Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08...................................................3442
Tabled paper: Gympie Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ........................................................3442
Tabled paper: Innisfail Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ........................................................3442
Tabled paper: Logan Beaudesert Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 .......................................3442
Tabled paper: Mackay Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ........................................................3442
Tabled paper: Mount Isa Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08.....................................................3442
Tabled paper: North Burnett Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ...............................................3442
Tabled paper: Northern Downs Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08...........................................3442
Tabled paper: Princess Alexandra Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08........................3442
Tabled paper: Queen Elizabeth II Jubilee Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08.............3442
Tabled paper: Redcliffe-Caboolture Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08....................................3442
Tabled paper: Rockhampton Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ..............................................3442
Tabled paper: Roma Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ...........................................................3442
Tabled paper: Royal Brisbane and Women’s Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 .......3442
Tabled paper: Royal Children’s Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ............................3442
Tabled paper: South Burnett Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08...............................................3442
Tabled paper: Southern Downs Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ..........................................3442
Tabled paper: Sunshine Coast Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ...........................................3442
Tabled paper: Tablelands Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ...................................................3442
Tabled paper: The Prince Charles Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08........................3442
Tabled paper: Toowoomba Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08.................................................3442
Tabled paper: Torres Strait Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08.................................................3442
Tabled paper: Townsville Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08....................................................3442
Tabled paper: West Moreton Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08 ..............................................3442

Main Roads, Environment Protection .................................................................................................................................3443
Busway Network .................................................................................................................................................................3443
Department of Child Safety, Staff Retention .......................................................................................................................3444
Tourism, National Parks ......................................................................................................................................................3444
Energy Industry, Water Conservation .................................................................................................................................3445
ClimateSmart Home Service ...............................................................................................................................................3445
Queensland Ambulance Service, Cardiac Reperfusion Strategy .......................................................................................3446
Water Management ............................................................................................................................................................3446

SCRUTINY OF LEGISLATION COMMITTEE ................................................................................................................................3447
Annual Report .....................................................................................................................................................................3447

Tabled paper: Scrutiny of Legislation Committee, Annual Report 2007-08. ...........................................................3447
NOTICE OF MOTION ......................................................................................................................................................................3447

Beattie-Bligh Government, Public Relations .......................................................................................................................3447
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE ...................................................................................................................................................3447

Crocodiles ...........................................................................................................................................................................3447
Crocodiles ...........................................................................................................................................................................3448

Tabled paper: Copy of letter, undated and unsigned, to the Leader of the Opposition relating to the 
crocodile relocation at Magnetic Island. ..................................................................................................................3448

Economy, Festive Season ..................................................................................................................................................3449
Public Hospitals ..................................................................................................................................................................3449

Tabled paper: AMA, Public Hospital Report Card 2008..........................................................................................3449
Climate Change, Policy Development ................................................................................................................................3450
Keppel Electorate, Traditional Land ....................................................................................................................................3451
Water Grid ..........................................................................................................................................................................3451
Airport Link ..........................................................................................................................................................................3452

Tabled paper: Media release, dated 5 November 2008, by Tim Nicholls MP relating to the economic 
crisis and its impact on the Queensland budget. ....................................................................................................3452

Speed Cameras ..................................................................................................................................................................3452
Quad Park Development ....................................................................................................................................................3453
Queensland Economy ........................................................................................................................................................3453
Department of Child Safety, Staff Resignations ..................................................................................................................3454
Education, 2009 School Year .............................................................................................................................................3454
Mareeba Hospital ................................................................................................................................................................3455
Health System ....................................................................................................................................................................3456

PRIVILEGE .....................................................................................................................................................................................3456
 Comments by Minister for Health .......................................................................................................................................3456

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE ...................................................................................................................................................3457
Health System ....................................................................................................................................................................3457
Gladstone Hospital .............................................................................................................................................................3457
Local Government ..............................................................................................................................................................3457

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS ...........................................................................................................................................3458
Crocodiles ...........................................................................................................................................................................3458



Table of Contents — Wednesday, 12 November 2008
PRIVILEGE ..................................................................................................................................................................................... 3458
Error in Answer to Question; Quad Park Development ...................................................................................................... 3458

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS ........................................................................................................................................... 3459
Redlands, Transport Services ............................................................................................................................................ 3459
Pinkenba State School ....................................................................................................................................................... 3459
Algester Road, Traffic Lights .............................................................................................................................................. 3460
Minister for Police, Corrective Services and Sport ............................................................................................................. 3460

Tabled paper: Copy of article in the Courier-Mail, dated 12 November 2008, titled ‘Many tales of how our 
Indy got away’......................................................................................................................................................... 3460

Shailer Park State School Early Childhood Expo ............................................................................................................... 3460
Recycled Water .................................................................................................................................................................. 3461

Tabled paper: Email, dated 4 November 2008, from constituent to Gladstone electorate office relating to 
recycled water. ....................................................................................................................................................... 3461

Light Bulb Giveaway ........................................................................................................................................................... 3461
Eight Mile Plains, Go Card ................................................................................................................................................. 3462

Tabled paper: Non-conforming petition relating to cessation of sale of public transport tickets from the 
Eight Mile Plains Newsagency. .............................................................................................................................. 3462

Pacific Motorway ................................................................................................................................................................ 3462
Serious Violent Offenders .................................................................................................................................................. 3463
St Johns Wood Sustainability Group .................................................................................................................................. 3463
QCWA, Tablelands Division ............................................................................................................................................... 3464
Ethnic Communities Council of Queensland, Interpreter Services ..................................................................................... 3464
Southern Freight Rail Corridor ........................................................................................................................................... 3465

REVENUE AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) ......................................................................................... 3465
Message from Governor ..................................................................................................................................................... 3465

Tabled paper: Message from the Governor recommending the necessary appropriation for the Revenue 
and Other Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2). ...................................................................................................... 3465

First Reading ...................................................................................................................................................................... 3465
Tabled paper: Revenue and Other Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2008........................................................ 3465
Tabled paper: Revenue and Other Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2008, explanatory notes. ........................ 3465

Second Reading ................................................................................................................................................................. 3466
HEALTH AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL ......................................................................................................... 3467

First Reading ...................................................................................................................................................................... 3467
Tabled paper: Health and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2008........................................................................ 3468
Tabled paper: Health and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2008, explanatory notes. ........................................ 3468

Second Reading ................................................................................................................................................................. 3468
PENALTIES AND SENTENCES AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL .................................................................................. 3470

First Reading ...................................................................................................................................................................... 3470
Tabled paper: Penalties and Sentences and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2008. ................................................... 3470
Tabled paper: Penalties and Sentences and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2008, explanatory notes. ..................... 3470

Second Reading ................................................................................................................................................................. 3471
JUSTICE AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL  ....................................................................................................... 3471

Second Reading ................................................................................................................................................................. 3471
Consideration in Detail ....................................................................................................................................................... 3471

Clauses 1 to 3, as read, agreed to. ........................................................................................................................ 3471
Clause 4, as read, agreed to. ................................................................................................................................. 3472
Clause 5, as read, agreed to. ................................................................................................................................. 3472
Clause 6, as read, agreed to. ................................................................................................................................. 3472
Clauses 7 to 9, as read, agreed to. ........................................................................................................................ 3472
Clause 10, as read, agreed to. ............................................................................................................................... 3473
Clause 11, as read, agreed to. .............................................................................................................................. 3473
Clauses 12 and 13, as read, agreed to. ................................................................................................................ 3473
Clause 14 (Amendment of s 38 (Interpretation))—................................................................................................. 3473
Tabled paper: Explanatory notes to Mr Shine’s amendments to the Justice and Other Legislation 
Amendment Bill. ..................................................................................................................................................... 3473
Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. ...................................................................................................................... 3475
Clause 15 (Insertion of new ch 2, pt 3, div 2, sdiv 2 and sdiv 3 hdg)—.................................................................. 3476
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to. ....................................................................................................................... 3476
Clause 16, as read, agreed to. ............................................................................................................................... 3477
Clauses 17 and 18, as read, agreed to. ................................................................................................................. 3477
Division: Question put—That clause 19, as read, stand part of the bill. ................................................................. 3479
Clause 19, as read, agreed to. ............................................................................................................................... 3479
Division: Question put—That clauses 20, 21 and 22, as read, stand part of the bill. ............................................. 3480
Clauses 20 to 22, as read, agreed to. .................................................................................................................... 3480
Clause 23, as read, agreed to. ............................................................................................................................... 3480
Clause 24, as read, agreed to. ............................................................................................................................... 3480
Clauses 25 to 27, as read, agreed to. .................................................................................................................... 3480
Clause 28, as read, agreed to. ............................................................................................................................... 3481
Clauses 29 to 37, as read, agreed to. .................................................................................................................... 3481
Clause 38 (Amendment of s 17 (Acting judge))— .................................................................................................. 3481
Division: Question put—That the Attorney-General’s amendment be agreed to.................................................... 3483



Table of Contents — Wednesday, 12 November 2008
DISTINGUISHED VISITORS ...........................................................................................................................................................3483
JUSTICE AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL .........................................................................................................3483

Consideration in Detail ........................................................................................................................................................3483
Clause 38, as amended, agreed to. ........................................................................................................................3483
Clauses 39 to 48, as read, agreed to. .....................................................................................................................3483
Clause 49, as read, agreed to.................................................................................................................................3484
Clauses 50 to 52, as read, agreed to. .....................................................................................................................3484
Clause 53, as read, agreed to.................................................................................................................................3484
Clauses 54 to 56, as read, agreed to. .....................................................................................................................3484
Clause 57 (Amendment of sch 2 (Appointments))—...............................................................................................3485
Clause 57, as amended, agreed to. ........................................................................................................................3485
Clauses 58 to 72, as read, agreed to. .....................................................................................................................3485
Clause 73 (Amendment of s 150 (Minute of decision to be made and advice sent by post))—..............................3485
Clause 73, as amended, agreed to. ........................................................................................................................3485
Clauses 74 and 75, as read, agreed to. ..................................................................................................................3485
Clauses 76 to 79, as read, agreed to. ....................................................................................................................3486
Clauses 80 to 83, as read, agreed to. ....................................................................................................................3486
Clause 84, as read, agreed to. ...............................................................................................................................3486
Clauses 85 to 92, as read, agreed to. ....................................................................................................................3487
Clause 93, as read, agreed to. ...............................................................................................................................3487
Clauses 94 to 122, as read, agreed to. ...................................................................................................................3487
Clause 123, as read, agreed to...............................................................................................................................3488
Clauses 124 to 139, as read, agreed to. .................................................................................................................3488
Schedule, as read, agreed to. .................................................................................................................................3488

Third Reading .....................................................................................................................................................................3488
Long Title ............................................................................................................................................................................3488

TRANSPORT (NEW QUEENSLAND DRIVER LICENSING) AMENDMENT BILL ........................................................................3488
First Reading ......................................................................................................................................................................3488

Tabled paper: Transport (New Queensland Driver Licensing) Amendment Bill......................................................3488
Tabled paper: Transport (New Queensland Driver Licensing) Amendment Bill, explanatory notes. ......................3488

Second Reading .................................................................................................................................................................3489
ADULT PROOF OF AGE CARD BILL ...........................................................................................................................................3491

First Reading ......................................................................................................................................................................3491
Tabled paper: Adult Proof of Age Card Bill. ............................................................................................................3491
Tabled paper: Adult Proof of Age Card Bill, explanatory notes...............................................................................3491

Second Reading .................................................................................................................................................................3491
MATER PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICES BILL ..................................................................................................................................3492

Second Reading .................................................................................................................................................................3492
MOTION ..........................................................................................................................................................................................3502

Beattie-Bligh Government, Public Relations .......................................................................................................................3502
Division: Question put—That the amendment be agreed to. ..................................................................................3511
Resolved in the affirmative......................................................................................................................................3512
Division: Question put—That the motion, as amended, be agreed to.....................................................................3512
Resolved in the affirmative......................................................................................................................................3512

MOTION ..........................................................................................................................................................................................3512
Order of Business ...............................................................................................................................................................3512

LIQUID FUEL SUPPLY (ETHANOL) AMENDMENT BILL .............................................................................................................3512
Second Reading .................................................................................................................................................................3512

Division: Question put—That the bill be now read a second time...........................................................................3518
Resolved in the negative.........................................................................................................................................3518

DUTIES AMENDMENT BILL ..........................................................................................................................................................3518
Second Reading .................................................................................................................................................................3518

Division: Question put—That the bill be now read a second time...........................................................................3528
Resolved in the negative.........................................................................................................................................3528

ADJOURNMENT .............................................................................................................................................................................3529
World Youth Day .................................................................................................................................................................3529
Woodridge Electorate, Employment Programs ...................................................................................................................3529
Dows Creek State School, Forced Closure ........................................................................................................................3530
Gaven Electorate, Community Organisations .....................................................................................................................3530
Aged Care, Funding ............................................................................................................................................................3531
Black Diggers Remembrance Ceremony ............................................................................................................................3531
Kenmore-Moggill RSL Subbranch ......................................................................................................................................3532
Combined Schools Instrumental Music Concert .................................................................................................................3532
Upper Barron State School; Remembrance Day ................................................................................................................3533
Wendt, Mr EW ....................................................................................................................................................................3533

ATTENDANCE ................................................................................................................................................................................3534



12 Nov 2008 Legislative Assembly 3435
WEDNESDAY, 12 NOVEMBER 2008

Legislative Assembly

The Legislative Assembly met at 9.30 am.
Mr Speaker (Hon. MF Reynolds, Townsville) read prayers and took the chair.
Mr Speaker acknowledged the traditional owners of the land upon which this parliament is

assembled and the custodians of the sacred lands of our state. 

PRIVILEGE

Comments by Minister for Local Government
Mr HOBBS (Warrego—LNP) (9.32 am): I rise on a matter of privilege. 
Mr Reeves: Were you at the restaurant, too?
Mr SPEAKER: Order! Member for Mansfield, this is a matter of privilege which we take seriously.
Mr HOBBS: At the regional parliament in Cairns the minister for local government made a

scathing attack on me. 
Honourable members interjected. 
Mr SPEAKER: Order! I remind honourable members that matters of privilege are exactly that.

They are listened to in silence. If I believe that it is not a matter of privilege, I will pull the member for
Warrego up—or any other member. We are going to listen to the matter of privilege.

Mr HOBBS: I pointed out that the minister had made derogatory comments about councils and
councillors at a Labor Party function—that they had their hands in the till and that they were talking
rubbish about the impact of forced amalgamations, especially the cost. The minister was scathing of me
and Bob Abbot, saying that the job was too big for ‘Big’ Bob—

Mr SPEAKER: Please get to your matter of privilege.
Mr HOBBS: And he was going to show them. The minister said I engaged in personal attacks on

his integrity, making unsubstantiated allegations without a shred of proof and that I was into conspiracy
theories. 

I wish to advise the parliament that a couple of hours later the minister admitted publicly, when
pushed by the media, that he, in fact, did make those comments.

Mr SPEAKER: I indicate that I do not take that as a matter of privilege. You had the opportunity at
the time to ask the minister to withdraw if you felt anything was sensitive in any way. If you wish to follow
it through with a letter, I am happy to get that, but I do not believe that is a matter of privilege this
morning.

Mr HOBBS: I rise to a point of order. I was not in the chamber when the minister made those
statements in Cairns. So I did not have a chance to do that. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I indicate to the member to please write to me with your matter of privilege.
Mr HOBBS: I rise on another matter of privilege. I am not asking the minister for an apology—
Mr SPEAKER: Before you go on with any other matter of privilege, I indicate, as I did to the

House yesterday, and I say it to both sides of the House, you have an opportunity to get up during a
parliamentary week in a number of different ways—in the matters of public importance debate or to
make personal statements to the House. I indicate that I do not consider your statement this morning a
matter of privilege. You had the opportunity. If you still wish to write to me, please do. You have a second
matter of privilege?

Mr HOBBS: I rise to a point of order. My matter of privilege was to correct the record. I was not
asking the minister for an apology. All I wanted to do was to correct the record and that is what I have
done. It is up to him to do the—

Mr SPEAKER: Therefore, you could have made a personal explanation or made a statement to
the House. 

Mr HOBBS: That is what I was doing.
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Mr SPEAKER: Let us get back into the parliament’s business. I say to the member for Warrego
that you have the opportunity to correct your own record.

Mr HOBBS: When? 
Mr SPEAKER: At any time in a personal statement. I am saying you can correct your own record.

You do not correct the record of anyone else in the House.
Mr HOBBS: Mr Speaker, in all seriousness, if you are saying that if a member of this House says

something that is entirely wrong—
Mr SPEAKER: Excuse me. Sit down, please. This is not a matter of debate between you and me.

As Speaker of the House, I have said to you there is no matter of privilege. I now go on with the other
matters of parliament. 

PETITIONS
The Clerk presented the following paper petitions, lodged by the honourable members indicated—

 Palm Island, Death in Custody
Mr Reynolds, from 217 petitioners, requesting the House to implement an immediate royal Commission into the death in custody
of Mulrunji Doomadgee in the Palm Island watch-house and all matters of interest that led to his death and the subsequent events;
and that all Aboriginal people who were convicted of offences relating to the Palm Island riot be immediately pardoned for these
offences.

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders, Lost Wages
Mr Wellington, from 72 petitioners, requesting the House to revise the terms of it’s reparations offer to Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islanders for wages withheld and to legislate in order that an independent legal body be established to ascertain the quantum of
the reparations and all the sources of the required funds.

One School
Mr Wellington, from 237 petitioners, requesting the House to postpone the implementation of One School until a full-scale
parental consultation has been undertaken.

Gladstone Hospital, Oncologist
Mrs Cunningham, from 428 petitioners, requesting the House to allocate an oncologist to the Gladstone Public Hospital.

Water Supply, Referendum
Mr Stevens, from 1,993 petitioners, requesting the House to hold a State-wide Referendum to ascertain the views of voters on the
addition of fluoride chemicals and/or recycled sewage to Queensland public water supplies; place a moratorium on these
additions to public water supplies until the result of the Referendum is known and if voters approve of these additions at
Referendum, provide full subsidy for purchase and installation of Reverse Osmosis water filters for people providing medical
certificates that they are at risk from fluoridated water or toxins from recycled sewage.
Petitions received.

REPORT

Auditor-General
Mr SPEAKER: I have to report that I have received from the Auditor-General a report titled

Report to parliament No. 8 for 2008: follow-up of selected audits tabled in 2006. I have also received an
executive summary brochure to report No. 8. I table the report and the brochure for the information of
members. 
Tabled paper: Auditor-General of Queensland—Report to Parliament No. 8 for 2008: Follow-up of selected audits tabled in 2006.
Tabled paper: Auditor-General of Queensland—Report to Parliament No. 8 for 2008: Follow-up of selected audits tabled in 2006,
executive summary brochure. 

APPOINTMENT

Panel of Temporary Speakers
Mr SPEAKER: In accordance with standing order No. 11, I advise that the member for Inala has

been replaced on the panel of Temporary Speakers by the member for Mount Isa. 

TABLED PAPERS
MEMBER’S PAPER TABLED BY THE CLERK
The following member’s paper was tabled by the Clerk—
Member for Townsville (Mr Reynolds)—
4519 Non-conforming petition regarding charges and convictions arising from the Palm Island riot 



12 Nov 2008 Ministerial Statements 3437
MINISTERIAL PAPERS TABLED BY THE CLERK
The following ministerial papers were tabled by the Clerk—
Minister for Mines and Energy (Mr Wilson)—
4520 Response from the Minister for Mines and Energy (Mr Wilson) to a paper petition (1068-08) presented by Ms Nelson-Carr

from 148 petitioners regarding wage negotiations at Energex, Ergon Energy and Powerlink 
4521 Response from the Minister for Mines and Energy (Mr Wilson) to a paper petition (1070-08) presented by Mrs Stuckey

from 3873 petitioners regarding the proposed Mudgeeraba to Tugun power network upgrade, which includes overhead
power lines from Varsity Lakes to Tugun

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS

Road Safety
Hon. AM BLIGH (South Brisbane—ALP) (Premier) (9.39 am): Yesterday I announced a

comprehensive road safety package aimed squarely at reducing our road toll. It involved the provision of
new police officers in our traffic branch, new cameras, new cars and motorcycles and, importantly, a trial
of unmarked police vehicles. Today I am pleased to announce further new components of our road
safety efforts with particular focus on motorcycle safety. 

Nationally, the rate of fatalities from motorcycle riding is 20 times higher than for car drivers. Here
in Queensland one in five road fatalities is a motorcyclist, and between 2003 and 2007 fatalities from
crashes involving motorcycles increased by a staggering 79 per cent; that is, a 79 per cent increase in
motorcycle fatalities in just four years. It is clear that we need to redouble our efforts in this area. More
than 70 motorcyclists lost their lives on Queensland roads last year alone and to October this year there
have already been 61 motorcycle deaths. These are alarming statistics that hide an incalculable cost to
the families, friends and loved ones of those who have died. 

Why has this tragic trend emerged? More and more people are riding motorcycles for regular
commuting and recreation, leading to a steady increase in registrations and the number of people
obtaining a motorcycle licence. With increasing fuel prices and a greater interest in more
environmentally friendly forms of transport, this growth is expected to continue. However, more
motorcyclists on the road simply means more risk. Motorcyclists are more vulnerable to injury because
they do not have the same crash protection as car drivers. Motorcycle riding also requires greater
attention and skills than those used while driving a car. 

Our new initiatives have a particular focus on novice riders, as inexperience is often driving crash
activity. These new initiatives include, firstly, introducing a new requirement that provisional licence
holders must display a P-plate when riding a moped or motorcycle. Requiring P-plates to be displayed
on motorcycles will identify newly licensed drivers to other road users and help with the enforcement of
particular restrictions that may apply to those licence holders. By restricting class RE, that is restricted
engine, motorcycle learners from carrying a supervisor as a pillion passenger, we remove the risk pillion
passengers pose to the stability and balance of a motorcycle for a novice rider. 

We will also introduce a new learner approved motorcycle scheme to replace the existing 250cc
engine capacity restriction for class RE motorcycle licence holders. The new scheme will be a restriction
based on a 150 kilowatt power-to-weight ratio and a 660cc upper engine capacity limit. This will limit the
access of novice riders to powerful and unsuitable bikes. The 250cc limit was appropriate at a time
when engine capacity, by and large, was related to the size and power of the motorbike. Technology
now means that even 250cc bikes can be very large and powerful machines, unsuitable for novice
riders. We will also see an enhanced road maintenance and infrastructure program aimed at correcting
and repairing those parts of the road surface and environment that pose a particular danger to
motorcyclists, as well as new public education material specifically targeting motorbike riders. 

Finally, currently learner, provisional and open car and motorcycle licence holders over the age of
25 are only required to comply with a standard .05 blood alcohol limit. Those who are under 25 and on a
P-plate or an L-plate are required to have zero blood alcohol content. Queensland is the only state that
differentiates that based on age. We are moving to change that with the introduction of a zero blood/
breath alcohol concentration restriction for all learner and provisional licence holders, regardless of their
age and whether they are driving a car or a motorcycle. 

The measures that I have outlined today are tough, but we believe they are fair. Too many people
who ride motorcycles are dying, too many accidents involve motorcycles and too many of those involve
novice and inexperienced riders. The new initiatives will be phased in over the next 12 months and are
the outcome of a broad body of work completed since the Queensland Road Safety Summit, including a
Queensland Transport review of motorcycle safety, the Travelsafe inquiry into the Q-Ride rider training
program and a recent motorcycle safety community consultation process. I take this opportunity to thank
the member for Fitzroy and the Travelsafe Committee that he then chaired. Many of the initiatives I have
outlined today are the implementation of recommendations of that committee and have been committed
to by the government after consultation about them. 
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Asia Pacific Screen Awards

Hon. AM BLIGH (South Brisbane—ALP) (Premier) (9.44 am): I am pleased to advise the House
that last night the second Asia Pacific Screen Awards were held on the Gold Coast. The awards are an
international cultural initiative of our government through Queensland Events Corporation. The
inaugural Asia Pacific Screen Awards were held on the Gold Coast in November last year and were
attended by 350 leading film industry guests from Australia and overseas. The initiative involves CNN
International, UNESCO and the International Federation of Film Producer Associations in a unique
partnership to acclaim films that best reflect our cultural origins and cinematic excellence. 

This year CNN International has expanded its commitment and broadcast five television
programs related to the Asia Pacific Screen Awards. CNN International broadcasts reach more than
230 million households and hotel rooms around the world in more than 200 countries and territories. In
this, just the second year of the awards, 180 films from 43 countries were entered, which is almost
double the number of films entered in the 2007 inaugural awards. 

The distinguished international jury for the awards is headed by Academy Award nominated
Australian director Bruce Beresford. Bruce has taken time out from the completion of his new film, Mao’s
Last Dancer, based on the life of Li Cunxin. I think we can all look forward to seeing that film. I was
happy to see Li Cunxin at the awards last night which he attended with his wife, Mary, who of course is
a Rockhampton girl. She was very pleased to be back in Queensland for a while. 

I am very pleased to advise the House that last night Queensland claimed one of the awards.
Elissa Down, who is from Queensland, was the only Australian finalist in the whole awards program.
She won the award for the best children’s feature for her movie The Black Balloon, which is based on
her experiences growing up in Leichhardt, Ipswich. It is a great and very moving film. It will take the
glories of the Swich to the world. 

Last night on the Gold Coast finalists from 17 countries and territories from across the Asia-
Pacific attended the awards. Those who won took home a magnificent prize, a glass vessel created by
Queensland glass artist Joanna Bone. I thoroughly enjoyed being on hand for last night’s awards. Just
like the new-look Indy, the Magic Millions, the Airport Marathon and the 2009 ANZ Ladies Masters, my
government is delivering an envied suite of tourism and job related events for the Gold Coast. 

Carbon Emissions

Hon. AM BLIGH (South Brisbane—ALP) (Premier) (9.47 am): Our Q2 vision for Queensland
identifies some ambitious targets, including a target to reduce the carbon footprint of our households by
30 per cent by 2020. While that target is squarely aimed at our household footprint, government should
also be looking in its own backyard. If you want to reduce something like a carbon footprint, you must
first measure it. As part of our response to climate change I have asked for all government departments
to consistently monitor and report on their own carbon emissions. This is the first time this has ever
been done in Queensland and I want it done to help us tackle the problem of climate change in our own
backyard.

A comprehensive picture of carbon dioxide emissions will assist with understanding the
government’s carbon liability and inform decisions about investments in carbon reduction measures. For
the first time, this year all government departments are required to publish data about their carbon
footprints in their annual reports. The inaugural 2007-08 summary report, compiled from those annual
reports, breaks down emissions from each department and agency into one of three categories. The
first, scope 1, tracks emissions from sources that are owned or controlled by the agency. This is
primarily related to vehicles. The report found that across departments and agencies last financial year
a total of 110,113 tonnes of carbon dioxide were emitted. To put this in perspective, this is the equivalent
of yearly emissions from around 25,000 vehicles. Scope 2 emissions are indirect emissions from the
generation of and consumption of purchased electricity, steam or heating and cooling. Not surprisingly,
this category was the largest source of emissions with 1,166,320 tonnes recorded in the past financial
year. This is the equivalent of yearly emissions from around 275,000 vehicles. 

Scope 3 emissions are from sources as a result of the action of the agency but not necessarily
owned or controlled by the agency. Primarily this includes employees commuting to and from work and
domestic and international travel by employees on commercial airlines. While this category is obviously
difficult to measure, it is estimated that a further 32,674 tonnes of carbon dioxide emissions were
generated in 2007-08. This equates to emissions from around 8,000 cars.

What do all these figures mean? Well, they represent around one per cent of Queensland’s total
carbon emissions profile. However, the figures alone mean nothing. It is what we are doing about them
that matters. Tracking emissions gives us a better idea of where the problems lie and what needs to be
done. We are taking active steps to slash emissions in our own backyard. 
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These steps include retrofitting buildings with energy-efficient plant and equipment, especially
lighting and air conditioning; introducing energy-efficient work practices in government buildings such as
minimum set-point temperatures for summer air conditioning and switching off computers when not in
use; ensuring that all new government owned office buildings achieve minimum energy efficiency
standards; and offsetting all government air travel where possible.

This is Q2 in action. We have set an ambitious target to cut by one-third our household carbon
footprint. Through initiatives such as measuring our carbon footprint we can get a better understanding
of the extent of the problem that we are generating as government departments and do more to tackle it.
These reports will be annual and we will be able to track reductions over time. I table that consolidated
report on a department-by-department basis for the information and interest of the House. 
Tabled paper: Document titled ‘Queensland Government Departments CO2 Emissions, 2007-08 Summary Report’. 

Transport Infrastructure
Hon. AM BLIGH (South Brisbane—ALP) (Premier) (9.51 am): Last week I signalled the start of

construction on Australia’s largest road infrastructure project—Airport Link—at a sod-turning ceremony
at Kedron, in the electorate of the Parliamentary Secretary to the Deputy Premier, Stirling Hinchliffe.
This $3.4 billion congestion-busting project will allow motorists to drive between Bowen Hills and
Brisbane Airport in around six minutes, avoiding 18 sets of traffic lights along the way.

Beating congestion means a strong, green, smart and healthy Queensland that is fair and safe.
This is all part of our government’s Q2 plan.

Mr Springborg: The Benadryl road. 
Mr Lucas: What?
Mr Springborg: ‘Congestion busting’.
Mr SPEAKER: Premier.
Ms BLIGH: That is why my government is already—
Mr Lucas interjected. 
Mr SPEAKER: Deputy Premier.
Ms BLIGH: Whenever you’re ready, Deputy Premier. That is why my government is already

implementing initiatives under the five key elements that I announced at the Property Council lunch in
May. The first of these five elements of busting congestion is land use and planning. Research proves
that people who live close to public transport use it more often, freeing up our roads for those who need
to use their cars. 

That is why we have plans for eight separate transit oriented developments, or TODs, and work is
already underway on Queensland’s first TOD at Albion. 

The second element is travel demand management. We need to work with the community to end
our dependence on private cars for travel. That is why we are introducing TravelSmart—a $22.6 million
four-year strategy that encourages people to walk, cycle and take public transport instead of drive. 

The third element is increasing travel options. The $1.88 billion Gateway duplication and the
$226 million Boggo Road busway both include bikeways as part of their design. The new King George
Square Station includes a new cycle centre. We are spending $33.7 million this year on new cycleways
in south-east Queensland and have plans for two new cycle centres in Brisbane. Travel options like
these encourage people to walk, cycle or use public transport when they can. 

Efficiency is our fourth line of attack on congestion. We need to make our existing transport
infrastructure as efficient as possible. Our new ‘open roads’ legislation introduced last month means our
police will have the power to clear our roads more quickly. We are already using new heavy-vehicle tow
trucks and special congestion-busting police patrols to keep south-east Queensland moving. 

The final area is increasing capacity. My government is building the capacity of our system with
new roads, new public transport infrastructure, and more trains and buses.

We are doing a lot and we intend to do a lot more, but congestion is a global problem and that is
why we have sought the input of international experts in the search for the best solutions. In June this
year, I commissioned Professor George Hazel OBE to advise the Queensland government on
congestion-busting initiatives for south-east Queensland.

Today I will welcome our international congestion expert back to Brisbane at a lunch being held
by CEDA. Professor Hazel will present the key elements of a paper that he has prepared for
Queensland which contains ideas and strategies that can feed into our plans. Next week we will be
holding a community forum with Professor Hazel to capture community input into congestion
management initiatives. We will continue to work with Professor Hazel and other experts to deliver the
best solutions for Queenslanders. 
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Weyba Downs, Development Application
Hon. PT LUCAS (Lytton—ALP) (Deputy Premier and Minister for Infrastructure and Planning)

(9.55 am): In September I exercised my call-in powers on a proposed 1,200-lot residential development
at Weyba Downs on the Sunshine Coast. I would like to update the parliament on the outcome of this
process.

The Sunshine Coast Regional Council refused this particular development in July this year, but
the developer appealed the council’s decision to the courts. I exercised my call-in powers with the
support of Mayor Bob Abbot. When I called in this proposal in September, I cited the effective operation
of the SEQ Regional Plan as a key state interest.

Following a full and thorough consideration of this proposal, I have today refused this
inappropriate development. I have refused this development because it would have seriously
undermined the regional plan if it were allowed to proceed. Protecting our unique lifestyle is the reason
Labor introduced the South East Queensland Regional Plan in 2005. It is why this government will soon
release an updated document to ensure we continue to plan effectively for the future.

The Bligh government will not stand by and allow inappropriate development to compromise our
quality of life. In proposing up to 1,200 new residential lots outside the urban footprint, this developer
wanted to thumb his nose at the regional plan which says that urban development should only occur
within the urban footprint.

The SEQ regional plan protects more than 80 per cent of south-east Queensland from urban
development. It stops urban sprawl and it protects our environment. The urban footprint is the key
planning tool that achieves this by imposing a strict growth boundary on where urban development can
occur. By trying to go outside the urban footprint, this development would have destroyed koala habitat
as well as significant state vegetation and important coastal wetlands and waterways. This environment
is perfect for significant flora and fauna species, including koalas, and it is why the government has
protected this area by placing it outside the urban footprint.

My decision to refuse this development application is supported by Mayor Bob Abbot, who I
spoke to this morning, and by the community. Public submissions were overwhelmingly against the
project with 54 of the 55 submissions opposing the development. My decision is also backed by expert
planning advice provided by the Department of Infrastructure and Planning, as well as an independent
planning report I commissioned from expert town planners Humphreys Reynolds Perkins.

On this side of the House, the importance of good planning and the urban footprint are articles of
faith. When I called-in and refused two inappropriate developments in Wide Bay-Burnett earlier this
year, the Liberal National Party criticised it. These developments would have created new satellite cities
in the middle of nowhere, poorly serviced by infrastructure. These development were contrary to the
councils’ own town plan—that is, the contract between the community and the council—and were
opposed by the councils’ own expert independent planners. But since when has that ever worried the
National Party?

The government is serious about protecting our unique lifestyle and environment, but the same
cannot be said of the Liberal National Party. Their attitude is ‘let her rip’—the same philosophy that saw
icons like Bellevue and Cloudland destroyed. My decision to refuse this development application on the
Sunshine Coast sends a clear message to the development industry that this government will defend
the integrity of the regional plan so that we can continue to protect our environment and lifestyle. 

QSuper
Hon. AP FRASER (Mount Coot-tha—ALP) (Treasurer) (9.58 am): The ravages of the global

financial crisis require strong decisions in the best interests of the future of the state. As the Premier and
I have stated, that means confronting the challenges and taking action. Later today, I will introduce
legislative amendments to the House to protect the interests of QSuper members. The amendments will
close QSuper’s defined benefit account to new members, which will be made effective immediately.

Through generations of strong financial management we have been the only government in
Australia with a fully funded superannuation scheme. This action is taken to ensure that that remains the
case into the future. This necessary action reflects the government’s determined focus on managing the
state’s finances prudently through the fallout from the global financial crisis. 

This action has been taken in the best interests of existing members of the state superannuation
scheme, QSuper. At this time of tension in world markets, the government’s focus must be on ensuring
the current entitlements of existing defined benefit members are maintained and the scheme’s liabilities
are not exposed to the potential risks that flow from the collapse in global equities markets in particular.

In recent years, few government employees, just over 500 a year, have chosen to join the defined
benefit scheme. The government believes that closing the scheme is a responsible and necessary step
at this time, given market stresses. Queensland is the only government that still has a broad based,
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open defined benefit scheme. Other states, the Commonwealth and employers in general have stopped
offering defined benefit schemes over the past 15 years. New South Wales, Victoria, South Australia,
Western Australia and Tasmania all closed their schemes in the 1990s.

In QSuper, around 98 per cent of all new members are remaining in the default accumulation
arrangements. Given today’s highly mobile workforce, accumulation accounts are generally considered
much more attractive. Make no mistake about this move: it is 100 per cent about protecting the
entitlements of the existing 83,000 members of the defined benefit scheme. To be clear, every existing
member of the scheme will have their rights preserved. The change is prospective only, closing off the
scheme now to protect the existing members into the future. Importantly, there will be a restricted
avenue of entry for members who were in the process of transferring into the defined benefit scheme as
at today. 

Through strong management, QSuper has been a consistent, top-end performer in the
superannuation industry, recently recognised as a top 10 Australian fund by SuperRatings. We intend to
keep it there for the benefit of all its members. The government remains committed to employees and
employers jointly contributing towards funding an adequate retirement benefit. I want to stress today
that the default accumulation member contribution of five per cent of salary will still attract a Queensland
government contribution rate of 12.75 per cent. This employer contribution rate of 12.75 per cent is
above the nine per cent paid by every other state and more generally in the community. It is above the
nine per cent paid by New South Wales, the nine per cent paid by Victoria, the nine per cent paid by
South Australia, the nine per cent paid by Tasmania and the nine per cent paid by Western Australia. It
is a contribution that is more closely aligned with the level of savings and contributions most experts
advise to ensure adequacy of retirement incomes. This will continue to be a key point of attraction for
the state as an employer.

Global equities markets have collapsed 40 per cent since their high in 2007. All investment funds
are under pressure and now is not the time to run away from making tough decisions. This action is
being taken to protect the interests of members of QSuper, now and into the future, and to protect the
legacy of our fully-funded superannuation scheme. It preserves the rights of existing members of the
defined benefit scheme, it ensures other members of QSuper have confidence about QSuper’s financial
strength and it ensures the best interests of all Queenslanders are protected as we confront the
challenges of the global financial crisis. 

Q-Fleet, Carbon Emissions
Hon. RE SCHWARTEN (Rockhampton—ALP) (Minister for Public Works, Housing and

Information and Communication Technology) (10.02 am): In December last year the Bligh government
announced an ambitious plan to drive down energy usage across the public sector in response to the
serious issue of climate change. Included in the plan was a goal to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
for the government’s vehicle fleet by 15 per cent in three years, increasing to a 25 per cent cut in five
years and a 50 per cent cut in 10 years. Achieving these goals would be the equivalent of taking around
8,000 vehicles off our roads for one year.

I am pleased to announce today that Q-Fleet, the government’s vehicle fleet manager, has
already slashed vehicle emissions of its passenger fleet by seven per cent. I repeat: greenhouse gas
emissions from the government’s passenger fleet have been cut by seven per cent in just 11 months.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Ms Jones: Good job!
Mr SCHWARTEN: Thank you for those interjections; I hope they get on the record.
Ms Bligh: So when you set a target, you achieve it.
Mr SCHWARTEN: We achieve targets that we set. That is why we set them. That seven per cent

reduction is close to half the first goal set last year, and it has been achieved in less than one-third of the
time. I congratulate the people at Q-Fleet for their efforts in this regard. This is Q2 in action. It is about
looking over the horizon and dealing with tomorrow’s problems today.

Q-Fleet has replaced more than 1,200 passenger vehicles that did not meet the 5.5 green vehicle
guide rating with vehicles which meet or better that rating. I might point out that Queensland was the first
to use the GVG as an indicator of what vehicles to put in its fleet. Gas-guzzling eight-cylinder cars have
been banished from the passenger fleet and replaced with vehicles that use much less fuel. Add to the
list of Q-Fleet’s environmental successes the fact that close to 510,000 trees have now been planted to
offset the emissions of government vehicles. Close to 200,000 of those plantings have occurred in the
past 12 months.

Q-Fleet is a public sector organisation which is leading the way in environmentally friendly fleet
management. Of course, we have an opposition leader who is a climate change sceptic. He is on the
record as saying that it is caused by volcanoes and that it is nothing more than hysteria. Therefore, I



3442 Ministerial Statements 12 Nov 2008
challenge him to tell the people of Queensland what a Liberal National Party government would do with
Q-Fleet if it were to be elected. His deputy is on the record as saying that he is eyeing off a number of
business units for privatisation. Would this include the environmentally achieving Q-Fleet? Probably so,
given his view on climate change. It is time for Mr Springborg to come clean. 

Health Community Councils
Hon. S ROBERTSON (Stretton—ALP) (Minister for Health) (10.05 am): In July 2007, in response

to a recommendation in the Forster report, 36 health community councils were established to provide an
important community perspective about the delivery of public sector health services in their local
districts. Councils do this through community engagement, considering and evaluating quality, safety
and effectiveness reports, and community education. July 2008 marks the councils’ first year of
operation, and I take the opportunity to table the first annual health community councils’ reports.
Tabled paper: Banana Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Bayside Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Bowen Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Bundaberg Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Cairns Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Cape York Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Central Highlands Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Central West Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Charleville Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Charters Towers Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Fraser Coast Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Gladstone Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Gold Coast Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Gympie Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Innisfail Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Logan Beaudesert Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Mackay Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Mount Isa Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: North Burnett Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Northern Downs Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Princess Alexandra Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Queen Elizabeth II Jubilee Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Redcliffe-Caboolture Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Rockhampton Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Roma Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Royal Brisbane and Women’s Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Royal Children’s Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: South Burnett Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Southern Downs Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Sunshine Coast Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Tablelands Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: The Prince Charles Hospital Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Toowoomba Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Torres Strait Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: Townsville Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08
Tabled paper: West Moreton Health Community Council—Annual Report 2007-08

The health community councils are a significant improvement on their predecessors—the district
health councils—particularly with respect to their role in monitoring safety. More than 250 reports,
including weekly and monthly reports, were considered and evaluated across all councils. These
included reports around patient complaints and compliments, quality, patient safety and clinical
incidents. Ninety-nine recommendations have been made, and outcomes include operational and
process improvements in health facilities, staff training, patient education regarding the discharge
process, and practical patient oriented services such as increased coverage by the Patient Travel
Subsidy Scheme and improved health facility parking conditions and availability. 

In addition, all councils have undertaken community engagement activities. For example,
Rockhampton HCC specifically undertook to engage with local Indigenous communities to exchange
information and gain an understanding of issues and needs within their community. I was also pleased
to meet with the chairs of the community health councils just last week at their annual conference of
chairs. The experience was invaluable, with discussion around a range of issues including how we can
make the appointment process more efficient whilst retaining the independent oversight by the Health
Quality and Complaints Commission. 
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The future for the councils looks bright. Councils have established and facilitated important
relationships throughout their communities, including district health staff, community groups, support
organisations, media services and local governments. Some councils within the same health service
district have commenced joint meetings to share knowledge, understanding and experience about
community health issues and health services within their area. I look forward to seeing how the health
community councils further develop over the next few years. I thank every member of the health
community councils for their contributions over the past year and their commitment to improving health
services in their districts. 

Main Roads, Environment Protection

Hon. FW PITT (Mulgrave—ALP) (Minister for Main Roads and Local Government) (10.07 am):
Queensland’s natural environment is envied across the world for being a biodiversity hot spot. We have
more plants and animals than anywhere else in Australia, and almost half the species living here are
found nowhere else in the world. The Bligh government is getting on with the job of building tomorrow’s
Queensland—Q2—today. But as part of our drive to achieve our Q2 targets, we must protect the natural
landscapes we all enjoy and which are integral to our natural ecosystems.

Main Roads is implementing landmark environmental practices across the state to protect our
flora and fauna. During project construction, Main Roads strictly adheres to flora and fauna sensitive
road design manuals and specifications. Post construction, Main Roads has often provided a range of
environmental offsets to mitigate any residual impacts on specific habitats or species. For example, it
has relocated native beehives, salvaged and relocated tree hollows, implemented tree trunk protection
measures, installed dedicated fauna fencing near roads and salvaged and relocated marine vegetation.

While constructing the new Mulgrave River bridge, Main Roads worked with environmental
groups and other agencies to develop an environmental rehabilitation program to minimise the impacts
on the river system and vegetation. It also constructed fencing along the El Arish Mission Beach Road to
determine the effectiveness in diverting cassowaries to places where they can safely cross the road and
be more visible to motorists.

In the Wide Bay area, 1,500 trees will be planted as part of the Maryborough-Hervey Bay road
upgrade. In Brisbane, as part of the Darra to Springfield transport corridor project, a fauna passage has
been designed to be built under the Bullockhead Creek road and rail bridges for native fauna to use.
They are also looking at installing timber posts and launch pads on Wembley Road to help gliders to
cross the road. The Bligh government is spending a massive $16.2 billion on our five-year road
construction program, but we are also investing in our unique natural assets and ensuring they are
protected for our children and our children’s children. That is what Q2 is all about. 

Busway Network

Hon. RJ MICKEL (Logan—ALP) (Minister for Transport, Trade, Employment and Industrial
Relations) (10.10 am): A few short months ago we opened the latest edition to Brisbane’s busway
network—stage 2 of the Inner Northern Busway. After a very successful construction phase in which the
$333 million busway was delivered on budget and six months early, we had high hopes it would mirror
the success of the popular South East Busway. The busway has been awarded numerous industry
awards since completion and I am pleased to say that it has just won the prestigious national Civil
Contractors Federation award for projects over $75 million, beating entries from all states and territories.

Today I am happy to inform the House that the Inner Northern Busway is every bit the success we
hoped it would be. In its first four months, patronage on the new and existing routes using it was up by
more than 28 per cent. Patronage on some Inner Northern Busway routes is up by 30 to 40 per cent. In
fact, thanks to the efforts of people like the member for Mansfield and the member for Stafford, route
330 between Bracken Ridge and the Cultural Centre in South Brisbane has seen patronage levels more
than double in just four months. There are now an extra 180,000 journeys per month being made on
public transport services using the busway. 

It is clear to see that in its short history the Inner Northern Busway has already struck a powerful
blow against urban congestion and climate change. It is smart and it is green infrastructure. This
government’s strong commitment to public transport pays off. The government is committed to quick
and convenient services on busways that are smart and that are green. That is why we are getting on
with the job and building three more new busways across Brisbane. We would love to get on with the job
of providing improved services to the Sunshine Coast but the main opponent there is the shadow
minister for transport, who opposes the infrastructure as evidenced by her statements on the
CoastConnect program. 
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Department of Child Safety, Staff Retention

Hon. MM KEECH (Albert—ALP) (Minister for Child Safety and Minister for Women) (10.12 am):
Retention of staff is a major challenge for child protection agencies across Australia. This was
acknowledged last week when my federal, state and territory ministerial colleagues endorsed my
proposal for Queensland to lead a national project to address this issue. Here in Queensland the
separation rate for my Department of Child Safety is three times the Public Service average. Staff
turnover is, in fact, reflective of the demographics of our workforce, which is approximately 86 per cent
female and 45 per cent under 35 years of age, in contrast to the public sector average of 66 per cent
female and 26 per cent under 35 years of age. 

The Bligh government is confronting the challenge head-on. Unlike the Liberal National Party,
which is bereft of child safety policy other than constant criticism of our hardworking and dedicated staff,
we are planning for tomorrow. As minister, I have never accepted that we cannot improve our retention
rates. I am pleased to inform honourable members that so far this financial year there has been an
improvement of around eight per cent in retention of staff. But I know we can do even better. Child safety
is difficult but very rewarding work. Our front-line officers work in the face of threats and abuse from
parents—the very same people whose abuse and threats caused us to intervene in their families in the
first place. 

Despite that, 85 per cent of those who have left say they would return to the department. In fact,
105 have rejoined since July 2007. Supporting our hardworking, compassionate and dedicated staff has
been my No. 1 priority from my very first day as minister. That support includes introduced initiatives
aimed at reducing separations such as workload reduction strategies; incentives and accommodation
support for staff working in rural and remote areas; better on-the-job and leadership training; mentoring
of inexperienced staff; improving career paths; promotion of almost one-third of our front-line CSOs from
PO2 to PO3 level, thanks to a special budget allocation of $2.2 million this financial year which will put
up to $315 extra per fortnight in CSOs’ pay packets; expanding entry qualifications to diversify the
workforce; working with the Queensland Public Sector Union to provide a more flexible workplace and
better work-life balance for staff; and converting more than 400 suitable temporary staff to permanent
status. Unlike the Liberal National Party, I am very proud of our staff. They deserve the strongest
support, and that is exactly what they are getting from the Bligh Labor government. 

Tourism, National Parks

Hon. D BOYLE (Cairns—ALP) (Minister for Tourism, Regional Development and Industry)
(10.15 am): I am pleased to inform the House that Queensland’s national parks generate $4.43 billion a
year for Queensland’s tourism industry. This figure has been highlighted in a new report developed by
Tourism Queensland, the EPA and the Sustainable Tourism Cooperative Research Centre. The report
details that national park visitors account for approximately 28 per cent of total tourist spending across
the state. It provides further evidence that Queensland’s parks and forests are a major attraction for
tourists. In fact, tourists for whom visiting a national park is a key feature of their trip contribute
$749 million per annum to the Queensland economy. I congratulate the sustainability minister and the
EPA on their good work over many years and on their current spending of $27 million on direct tourism
related products and services, along with a further $40 million indirectly.

The research demonstrates that this investment in Queensland’s parks and forests is returned
manyfold to Queenslanders. Last financial year, more than two million domestic visitors and 1.4 million
international visitors participated in nature based activities in Queensland. Visitor spending relating to
national parks, for example, on the Gold Coast was $680 million. In tropical north Queensland, it was
$1.3 billion including on the Wet Tropics World Heritage area and our most famous of all national parks,
the Great Barrier Reef. In Queensland’s central west the spending was $23 million. For Lark Quarry,
near Winton, it was $60 million. 

This report was a two-year pilot project. It is part of an Australia-wide initiative called National
Atlas, detailing the economic impact of tourism to national parks. This report also highlights the
importance of one of the Toward Q2 initiatives—Green Queensland, which encourages Queenslanders
and visitors alike to work together to look after our environment. The Bligh government has set targets to
further protect Queensland’s lifestyle and natural environment from the pressures of a growing
population and from climate change, and we will grow national parks by 50 per cent. 

The tourism industry is working with the Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service to extend
appropriate tourism infrastructure and development opportunities. While the Bligh government protects
our important natural assets for future generations, Mr Springborg and the National Party are ready to
fire up the dozer and head for our national parks if they win the next election. The Liberal National Party
is unstable, a risk to our environment, a risk to tourism, a risk to jobs and a risk to our economy. 
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Energy Industry, Water Conservation
Hon. GJ WILSON (Ferny Grove—ALP) (Minister for Mines and Energy) (10.18 am): The Bligh

government is looking beyond the horizon, planning for the future. When we were faced with the worst
drought in living memory we had contingencies in place, because good governments and responsible
governments plan for the future. Tarong Power Station, the state’s biggest power station, took a number
of important steps to save water. All the while it maintained a secure and reliable electricity supply for all
Queenslanders.

When times are tough, good governments make tough decisions. That is why the big power
stations were directed to scale back their use of Wivenhoe water to do their bit for the drought. When the
Nationals were last in power they plunged the state into darkness for four days. Queenslanders certainly
do not want to be taken back to those dark ages. When times are tough they want a government that
they can trust to do the right thing and to act responsibly—not a leader with an opinion on everything
and a solution for nothing. Those opposite are just not up to it. It is an unstable Liberal National Party
coalition. 

When the drought worsened, Tarong Power Station stopped sourcing Wivenhoe water for
generation. They saved up to 15,000 megalitres a year of drinking water for south-east Queenslanders.
Tarong used cutting-edge technology to turn salt water, sewage and stormwater into reusable water for
its four boilers. Their reverse osmosis plant has saved more than 500 megalitres of water per year. 

Tarong Power Station draws water for its cooling towers from the purpose-built Boondooma Dam
first and then the water grid. It is no longer reliant on Wivenhoe water. The water pipeline, which Anna
Bligh approved as Treasurer and opened as Premier, is now delivering recycled water to Tarong Power
Station, saving 20 megalitres of water per day. Tarong Energy is also investigating dry cooling to save
even more water. Storm water is being recycled on site and more than 1,000 megalitres of water has
been reclaimed from Tarong’s ash dam. 

The latest national report on the impact of the drought on electricity supplies has shown that once
again Queensland is on track for the next two summers. Why? Because good governments look beyond
the horizon and plan for the future. 

ClimateSmart Home Service
Hon. AI McNAMARA (Hervey Bay—ALP) (Minister for Sustainability, Climate Change and

Innovation) (10.21 am): Yesterday the Premier talked about Australia’s biggest giveaway of energy-
efficient light bulbs through our $3.5 million Big Light Switch campaign: a million compact fluorescent
lights to help reduce Queensland’s carbon footprint as part of the government’s campaign for a greener
Queensland. Continuing our Toward Q2 vision in action, the EPA is currently implementing the
ClimateSmart Home Service program to support Queensland families to become more energy efficient. 

Under the ClimateSmart Homes Service, 260,000 Queensland households will each receive
compact fluorescent light bulbs, a water-saving showerhead, a household energy meter that can be
used to monitor energy consumption throughout the day and an in-home energy audit.

An opposition member interjected.

Mr McNAMARA: I note the sympathies of the antediluvian survivors, the National Party reptiles
over there, for their cousins in Queensland. The same team that delivered the successful Home
WaterWise program, Local Government Infrastructure Services, has been engaged to deliver the
ClimateSmart Home Service—

Opposition members interjected.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! Can I ask members of the opposition who are collectively interjecting to
respect the minister.

An opposition member: We were collectively insulted, Mr Speaker.

Mr SPEAKER: That may well be true, but I call the minister.

Mr McNAMARA: The Queensland government is confident that the service will achieve
significant reductions in household energy use, just as the Home WaterWise program drove down
household water consumption. Information from the in-home audit will be used to provide Queensland
families with access to personalised data and advice online through the EPA ClimateSmart Living web
site. This targeted advice is designed to help families sustain their efforts in improving energy efficiency
and save dollars. Queensland families will be able to monitor their energy consumption and compare it
to their neighbours, others in their suburb and others across Queensland. It will also help Queensland
families to reduce their energy consumption. 
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Through the ClimateSmart Home Service the Queensland government is helping Queensland
families. The service will commence in January 2009, and work is already underway to encourage
householders to register for the service. Registrations are being accepted by telephone or online and
already over 2,600 families have decided to participate. Information for customers will be provided via
the internet, a 1300 booking line and promotional material provided to libraries and offices of elected
members.

 Service delivery centres are planned for central and northern Queensland as well as south-east
Queensland. The launch of the program will feature regional as well as south-east Queensland
services. The ClimateSmart Home Service will be the linchpin of the Bligh government’s efforts to meet
one of its key Q2 targets, specifically reducing Queenslanders’ household greenhouse emissions by
one-third by 2020. I commend this program to the House. 

Queensland Ambulance Service, Cardiac Reperfusion Strategy

Hon. NS ROBERTS (Nudgee—ALP) (Minister for Emergency Services) (10.24 am): The
Queensland Ambulance Service has made a number of clinical enhancements to boost patient care.
Queensland is the first state in Australia to introduce an entire statewide reperfusion program to
optimise the chances of patients surviving heart attacks. This program involves administering clot-
busting drugs in an out-of-hospital environment. As we all know, heart attack is one of the largest
causes of death in our community.

The Queensland Ambulance Service has implemented its cardiac reperfusion strategy to improve
patient outcomes. This strategy is paying dividends. Survival from out-of-hospital cardiac arrest has
increased significantly over the last five years. The cardiac arrest survival rate to hospital is up from
19.6 per cent in 2002-03 to 23.3 per cent in 2007-08. Last financial year the survival rate to hospital
increased by two per cent. 

The immediate priority for patients experiencing a heart attack is to unblock the arteries in the
heart. This can occur by either administering clot-busting drugs or by urgent procedures in hospital.
Intensive care paramedics in Queensland are now trained to identify the need and administer new clot-
busting drugs in the field prior to patients being transported to hospital. Queensland is the first state to
implement these procedures on a statewide basis.

This is a significant enhancement to the quality of care provided by our Queensland Ambulance
Service officers. Prior to introducing the reperfusion strategy, cardiac arrest patients would not receive
these life-saving drugs until they arrived at a hospital. The evidence clearly shows that heart attack
patients who receive these clot-busting drugs early have a better chance of survival and fewer
complications than those who do not. 

Additionally, in mid-2007 the QAS introduced the new CPR guidelines as recommended by the
International Liaison Committee on Resuscitation and the Australian Resuscitation Council. QAS’s
implementation of its reperfusion strategy and the new CPR guidelines have helped to improve health
outcomes for Queenslanders who experience cardiac arrest. I would like to acknowledge that today is
Wear Orange to Work Day. It is great to see members of the House supporting our SES volunteers who
do a fantastic job in the community. 

Water Management

Hon. CA WALLACE (Thuringowa—ALP) (Minister for Natural Resources and Water and Minister
Assisting the Premier in North Queensland) (10.26 am): While the opposition has released a pamphlet
which it is calling a water policy for south-east Queensland, it seems it has forgotten about the rest of
the state. What about water for regional Queensland? Do those opposite not think regional Queensland
is entitled to secure and safe water? 

The Bligh government is planning for the future for all of Queensland. Finalised water resource
plans for Queensland, which provide secure water allocations and allow for future sustainable
development, now cover more than 92 per cent of our state. The supporting resource operations plans
to implement water resource plans are also well advanced and cover more than 51 per cent of
Queensland. Together, these plans allow for transparent water sharing as well as establish a basis for
water allocations in nominated areas which are able to be permanently traded.

The development of water resource plans and resource operations plans includes extensive
hydrological, ecological, economic and social assessments. Widespread community consultation, the
analysis of public submissions and consideration of recommendations from independent panels is
critical. I can advise the House that 11 of the scheduled 22 resource operations plans have been
completed. Proudly, last month draft resource operations plans were released for the Burdekin, gulf and
Mitchell plan areas. These three plan areas cover more than 500,000 square kilometres or almost
30 per cent of Queensland. 
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SCRUTINY OF LEGISLATION COMMITTEE

Annual Report
Mrs SULLIVAN (Pumicestone—ALP) (10.28 am): I am pleased to table the 2007-08 annual

report of the Scrutiny of Legislation Committee.
Tabled paper: Scrutiny of Legislation Committee, Annual Report 2007-08.

In 2007-08 the committee considered 65 government bills and 11 private members’ bills. The
committee tabled 13 Alert Digests to inform the parliament about these bills and we also reported on
amendments to 16 bills. In addition, we considered 328 instruments of subordinate legislation, tabling
three reports regarding these instruments. 

I am indebted to my fellow committee members for their tireless and reasoned dedication to their
responsibilities. The volume of legislation considered by the committee in 2007-08 was indeed
considerable. The member for Glass House, Carolyn Male, ably filled in for the member for Broadwater,
Peta-Kaye Croft, while she was on maternity leave, and of course Brock is now a gorgeous and healthy
6½ months.

Ms Croft: And not sleeping!

Mrs SULLIVAN: And not sleeping. In the reporting period the committee was assisted by the staff
in its secretariat: Tamara Vitale, Ali Jarro and Julie Copley. We acknowledge their professional approach
to the many important responsibilities of the scrutiny committee. In 2007-08 the committee reviewed its
legal advisory panel and from the new panel—Professor Gerard Carney, Dr William Crane, Robert
Sibley and Nicole Watson—has received invaluable advice regarding the bills. For a short period the
committee was assisted also by Julie Farr. During 2007-08 Chris Garvey, who had been research
director to the committee for 10 years—

Mr Hinchliffe: Lord Garvey!

Mrs SULLIVAN: Yes, Lord Garvey retired from the Parliamentary Service. The committee
members gratefully acknowledge his intelligent and patient contributions during the life of a number of
parliaments. In addition, Carolyn Heffernan was seconded to IT Services. We thank Carolyn also for her
invaluable support. Finally, thanks go to Maureen Coorey and Michelle Benham for helping in the
preparation of the annual report during secretariat staff absences who were acting in higher offices. 

NOTICE OF MOTION

Beattie-Bligh Government, Public Relations
Mr McARDLE (Caloundra—LNP) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (10.30 am): I give notice that

I shall move—
This House notes the admission by the Beattie-Bligh government that it employs 640 media and public relations staff at a time
when doctors, nurses, teachers and police are in shortage and instructs the Premier to provide parliament with a monthly update
on the cost of government advertising, by each department or agency, so that the public can monitor the Premier’s commitment to
reducing expenditure on media, advertising and public relations. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Crocodiles
Mr SPRINGBORG (10.31 am): My question without notice is to the Minister for Sustainability,

Climate Change and Innovation. Can the minister give an ironclad guarantee to Queenslanders that
under the Labor government’s crocodile management policies there has never been an instance where
a relocated crocodile has been confirmed or suspected of being involved in an attack on a human?

Mr McNAMARA: I thank the honourable member for the question. The management of
crocodiles in our environment and managing their interactions with humans so that humans stay alive is
an incredibly serious issue—an incredibly serious issue. It has been something of a disappointment to
see some of the absurd fearmongering that has been going on from members of the Leader of the
Opposition’s team in relation to this issue. It is a responsibility which the EPA takes very seriously—very
seriously indeed—and understanding what happens with crocodiles if they are moved is critical to doing
this safely. We all know that crocodiles will turn up in urban areas. We know that. It happens. It happens
every year, and dealing with them—making sure that we can remove them if they need to be removed—
is critically important.



3448 Questions Without Notice 12 Nov 2008
I have put the entire issue of crocodile management back under the microscope again. I am going
to have another hard look at how we do this. But let me assure this House and the people of
Queensland that this government takes incredibly seriously the responsibility for making sure that we
protect human life. That is the absolute criterion. Crocodiles have been relocated in the past and, while I
was not the minister, of course I have looked at this. There have only been five crocodiles that were
tracked with tracking devices over the period of the Crocs in Space program, which was run by
Queensland university and Australia Zoo. They were involved with three crocodiles. The EPA has
subsequently done two other crocodiles. With all of those crocodiles, eventually the tracking devices run
out. So in a program that started back in 2003, eventually the tracking devices lose power.

Again, the member’s whole question is facile. What we need is a system where we provide the
safest possible interaction. The member for Burnett has been carrying on like a pork chop about the fact
that the EPA is checking out serious sightings of a crocodile in the Fraser Coast area. We take that
seriously. I have got rangers out this week doing a helicopter survey and looking at creeks on the
western side of the island for a crocodile after four reports were received over a three-month period.
That is what we will do. We will treat—

Mr Springborg: Have any of these relocated crocodiles been suspected?
Mr McNAMARA: No. The short answer is no, but again the member is missing the point.

Crocodiles will turn up in urban areas, and it is our responsibility to remove them as quickly as possible
to reduce risk to humans. That is what we will do.

Crocodiles
Mr SPRINGBORG: My second question without notice is also to the Minister for Sustainability,

Climate Change and Innovation. Minister, I table a letter from a person claiming to be a Queensland
Parks and Wildlife officer who, for fear of retribution from this Labor government—

Government members interjected.
Mr Robertson interjected.
Mr SPRINGBORG: We should know about you and Mabuiag Island and all of your sort of stuff.
Mr SPEAKER: Order! Leader of the Opposition, ask your question.
Mr SPRINGBORG: Minister, I table a letter from a person claiming to be a Queensland Parks and

Wildlife officer who, for fear of retribution from this Labor government, wishes to remain anonymous.
Tabled paper: Copy of letter, undated and unsigned, to the Leader of the Opposition relating to the crocodile relocation at
Magnetic Island.

In this letter it is claimed that the crocodile that attacked and killed a person in the Lakefield
National Park in 2005 was a crocodile that had been captured by and relocated as part of the Labor
government’s dangerous crocodile management policies. Minister, is it true that this crocodile was put
there by the Beattie-Bligh Labor government?

Mr McNAMARA: I should proceed with some caution and ask if I can see the alleged document,
because it has been the experience on this side of the House that relying on the Leader of the
Opposition’s interpretation of what might be in a document is a very dangerous way to proceed if you
are looking for accuracy around the issues. But can I say this: the issues around crocodiles remain the
same. If a crocodile is captured in an urban area and relocated to known crocodile habitat, like Lakefield
for example—

Mr O’Brien: There’s hundreds of crocodiles in Lakefield!
Mr McNAMARA: That is right, as the member for Cook rightly points out. However, it is still a

large crocodile and it still needs to be treated with respect. But putting a crocodile into known crocodile
habitat is nevertheless what has been done. If the Leader of the Opposition were paying attention he
would see that I have at this point in time decided that, while I am reviewing every aspect of crocodile
management in Queensland, any crocodiles—all crocodiles—which are required to be relocated from
an urban area in the interests of public safety will be going to crocodile zoos or crocodile farms. At this
point I have suspended the process of putting crocodiles even back into known crocodile habitat in the
far north of Queensland, because I want to look at this seriously. I wish the member opposite would join
with us on this issue instead of trying to scaremonger and politically point score on it. This is a critical
issue about safety. His trivialisation of this process by suggesting that it was a dreadful thing that a
crocodile was put up in some far-north part of Queensland in known crocodile habitats does not reflect
well on him at all.

This is a serious issue. The government treats it seriously. Human life should not be in any way
ever put at risk in these processes, and it will not be. This is why I am reviewing the crocodile
management plan. This is why I have taken the decision to not place any crocodiles even into known
remote crocodile habitat until that review is completed within a month. This is why we are treating very
seriously any sighting that comes to us. It is being treated seriously and we are putting up signs, for
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example, at the entrances to Fraser Island to say that people should be aware that there has been a
report of a crocodile sighting in that area. We are absolutely treating this issue seriously and will
continue to do so. Any constructive efforts from the opposition would be useful in this process. I am not
optimistic about that. The relationship between the opposition and crocodiles is much closer of course
than is well understood.

A government member interjected.
Mr McNAMARA: That is right. Indeed, it might be worthwhile if some of the dinosaurs on the

other side declared a conflict of interest.

Economy, Festive Season
Ms JARRATT: My question is to the Premier. Premier, this festive season the world faces a more

difficult time than we have in recent years. How is the Bligh government responding?
Ms BLIGH: I thank the honourable member for the question. There is no doubt that the global

financial crisis is not only going to affect every nation and every state and government budgets around
the world; it is also going to have a big impact on the lives of many families. Household budgets are
going to be under more pressure, particularly those people who are self-funded retirees, or those who
rely on pensions, or those people who are low-income earners. 

But I hope that it does not mean that there is no opportunity for us to extend some Christmas
cheer this year. We have to respond carefully, but I do not believe it means that we cannot spend time
together as families and communities and spread some goodwill. Again, this year we will see two
communities chosen to be the venues for the annual Premier’s Christmas concerts. I was very pleased
last year to visit Warwick and Bundaberg for what I think were great concerts. I am sure the Leader of
the Opposition and the member for Bundaberg would agree that they were a wonderful opportunity for
locals to participate.

This year, on Friday, 12 December, we will be taking the Premier’s Christmas concert to the
Proserpine Entertainment Centre. I think it is the first time we have been that far north for a Premier’s
Christmas concert—

Mr Lucas: A little further north each year, in the words of Graeme Connors.
Ms BLIGH: A little further north each year. On Tuesday, 16 December we will be at Somerset

College at Somerset Drive in Mudgeeraba with the seniors concert. These concerts will again include a
range of classic, old time and contemporary tunes as well as a singalong traditional Christmas carol.
This is not a joking matter. Our seniors have worked hard all their lives, they have paid their taxes and
they deserve a little bit of goodwill as a small way of recognising that. 

The past venues for the concerts have included Emerald, Bundaberg, Hervey Bay, Beerwah,
Charters Towers, Gold Coast, Atherton, Toowoomba, Redcliffe, Ipswich, Townsville, Logan and
Warwick. I think it is fair to say that we have taken the concerts as far as we can around the state. 

I am also pleased to advise the House that tomorrow we will see the annual launch of the Smith
Family appeal. This is an appeal that provides a lot of support to families at Christmas time. Today I am
pleased to announce that instead of the usual $50,000 that we kick off the appeal with, this year we will
be offering $100,000 as the beginning of that appeal. I think our community support groups are going to
find a lot of demand for their services this Christmas and those people who are doing it tough will be
relying on organisations like the Smith Family. The government’s contribution has not increased for a
long time and I think doubling it is the least we can do. 

Public Hospitals
Mr McARDLE: My question is to the Minister for Health. I refer to the release this morning of the

AMA Public Hospital Report Card 2008—a copy of which I table.
Tabled paper: AMA, Public Hospital Report Card 2008.

 The report shows that Queensland has the lowest actual health dollar spent per person of any
state or territory while at the same time very sick Queenslanders are forced to wait longer in our EDs
than people in any other state. Will the minister finally admit that the Queensland public hospital system
is in crisis? 

Mr ROBERTSON: I knew we could not get by one week without the member uttering the word
‘crisis’. He could not cut it in last week’s hospital performance report, but in order to utter that word again
he has had to go back to data that is now over 18 months old. 

There is nothing new in this report, because the statistics used in this report are the very ones the
member has been boring the heck out of all of us with over the last six months. These are figures that
are over 18 months old. I will say it again—and this time really slowly. These figures are over 18 months
old. Therefore, when it comes to expenditure, the member does not factor in—of course, for his own
base, political, dishonest purposes—the significant increase in funding that occurred in this year’s
budget. 
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There is no secret in the fact that, compared to the rest of Australia, historically Queensland has
not had the per capita expenditure on health that other states have. That was acknowledged in the
Forster report. It was acknowledged in the Bundaberg commission of inquiry. Interestingly enough, of
course, the observation in the Forster report was that we run our health system 11 per cent more
efficiently than the rest of Australia. But let’s not let that fact get in the way of a good story. 

Since then we have had a significant increase in funding under our $10 billion Health Action Plan
that has significantly closed the gap in terms of per capita expenditure. When we are talking about the
issue of expenditure on health services, of course, we only hear half the story. The AMA highlights, in
terms of the need for additional dollars to be put into our health services—and if you turn to perhaps the
third or the second last page—what we have been saying all along, and that is that while state and
territory expenditure on health care has been increasing at a significant rate, and that is the line there, it
has been the Commonwealth’s share under Howard, under the Liberal National Party, that has declined
significantly. If the Commonwealth’s contribution to health care in Queensland had kept pace with our
increased expenditure, how much better off would we have been over the past five years? 

A government member: How much?
Mr ROBERTSON: $2.9 million. The member should not have asked me this question; he should

have asked John Howard, he should have asked Tony Abbott, he should have asked Malcolm Turnbull,
he should have asked all his crony mates in Canberra, because if he is complaining about funding for
health services in this state, he should look down south. 

Mr SPEAKER: Before calling the member for Springwood, I acknowledge in the public gallery
today teachers and students from Monkland State School in the electorate of Gympie, which is
represented in this House by Mr David Gibson.

Climate Change, Policy Development
Ms STONE: My question is to the Premier. The Premier’s government prides itself on taking an

evidence based approach to policy making in critical areas, such as climate change and water
management. Can the Premier advise the House of any alternative policy development? 

Ms BLIGH: I thank the honourable member for the question. Some of the great challenges of our
generation and the great challenges of this century are going to be challenges around major resource
allocation and the solutions are going to have to be found within the ranks of our best and brightest
scientists. So science will be an ongoing guiding principle in the development of our policy on this side
of the House.

In recent days we have been reminded of the opposition’s suspicion of science when it comes to
critical issues. It is suspicious of science in relation to recycled water. According to the Leader of the
Opposition, it is so unsafe he would not eat vegetables grown with it. He has called for special labelling
of food grown with it. Of course, he believes that it will cause fish to grow breasts. 

The voodoo science does not stop there. We know from his statements to the regional parliament
in Cairns last month that the Leader of the Opposition believes that feral pigs are taking pesticides 60
kilometres out into the Great Barrier Reef. They are clearly flying pigs if they are taking it 60 kilometres
out into the reef. Of course, we know that the Leader of the Opposition believes that volcanos are
causing climate change. 

But just when you thought that ‘Captain Kooky’ could not get any crazier, last night we had a
debate about the Murray-Darling Basin. What did the Leader of the Opposition say? He said—
... if the Murray-Darling system were left in its natural state—
so the land had never been farmed and water had never been allocated—
it would be largely as we know it today because it is a highly variable river system based on the climatic variances of the country
we live in. 

So in his view do not listen to the CSIRO, do not listen to the Wentworth Group of Australia’s most
eminent scientists. It has nothing to do with overallocation; this is just how the world is. I am waiting for
the Leader of the Opposition to declare that Darwin was wrong about evolution, because we know that
when he is not googling he is taking scientific advice from the member next to him, the member for
Maroochydore. 

I think the member for Gregory best captured the opposition’s view on climate change last night
when he said—
We hear about climate change every day of the week. In my estimation climate change is nothing but a good old drought. 

The good old boys think this is just a good old drought. That is all it is. It is one that is going on
forever.

Mr Robertson: And a subsidy will fix it.
Ms BLIGH: If we just subsidise people, we will fix that drought. The world needs our best and

brightest scientists to meet the challenges of this century. The members opposite are not up to the
challenges of the future. 
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Keppel Electorate, Traditional Land
Mr GIBSON: My question is to the Minister for Natural Resources and Water and Minister

Assisting the Premier in North Queensland. I refer to the minister’s answer to question on notice No.
849 regarding the land transfer to the Woppaburra people of Keppel Island where he said—
Mr Mackenroth was not included in any negotiations regarding the handover of freehold land to the Woppaburra people ...

I now refer to comments in the media regarding Terry Mackenroth’s involvement, in which
multimillionaire developer Terry Agnew said—
His role was two-fold... Mr Mackenroth advised the developer on how best to work with the aboriginal group and yes he made
introductions to government ministers as political consultants do.

I ask: will the minister now admit that he has misled the House and tried to cover up for the involvement
of his former Labor mate?

Mr WALLACE: No, I will not. My department dealt independently with the Woppaburra people,
just as we do with native title claimants right across the state. We did the right thing in dealing
independently with that group. We deal independently with native title claimants right across the state of
Queensland. One of the proudest jobs I have is to look after native title interests in Queensland. Indeed,
since Anna Bligh has been Premier of Queensland we have handed over an area about seven times the
size of the ACT to the native title claimants of Queensland. They are good people who deserve that
land. 

We have connection material between those people and that land. No-one influences that
decision bar those native title claimants and the connection material to the land. Those people have
shown that for generations they have looked after the land, they have been custodians of the land and
they have a special connection to the land. That is exactly what happened on Great Keppel Island. I
totally reject any suggestion that Mr Mackenroth or anyone else played a role in my department’s
independent decision to hand over that land to the Woppaburra people, who are good people and good
claimants, as the member for Keppel will testify. They are good people and they will be good custodians
of the land. 

In terms of other developments on Great Keppel Island, we are doing an independent land
assessment on what is called lot 21. As the proponent, the current lessee proposes a substantial
development on the island. We are doing that assessment independently. We have sought public
comment and advice. I think we have had over 300 submissions concerning that particular parcel of
land. We will do the assessment independently, without fear and without favour. One of my most senior
land planners, a man who is well respected in the area, is looking at that particular issue. 

The member for Gympie should be ashamed of himself for saying in this place that my officers in
some way are influenced. I totally reject that statement. I have good officers working for my Department
of Natural Resources and Water. They make independent decisions. Members opposite hate public
servants. They think that we influence decisions in the way that they did when they were in government.
We will not do that. In this state we will have independent analysis of land claims and land use. I stand
by the recommendations of my officers, who are good officers and who have given independent advice
to me as minister. 

Water Grid
Ms MALE: My question is to the Deputy Premier and Minister for Infrastructure and Planning.

Can the Deputy Premier inform the House of any alternatives to the $9 billion water grid? 
Mr LUCAS: The Bligh government has a long-term plan to cope with not only the worst drought

on record but also climate change and population growth into the future. It was interesting to hear the
Leader of the Opposition talk about crocodiles today, because we all know he is ‘Mr Kooky Conspiracy
Theorist’. It is a wonder he has not issued a media release about albino miniature crocodiles in our
purified—

Mr Springborg: I didn’t devise the Crocs in Space program, mate. That’s yours. 
Mr LUCAS: I am sorry; he does think that, Mr Speaker! We have even more discussion about

purified recycled water from the member for Maroochydore, the woman who would take her advice from
Rona Joyner, Milan Brych or the inventor of the Horvath steam car. In an internet press release of 3
November she states—
With our plan we have kept recycling water separate from the drinking supply, as there are ample appropriate ways to give people
safe and secure drinking water without it. 

Ample ways, with the Wivenhoe Dam at 26 per cent? Obviously the member for Maroochydore
has stumbled on some new source of water. Instead of Traveston, she wants a smaller desal plant and
wants to scrap putting purified recycled water into our dams. That is 250 million litres less water every
day, which is enough for about one million people at target 230 or 1.5 million people at target 170. That
is what their kooky science wants to take out of the system. 
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What is the opposition prepared to sacrifice in the interests of lack of water security for the people
of south-east Queensland? The member for Maroochydore wants to retrofit enough homes with water
tanks to save 60,000 million litres a year. That would cost $3.2 billion, which is a higher cost and
provides less water, and would jeopardise the future. Do not trust the water future to kooky people! 

I was interested to note that the Leader of the Opposition, when commenting on the dining habits
of members of the LNP, in particular the little spat that occurred between the members for Darling
Downs and Robina, told the media—
In actual fact it was probably no different to the verbal puffery we get from time to time within the party room and shadow cabinet.

They cannot agree on anything over dinner or in the shadow cabinet room. Each individual has
kooky water policies, but we do know one thing: they might not be able to agree on who shouts dinner in
Cairns but they can certainly agree on the taxpayers shouting $36,000 worth of hospitality and travel to
Broome. They certainly did not have a dispute about that. Water is too important to trust to people who
are policy flakes. In these risky times the Leader of the Opposition should not be trusted with our water
or any other security. 

Airport Link
Mr NICHOLLS: My question is to the Treasurer. I refer to the Airport Link PPP and the

Treasurer’s much-touted financial model for this $4.8 billion piece of congestion-busting infrastructure
that is now being built via substantial shareholder and Melbourne suburban window repair service owner
Mrs Fang He. Now that this all-important Q2 signature project is officially recognised in the market as a
penny dreadful, can the Treasurer guarantee its delivery or do we have to wait until he consults
Mrs Fang? 

Mr FRASER: I thank the shadow Treasurer for the question. I am glad to answer a question
about the state’s finances. At a time when there has been no greater importance placed on financial
management, I note that yesterday the opposition harked back to the past to ask me two questions
involving the racing industry but not one question about the management of the state’s finances.
Therefore, I appreciate this opportunity. 

In short the answer is this: the project remains fully underwritten. Yet again this goes to the
question of the policy clarity of members opposite. They like to say one thing about PPPs and then
another depending on to whom they are talking. In the past they have opposed PPPs on a number of
fronts. Then we had return No. 3 of the Leader of the Opposition, who reinvented his PPP policy saying
that he wanted to see much more of them. What is the advantage of a PPP? It transfers risk to the
private sector for the opportunity to make a profit. So the implicit view being put forward by the shadow
Treasurer is that they want to transfer the profit risk to their private sector mates whom they love so well
but when it starts to get difficult they want to socialise the losses back onto the balance sheet. 

This government stands by that transaction and it remains fully underwritten and will proceed as
was planned. Of course, I can understand why the shadow Treasurer would feel slightly nauseated and
concerned about these big numbers, because he has a bit of trouble with the numbers. Last week we
found from the federal government’s update that there is a $241 million reduction to the GST. In shades
of the famous press release about the Cairns hospital that was issued but then taken off the web site
because it was a very inconvenient press release, I table for the benefit of the parliament the press
release from the shadow Treasurer in which he did his sums and came up with a figure of $327 million. I
table that document because a diligent person who today went to the LNP web site would find nought—
gone, disappeared, not there. He found a figure, got it wrong and expunged the record. 
Tabled paper: Media release, dated 5 November 2008, by Tim Nicholls MP relating to the economic crisis and its impact on the
Queensland budget.

This is a time in which the value of strong financial management is at a total premium. The
shadow Treasurer has questioned a fully underwritten project and, secondly, has revealed his inability to
read the federal budget papers. I put the case to the House that now is not the time to risk the
management of the state’s finances to a bunch of novices who are just papering over the cracks that
have existed within the two parties for generations. Once again we see the ructions and the verbal
puffery coming to the fore. 

Speed Cameras
Ms JONES: They cannot even agree with themselves these days. My question is to the minister

for transport. Can the minister please explain to me and the people of Queensland what the Liberal
National Party policy is on speed cameras? Is it clear that their policy supports the use of speed
cameras to make our roads safer? 

Mr MICKEL: I will start by telling the House what our policy is. Our policy is to make sure that
road safety is the No. 1 priority. Our policy is to make sure that fixed speed cameras that were
introduced are there to make sure that no matter where people are driving if they are committing an
offence there will be a punishment for them. Our policy is to make sure that if you are a hoon and you
have been caught three times you lose your car. Our policy is one of consistency. 
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I have had a chance to examine the web site of the shadow minister for transport, the member for
Maroochydore. Those members who have seen the program Little Britain will know of a character called
Vicky Pollard. Vicky Pollard is one of those characters who says, ‘Yeah but no but no but yeah but.’ I had
a look at the web site and there it is—‘Hoon Watch’. So bad speeding is when you lower the
Commodore and do a few wheelies around the place—which we oppose and apparently they do too.
But if you looked on the web site in the last couple of days you will have seen, ‘Bligh government reaps
speed camera windfall.’ So apparently it is bad speeding if you are in a lowered Commodore but it is
okay if you are in the family sedan. What consistency is that? It is, ‘Yeah but no but yeah.’ 

Then the media release at paragraph 4 says, ‘Just having a camera ticking over doesn’t
automatically mean the roads are safer’—so, ‘No.’ But then paragraph 6 says that the ‘opposition
supported the use of speed cameras’—so, ‘Yeah.’ But let us see how we go then in paragraph 7, where
it says that ‘it appears they are putting their hands in the pockets of motorists to help plug their budget
black holes’—so, ‘No.’ But by paragraph 9 it says, ‘Speed cameras do have their place’—so, ‘Yeah.’ So
it is, ‘Yeah but no but yeah but no but no but yeah but no but yeah.’ 

So if you want to look at the policy for the Liberal National Party do not bother going to the web
site of the member for Maroochydore; just look up Little Britain. Vicky Pollard will give it to you. They do
not have a policy; what they do have is a template from Vicky Pollard. The honourable member for
Maroochydore, the shadow minister, used to be indecisive. Now we are not so sure! 

Quad Park Development
Mr DICKSON: My question is to the Minister for Education and Training and Minister for the Arts.

Can the minister inform the House as to why the Quad Park Corporation will no longer receive
$5.8 million for a vital sports institute development on the Sunshine Coast and what area of the
Sunshine Coast this funding will be allocated to and when? 

Mr WELFORD: I thank the member for his question. I have been in recent communication with
Mayor Bob Abbot, the mayor of the regional council of that area. As the honourable member knows, the
government had originally intended to make a commitment to the establishment of TAFE as part of the
Quad Park development. Unfortunately, the funding available from the Commonwealth that was
originally to contribute to that development is no longer available. There are serious issues around the
costs of the development and there are serious issues around the expectations of the government in
relation to its contribution. 

The original understanding that I had in relation to the state government’s contribution to Quad
Park was that for that capital contribution we would establish a TAFE facility there and we would have in
effect free rent to facilities as part of the built infrastructure at that site. More recently, the goalposts have
shifted somewhat such that there was an expectation that not only would the state stump up the capital
of $5.8 million but then would be required to pay rent at a commercial rate. Frankly, that is not a viable
proposition for the state government. While I am still very keen to establish a complementary TAFE
facility on the Sunshine Coast in the Kawana area, that site under its current terms is not really a viable
proposition for the state. I do not think anyone realistically could expect us to invest at that level for so
little benefit. 

I still have the door open to looking at that site and other sites in that region to ensure that we
expand the training capacity of TAFE on the Sunshine Coast. I recognise the training needs of that
growing region. It is very important part of our statewide $1 billion Skills Plan strategy to ensure that the
fastest growing regions of our state have access to the training requirements that are needed, whether it
be through a public provider like TAFE or through private providers. But at this stage I have given
express instructions not to proceed with the Quad Park proposal until we see where that heads or
whether there is a better alternative for the state. 

Queensland Economy
Mr HINCHLIFFE: My question without notice is to the Treasurer. Will the Treasurer advise the

House on any risks to the Queensland economy? 
Mr FRASER: Of course we face unprecedented risks as we confront the global financial crisis. As

I said in the House yesterday, we have the IMF for the first time talking about a contraction in developed
economies—the first since the postwar period. It is the first time that we have confronted a challenge of
this nature. Recession is being tipped now in the UK, in the US, in Japan and in broader Europe. There
has never been a more important time for the government to maintain a strong stewardship on the
state’s finances and on the economy. 

Of course one of those challenges comes from downward pressure on our own revenue sources
and also on the revision of the GST revenues that will be provided by the Commonwealth in the financial
year. We have seen the revision of those GST revenues. As I said earlier, that is an amount of
$241 million to Queensland. We have seen from the shadow Treasurer, however, the revision of his
previously issued press release. We are talking about the revision downwards of the figure; he is talking
about the revision of history. 
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In that context, it is now 35 days since I tabled in the House a collection, an assortment, of the
commitments that have been provided variously by members of the Liberal National Party—a $65 billion
unfunded policy platform, or thought bubble platform, about all the things they have been saying to
people right around Queensland. Thirty-five days later there has been no admission from members of
the Liberal National Party that that is not their platform and no admission from members of the Liberal
National Party that that is their platform. 

I suspect it is one of those things that might be part of the verbal puffery that goes on in the party
room and in shadow cabinet from time to time. It is probably policy puffery one could say. It reflects the
fact that when it comes to the finances of the state they have a policy of financial puffery. In that context,
we see the Leader of the Opposition saying that the set-to between the two Rays up in Cairns amounted
to no more than the verbal puffery that they see all the time in the party room and in the shadow cabinet.
So the sort of thing that goes on at ‘Dinnergate’ happens all the time in the party room. ‘We have a
united team,’ they say. Close the doors and it is ding-dong—game on. I am sure the Leader of the
Opposition will accept in good humour my gift to him of that great Lemonheads album It’s a shame
about Ray. I bet he has been saying that for the last 24 hours. 

These are people who want to be in charge of a $36 billion budget. They want to manage the
state’s finances and they cannot manage who is going to pay for dinner without coming to blows. They
want to be in charge of Queensland’s $200 billion economy but they are just not up to it—no plan, no
idea, no strength of character, no unity, too unstable for these most uncertain times. If you want to know
risk personified, Mr Speaker, it sits in the same disunited, brawling, old Liberal National Party that
always sits here. 

Mr SPEAKER: Before calling the member for Currumbin, I welcome to the public gallery today
teachers and students from Woodcrest College in the electorate of Bundamba, which is represented in
this House by Mrs Jo-Ann Miller.

Department of Child Safety, Staff Resignations
Mrs STUCKEY: My question without notice is to the Minister for Child Safety and Minister for

Women. I refer to the minister’s statement to the House this morning and her attempts to sugar-coat the
frightening level of staff resignations from her department. With a 60 per cent increase in staff
resignations since the minister took over the reins of Child Safety and a third of her workforce resigning
in the past year, has the minister completed a follow-up staff satisfaction survey to the one done in 2006,
or is she too afraid to learn the truth of the crisis in her department?

Mrs KEECH: I thank the honourable member for the question. There is one thing that is clear
when it comes to the hardworking, front-line staff of Child Safety: the Bligh government is fully
supportive of them. I have already indicated today that the separation rates and the attrition rates for the
Department of Child Safety are three times the average across the state Public Service. I do not believe
this is good enough and I outlined today in my ministerial statement a range of initiatives that we are
working on, together with the staff and the QPSU, to address the separation rates.

In particular, when I visit the child safety officers with members of the Bligh government, they say
to us that, more than anything else, there are two things they want: they want more support for and more
public recognition of the challenging and difficult work they do, and they want better career progression.
Thanks to the support of the Premier and the Treasurer, I was very pleased to give 300 child safety
officers a huge pay rise, moving from PO2 to PO3. As well, we are looking at supporting them more
often.

There is one thing that is clear when it comes to our public servants. We on this side support our
public servants; those on the other side despise them. When it comes to our Toward Q2 strategy, we
have a plan to address attrition and it is working; those opposite have issued a media release. The Bligh
government’s plan to address attrition rates is working, with an eight per cent reduction already. Those
on the other side constantly criticise our staff, calling them failing, shameful and a disgrace. They are
horrible words which are insulting. In our Premier, we have a strong leader and we have a united team
behind her. They are a squabbling bunch who cannot even agree about who pays a dinner bill, with a
leader who is simply not up to it. 

Education, 2009 School Year
Mrs LAVARCH: My question without notice is to the Minister for Education and Training. I know it

will not be long before our teachers and principals are through the exams and report cards and looking
forward to a new school year in 2009. Can the minister outline for the House how the Bligh government
helps make the busy back-to-school period run more smoothly?

Mr WELFORD: I thank the honourable member for her question and her long-standing
commitment to schools in her area. I cannot help but report to the House another bit of opposition
fluffery going on about the back-to-school situation. The member for Surfers Paradise recently put out a
press release claiming that the government has stripped school principals of their right to manage their
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schools by having staggered starting dates at the start of the school year. He raged against what he said
was a nonsensical policy, disregarding the best interests of students. The shadow minister got that
press release out only in the nick of time, before the member for Beaudesert—the dear, departing
member for Beaudesert, Charlie Doyle’s mate—got his press release out—

Mr Mickel: What is it about the Nats and dinner? 
Mr Lucas: There was no dispute on who paid that one.
Mr WELFORD: Anyway, as you can imagine, Mr Speaker, there is not a skerrick of truth in this,

so it was only out of accidental good luck that the opposition spokesperson got his press release out
before Charlie Doyle’s mate, because Charlie Doyle’s mate would be the sort of person to put this sort of
thing around—it having no substance and being a non-existent proposition.

Of course, nothing has changed in the National Party, or the Liberal Party, or whatever they think
they are today—they are the same old party with the same old leader. They do not believe in recycled
water but they do believe in recycled leaders. The only difference between our recycled water and their
recycled leader is that he is incapable of purification. As they would say, he is still full of it. 

Can I just confirm for honourable members that when students go back to school next year, as
has always been the case, primary school students will all return at the start on the first day of school,
and principals at our secondary schools will still have the opportunity to stagger the start of secondary
school students over the first two days because of course there will be many eighth graders going into
high school for the first time. That will still be par for the course. In addition, we will be doing a whole
range of other things, such as our solar schools rollout and other new initiatives in the Year of Creativity.

Time expired. 
Mr SPEAKER: Honourable members, before I call the member for Tablelands, I recognise in the

public gallery a school leader and his father from Burleigh Heads State School in the electorate of
Burleigh, which is represented in this House by Mrs Christine Smith.

Mareeba Hospital
Ms LEE LONG: My question is to the Minister for Health. I refer to the $800,000 newly

refurbished west ward of the Mareeba Hospital which has now been completed. On the one hand, we
are being told that the average bed occupancy rate at the Mareeba Hospital is only 70 per cent and,
therefore, there is no need to put beds and staff into the ghost west ward at Mareeba. On the other
hand, patients are told they have to transfer to other centres because of a lack of beds at the Mareeba
Hospital. What is the truth in relation to bed occupancy rates at the Mareeba Hospital, and when will
beds and staff be appropriately resourced so that the expensive west ward can be used? When will the
Cairns hinterland clinical service planning process, which has been underway for a very long time, be
completed?

Mr ROBERTSON: I thank the member for the question. As she quite correctly pointed out, the
current bed numbers at Mareeba are meeting current levels of demand, which is reflected by the
average occupancy rate at Mareeba Hospital of 70 per cent. That is an interesting figure, because in the
AMA report that was referred to earlier today, the suggestion is that all hospitals are occupied at over
95 per cent capacity. Here is a case of a hospital being occupied with a 70 per cent capacity.

What is also interesting about the debate is that our attempts to move patients from Cairns to
Mareeba on occasions where it is appropriate to take advantage of the spare capacity at Mareeba are
criticised by the Liberal National Party. They actually want us to reduce capacity but when we do
something about it in our busiest hospitals they criticise the moves we take to channel patients up to
hospitals where we have spare capacities like Mareeba. This is a nonsensical position.

Nonetheless, the 70 per cent occupancy rate is an annualised figure and does not relate to a
specific point in time. There may be times when the hospital occupancy rate is higher, depending upon
circumstances, but there will also be times when the occupancy rate is lower. Together, this contributes
to the current overall or annualised occupancy rate at Mareeba of some 70.5 per cent. To date at
Mareeba, they have not had to activate the additional capacity in the west ward, but the budget for
Mareeba Hospital has increased significantly from $9.666 million in 2006-07 to $11.138 million in 2007-
08.

The establishment of new senior medical officer and principal officer positions has increased the
hospital’s medical workforce to eight doctors. As a result of the COAG section 19(2) exemption, which
was implemented at Mareeba approximately two months ago, this has enabled the hospital to access
Medicare funding, which has supported the appointment of an additional two doctors and two nurses for
Mareeba. 

Thanks to our commitment to planning for the future, we are ahead of the game in Mareeba in
that we have the capacity to immediately expand, should the need arise, because the work has already
been done. Fancy us now being criticised for increasing capacity in our hospitals to meet anticipated
future demand and being criticised for not using it to this point in time. It seems to me that on occasions
you are damned if you do and damned if you don’t.
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We have also used bed management strategies at Mareeba to ensure resources are used
sufficiently and that there are appropriate staff to cover the workload. We will continue to invest in the
future of health services in Mareeba by continuing our proven track record of delivering larger budgets
and more staff.

With respect to the part of the question regarding when the district clinical services plan will be
completed—

Time expired. 

Health System

Mr O’BRIEN: My question without notice is also to the Minister for Health. Can the minister
please advise the House how the Liberal National Party is failing Queenslanders on health? 

Mr ROBERTSON: Mr Speaker, you will recall it was only in Cairns at regional parliament that we
saw the embarrassment of the Liberal National Party being caught out. I am reflecting on the comments
of my colleague the minister for transport about the member for Maroochydore being the Vicky Pollard
of the parliament. I suspect that we now have a pot of Pollards. What we saw in Cairns was the Liberal
National Party coming out with its grand announcement of building a new hospital in Cairns and
criticising our ‘bandaid on a bandaid’ approach to the $450 million redevelopment. But, as we
remember, they got caught out with the press release from the former shadow health spokesperson
which praised this government for its $450 million announcement. They were full of praise and support
for that initiative, but what caught them out was they tried to rub that bit of history out by removing that
press release from the—

Interruption.

PRIVILEGE

 Comments by Minister for Health

Mr SPRINGBORG (Southern Downs—LNP) (Leader of the Opposition) (11.21 am): Mr Speaker, I
rise on a matter of privilege suddenly arising. The minister made this allegation in Cairns at the last
sitting—

Ms Nolan: So it’s not sudden! 
Mr SPRINGBORG:—and is making a similar allegation today. 
Mr SPEAKER: Order! This is a matter of privilege. 
Mr SPRINGBORG: When the minister made that allegation, I was very concerned by the nature

of the allegation, because it would worry me if something had been deliberately and maliciously taken
off the record. We make no excuses for our original support of the government’s position to redevelop
the hospital. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! This is not a matter of—
Mr SPRINGBORG: Mr Speaker, I checked—
Mr SPEAKER: Order! Leader of the Opposition, I am speaking to you and I expect you to listen to

me rather than try to talk over me. I am just saying to you that this does not seem at this stage to be a
matter of privilege suddenly arising, so get to the matter. 

Mr SPRINGBORG: Mr Speaker, I checked the matter out and in actual fact it is true. That press
release is not on the LNP web site, nor is any other press release issued prior to 27 July. So any other
press release was not taken down deliberately. When my own web site is redeveloped with
springborg.com, it and all the others which were issued prior to then will be up. The web site only
contains press releases issued since the 27th. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! Leader of the Opposition, I am on my feet. That is not a matter of privilege;
that is a matter of debate. 

Mr SCHWARTEN: Mr Speaker, in view of the time taken up on that matter of privilege, which you
have now ruled out of order, could we have the time back for the minister to adequately answer the
question.

Mr SPEAKER: Minister for Health, you have another minute on what is showing on the time
clock.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Health System
Resumed from p. 3456.
Mr ROBERTSON: What an extraordinary admission. Anything before late July that was uttered

by Mr Springborg no longer exists. It no longer applies. Talk about airbrushing your own history! What
that does is enable them to do exactly what they did here today with the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition’s question to me this morning, highlighting in their view the gross underfunding of health
services in this state.

Despite the fact that I put out a press release at the time of the release of that report which
showed that Queensland experienced the highest health expenditure growth of any jurisdiction in
Australia in 2006-07, what did the former—I have to be correct now—coalition spokesperson for health
accuse us of at the time? Let us get this in context, because today we were criticised for having less
than average per capita expenditure on health. In the airbrushed history that the Liberal National Party
now wants us to believe in, I just happen to have the press release that was put out at the time. You will
not see that on the Liberal National Party web site. 

Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, Minister.
Mr ROBERTSON: What did it say, Mr Speaker? What did the member for Surfers Paradise

accuse us of doing? Throwing money at the problem.
Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, Minister. I call the member for Gladstone.
Mr ROBERTSON: You hypocrite!
Mr SPEAKER: Minister! I call the member for Gladstone.

Gladstone Hospital
Mrs CUNNINGHAM: My question without notice is to the Minister for Health. On Saturday, 8

November a Gladstone constituent was taken to the local hospital with acute abdominal pain. She had
previously had a perforated bowel. Hospital staff endeavour to provide a good service with the
resources they have available to them. However, on this morning I am advised that Gladstone Hospital
had no surgical staff available nor any staff to call in to perform CT scans or ultrasounds. Minister, when
will Gladstone Hospital staff and Gladstone constituents be properly supported with hospital services
appropriate to the size and economic importance of the region? 

Mr ROBERTSON: I am happy to look into the circumstances that the member referred to if she
makes the details available. I am happy to investigate that completely and get back to her, but it has to
be acknowledged that Gladstone has received a significant increase in its budget and staffing over the
last number of years, including the new community health centre which I opened in Gladstone not too
long ago. Gladstone has been getting its fair share. I acknowledge, however, that there have been
pressures in Gladstone—for example on maternity services—where the private sector has walked away
from providing services in Gladstone, and this puts an extra load on the public health service. We have
been responding to those kinds of pressures. 

As I was saying earlier, this pot of Pollards opposite has been caught out again today saying ‘yes,
no’, ‘yes, no’, ‘yes, no’. ‘Yes, Queensland’s health services are underfunded but, no, you shouldn’t
actually increase funding to them.’ Yet again we have seen their duplicity and their hypocrisy. This
rewriting of history by not including media releases prior to late July this year with the creation of the
LNP is, frankly, just dishonest. It is absolutely dishonest. 

I have a belief that every boy should have a hobby, and I have to tell you what my hobby is: it is
collecting media releases from the Liberal National Party. I warn the members opposite that I have the
complete collection. If they are going to continue to go down this path of being absolute hypocrites, I will
stand in this place day in and day out and expose them. It is time to do a bit of hard work, guys. They are
actually going to have to start remembering what they said only six months ago if they are going to be
taken seriously, because if they don’t I am going to catch them out like I did in Cairns and like I did today.
I will do it tomorrow and I will keep doing it until the people upstairs realise what absolute hypocrites
those opposite are. Despite being the most well-resourced opposition in this country, they remain the
laziest. 

Local Government
Ms NOLAN: My question is to the Minister for Main Roads and Local Government. Labor has a

positive four-pronged plan for strengthening local governments throughout Queensland. Is the minister
aware of any other positive plans for local government in this state? 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! Minister, you have two minutes. 
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Mr PITT: I thank the member for the question. The Bligh government has a plan for the future:
Toward Q2, building a stronger Queensland, a healthier Queensland and a smarter, greener and fairer
Queensland. This vision also extends to local governments. Today we have had repetition from the
member for Warrego of baseless allegations that are a substitute for policy. Members on that side of the
House have resorted to slur and innuendo, and today’s bizarre performance was an example of how
when you do not have policies you have to resort to something else. 

What are those opposite offering local government and the people of Queensland? Nothing but a
dodgy deamalgamation policy. It has not been costed. We do not know how they are going to do it. We
do not know how they are going to pay for it. What is the vision of those opposite beyond this dodgy
deamalgamation? They do not have a vision. They are content to sit in the bus, look in the mirror, look
backwards. They have no vision for the future. They have a 19th century policy for local government in
what is now the 21st century. We have to move on. As I move around Queensland I see that councils
are looking forward, not backwards. They are looking to the Bligh government for direction, including the
new legislation that we have brought into this House. 

I must say that the member for Warrego is very good at dishing it out, but he certainly cannot cop
it. He is a political sook. The Liberal National Party has no policies. The Liberal National Party and the
shadow minister have no clue. The Liberal National Party has no currency with local government
throughout Queensland. Those opposite are not fit for government. They are not fit to take charge of a
portfolio like local government and offer something for the future so we can build a stronger and better
Queensland. 

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

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS

Crocodiles
Mr SPRINGBORG (Southern Downs—LNP) (Leader of the Opposition) (11.30 am): This morning

in parliament we heard an extraordinary admission from the Minister for Sustainability, Climate Change
and Innovation—that is, that the minister is now prepared to review the Labor Party’s wacky, kooky,
scientific experiment involving relocating dangerous crocodiles around Queensland. What a wacky,
kooky, voodoo approach to science. This government is actually prepared to take a dangerous crocodile
and relocate it somewhere else—put it in the middle of a tourist resort. What was the response from the
tourism minister? The tourism minister said that this is good for tourism and everyone might want one.
We should send them around Queensland. They are really good for tourism. This just goes to prove how
unfit this Beattie-Bligh Labor government is to be the government of Queensland. 

Frankly, what we saw start as a sick joke with regard to the relocation of dangerous crocodiles in
this state has now turned into a serious public safety issue. In parliament this morning we heard the
minister mincing words when it came to this particular issue. We tabled this morning a letter that
obviously came from a person who knows the habits, the biology and the territorial habitat issues
surrounding crocodiles. We need to know from this government today not only how many crocodiles it
has relocated and tagged but also how many crocodiles it has relocated and not tagged and whether
any of those crocodiles have been involved in harming any person. 

As this person says in their letter, we cannot relocate crocodiles without consequence because
there is an immediate displacement issue. The alpha male is displaced and therefore the whole
hierarchy is upset. We then create a dangerous situation where an emaciated, starving crocodile
becomes a major danger. The only way we can get to the bottom of this is to have a proper inquiry
where officers like this person can actually stand up and tell the truth without fear of retribution. This is
what these people are most concerned about. This is a dangerous situation caused by the Beattie-Bligh
Labor government. 

Time expired.
Interruption.

PRIVILEGE

Error in Answer to Question; Quad Park Development
Hon. RJ WELFORD (Everton—ALP) (Minister for Education and Training and Minister for the

Arts) (11.32 am): I rise on a matter of privilege suddenly arising. In question time this morning in
reference to a question to me about the government’s contribution to Quad Park Stadium on the
Sunshine Coast, I referred to the state’s contribution of $5.8 million. I just want to correct that. The
state’s contribution was to be $8.5 million, not $5.8 million, which only reinforces the justification for the
state being cautious. 
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Resumed from p. 3458.

Redlands, Transport Services

Mr WEIGHTMAN (Cleveland—ALP) (11.33 am): Last month the minister for transport announced
a major funding boost of over a million dollars for public transport in the Redlands which has seen
enormous improvements to quality of life for large numbers of my constituents in Cleveland. I am
working hard to deliver for my area on the things that matter to the people who live there. Public
transport is an issue that requires solid, long-term planning, hard work and effective management—key
features of this government.

Over the last three years more than $30 million has been spent on bus funding in the Redlands
and a million more has been spent on bus infrastructure in the area. Another $3 million has been spent
on services for school transport. This most recent funding has meant big improvements for a number of
my constituents. 

Sixty per cent of Redland residents leave this part of the state each day to travel to work in and
around Brisbane. This recent funding boost has knocked 15 minutes off the travel time for most of those
commuters who take the bus to town by increasing the number of services available and creating more
limited stops express services. That is giving each commuter half an hour more each day to spend
doing the things they love. 

But it is not just commuters who have benefited from this investment in our people. In Ormiston,
the redirection of the 252 route has been warmly welcomed by a group of seniors from the Palm Valley
Villas retirement village who wrote to me urging me to work to ensure that they could access this route
to make it easier to get to the Capalaba shopping centre. Following the finalisation of this new funding, I
was pleased to be able to let this important group of people know that our government is one that
listens, plans and works to solve problems for our constituents. 

This transport funding boost is clear evidence of the way our government is working for
Queenslanders. I am pleased to be able to deliver results like this for constituents in my electorate of
Cleveland. 

Pinkenba State School

Mr NICHOLLS (Clayfield—LNP) (11.35 am): I bring to the attention of the House Labor’s flip-flop
policy on education and its effect in my electorate of Clayfield. The village of Pinkenba is a small
community at the eastern end of my electorate. It comprises a hardworking, traditional, blue-collar
community. It has been my privilege and pleasure to represent Pinkenba both in council and in this
place since 2000. 

Unfortunately, the people of Pinkenba have never been well served by Labor governments either
at the local or state level. A toxic waste dump proposed by the Goss-Soorley combination in 1995,
closure of the railway line to Meeandah and Pinkenba, the leasing of land from Queensland Rail so that
a building waste dump could be established 65 metres away from the edge of the village and general
neglect are examples. As a village, Pinkenba comprises 250 people who are very low on Labor’s priority
list. 

Nothing could reinforce this more than Labor’s callous treatment of the students and parents of
Pinkenba State School. Pinkenba State School was purpose built from contributions of local residents in
1875 on land donated by a local farmer, Mr McBride. The current school, which is attended by 10
students, is largely unchanged and is the typical timber and tin Queensland schoolhouse. 

The gates to the school were built from donations after World War II to commemorate
servicemen. The camphor laurel trees along Kingsford Smith Drive were planted after World War I to
commemorate the service of people from the local area. Currently, 10 children attend the school and are
educated by their principal, Mr Matt Taylor. People like Alice Smith, Irene Simpson, Rosa Maroto—the
French teacher—Carmel Dyson, John Warrell and Bernadette Sharry all work hard for the students
there. 

But what does this government do? On 10 October it threatens to close it and then on 6
November, after parents have gone out and made alternative arrangements, it says that it is not going to
close it but keep it open and monitor it for another 12 months. This is no solution. This leaves the
students and their parents at a loose end for another 12 months. There is no plan for the future of
Pinkenba State School and this government does not know what it is doing.

Time expired. 
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Algester Road, Traffic Lights
Ms STRUTHERS (Algester—ALP) (11.37 am): More than 100 residents have already signed a

petition calling on the Brisbane City Council to urgently install traffic lights on the corner of Algester and
Ridgewood roads, Algester. I set up this petition with concerned resident Michelle Stokes whose son
had recently been very shaken by an accident at this dangerous intersection. Michelle does not want
anyone else to suffer the way her family has suffered, nor does she want any more lives to be put at risk.
There have been many accidents at this intersection, including buses having near misses. I pay tribute
to Michelle’s initiative. She is not prepared to accept the Brisbane City Council’s inaction on this
intersection. In fact, many local residents share her view and have signed this petition. 

They are very unhappy with the U-turns of Councillor Angela Owen-Taylor. When she was
desperately seeking votes prior to her election Ms Owen-Taylor promised action but has now run a mile.
In the Southern Star this week she is quoted as saying on this and other intersections, ‘There are other
intersections across the city that are of greater priority for upgrade.’ Why is she letting down our local
area? 

I am aware that former councillor Kevin Bianchi championed action for this intersection. Why has
it slipped off the radar under the Liberal controlled Brisbane City Council? This is not her only U-turn,
though. The Southern Star reported this week that she had petitioned for traffic lights at Gowan and
Palatine streets, Calamvale, but has since voted down a local petition for this intersection in the council
chamber. Local residents have told me that they are absolutely fed up with all this talk and inaction from
someone who promised so much. I urge the Brisbane City Council to fix this dangerous intersection at
Algester Road as a matter of urgency. 

Minister for Police, Corrective Services and Sport
Mr JOHNSON (Gregory—LNP) (11.38 am): I rise in this House as a frustrated Queenslander.

I am frustrated because what this government says and what this government does are two vastly
different things. Never was that more clear than the bad day the Minister for Police, Corrective Services
and Sport had yesterday. At a press conference yesterday the minister had to clarify on a number of
occasions her previous comments in relation to the Gold Coast Indy. They are helpfully encapsulated in
the Courier-Mail this morning, and I table that. 
Tabled paper: Copy of article in the Courier-Mail, dated 12 November 2008, titled ‘Many tales of how our Indy got away’.

The section is headed ‘What Judy Spence did’ and ‘What really happened’. I think all honourable
members should take some time out of their busy day to look at this document. It is an example of half-
truths, spin and misleading and deceptive press releases. It was also obvious yesterday when the
minister told parliament how safe her electorate was just hours after her own electorate office—the
electorate office of the minister for police and corrective services—was burgled. One day we may get
the real truth on accurate police numbers. Rich in irony!

Unfortunately, this is not an isolated incident. It is part of a pattern of behaviour of the Beattie-
Bligh government. Ministers of the Crown are chosen not on their ability to run their departments. They
are not chosen on their ability to contribute meaningfully in cabinet. They are not chosen for their ability
to steer Queensland in the right direction. During tough times they are chosen because they have the
ability to argue that white is black and black is white and on their ability to convincingly argue the
unarguable and skilfully hide the problems they have created. The real problem with this minister and
this government is that the comfort of ministerial leather and corporate boxes has a higher priority than
the people of Queensland and the people of Queensland’s real needs.

Shailer Park State School Early Childhood Expo
Ms STONE (Springwood—ALP) (11.40 am): Early childhood is an incredibly important time

period in the growth and development of children. Experiences in the early years of life shape a child’s
wellbeing and future life chances. Research shows that children who benefit from a quality early
childhood education program are less likely to have contact with the criminal justice system or mental
health services or require family support. The early years are when we can make the biggest difference
in the future of children, and I want to congratulate principal James Forrest and former principal Jay Mills
of Shailer Park State School and the community for holding an early childhood expo called ‘A Bright
Start’ and for drawing the community’s attention to this important period of a child’s development.

The expo included displays and information sharing from a number of government and non-
government organisations. Families had an opportunity to receive information from organisations such
as Bravehearts, Butterfly Wings, local child-care providers and Logan East Community Neighbourhood
Centre. Also through demonstrations they received valuable information on subjects like oral hygiene
and nutrition. We received tours of the classrooms and witnessed teachers and students interacting,
and the prep students took us on a wonderful walk through their very beautiful garden. This truly was a
community day, with Shailer Park State High School students who are studying child care putting what
they have learnt into action by forming playgroups and caring for young children attending the expo.
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Shailer Park State School has already created a community hub, with the introduction of life skills
and parenting programs being delivered by the Logan East Community Neighbourhood Association at
the school. Former principal Ms Jay Mills approached me as members of the school community
recognised that there was a need for more support and practical assistance for their families in the local
area, and I was able to introduce them to LECNA and its range of services. I am extremely pleased to
see this partnership between the school and LECNA develop. I congratulate them on this initiative. I
congratulate them on recognising the needs of their community and acting on the information, but most
of all I congratulate them for inviting the community into their school for their commitment to improve
early childhood education services.

Recycled Water

Mrs CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (11.42 am): People across Queensland continue to
express concern in relation to the use of recycled water for domestic consumption. A local constituent
has requested the information that he has accessed be made available, and I table a copy of that
information. 
Tabled paper: Email, dated 4 November 2008, from constituent to Gladstone electorate office relating to recycled water.

Brian wrote to Paul Johnston, who is on the State Water Resources Control Board in Sacramento,
California, and asked a series of questions. He asked if California uses recycled domestic water and
where it is used. The response was that California currently does not allow the use of recycled water for
domestic purposes. It may be used only for non-domestic purposes. The response goes on to say that
indirectly some of the highly treated, tertiary treated effluent is used for groundwater recharge and Paul
Johnston acknowledged that it may later be extracted, treated and used for domestic purposes. One
area that is doing that is Orange County.

The second question asked if California recycled water for re-use domestically—put simply, from
flushing to drinking. The response was that California does not directly recycle treated waste water from
flushing to drinking. The state department of health develops the treatment requirements for recycled
water based on its use. It does not currently allow the use of recycled water for domestic purposes. 

The next question asked if recycled water enters the food and beverage chain in the
manufacturing or restaurant business. The response was that, no, recycled water is not allowed to enter
the food and beverage chain. The final question asked if fresh water is added at any stage or if the
recycled water is added to the storage system. The response was not for domestic purposes, and there
is some additional information in relation to diluting recycled water with fresh water to reduce its nitrate
level prior to using it for agricultural purposes. This constituent has said to me that he does not want
recycled water in Queensland-made products and I ask the government to give consideration to that.

Time expired. 

Light Bulb Giveaway

Mrs MILLER (Bundamba—ALP) (11.44 am): I want to congratulate all Queenslanders for making
the Big Light Switch on Sunday and Monday this week. On Sunday through a Sunday Mail promotion
there was the giveaway of energy-efficient light bulbs and on Monday there was also the giveaway of
four of the new energy-efficient light bulbs through Australia Post outlets. The Big Light Switch is part of
our Queensland government’s campaign for a cleaner, greener Queensland and it puts our Toward Q2:
Tomorrow’s Queensland vision in motion. 

The one million light bulbs that were given away just goes to show that ordinary Queenslanders—
mums and dads, our retired people and our young people—all want to play their particular part in the
climate change movement that is currently underway. Climate change is a global concern and it is also a
local concern. It is a problem in every community, and every individual can tackle it in their own way. In
my own area, at the Redbank Plaza Post Office I simply could not believe the number of people lined up
to get their free light bulbs. I was actually there with the Redbank RSL subbranch selling poppies and
people were lined up outside the doors some 15 deep. I want to congratulate those people for their
patience in standing in the queue to get their light bulbs. It takes less than 20 seconds to change a light
bulb, unless of course you are tiny like me and you have to go and get a ladder.

Mrs Reilly interjected.

Mrs MILLER: Thank you. I take that interjection. We really need to get all of these light bulbs in
place in our houses right across Queensland, because over the long term people are going to save
money. Five households completely fitted with these new bulbs use the same amount of electricity as
one household fitted with traditional incandescent bulbs.

Time expired. 
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Eight Mile Plains, Go Card
Miss SIMPSON (Maroochydore—LNP) (11.47 am): The member for Mansfield, Phil Reeves, is

continuing the pain caused by the Bligh government’s bungled rollout of the go card to commuters in
Eight Mile Plains. Close to 1,400 commuters have petitioned transport minister John Mickel and
Mr Reeves against the decision to deny any Eight Mile Plains business the opportunity to sell or top up
go cards, and I table that petition.
Tabled paper: Non-conforming petition relating to cessation of sale of public transport tickets from the Eight Mile Plains
Newsagency.

Queensland Transport’s decision forces commuters to travel at least three kilometres to another
suburb to access the services. The go card rollout has caused enough headaches for commuters, but
Mr Reeves has sat by while essential transport services have been stripped from his constituents. There
were 300 outlets selling bus tickets—

Mr REEVES: I rise to a point of order. I find those words offensive. Anyone who knows me in this
place knows that I stand for public transport, and I want them withdrawn.

Miss SIMPSON: What words?
Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs Kiernan): The member will withdraw.
Miss SIMPSON: I withdraw. There were 300 outlets selling bus tickets prior to the go card’s

introduction, with Queensland Transport reducing the number to 165 in 2008. Minister Mickel needs to
realise that a good public transport system makes it easy for people to buy tickets and he is clearly
failing people at that level. Eight Mile Plains News sold tickets to commuters for nearly 13 years and
employed a designated staff member to sell tickets in the Eight Mile Plains area. Commuters came to
rely on this service, but it has now been slashed thanks to the Bligh government. The newsagency’s
submission to become a go card retail outlet was denied and this has left commuters fuming. 

Close to 1,400 people signed this petition asking transport minister John Mickel to reconsider his
decision, but he has clearly ignored their reasonable request. Sadly, the local member has not gone in
to bat for them, simply forwarding the petition to Mr Mickel but failing to produce a result for his
constituents or to raise the matter in parliament, other than to interrupt now.

Mr REEVES: I find those words offensive. They are untrue and I ask them to be withdrawn.
Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs Kiernan): Order! The member for Maroochydore will withdraw. 
Miss SIMPSON: I withdraw. Sadly he has not raised this issue—
Mr REEVES: I rise to a point of order. I ask for that to be withdrawn. I find it untrue and offensive

and I ask that it be withdrawn—the further comment after the member was asked to withdraw. 
Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I call the member for Maroochydore to withdraw. 
Miss SIMPSON: I withdraw. 
Time expired. 

Pacific Motorway
Mrs REILLY (Mudgeeraba—ALP) (11.49 am): Earlier this year the federal minister for

infrastructure, Anthony Albanese, announced a $20 billion fund for infrastructure projects around the
country, such as roads, rail and ports, which could be considered key economic stimulants. Having
lobbied the federal government for over four years for matching funds for the upgrade of the Pacific
Motorway south of Nerang, I was not going to let this opportunity go by. 

Today, some $900 million in joint state and federal money is being spent upgrading key
interchanges: at Nerang south, where work is near completion; at Mudgeeraba, which is due to start in
the new year; and at Reedy Creek, Robina and Tallai, all due to start works next year. But this amount is
not enough to take the upgrade of the Pacific Motorway from four lanes to eight lanes. 

Currently, the M1 takes 100,000 vehicles a day south of Nerang to Mudgeeraba and around
60,000 vehicles a day on the section south to Tugun. That is one-fifth of the population of the entire Gold
Coast stopping on the M1 each and every day twice a day in peak hours. In times of economic
downturns such as we are experiencing, that is bad for business and it can mean that jobs are lost. 

I have made a submission to Infrastructure Australia and provided a petition with over 700
signatures from local residents calling for funds to be allocated for the full upgrade to eight lanes of this
vital road. The M1 is a road of national importance and is the major artery between Sydney and
Brisbane. It is the spine of the country’s sixth largest and fastest growing city. The upgrade of the M1 is
the most frequently raised issue brought to my office. Each time a crash on the M1 causes traffic
gridlock on local streets, I field phone calls and emails for days. 
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 In my ongoing discussions with the Premier and the minister for main roads, it is almost
exclusively the topic considered. It is my No. 1 priority and I have made that very clear. What I want to
see now is a commitment of further funds for the future upgrade of this road—and I will take that money
from whichever source it can come. 

In regard to the Building Australia Fund, even if now we are seeing that it is not $20 million, I want
every cent I can get for the Gold Coast. 

Time expired. 

Serious Violent Offenders
Mr HORAN (Toowoomba South—LNP) (11.51 am): The time for blaming the courts for the

inadequate sentencing of serious violent offenders is over. It is time to start laying the blame squarely at
the Bligh Labor government, whose weak laws are the problem. 

Time and again we hear of sentences being handed down through Labor’s weak laws that fly in
the face of community standards and do nothing to deter or protect the Queensland community or
provide respect to victims of crime. This Labor government is good at raising the maximum penalties for
offences for media spin, knowing full well that they will rarely be used and that its soft-on-crime
approach can continue. 

This week we learned that the government is more than happy to increase its mandatory fines
and penalty regime, but when it comes to drug-fuelled killers who use vehicles to kill another, it is more
than happy to see them walk away with less than adequate sentences. This week in Hervey Bay, a 22-
year-old who killed an innocent couple whilst on drugs and over the alcohol limit and travelling at 150
kilometres an hour will be eligible for parole after serving only two years and four months imprisonment.
What is worse is that he was only disqualified from holding a licence for five years. 

On 30 October in Cairns, a 17-year-old youth was sentenced to probation for 14 counts of
indecent treatment of three teenage girls despite the fact that he had previously been convicted of
raping a toddler only a year prior to that. On 28 October, a serial drink driver with nine convictions for a
high blood alcohol reading—seven of them ranging from .139 to .251—will still be able to get his licence
back in three years. He was given an immediate release after being sentenced. It was his ninth drink-
driving charge in 26 years. How is the law protecting other Queensland road users? 

Also in October a drug driver who drove dangerously, mounting the kerb and crashing through a
fence and hitting a small boy, was given a 12-month suspended sentence. On 8 October in Brisbane, a
48-year-old sexual predator who twice used dangerous drugs to inject a 13-year-old girl before having
unlawful sex with her will be released from jail after serving just 16 months imprisonment. On 17 July, a
23-year-old violent drunk, who caused grievous bodily harm on another male, causing a broken nose,
bruising and a fractured skull, was sentenced to two and a half years jail to be released immediately. We
as members of parliament are the law-makers—

Time expired. 

St Johns Wood Sustainability Group
Ms JONES (Ashgrove—ALP) (11.53 am): I am pleased to inform the House that the Minister for

Sustainability, Climate Change and Innovation, the Hon. Andrew McNamara, has accepted an invitation
from me to attend a special low-carbon lifestyle information evening in my electorate, organised by the
St Johns Wood Sustainability Group, to be held on Monday, 25 November at the St Johns Wood Scout
Hall. Like in many other communities across Brisbane and across our state, local residents in this
neighbourhood started their own sustainability group because of their concerns about climate change.
The focus of the evening is to promote the use of solar panels, solar hot-water systems, locally initiated
activities and to switch to a low-carbon diet. 

This determination to reduce our carbon emissions is shared by the Bligh government through
our Q2 plan. Our target, set out clearly in Q2, is to cut by one-third Queenslanders’ carbon footprint by
2020. That means that we need to work together. I would like to have on the parliamentary record my
gratitude to the valuable community leaders in my local area who started the St Johns Wood
Sustainability Group.

As we have heard this morning from the Premier, the minister for public works and the minister for
sustainability, the Queensland government is at the forefront in reducing Australia’s carbon emissions
here in our own backyard. We are tackling the climate change challenges on all fronts—in the
Queensland government, in business and in our homes. We have a very strong record in this regard. I
ask members to look at the $430 million Climate Change Fund, or the $60 million allocated for the
ClimateSmart Home Service, which the minister talked about this morning. We have also heard
members talk about the very successful $3.5 million program to have one million extra energy-saving
light bulbs in Queensland homes. I contrast those initiatives to the LNP’s position, which says that—

Mr Moorhead interjected.
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Ms JONES: I will take that interjection. They say that climate change is just an extended drought.
Or let us have a look at the comments made by the Leader of the Liberal National Party. He said that
climate change is caused by volcanos. We know where they stand on climate change. They are
sceptics, unlike most Queenslanders who care about climate change.

Time expired. 

QCWA, Tablelands Division

Ms LEE LONG (Tablelands—ONP) (11.56 am): Since becoming the member for Tablelands in
2001, I feel privileged to have met many wonderful rural women who are members of the QCWA in the
Tablelands electorate. I have attended many of their meetings and I am always impressed by their
integrity, their mix of skills and the opportunities that are provided to them, whether they live on the land
or in a rural town. 

This was highlighted recently when a tablelands member of the CWA was named Queensland
Country Woman of the Year. Maria Parenti-Baldey is a member of the Millaa Millaa branch of the
tablelands division and entered the competition only after much encouragement and persuasion from
the divisional president, also from the Millaa Millaa branch, Mrs Penny Campbell-Wilson. Penny
recognised Maria’s potential and told the story of how reluctant Maria was at first and how she lacked
confidence in herself. But after much coaching and coaxing from Penny and other members of her local
branch and finally her husband, she agreed to give it a go. 

And bingo. After travelling to Brisbane for the final judging recently, it was announced at a
glittering ceremony that Maria had won the title of Queensland Country Woman of the Year. Maria has
not only done herself proud but also her Millaa Millaa branch, the QCWA Atherton Tableland Division
and the tablelands community at large are very proud of her efforts. I would like to pass on my special
congratulations to Maria and I am sure she will continue to do a sterling job during her year at the top. 

I would also like to mention another Millaa Millaa branch member, Roz Burkenshaw, who took out
the first prize trophy in the public speaking segment and also Susan Holmes of Yungaburra, who won
the mixed craft segment. Congratulations are in order to both of these talented ladies as well. 

As I said earlier, there is a wide breadth of talent among so many of our rural women. They are
fortunate to have the opportunity through the CWA to branch out and excel. Well done, CWA, and well
done Maria. 

Ethnic Communities Council of Queensland, Interpreter Services

Mr FINN (Yeerongpilly—ALP) (11.57 am): A key plank of the Bligh government’s Q2 plan is for a
fair Queensland. The fabric of the Queensland society of 2020 needs to be built on a diverse community
that lives together in prosperity and harmony. In 2020, the Aussie spirit of a fair go and looking out for
each other needs to have modern application. These values helped us build what we are today and Q2
is about the government and the community building on the Queensland we love today and making it
even better. 

A fair Queensland is about supporting the diverse cultures that make up our community. Recently,
I attended an annual general meeting of the Ethnic Communities Council of Queensland. The ECCQ
represents 50 different ethnic groupings. It has approximately 35,000 members across Queensland and
provides advocacy, community education and significant service delivery activities. 

One of the issues that is raised regularly with me by these cultural groups is the need to access
interpreter services to assist people from a non-English speaking background to access support and
government services. I know firsthand the support needs of the refugee and migrant people in my local
area and the frequent reliance of my office on interpreter services to enable refugees and migrants to
participate equally in the Queensland community. 

One of the actions of the former Howard government, as part of comprehensively throwing the fair
go out the back door, was to make it difficult for NGOs to access interpreter services. I was pleased to
be able to advise cultural groups in the ECCQ of this government’s commitment to providing access to
these services. Recently, the Premier wrote to ministers requesting that agencies funding NGOS to
deliver services make provision for interpreter services, advising that the Queensland Government
Language Services Policy requires this provision. This announcement was welcomed by many of the
groups represented by the ECCQ. 

The Q2 plan is about a vision for 2020 for all Queenslanders. Rather than being a plan for specific
groups or organisations, Q2 builds on the Queensland we love today to make it even better. I say to all
of the diverse groups in Queensland: we will all benefit equally from a 2020 Queensland that is strong,
green, smart, healthy and fair. 
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Southern Freight Rail Corridor
Mr RICKUSS (Lockyer—LNP) (11.59 am): Madam Deputy Speaker, I congratulate you on your

appointment to the panel of temporary speakers. The southern freight rail corridor is a disaster in the
planning undertaken by the Queensland transport minister. I cannot believe some of the utterly
ridiculous things that are happening with the southern freight rail corridor. In my hand I have a draft
assessment report, released on 26 September 2008, into noise and vibration. The provisions for noise
and vibration are totally inadequate. Most areas experience 30 decibels of noise. The freight corridor will
generate 80 or 90 decibels of noise. The maps at the back of the draft report show that only the people
who live within 20 metres of the corridor will be advised of this fact. Freight trains of the size that is
talked about in this plan will be heard for kilometres around the Peak Crossing area. People in the
village of Peak Crossing will hear the freight trains, as will those in the small villages nearby. The
corridor will destroy the peace and quiet that those people enjoy. 

I cannot believe that the minister is proceeding with this absolutely ridiculous assessment study.
The report defines the single event maximum level as the arithmetic average of the highest 15
maximum levels generated from operational rail in a per-24-hour period. This will be absolutely
ridiculous. No financial viability study has been done on this proposal. They talk about commencing
construction within 10 to 15 years. It is totally ridiculous. I cannot believe the inability of this government
to produce something that makes any sense. It is staggering. They have almost made stupidity a virtue.
Accordingly, a more detailed construction, noise and vibration study and assessment may be required. 

REVENUE AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2)

Message from Governor
Hon. AP FRASER (Mount Coot-tha—ALP) (Treasurer) (12.02 pm): I present a message from Her

Excellency the Governor. 
The Deputy Speaker (Mrs Kiernan) read the following message—

MESSAGE
REVENUE AND OTHER LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2008
Constitution of Queensland 2001, section 68
I, PENELOPE ANNE WENSLEY, Governor, recommend to the Legislative Assembly a Bill intituled—

A Bill for an Act to amend the Duties Act 2001, Electricity Act 1994, First Home Owner Grant Act 2000, Fuel Subsidy Act
1997, Government Owned Corporations Act 1993, Integrated Planning Act 1997, Land Tax Act 1915, Liquor Act 1992,
Liquor and Other Acts Amendment Act 2008, Payroll Tax Act 1971, Petroleum and Gas (Production and Safety) Act 2004,
Racing Act 2002, South Bank Corporation Act 1989, South Bank Corporation By-law 2004, South East Queensland Water
(Restructuring) Act 2007, State Development and Public Works Organisation Act 1971, Statutory Authorities
(Superannuation Arrangements) Act 1994, Superannuation (State Public Sector) Act 1990 and Taxation Administration
Act 2001 for particular purposes.

(sgd)
GOVERNOR
11 November 2008
Tabled paper: Message from the Governor recommending the necessary appropriation for the Revenue and Other Legislation
Amendment Bill (No. 2).

First Reading
Hon. AP FRASER (Mount Coot-tha—ALP) (Treasurer) (12.03 pm): I present a bill for an act to

amend the Duties Act 2001, Electricity Act 1994, First Home Owner Grant Act 2000, Fuel Subsidy Act
1997, Government Owned Corporations Act 1993, Integrated Planning Act 1997, Land Tax Act 1915,
Liquor Act 1992, Liquor and Other Acts Amendment Act 2008, Pay-roll Tax Act 1971, Petroleum and
Gas (Production and Safety) Act 2004, Racing Act 2002, South Bank Corporation Act 1989, South Bank
Corporation By-law 2004, South East Queensland Water (Restructuring) Act 2007, State Development
and Public Works Organisation Act 1971, Statutory Authorities (Superannuation Arrangements) Act
1994, Superannuation (State Public Sector) Act 1990 and Taxation Administration Act 2001 for
particular purposes. I present the explanatory notes, and I move—
That the bill be now read a first time.

Question put—That the bill be now read a first time.
Motion agreed to.
Bill read a first time. 

Tabled paper: Revenue and Other Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2008.
Tabled paper: Revenue and Other Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2008, explanatory notes.

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs Kiernan): Before calling the Treasurer, I acknowledge students
and teachers from Woodcrest College in the electorate of Bundamba.
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Second Reading
Hon. AP FRASER (Mount Coot-tha—ALP) (Treasurer) (12.03 pm): I move—

That the bill be now read a second time.

The Revenue and Other Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2008 amends the state’s revenue
legislation to implement a range of measures, including changes announced in the 2008-09 budget to
assist older persons and to prevent the first home owner grant from being payable for million-dollar
homes. It also amends the Superannuation (State Public Sector) Act, the Government Owned
Corporations Act, the SEQ Water Restructuring Act, the Liquor Act and the Racing Act and on behalf of
other agencies the Electricity Act, the Petroleum and Gas (Production and Safety) Act and the State
Development and Public Works Organisation Act. This bill affirms this government’s commitment to
assisting older persons by making amendments to the Duties Act 2001 and Land Tax Act 1915
announced in the 2008-09 budget. I seek leave to have the remainder of my second reading speech
incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.
Those amendments include: extending the home concession to residents of retirement villages who have freehold title but are
required to enter into lease and sublease arrangements by the operator of the village; providing a new land tax exemption for
aged-care facilities; allowing the principal place of residence land tax concession to be claimed during the absence of an owner
due to illness or care requirements; and limiting the existing arrangements for retrospective assessment of land tax on the
subdivision of a principal place of residence for smaller subdivisions. 
In addition to these budget initiatives, the bill makes a number of amendments to the State’s revenue legislation to ensure that the
legislation operates as intended, address technical matters, clarify the operation of certain provisions and to prevent avoidance.
A number of the amendments are beneficial to taxpayers and some of these changes will be retrospective as they have been
operating administratively pending the passage of this bill. Examples of such measures include changes to the Duties Act 2001 to:
correct the method of calculating the first home concessions to ensure the concession applies as intended in some uncommon
situations; ensure alignment of the exempt institution conditions with the previous position under the Stamp Act 1894 in two
respects; ensure that the transfer and mortgage duty home concessions are not lost if the home is disposed of due to an
intervening event such as a natural disaster, death or incapacity; extend the cases that benefit from the provision that excludes the
value of transferee’s improvements in determining the dutiable value of property calculating transfer duty; and extend the range of
investor entities that can be treated as a qualified holder in determining whether a unit trust will qualify as a pooled public
investment unit trust to include certain foreign entities where the Commissioner of State Revenue is satisfied that the entities
correspond with one of the categories of eligible Australian entities.
Mr Speaker, other beneficial amendments to the Duties Act 2001 will ensure that the transfer and mortgage duty home
concessions are not lost if the home is disposed of due to an intervening event such as a natural disaster, death or incapacity and
extend the range of circumstances to which the exemptions from vehicle registration duty relating to previously registered vehicles
and interstate registered vehicles apply. A new exemption is also being introduced, with retrospective effect, for vehicles used by
a person who has lost the use of one or both legs for attending a place of education for obtaining employment.
In addition, the bill makes changes to the Duties Act 2001 to tighten the operation of certain provisions to protect revenue,
including: amendments to the family trust provisions to ensure that the trusts are both established and maintained for the benefit of
the family; a new anti avoidance provision in relation to dealings of marketable securities that have been suspended from
quotation under a duty avoidance arrangement; removing gaps in the general anti avoidance provisions; inserting a reassessment
provision for vehicle dealers exemptions for demonstrator vehicles and trading stock where the use for the exempt purpose has
ceased; requiring an exempt institution to give notice to the Commissioner of State Revenue upon ceasing to be entitled to be
registered as exempt; ensuring that payment of tax to an agent self-assessor does not discharge the taxpayer’s liability to pay tax
until the tax is paid to the Commissioner of State Revenue; and confirming that the Commissioner of State Revenue may refer
cases of suspected offences to the Queensland Police Service or Australian Federal Police.
Mr Speaker, the bill also makes amendments to the First Home Owner Grant Act 2000 to implement the First Home Owners
Boost. This initiative will complement the Government’s recent transfer duty reductions and other measures to provide support for
the property market and assistance to home buyers. 
In addition, the bill also makes other amendments to the First Home Owner Grant Act 2000, the Fuel Subsidy Act 1997, the Land
Tax Act 1915 and the Taxation Administration Act 2001 for consistency across the acts including the appropriate protection of
confidential information.
Minor technical amendments will also be made to the Pay-roll Tax Act 1971 to remove references to repealed Commonwealth
legislation.
There are a number of amendments proposed to the Superannuation (State Public Sector) Act—the QSuper Act. In response to
the current global market situation and to ensure the state can maintain the current level of benefits for QSuper members, it is
proposed to close the defined benefit arrangements to new members from today. In addition, a number of amendments are
proposed to satisfy Commonwealth regulatory requirements in preparation for QSuper’s move into Commonwealth regulation. 
Unlike other states and the Commonwealth, Queensland has been committed to fully provisioning for its superannuation liabilities. 
At this time of crisis in world markets our focus is on ensuring the entitlements of existing defined benefit members are maintained
and Queensland’s liabilities do not grow unnecessarily. 
Up until today, Queensland was in practice the only government with an open defined benefit scheme for public sector employees.
Other states, the Commonwealth and employers in general have stopped offering defined benefit schemes over the past 15 years.
The industry standard is to provide accumulation style arrangements where employees can make their own investment choice. In
QSuper, around 98 per cent of all new members into QSuper are remaining in the default accumulation arrangements.
The amendments have been carefully considered to ensure that they do not put at risk continuing QSuper members who have
made plans around their defined benefit. We remain committed to employees and employers jointly contributing towards funding
an adequate retirement benefit. To meet this joint obligation, the default accumulation member contribution of 5 per cent of salary
will still attract a Queensland Government contribution rate of 12.75 per cent. This employer contribution rate of 12.75 per cent is
above the 9 per cent paid by all other States and in the general community. 
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The QSuper Board, with both employer and union representation, has a strong record in managing the scheme for all members.
The returns achieved by QSuper’s balanced option for the five years to 30 September 2008 placed it in the top quartile of
Australian funds returning 9.55 per cent when the median return of its competitors was 8.35 per cent.
The bill amends the QSuper Act to: close the defined benefit arrangements to new members from the day the bill is introduced into
the House; reinforce the state’s obligation to meet its defined benefit superannuation liabilities; remove provisions exempting the
QSuper Board (and the fund) from any state taxation liabilities; clarify that the procedures for removing a disqualified trustee are
consistent with those in Commonwealth legislation; and alter the role of the Parliamentary Benefits Committee from a decision-
making role to one advising the QSuper Board in regard to an MP’s cessation of parliamentary service. 
Provisions of the bill which amend the Racing Act 2002 have the purpose of enabling the racing control bodies to grant authorities
allowing wagering operators to use Queensland race information. It will be an offence for wagering operators to use Queensland
race information without an authority. New South Wales and Victoria have already enacted similar legislation and other States
have indicated that they will. 
The racing control bodies will be able to require wagering operators to pay fees to the control bodies, as a condition of their
authorities. The purpose of this is to enable the racing control bodies to require those businesses that derive their revenue from
wagering to contribute to the cost of conducting racing. The fees will be payable from 1 September 2008.
The obligation to obtain an authority will apply to wagering operators in this state, as well as to operators in the other states and
territories. It is proposed that regulations will be made under the new provisions requiring that when the control bodies exercise
their powers, they must not take into account where in Australia an applicant is licensed or conducts its business. 
Amendments also are proposed to provide that substantial compliance with the Sample Collection Procedures developed by the
Racing Animal Welfare and Integrity Board under the act is sufficient, provided any non-compliance has not adversely affected the
integrity of the analysis.
The bill also amends the Statutory Authorities Act to correct a reference to repealed Commonwealth legislation. 
The amendments to the Government Owned Corporations Act will devolve to GOC boards alone the responsibility of senior
executive appointments, with these appointments no longer requiring shareholding ministers’ approval. The amendments will also
apply to GOC subsidiaries. CEO appointments and new senior executive positions arising, for example, through a management
restructure or realignment of responsibilities, will remain subject to shareholding ministers’ approval.
This amendment makes the senior executive appointment process more commensurate with the framework that exists for
corporations under the Commonwealth’s Corporations Act and is in line with their commercial operations.
Amendments are also proposed to the South East Queensland Water (Restructuring) Act 2007 to devolve to south-east
Queensland new water entity boards alone the responsibility of senior executive but not CEO appointments, similar to the GOC
arrangements. Further changes are a minor name change and a new clause to allow responsible ministers to make a decision on
behalf of a water entity’s board if all the board members are prevented from making a decision due to a conflict of interest.
The bill also includes amendment to the Petroleum and Gas (Production and Safety) Act 2004 to include confidentiality and
disclosure provisions for royalty information provided by petroleum producers be accepted.
This initiative will provide similar security of commercially sensitive, and not publicly available, information as that afforded to
royalty information under the Mineral Resources Act 1989.
Mr Speaker, this bill also contains an amendment to the Electricity Act 1994 to provide certainty in relation to the provision of
notified retail electricity prices in Queensland. 
The amendment will ensure that, for whatever reason, if a decision on notified retail electricity prices for a particular tariff year is
ever set aside the decision will continue to apply until a new tariff schedule takes effect, thereby ensuring retail electricity prices in
Queensland remain regulated.
The bill also amends the State Development and Public Works Organisation Act 1971 (SDPWO Act) to ensure the Coordinator-
General has the necessary resources and powers to continue to facilitate the sustainable development of Queensland. 
Currently the Coordinator-General has the power to assess complex projects of environmental, economic and social significance
to the state provide a whole-of-government response. Local and state government agencies charge for the assessment
applications for development approval under relevant legislation or other approval processes. Similarly, this legislation enables the
Coordinator-General to recoup from proponents costs incurred during assessment processes conducted under the SDPWO Act. 
The amendments also enhance enforcement powers available under the act and ensure that companies or individuals who flout
the law by not complying with their conditions are dealt with effectively.
The amendments also enable the delegation of certain powers or responsibilities of the Coordinator-General to appropriate senior
officers including the CEO of the Major Hospitals Project Office given the crucial role that has been given to the CEO of that office.
Recent amendments to the Queensland Heritage Act 1992 through the Queensland Heritage and Other Legislation Amendment
Act 2007 (QHOLAA) which commenced on 31 March 2008 inadvertently impacted upon development assessment under the
Integrated Planning Act 1997. 
The proposed amendments restore the exempt status of works as it was prior to commencement of QHOLAA. These include
significant state works and development applications that involve a local heritage place that were submitted prior to amendment of
the legislation.

I commend the bill to the House. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Nicholls, adjourned. 

HEALTH AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 

First Reading
Hon. S ROBERTSON (Stretton—ALP) (Minister for Health) (12.09 pm): I present a bill for an act

to amend the Chiropractors Registration Act 2001, the Dental Practitioners Registration Act 2001, the
Dental Technicians and Dental Prosthetists Registration Act 2001, the Health Practitioners (Professional
Standards) Act 1999, the Health Quality and Complaints Commission Act 2006, the Health Services Act
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1991, the Medical Practitioners Registration Act 2001, the Medical Radiation Technologists Registration
Act 2001, the Nursing Act 1992, the Occupational Therapists Registration Act 2001, the Optometrists
Registration Act 2001, the Osteopaths Registration Act 2001, the Pharmacists Registration Act 2001,
the Physiotherapists Registration Act 2001, the Podiatrists Registration Act 2001, the Police Powers
and Responsibilities Act 2000, the Psychologists Registration Act 2001, the Public Health Act 2005, the
Speech Pathologists Registration Act 2001, the Tobacco and Other Smoking Products Act 1998 and the
Workers’ Compensation and Rehabilitation Act 2003 for particular purposes. I present the explanatory
notes, and I move—
That the bill be now read a first time.

Question put—That the bill be now read a first time.
Motion agreed to.
Bill read a first time.

Tabled paper: Health and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2008.
Tabled paper: Health and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2008, explanatory notes.

Second Reading
Hon. S ROBERTSON (Stretton—ALP) (Minister for Health) (12.09 pm): I move—

That the bill be now read a second time.
I am pleased to introduce this bill to the House. The bill amends existing health portfolio

legislation to: protect Queensland’s children further from the harmful effects of tobacco smoke by
banning smoking in cars when children are passengers; provide further safeguards for patients by
introducing mandatory reporting of professional misconduct of doctors; strengthen the accountability of
the Health Quality and Complaints Commission in relation to making or amending standards; and
provide for a number of minor and operational needs of Queensland Health and the health practitioner
registration boards. 

Firstly, I would like to address the amendments to the tobacco act. The bill enhances
Queensland’s tough stance on smoking—one of the toughest in the country. It will ban smoking in motor
vehicles carrying children under 16 and grant local councils the power to regulate smoking in outdoor
pedestrian malls and at public transport waiting points.

More than 3,400 Queenslanders die each year as a result of smoking. This is nearly 10 times the
annual road toll. Smoking related hospital admissions in Queensland cost more than $217 million per
annum. Smoking is a key contributor to chronic disease such as heart disease and is entirely
preventable.

The risks of passive smoking are well documented. In children, risks from exposure to passive
smoking include bronchitis, pneumonia, asthma, ear infections and sudden infant death syndrome.

This bill will introduce a ban on smoking in vehicles with children under the age of 16. The ban will
enable the police to issue a $150 on-the-spot fine to any adult smoking while a child under the age of 16
is present in the vehicle. Infringement notices will be used in a similar manner as they are for enforcing
bans on the use of mobile phones while driving. 

This ban is supported by the community. In October last year Queensland Health released a
discussion paper on Queensland’s smoking legislation. Of the 588 submissions received from the
general public—an extraordinary number—89 per cent called for a ban on smoking in cars carrying
children.

Queensland now enjoys a national reputation as the best smoke-free environment. However,
there are still public spaces throughout Queensland that smokers and nonsmokers alike must share;
namely, pedestrian malls and public transport waiting areas like bus stops. The public consultation on
smoking legislation, which closed in January this year, showed clear and strong support for providing
local councils with the power to ban smoking at public malls and public transport spots.

The government has a responsibility to protect those not wanting to inhale environmental tobacco
smoke in these areas. But every city and town is different and the most practical way of enforcement is
for local government to be empowered to appropriately apply further outdoor restrictions. The
amendments in this bill will empower but not compel local governments to make new local laws to ban
smoking. It is for each local government to determine whether they will introduce new local laws and in
which areas bans should apply.

In addition to these two new restrictions, the bill will also amend the tobacco act to clarify the
intention and application of the advertising, display and promotion provisions of the act. Tobacco
advertising has a significant influence on the uptake of smoking by young people. More than 80 per cent
of smokers take up the habit before the age of 18. As such, tough laws currently exist to restrict tobacco
advertising, displays, promotion and sales to minors.

The bill amends the definition of ‘smoking product’ to capture smoking related products, such as
cigarette filters and tubes, cigarette rolling machines and cigar cutters. This will ensure that those
smoking related products are included in the restrictions to advertising, display and promotion in the act.
I seek leave to have the rest of my speech incorporated in Hansard.
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Leave granted.
The bill also provides clarity around the products that are to be captured or exempted from the existing offence in section 26L of
supplying an object or entitlement that promotes: 
• a smoking product, 
• a trademark or brand of a smoking product, or 
• the name or interests of a manufacturer or distributor of a smoking product.
The bill ensures that products that share the same trademark or brand as a smoking product, but are not primarily used in the
consumption of a tobacco product, herbal cigarette or loose smoking blend, can continue to be sold without breaching section 26L
of the Act. However, the bill also maintains the existing prohibition which applies to promotional objects, such as t-shirts, hats and
advertising posters.
These amendments support our Toward Q2 vision by helping to reduce the number of people affected by smoking and
contributing toward making Queenslanders the healthiest Australians.
This bill will introduce mandatory reporting of professional misconduct by medical practitioners. The introduction of mandatory
misconduct reporting will further strengthen patient safety initiatives in Queensland.
There have been incidences in Queensland in recent years where medical practitioners have been aware of misconduct of their
colleagues but have not reported their concerns, leading to patients suffering serious injury or death.
Under the Medical Board of Queensland’s Good Medical Practice guidelines, it is a duty on medical practitioners to identify to an
appropriate authority any colleague whose health, conduct or performance is a threat to the public. The amendments in this bill
strengthen this obligation.
Under the new obligation, any medical practitioner who becomes aware or reasonably suspects that another doctor has engaged
in reportable misconduct, must as soon as practicable notify the Medical Board in writing. 
Reportable misconduct means conduct causing or that is likely to cause harm to a person receiving professional services from the
doctor, or conduct that would reasonably be considered to be sexual misconduct and relates either directly or indirectly to the
doctor’s practice.
Medical practitioners who fail to comply with the reporting obligation may be subject to disciplinary action under the Health
Practitioners (Professional Standards) Act.
These amendments, which will strengthen the community’s confidence in health services and safeguard patient safety, are
consistent with similar reporting requirements recently introduced in New South Wales. Mandatory reporting of professional
misconduct is also likely to be an element of the national registration and accreditation scheme for registered health professions
currently being developed by a national Implementation Team. Consultation is currently underway on this and other elements
being proposed for the national registration scheme. The provisions in this bill today will help to guide Queensland’s input into the
negotiations on the national scheme while supporting patient safety in the interim, prior to the commencement of national
registration.
I am aware that the Australian Medical Association is opposed to the introduction of mandatory misconduct reporting. However,
this government firmly believes that its introduction is necessary to help ensure the safety of patients in Queensland and to
encourage medical practitioners to engage in a culture that is fundamental to strengthen patient confidence in health services.
The amendments to the Health Quality and Complaints Commission Act made by the Bill require the HQCC to prepare, and
publish for comment, an impact assessment statement before the HQCC makes or amends a standard under the Act. If the costs
of complying with a proposed standard are likely to be appreciable, the impact assessment statement must include a cost-benefit
analysis. The HQCC must have regard to feedback on the impact assessment statement when deciding whether to make
or amend a standard. 
This amendment is an important accountability measure that was recommended by the HQCC Select Committee when it
reviewed the HQCC and the HQCC Act in 2007. 
Queensland Health staff are bound by a strict duty of confidentiality in the Health Services Act. This duty ensures that patient
privacy is of the utmost importance. However, there are legitimate needs in the provision of health services for patient information
to be disclosed. Accordingly, the Health Services Act also includes a range of exceptions to the duty of confidentiality to allow
appropriate and accountable disclosure.
The bill amends the duty of confidentiality to add three new exceptions to the duty to allow the appropriate and necessary
disclosure of patient information in specific circumstances.
Firstly, a new exception is to be added which will enable the disclosure of patient identifying information for the protection, safety
or wellbeing of a child.
This exception is not about providing a child’s confidential information, nor is it about providing information to the Department of
Child Safety or Queensland Police in instances when a child has been or is at risk of being harmed. These scenarios are provided
for in the extensive legislative framework already in place for the protection of children.
Rather this exception provides for the disclosure of information about a patient to people who are willing and able to provide
support to a child in circumstances where a child may be placed at some risk. 
For example, in a situation where a parent has suffered serious injuries from a car accident on the way to collect a child from
school, the exception will enable the emergency department staff to contact the school, a neighbour or a relative where the
conscious state of the patient puts consent at some doubt. In this way, the departmental staff are able to provide sufficient
information to another person to ensure the child is not left waiting indefinitely at an empty school. If a suitable person cannot be
readily identified by staff, they will be able to contact the police to arrange for the child to be cared for.
This provision will also help to clarify that clinical staff may disclose patient information to family members to help keep a child safe
where the mental health of the patient may raise some concerns about the patient’s behaviour around the child. This will not, of
course, negate the obligation medical practitioners and registered nurses have to report all reasonable suspicions of potential
harm to a child to the Department of Child Safety. Nor does it impact on the responsibility to seek an Involuntary Treatment Order
for a patient considered to be a danger to themselves or others because of a mental illness.
Guidelines will be developed to assist staff in determining when it is appropriate to disclose information under this exception.
Those guidelines will also provide for what information should be disclosed and the proper processes for documenting the
disclosure.
I am confident that this new exception will assist us to better protect Queensland’s children in a responsible and responsive
manner.
The second new exception will enable information to be disclosed by the Director-General of Health, to lawyers who are
representing the state, for a purpose related to that representation.
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It is vital to the community’s confidence in the health system, that Queensland Health be able to seek full and frank legal advice
and representation. Lawyers are bound by strict duties of professional legal privilege and face significant repercussions if they
inappropriately disclose information obtained from a client.
In order to effectively and efficiently manage a government agency as large and complex as Queensland Health, the Director-
General needs, on occasion, to have access to confidential information. 
The third new exception to the duty of confidentiality will enable staff to disclose patient identifying information to the Director-
General if the disclosure is relevant to the objects of the Health Services Act—that is, to protect and promote health, to help
prevent and control illness, and to provide for the treatment of the sick.
The bill also adds an authority for the Director-General to disclose any confidential information he receives if the disclosure is to
fulfil the Director-General’s functions under section 7 of the Health Services Act. 
The Director-General is a designated person, and is therefore subject to the same duty of confidentiality as all other employees in
Queensland Health. This existing safeguard will ensure that the chief executive officers of Health will not inappropriately disclose
patient identifying information.
These three new exceptions will help to overcome operational difficulties that have been experienced due to the strict nature of the
duty of confidentiality. 
I now turn to amendments to the Workers Compensation and Rehabilitation Act. The Bill amends this Act to give effect to a 2004
election commitment to amend relevant legislation to allow for the full implementation of the nurse practitioner role. 
Nurse practitioners will often be the first point of contact for patients with work related injuries who present at primary health care
facilities and emergency departments for initial diagnosis and treatment. However, while nurse practitioners are able to provide the
necessary health care for certain non-complex, work-related injuries, referral of these patients to a medical officer is often required
for the sole purpose of obtaining a workers’ compensation medical certificate.
These amendments will enable a nurse practitioner to issue a workers compensation medical certificate for a minor injury at a
patient’s initial attendance. 
In the instance where a nurse practitioner reviews a patient and the care the patient requires is beyond their scope of practice,
then an appropriate referral may be made to a medical practitioner.
This initiative will reduce the demands on the health workforce, by better utilising medical resources to improve health service
delivery. This is particular relevant to the provision of health services in rural and remote areas.
The remaining provisions in the bill are of an operational or minor nature. 
The amendments to the Public Health Act will address a number of operational concerns identified following implementation of the
Act in 2005.
These amendments will clarify the capacity of a contact tracing officer to disclose information so that a person who has, or may
have, contracted a notifiable condition can: 
• be provided with information to prevent or minimise transmission of the notifiable condition; and 
• as may be necessary seek medical treatment. 
This will enable, for example, the provision of information to be provided to the parents of a child or to a nominated health
practitioner involved in the treatment or care of the person.
In addition, the amendments will help to clarify the original intent of the research provisions. This will be done by, for example,
clarifying the interaction between the disclosure of health information held by the department under the research provisions and
health information being disclosed under other relevant provisions in the Public Health Act or another Act (such as under the duty
of confidentiality in the Health Services Act).
The Bill also makes miscellaneous amendments to the 13 Health Practitioner Registration Acts, the Health Practitioners
(Professional Standards) Act and the Nursing Act to help the Health Practitioner Registration Boards and the Queensland Nursing
Council to perform their functions more effectively and efficiently. The amendments primarily address operational deficiencies and
inconsistencies in the legislation identified by the Boards and the Nursing Council. 
The development of a Bill such as this involves extensive consultation with stakeholders. I would like to take this opportunity to
thank all those stakeholders who were involved with the development of this Bill. In particular I would like to thank the ongoing
cooperation and support of the Australian Medical Association, Queensland, the Royal Australasian College of Surgeons, the
Queensland Nurses Union, the Queensland Nursing Council and the Queensland health practitioner registration boards.
I believe the amendments and provisions in this bill will support the Queensland Government’s commitment to deliver quality
health and health related services to Queenslanders.
I commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate, on motion of Mr McArdle, adjourned. 

PENALTIES AND SENTENCES AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL

First Reading
Hon. KG SHINE (Toowoomba North—ALP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and

Minister Assisting the Premier in Western Queensland) (12.13 pm): I present a bill for an act to amend
the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992, the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Communities (Justice,
Land and Other Matters) Act 1984, the Food Act 2006, the Gene Technology Act 2001, the Hire-
purchase Act 1959, the Liquor Act 1992, the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994, the Transport
Operations (Passenger Transport) Act 1994, the Transport Operations (Road Use Management) Act
1995 and for particular purposes. I present the explanatory notes, and I move—
That the bill be now read a first time.

Question put—That the bill be now read a first time.
Motion agreed to.
Bill read a first time.

Tabled paper: Penalties and Sentences and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2008.
Tabled paper: Penalties and Sentences and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2008, explanatory notes.
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Second Reading
Hon. KG SHINE (Toowoomba North—ALP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and

Minister Assisting the Premier in Western Queensland) (12.13 pm): I move—
That the bill be now read a second time.

The penalty unit for infringement notice penalties has not increased since 1999—when the State
Penalties Enforcement Act 1999 was enacted—and for other offences it has not increased since 1995.
The penalty unit has not been indexed over time, effectively reducing the level of punishment and
deterrence of fines for various offences. 

Queensland currently significantly lags behind the other states in terms of its prescribed penalty
unit value. The Commonwealth, New South Wales, Victoria and Northern Territory apply a penalty unit
of $110; Tasmania applies the highest unit of $120; Western Australia ranges from $50 for road offences
to $110 for more serious offences; and the Australian Capital Territory prescribes $100. South Australia
does not have penalty units. 

The bill will amend the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992 to increase the penalty unit value from
$75 to $100 for all offences other than offences under local laws. The increase reflects movements in
the consumer price index, and also brings Queensland into line with the penalty unit amounts in other
states. I seek leave to have the balance of my speech incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.
A provision has been included in the Bill to enable the penalty unit amount for local government laws to be prescribed under the
Penalties and Sentences Regulation 2005 to a value of not more than $100. The purpose of this provision is to allow each local
government time to consider whether the value of the penalty unit should be increased for their local laws to $100, and if so,
whether there should be any consequential scale backs to penalties for certain offences. 
Upon commencement of the Bill, a regulation will be made prescribing the value of the penalty unit for local laws as $75, pending
the determination by each local government about whether to increase the value of the penalty unit to $100 for their local laws. 
The Bill also reduces the number of penalty units for certain fines to maintain the existing dollar amount. These fines relate to:
• liquor offences that apply to discrete indigenous communities so they reflect the current dollar maximum fine amount—

these penalties were recently reviewed by Government as part of the Alcohol Reform in May 2008; and
• some offences that are part of the national frameworks for gene technology, food safety and heavy vehicles and rail.
The purpose of the scale backs is to ensure that the increase does not make fines unfair or excessive, or inconsistent with
national schemes.

I commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Horan, adjourned. 

JUSTICE AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 

Second Reading
Resumed from 11 November (see p. 3428), on motion of Mr Shine—

That the bill be now read a second time.

Question put—That the bill be now read a second time.
Motion agreed to.
Bill read a second time.

Consideration in Detail
Clauses 1 to 3, as read, agreed to.
Clause 4—
Mr HORAN (12.16 pm): This clause is about the protection and immunity that is provided in

addition to the protection from civil actions in the exercise of the functions of not only the members of the
Anti-Discrimination Tribunal but also the registrar of the tribunal, parties appearing before the tribunal,
and a person appearing as a witness before the tribunal. What is the extra immunity that is provided to
each of these groups of people? The explanatory notes state that the immunity that is provided will be
equivalent to that provided to a Supreme Court judge. My question is: what immunity do they have at the
moment, if any, and with this clause being passed what will be the level of immunity that they will have
over and above the protection from civil actions? 

Mr SHINE: What we are endeavouring to do here is extend the immunity that is enjoyed by other
similar tribunals. This section is based on similar immunity provisions contained in legislation creating
other tribunals such as the GAAT, the Guardianship and Administration Tribunal; the CCT, the
Commercial and Consumer Tribunal; and indeed the Children Services Tribunal as well. 
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The amendment provides protection and immunity for members of the Anti-Discrimination
Tribunal, the registrar of the tribunal, parties that appear before the tribunal and a person appearing as a
witness before the tribunal when they are performing their functions or exercising their powers. It is
appropriate that a person acting judicially or as part of the judicial process should be free of personal
attack on the basis of purported illegal or negligent action when performing their roles or appearing as a
party or witness in a hearing. The immunity will ensure that these people can act with appropriate
confidence in carrying out their roles in the community interest. Such roles would be difficult to carry out
if the office holders or others were subject to allegations and litigation taken against them personally for
their actions in office. Given the nature of their roles, their decisions are also normally subject to the
supervision of appeal courts or administrative review—that is, there is usually an immediate mechanism
to correct their decisions at some level. 

The Scrutiny of Legislation Committee has previously regarded similar immunity provisions as
justified, such as the immunity provisions for the Children Services Tribunal, the Queensland Building
Tribunal and the Liquor Appeals Tribunal. The immunity that a Supreme Court judge has in performing
the judge’s functions or exercising the judge’s power is found in section 30 of the Criminal Code and
section 27AA of the Supreme Court of Queensland Act. Section 30 of the Criminal Code, under the
heading ‘Judicial officers’, states—
Except as expressly provided by this Code, a judicial officer is not criminally responsible for anything done or omitted to be done
by the judicial officer in the exercise of the officer’s judicial functions, although the act done is in excess of the officer’s judicial
authority, or although the officer is bound to do the act omitted to be done.

In summary, what we are doing is extending the same sort of cover that is enjoyed currently by
similar tribunals. 

Clause 4, as read, agreed to.
Clause 5, as read, agreed to.
Clause 6—
Mr HORAN: This clause sets the time for which a Childrens Court magistrate holds office, and

that time is not longer than five years and will be stated in the person’s instrument of appointment. The
notes say also that a person appointed as a Childrens Court magistrate may be appointed for one
further term and, again, not longer than five years. What is the reason for this clause? Was it the case
previously that Childrens Court appointments were open-ended? Does this bring about a restriction in
time compared to what there was previously? Also, could the minister advise whether once their
appointment as a Childrens Court magistrate concludes they continue on as a magistrate in normal
general duties?

Mr SHINE: In terms of the honourable member’s last question, his understanding is correct—
once they are a magistrate, they are a magistrate until they have to retire at the usual retiring age for
magistrates. As I understand it, the position with Childrens Court magistrates was, in a sense, open-
ended in that there was no specific restriction of time for which they could act in that capacity. That
request came from the former Chief Magistrate. It was desired that some restriction be placed on the
term of these Childrens Court magistrates in the same way that a restriction is placed on the term of
coroners. The State Coroner has a five-year period of office which can be extended by another five-year
period.

Mr Horan: What is it currently? Is it just open-ended?
Mr SHINE: As I understand it, it is open-ended. There is no time limit, other than the retirement

age of the magistrate. What we are doing now is simply making it consistent, at the request of the former
Chief Magistrate, with what applies in the Coroners Court, being another specialist court within the
Magistrates Court.

Mr HORAN: So does this mean this will apply only to those new appointments from now on? If
people have been appointed previously to the Childrens Court, will they then be subject to a new term of
engagement following the passage of this bill? Or will their engagement be, as the minister said, open-
ended because they were appointed before this bill actually passed through the parliament?

Mr SHINE: I refer the honourable member to clause 8, which is the transitional provision. Under
this provision, the term of a person already appointed as a Childrens Court magistrate is taken to end
five years after the person was first appointed.

Clause 6, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 7 to 9, as read, agreed to.
Clause 10—
Mr HORAN: This clause expands the circumstances listed to include where the Children Services

Tribunal considers that the application is frivolous or vexatious or where no reasonable basis for the
application has been disclosed. I would like the minister to provide us with some details of the types of
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instances that would be included here. The explanatory notes do say that it ‘expands the circumstances
listed’, so there is obviously a list and this clause must be providing an expanded list. Also, this may be
a bit detailed, but does the minister have any information on whether applications are regularly
considered to be vexatious or frivolous and are thrown out? How often does that happen? That would
give us an idea of whether this extension of circumstances is needed if it happens on a fairly regular
basis.

Mr SHINE: I am not aware at the moment—and I cannot be better informed from the advice I
have got right at this point—so as to accurately answer the honourable member’s question. I would
have thought, however, that the number of frivolous or vexatious applications that are brought in this
tribunal would be similar to those brought in any court in the land which have similar provisions.

What we are doing here is not dealing with frivolous or vexatious matters for the first time. That
already appears in the current section 41(1)(a), and this clause adds ‘(ii) no reasonable basis for the
application is disclosed’. That is the only change. We are adding another ground on top of ‘frivolous and
vexatious’—that is, that the tribunal considers no reasonable basis for the application is disclosed. That
is being done, as I understand it, at the request of the tribunal itself to make it clear that the tribunal does
have the power to deal with matters in that category.

I am told that an example of an application with no reasonable basis would be an application
which concerns matters that have already been determined by the tribunal as part of a separate
application; in other words, they have been dealt with before.

Clause 10, as read, agreed to.
Clause 11—
Mr HORAN: This clause prescribes the matters the tribunal must consider in determining whether

to give consent to the publication of information that has been given in evidence or otherwise before the
tribunal. There are two prescriptive items: it is in the public interest and it does not conflict with the best
interests of the child. Was there any prescription before? How was the publication of information
undertaken before? Was it just simply decided by the tribunal without having these two guidelines? Was
there any input from the tribunal in developing these two particular guidelines?

Mr SHINE: It is the case that the tribunal already has the power to consent to the publication of
information. The amendment will have the effect, however, of limiting this power by requiring the
president or the tribunal to be satisfied that the publication is in the public interest and does not conflict
with the best interests of the child. The concept of the best interests of the child is a term that is used
often in child related proceedings including child protection proceedings and review proceedings in the
Children Services Tribunal. This requirement means that, in a dispute of competing interests, often
between the rights and best interests of the child’s parent and the rights and best interests of the child,
the child’s best interests should be paramount.

Clause 11, as read, agreed to. 
Clauses 12 and 13, as read, agreed to. 
Clause 14 (Amendment of s 38 (Interpretation))—
Mr SHINE (12.30 pm): I move the following amendment—

1 Clause 14 (Amendment of s 38 (Interpretation))—

At page 14, line 9—

omit, insert—

‘food donor—

(a) means an entity that, in good faith for a charitable, benevolent, philanthropic, sporting, recreational,
political, educational or cultural purpose, donates or distributes food with the intention that the consumer
of the food will not have to pay for the food; but

(b) does not include—

(i) an entity that directly distributes the food to the consumer of the food; or

(ii) a volunteer.’.

I table the explanatory notes to my amendment.
Tabled paper: Explanatory notes to Mr Shine’s amendments to the Justice and Other Legislation Amendment Bill.

Mr HORAN: I want to talk about what this amendment does as compared to what was in the bill.
What was in the bill was fairly limited. It just inserted the words ‘food donor’. This amendment inserts
‘food donor’ and gives a quite detailed explanation of what a food donor is. In the debate I and others
spoke about this on the basis that it was about works of kindness and charity and so forth, providing
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food to those who are in need. Members on both sides spoke about that. This amendment substantially
changes that. It introduces not only charitable and benevolent purposes but also philanthropic, sporting,
recreational, political, educational and cultural purposes. It then goes on to state: ‘... donates or
distributes food with the intention that the consumer of the food will not have to pay for the food.’ I
certainly hope that this is not the result of the Cairns barbecue. I hope someone has not got food
poisoning, and as a result they slipped in the political reason, because that was free, as I remember.
Maybe I am just seeing reds under the bed, or red T-shirts under the bed. I wonder why all these
additional issues have been introduced.

I want to make the point that we all debated this clause last night on the basis of charity,
benevolency and giving goods to the poor and the needy, and this does introduce another aspect. I will
not be opposing it because I believe, for example, that if there is a sausage sizzle and a sporting club is
giving away bread, sausages and onions, that would cover sporting purposes and I suppose that would
also cover recreational, educational and cultural purposes. The word ‘political’ is included in the
amendment. So if a branch puts on a function and has a free sausage sizzle, it covers those sorts of
things. 

Following on from some of the things I said in my speech, the point I want to make is that it very
substantially expands the exemptions from liability compared to all the small businesses and people
involved in the food chain and the processing chain who are subject to massive fines and who are
subject to very heavy restrictions through a number of acts, be it Safe Food Queensland or through
various health acts as to the equipment they use, how they handle the food and all the rest of it. I am just
making that point very clearly. For example, if a local sports club has a free sausage sizzle on sign-up
day there is no liability. If it charges $1 for the sausage sizzle—as most clubs do to get some funds in for
their clubs—then the club is liable to be sued. So I want to make that point. 

I have been heavily involved with sports clubs and many other clubs, and we all see it in our
constituencies. I support what is happening here, but I do make the point that it is greatly extending the
principle that we all spoke about of doing acts of kindness for the poor and the needy to many functions
where in the past there have been lots of regulations introduced. I can remember arguing against some
of the regulations at times, or hearing arguments in this parliament about little barbecues and the
problems that people have and the fact that they could be sued if they do not do this and do not do that.
Most of that will still apply to many charities and sports clubs and so on because they charge. In this
case, it will not apply simply because they do not charge. 

Mr Reeves: But even the ones who do not charge will still have to follow the health—

Mr HORAN: Well, get up and ask that, because that is one of the things I am going to ask. If you
are now lifting any threat of legal action against almost any organisation that provides a free meal—and
this is not to feed the needy. You could be a millionaire and line up for a free sausage sizzle at your local
kids sports club. This is about providing it for reasons other than that people do not have food. It is
probably for promotional and marketing reasons or just simply to develop good club spirit. I just want to
make that point.

I ask the minister what guidelines there are to maintain the safety standards of these events,
because it is going to mean that many events now—not just those giving to the hungry and the poor—
will be included. It could be something over at the Lyric Theatre—free snacks or biscuits and cheese
given out before the event, for example. It has moved well away from the principle that we were
debating and agreeing with so strongly last night. While they are not subject to any liability, I think it is
important to know what they are subject to, to ensure that the food provided to what could be thousands
and thousands of people is safe. 

Mr Reeves interjected. 

Mr HORAN: I am just asking the question to make sure. You are removing a liability. Most of us
have been involved in committees, clubs or community organisations where we have worked on
barbecues. We do not want to see an overly heavy-handed bureaucracy and regulation, because we
want Rotary clubs, Apex and Zonta to be able to run their barbecue. Under this legislation if they sell a
hamburger, they are liable; if they do not sell a hamburger, they are not liable. 

Mr Rickuss interjected. 

Mr HORAN: What the member for Lockyer has said is probably an example of how people can
circumvent this. I have no doubt that it is well intentioned, but it is a very big expansion. I think
organisations will be happy and pleased with it, but at the same time we all have a responsibility here to
see that people—as I said, it could be thousands and thousands of people at some events—have safe
conditions. Part (b) of the amendment moved by the Attorney states—
(b) does not include—

(i) an entity that directly distributes the food to the consumer of the food ...
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What we are describing here is the food donor. The food donor is an entity that does all the things
I read out before but does not include an entity that distributes the food to the consumer of the food and
does not include a volunteer. Does this mean that when we get to other clauses the entity or the
volunteer is at risk of not being covered because they are not included in this interpretation of a food
donor? 

Mr SHINE: The protection of the volunteer is covered by section 39. This particular amendment
has the effect of removing the current requirement in proposed new section 38A of the Civil Liability Act
2003, which is inserted by clause 15, for a food donor distributor to provide donated food to a
community organisation. 

The amended provision will allow protection of the food donor and also a distributor where the
distributor provides the donated food to another entity including to an entity that does not fall within the
definition of a community organisation and provided the relevant conditions of the definition and new
section 38A are met. These conditions include, for example, that the food was distributed to the other
entity with the intention that consumers would not have to pay for it and that the food was safe to
consume at the time it left the distributor’s possession. Does that satisfy the honourable member? 

Mr HORAN: I know that we are actually discussing clause 14 at the moment. It is intrinsically
linked to clause 15, as the minister has pointed out. From my reading of the new amendment that has
been brought into the parliament we have a definition of ‘food donor’. It is an entity that for a charitable,
benevolent, philanthropic, sporting, recreational, educational or cultural purpose donates or distributes
food with the intention that the consumer of the food will not have to pay for the food. 

It goes onto say that it does not include ‘an entity that directly distributes the food to the consumer
of the food’ and ‘a volunteer’. What I am getting at here is that it defines a food donor—and that is of
importance when we get to the next clause—but it does not include the people who distribute the food.
In other words, there is freedom from liability for all those entities that donate or distribute food but there
is no freedom from liability as a food donor for an entity or volunteer because it specifically says here
that an entity that distributes or a volunteer is not a food donor. I want to get that clear. Clause 14 is
specifically saying, is it not, that an entity that directly distributes the food to the consumer—that is, the
food bank that hands it over to the consumer—or a volunteer who is working for them is not considered
a food donor? 

Mr SHINE: The food donor might be the bakery or something of that nature that has excess
bread or something and gives it to a distributor who in turn gives it to a community organisation whose
volunteers hand the food over. I think that is what we are talking about here. I am advised that the
amendments do not, however, extend the protection for food donors to the community organisation that
directly provides the donated food directly to needy and disadvantaged people. 

The volunteer provisions in the Civil Liability Act 2003 were intended to encourage the
continuation of volunteering in Queensland whilst at the same time ensuring responsible behaviour by
community organisations. On this basis, it remains open for the community organisation that provides
donated food directly to consumers to be sued as well as their employees, given they are appropriately
placed to ensure the safety of their client and/or the public and should be responsible for their actions.
Most of these organisations are also subject to food laws and regulation. Volunteers are covered
already by section 39 of the act. 

The member’s justifiable concern is that the public should be protected and have a right to
recover damages in the event of being made sick, for example, by contaminated food. Their rights are
still protected because the organisation is still liable. However, the volunteers who work for that
organisation are not liable pursuant to section 39. 

I think we are achieving what we want to achieve. That is, we are encouraging the donation and
distribution of food which otherwise would be dumped and wasted, but at the same time we are
providing protection for ultimate consumers of that food in the same way as shopkeepers and others
comply with the food laws that you referred to earlier. 

Mr HORAN: Just to clarify—we are getting there—in clause 14 we are setting it up so a food
donor does not incur any civil liability. I think the Attorney explained it well when he said a bakehouse
might have surplus bread and if they pass that over as a donor to a charitable, philanthropic, sporting or
recreational group they are not subject to civil liability provided they meet certain circumstances, and
those circumstances are listed in the amendment to clause 15. We are quite clear that a food donor
does not include the organisation that directly distributes it and does not include any volunteers working
for that organisation. But as the Attorney says, they are covered in other clauses that we will come to. 

Mr SHINE: I think we are getting close to it. What I am saying is that the food donor—provided, of
course, that the food they are giving away is not already contaminated—is protected by this section.
Volunteers are already protected by section 39. The community organisation, as I said before, can be
liable for damages in the event of some injury occurring as a result of their negligence.

Amendment agreed to.
Clause 14, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 15 (Insertion of new ch 2, pt 3, div 2, sdiv 2 and sdiv 3 hdg)—
Mr SHINE (12.48 pm): I move the following amendment—

2 Clause 15 (Insertion of new ch 2, pt 3, div 2, sdiv 2 and sdiv 3 hdg), proposed section 38A—

At page 14, lines 19 to 24 and page 15, lines 1 to 19—

omit, insert—

‘(1) A food donor does not incur any civil liability in relation to any act or omission done or made by the food donor,
when donating or distributing food in the circumstances mentioned in subsection (2), giving rise to harm resulting
from the consumption of the food.

‘(2) The circumstances are—

(a) that the food was safe to consume at the time it left the food donor’s possession; and

(b) if the food was of a nature that required it to be handled in a particular way to remain safe to consume
after it left the food donor’s possession—that the food donor informed the recipient of the food of the
handling requirements; and

(c) if the food only remained safe to consume for a particular period of time after it left the food donor’s
possession—that the food donor informed the recipient of the food of the time limit.

‘(3) In this section—

recipient, of the food, means the entity directly receiving the food from the food donor.’.

Mr HORAN: This clause follows on from clause 14 where we have clearly defined who a food
donor is. The amendment states—
(1) A food donor does not incur any civil liability in relation to any act or omission done or made by the food donor, when

donating or distributing food in the circumstances mentioned ...

(2) These circumstances are—

(a) that the food was safe to consume at the time it left the food donor’s possession ...

If we take the case of the bakery, I presume that would mean that everything has been done in
accordance with regulations for producing bread and what has not been sold or not been ordered would
be the same as that which was sold and ordered so would be safe to consume. The amendment
continues—

(b) if the food was of a nature that required it to be handled in a particular way to remain safe to consume after it left
the food donor’s possession ...

That probably means that, for example, if it is a perishable it would have been kept in the type of
storage that would normally be required for that perishable to remain safe if it was going to be sold.
Finally, subclause (c) of the amendment states—
If the food only remained safe to consume for a particular period of time after it left the food donor’s possession—that the food
donor informed the recipient of the food of the time limit.

Again, if it is bread it might only be safe for two or three days because of mould and so forth. I am
reasonably happy with that now. I also inform you, Mr Deputy Speaker Wendt, that I want to speak to
clause 16 which I had not told you before. That satisfies the concerns I had about safety and so forth
following on from clause 14.

Mr SHINE: I concur with my friend’s understanding of it.
Amendment agreed to.
Clause 15, as amended, agreed to.
Clause 16—
Mr HORAN (12.50 pm): This is the clause that the Attorney mentioned before which provides

protection for volunteers. Looking at the bill itself, it simply says—
Section 39(4)—

omit.

Attorney, what exactly is being omitted? I ask the minister to give us some detail of what
remains—that is, what does it actually say that protects volunteers? It is important that we ensure—this
is an important clause—that volunteers are protected. There is an omission, a part being taken out. We
want to be sure of how the remaining sentences in the act provide protection to volunteers, and is it all
volunteers involved in the chain of collecting, storing, distributing and so forth?

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wendt): Order! Before calling the Attorney, I welcome to the gallery
today the principal and college captains from the Earnshaw State College in the electorate of Nudgee,
which is represented in this House by the Hon. Neil Roberts. Welcome.
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Mr SHINE: It is the case that the amendment refers to the omission of subclause (4), which is a
simple definition of ‘possession’ I think. That has already been dealt with now in clause 14. Subsection
39(4) in the Civil Liability Act reads—
In this section—

possession includes control.

That is being omitted because it is now being inserted in clause 14.
Mr HORAN: As I take it, the Attorney said that it is taking out the word ‘controlled’. Does that

mean a volunteer who is in control of something is no longer liable?
Mr SHINE: What has happened here is that the same definition applies but it has just been

moved to another section of the act. That is all.
Clause 16, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 17 and 18, as read, agreed to.
Clause 19—
Mr HORAN (12.54 pm): This is one of the main clauses dealing with the amendment of the

Classification of Films Act. The explanatory notes state—
As a general rule, it is an offence under the Classification of Films Act 1991 to screen an unclassified film in Queensland. The only
exception to this occurs if the Queensland Films Classification Officer approves an organisation to be an approved organisation,
and the approved organisation is then granted an exemption to screen an unclassified film.

I have some problems with this clause and some of the others that follow, and this is very similar
to what we debated a couple of sessions back in this parliament where we relaxed the advertising rules
for computer games and films. I believe this is at a time when there is enormous concern through all
levels of our community about the violence, the drugs and the sex that young people are exposed to in
films, on TV and in computer games. Everyone says that we should be doing something about it, but all
we seem to be doing about it is relaxing the rules—albeit granted in this there is what I would describe
as careful relaxation, because there is certain advertising that can be done in relation to these films such
as stipulating age limits and so on. Basically, they are trying to put a sticker on an unclassified film, and
that is the point that I make.

If we keep saying that this will make it easier for film festivals, this will make it easier for
distributors and this will make it easier because of technology—because films are no longer put out in a
staged way; they can come out quickly all across the nation—we are just opening the door that bit more
for all of the concerns that everybody in this House and all of the communities that we represent have
about the exposure of young people to violence, drugs, sex and other matters. I think the member for
Gladstone put it nicely—that is, we want young people to have the time to be able to mature and enjoy
their childhood without being exposed to the sorts of things that they would never ordinarily ever see in
their childhood or in their community. It might be visions of mass murder, gangsters, exotic drug taking
or drug taking of any kind and all sorts of things happening in some US city in a film or a European film—
the sorts of things that they would never see in their own environment but they get access to through
films, computer games and other sorts of publications.

I am quite concerned about this. We do have an arrangement whereby classifications are
undertaken by the Commonwealth classifier and then our own classifier here in Queensland and the
other states do the enforcement. There are huge penalties—that is how seriously it is taken—for
breaking the rules of classifications, and I have some information here on how much some of these fines
are. Selling an objectionable film that has been classified X18+ attracts a maximum penalty of $4,500
and in the case of any other objectionable film there is a maximum penalty of $18,750 or two years
imprisonment. The making or producing of objectionable films attracts penalties of $18,750 and two
years imprisonment. Offences relating to child abuse films attract a penalty of $11,250 or 12 months
imprisonment.

They are just a sample of some of the penalties that are applied, but basically this is allowing
unclassified films. I know the explanatory notes say that generally or mostly it is for film festivals and so
forth, but again it is opening the door. I do not think this parliament should be doing that if we take
seriously our responsibilities towards young people and understand the massive exposure that they
have already to so much on the net, in computer games, in movies and so forth which makes it harder
and more difficult for them to grow through their childhood with enjoyment without being exposed to
these particular issues. I do not think we should be allowing this. As a parliament we have to take a
stand. It is not a matter of being prudish or making things difficult for film festivals or other occasions
when organisations may want to show unclassified films. I just think that we have a standard and we
should stick with it. We have a system of classification and then enforcement by our state, and we
should stick by that and not water it down.

Sitting suspended from 1.00 pm to 2.30 pm.
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Mr SHINE: The shadow Attorney-General made some general remarks in relation to the
amendments to the Classification of Films Act. He said that he had concerns that at the end of the day
our standards of screening unclassified films might be lowered. As I understand it, that was really the
gist of his remarks. 

Currently, in Queensland the screening of unclassified films in public places is prohibited under
the Classification of Films Act 1991 unless an exemption is obtained from the Queensland Films
Classification Officer. On some occasions a film considered by the Queensland Films Classification
Officer has already been considered by the Commonwealth Classification Board. These amendments
will now allow the director of the Commonwealth Classification Board to approve exemptions for
unclassified films to be screened in Queensland. As the Commonwealth Classification Board presently
considers applications for film festival exemptions in relation to all jurisdictions except Queensland and
South Australia, the Commonwealth has significant expertise and resources to also consider the
Queensland applications. However, these amendments also reserve the power of the Queensland Films
Classification Officer to continue to approve exemption applications for the screening of unclassified
films in Queensland. 

Firstly, these amendments will facilitate the processing of Queensland-only film festivals such as
those operated by educational or community groups. Secondly, that will ensure that where particularly
contentious films are included in a festival, Queensland may consider whether to grant an exemption
rather than leave it for the Commonwealth to decide. 

Given that Queensland has the toughest classification laws of any jurisdiction in Australia, it is
important that Queensland retains the option to make its own determination as to what unclassified
material should be screened. The director of the Commonwealth Classification Board may attach
conditions on any film festival exemption it approves. The amendments will also allow the Queensland
Films Classification Officer to attach additional conditions on approvals given by the Commonwealth
Classification Board. Such conditions may be to restrict access to films to persons aged 18 and over or
to require consumer advice, such as where the film contains violence, nudity or strong language or
themes, on any advertisement or publicity for the film. 

The criteria for publicly screening unclassified films in Queensland will not be changed. However,
these amendments will reduce the regulatory burden by making it no longer necessary for multiple
applications to be submitted for national events that wish to screen in Queensland. There is no lowering
of the film classification standards that apply and under no circumstances would permission be given to
screen a film containing material which, if classified, would be rated X18+ or refused classification. So
whilst I understand the concerns of the honourable member, what I have said, I think, should satisfy him
in relation to all of those concerns. 

Mr HORAN: The minister has summed it up by saying that there will not be any lowering of
standards, but what he is doing here is passing over the power that existed in Queensland to provide
exemption to the Commonwealth so that the Commonwealth can provide an exemption for a film to be
shown without classification. The Attorney-General is also saying that he is continuing with the reserve
power to be able to attach particular additional conditions. 

The point that concerns me is that the Attorney-General is going to have an event that is able to
show a number of unclassified films. So it gets approval from the Commonwealth. This event may be a
film festival, for example, that could show unclassified films. If the films are unclassified and the
Commonwealth gives approval, how does it come about that each film that is going to be shown is
looked at by the Queensland classifier and given a tick of approval or an additional condition or a rating?
The Attorney-General mentioned the X18+ rating and I think the words he used were that there was no
possibility that a movie with an X18+ rating could get through. If the movies are unclassified and the film
festival is able to show them, what formal system or process is there so that each and every film is
checked? 

It does not really make sense that on the one hand the Attorney-General is saying that film
festivals are going to be allowed to show unclassified films and then on the other hand he is saying that
they are going to be half classified. They are either classified or they are not. It just seems to me that this
is a weakening and a watering down of the system. The Attorney-General is going to have a film festival
showing unclassified films and somewhere along the line he says that he will be putting some
restrictions on the movies, or some ratings on them. It just does not make sense, because they are
unclassified. 

Mr SHINE: I am advised that, in the scenario given by the honourable member, the process will
be that the Commonwealth would approve or give classification. The process then is for the
Commonwealth to inform the state classification officer of that decision, giving the state classification
officer the opportunity then to impose whatever conditions he or she felt appropriate at that stage. So
that is the mechanism that will be adopted into the future. 

Mr HORAN: That does not make sense. The Attorney-General just said that the Commonwealth
would give approval and then would pass on that notice of approval to the state. The only approval the
Commonwealth is giving is an approval for the film to be unclassified. 
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I think the Attorney-General is referring to a film festival. So the Attorney-General is saying that
the Commonwealth would give the film festival approval to show unclassified films and would then notify
the Queensland classification officer that that approval has been given. 

The Attorney talks about an approval that the Commonwealth would give to a film festival, for
example, and it would then tell the Queensland classifier that that approval had been granted. 

Mr Shine: Probably the word is ‘exemption’. 
Mr HORAN: It is an exemption so they can show unclassified films. This bill extends the

exemption powers or the reserve powers that Queensland had and gives them to the Commonwealth.
We will be relying more on the Commonwealth to exercise those powers and then notify Queensland if
an exemption has been provided. Then it is more or less up to Queensland as to whether or not it places
restrictions on the film. However, it does not make sense to put restrictions on a film that is still
unclassified. Is the Attorney-General saying that, although the film is unclassified, the Commonwealth
advises Queensland of its decision and Queensland then goes through the process of classifying it?
I am trying to determine whether the film is shown unclassified or classified. 

Mr SHINE: I have been advised that the Commonwealth will be able to give exemptions from
classification. It will advise the state of that decision. The state will have the power to impose whatever
conditions the state classification office thinks fit—for example that children cannot see the film because
it is restricted to 18, or whatever it might be. That will apply into the future. I would have thought that was
relatively straightforward. 

Division: Question put—That clause 19, as read, stand part of the bill. 
AYES, 51—Attwood, Barry, Bligh, Boyle, Choi, Croft, Darling, Fenlon, Fraser, Grace, Gray, Hayward, Hinchliffe, Hoolihan, Jarratt,
Kiernan, Lavarch, Lawlor, McNamara, Mickel, Miller, Moorhead, Nelson-Carr, Nolan, O’Brien, Palaszczuk, Pearce, Pitt, Purcell,
Reeves, Reilly, Roberts, Robertson, Schwarten, Scott, Shine, Smith, Spence, Stone, Struthers, Sullivan, van Litsenburg, Wallace,
Weightman, Welford, Wells, Wendt, Wettenhall, Wilson. Tellers: Finn, Jones
NOES, 26—Copeland, Cripps, Cunningham, Dempsey, Dickson, Flegg, Gibson, Hobbs, Hopper, Horan, Johnson, Knuth,
Langbroek, Lingard, McArdle, Malone, Menkens, Messenger, Nicholls, Seeney, Simpson, Stevens, Stuckey, Wellington. Tellers:
Rickuss, Elmes

Resolved in the affirmative.
Clause 19, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 20 to 22—
Mr HORAN (2.49 pm): We debated this issue when we considered clause 19, which relates to

the approved organisations. Clause 20 allows for the approval of an organisation, clause 21 allows for
applications to be made by an approved organisation and clause 22 allows the Queensland Films
Classification Office and the director of the Commonwealth Classification Board to approve the
screening of unclassified films in Queensland. I have said what I want to say about this and I have voted
in principle against clause 19, because I believe it opens the gates to a weakening of the classification
arrangements. 

I have taken note of what the Attorney said; however, these clauses make no sense. There is an
extension of the ability to have unclassified films shown and an extension of the ability to approve
organisations to show unclassified films. Queensland still having the ability to put ratings on films and
being advised if they are unclassified et cetera does not make any sense to the average person. 

This is really about an extension of the ability to screen unclassified films. We can attach
conditions to that screening, but they are either unclassified or they are not. These films will be
unclassified. Obviously, there is a potential for more of them to get through than before, because the
power is being handed over to the Commonwealth government and the Commonwealth censor. This will
no longer be in the hands of the Queensland censor, other than indirectly by referrals et cetera. These
three clauses continue the weakening of the classification arrangements in Queensland. 

Again I say to the parliament: what is the use of us talking about the great need to protect young
people, now more than ever before? What is the point of people throwing up their arms in horror at the
bashings, the stabbings, the violence, the drug usage and all the other things that we see when we are
gradually opening the door—a little bit more and a little bit more—so that young people can access or
witness some of these things through computer games, in the movies and so forth? 

It is all very well to say that this is mainly about film festivals and so on. We need to make sure in
this House that the classification laws that we have are watertight and that they are designed to protect
young people as much as possible. Some movies show scenes and actions that these young people
would never in their normal life ever see, yet that is what they will be exposed to. 

I say again: if we are fair dinkum about wanting to have proper protection of our young people
whilst still allowing for adults to go to film festivals and view the movies they want to, let us make most
classification boards get the classification done. Let us get away from this syndrome of: ‘It is all too hard.
We’ll let it through. It is inconvenient or there is modern technology and so on.’ Classification is
classification. It should be done 100 per cent. As a result, we do not support this section of the bill. 
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Mr SHINE: I am pleased for a start that the honourable member realises that what this legislation
refers to is films. Last night a lot of the discussion in the House related to what people saw on TV. Of
course, TV is controlled by the Commonwealth solely, not by the state. 

When applying for an exemption, the applicant must submit adequate information to justify the
exemption including a synopsis of each film. In practical terms, the synopsis must be in English and
clearly indicate levels of violence, sex, nudity, coarse language and drug use. Inadequate information
will not be accepted and may result in the application being refused. The Commonwealth Classification
Board classifies material using a set of classification guidelines which are approved by all ministers
responsible for censorship throughout Australia. 

In general terms, the Commonwealth takes a risk-averse approach to film festival exemptions.
Where there is any doubt about an application it is rejected. Material is very carefully vetted and the
granting of a film festival exemption is taken very seriously. It is not a tick-and-flick process. Exemption
requests are very carefully scrutinised and refusals are common. 

Mr HORAN: Obviously the Attorney-General is a bit confused about the debate last night. It was
very clear to all of us that this legislation is about film, and I made mention of that a number of times.
People who referred to TV were referring to the spread of these things. We are all well aware that this
legislation is about films, but people have mentioned publications, computer games, TV and other
things. It was in the general context of protection of children and young people that TV and other
publications were mentioned. But certainly it is very clear in my mind and in the minds of those on this
side of the House that this legislation is about films. 

The Attorney-General’s comments about this process continue to strengthen our argument. Our
argument is that this brings about a weakening of the classifications. He said that a synopsis is to be
provided in English, with an adequate description and so on. If they are going to go to all that trouble,
why don’t they classify the film? It makes no sense whatsoever. The government is arguing that they are
going to do this, this and this, but at the end of the day they are not going to classify the film. It makes no
sense at all. 

There is no doubt in my mind that this is taking the easy way out. It does open the door for
mistakes to be made. It weakens the existing system. It is moving away from a system of classification
to a system of nonclassification based on people who are showing the films making an assessment of
them. If they are going to go to that trouble, they should classify them. 

Division: Question put—That clauses 20, 21 and 22, as read, stand part of the bill.
AYES, 53—Attwood, Barry, Bligh, Bombolas, Boyle, Choi, Croft, Darling, Fenlon, Fraser, Grace, Gray, Hayward, Hinchliffe,
Hoolihan, Jarratt, Kiernan, Lavarch, Lawlor, Lee, McNamara, Mickel, Miller, Moorhead, Nelson-Carr, Nolan, O’Brien, Palaszczuk,
Pearce, Pitt, Purcell, Reeves, Reilly, Roberts, Robertson, Schwarten, Scott, Shine, Smith, Spence, Stone, Struthers, Sullivan, van
Litsenburg, Wallace, Weightman, Welford, Wells, Wendt, Wettenhall, Wilson. Tellers: Finn, Jones
NOES, 29—Copeland, Cripps, Cunningham, Dempsey, Dickson, Flegg, Foley, Gibson, Hobbs, Hopper, Horan, Johnson, Knuth,
Langbroek, Lee Long, Lingard, McArdle, Malone, Menkens, Messenger, Nicholls, Seeney, Simpson, Springborg, Stevens,
Stuckey, Wellington. Tellers: Rickuss, Elmes

Resolved in the affirmative.
Clauses 20 to 22, as read, agreed to.
Clause 23, as read, agreed to.
Clause 24—
Mr HORAN (3.04 pm): Just briefly, I understand that this clause comes as a result of a

recommendation of the PCMC to extend the qualifications for appointment as a part-time commissioner
of the CMC. Basically, they had to be a lawyer with five years current experience; now they can be a
lawyer who had five years experience in the past. I do not see any particular problems with this, but I
thought the minister might have a couple of comments on it. Obviously, there seems to be a need to
widen the scope a bit, maybe to allow someone who might have been close to retirement or who had
just retired but still has the expertise to serve as a part-time commissioner.

Mr SHINE: It is designed to increase the pool of people who might be available. For example, a
recently retired judge may not have been in practice for many, many years but would be eminently
qualified. This will enable that type of person to be appointed, which is something that is quite on the
cards.

Clause 24, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 25 to 27, as read, agreed to.
Clause 28—
Mr HORAN (3.06 pm): This clause empowers the court to take out a warrant to arrest and bring a

witness before the court. It seems a little strange that this problem is there but it obviously can occur. I
have some concern that maybe witnesses are evading service because of the length of time that some
court processes may take and it causes some difficulty to them. We will support this but I want to know
from the minister whether this is a problem at the moment. Are there numerous cases occurring? Who
has asked that this power to be able to arrest someone who has attempted to evade service of a
subpoena be put in the Criminal Code?
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Mr SHINE: I thank the honourable member for his comments. The suggestion for change in this
regard has come, as far as I am aware, from the Magistrates Court and principally the Chief Magistrate.
In relation to this general matter, apart from notifying witnesses that they must appear in the higher
courts, although the notice cannot say when, notices to witnesses serve the important purpose of
binding witnesses over to appear in the higher courts. The binding over means the witness has been
issued with a summons from the higher court. By removing notices to witnesses, we remove this binding
over.

The Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions will continue the current practice of requesting
the QPS to notify witnesses, usually by telephone, of their need to attend a trial close to the trial date.
The vast majority of witnesses are notified in this manner. The ODPP will also continue its practice of
subpoenaing certain witnesses. These are witnesses who require a subpoena, for example, to show to
their employer as proof that they have to go to court or whom the DPP believes it needs to compel to
give evidence because they might be friends of the accused or reluctant to attend. If a witness is asked
to attend by the ODPP via the QPS and refuses or evades service of the subpoena, then without
legislative amendment a gap would exist since the section 123 summons will have been repealed and
the witness would not be bound to appear. 

It is, therefore, proposed that two additional powers be given to the Supreme Court and District
Court—firstly, a power to issue an arrest warrant where the court is satisfied that service of a subpoena
is evaded and, secondly, a power to issue an arrest warrant where the court is satisfied that it is likely
that the witness will evade service of a subpoena. The use of arrest powers to bring witnesses before
the courts will be extremely limited in practice.

As I understand it, apart from that binding over process that I referred to earlier, the actual notice
to witnesses was not terribly useful in the sense that it did not have a date on which the witness had to
attend court. The Chief Magistrate and the courts believe that what is now being proposed is a more
sensible way of regulating the attendance of people. It has not been brought about by any particular
spate of instances; it is just a reform process that happens from time to time.

Clause 28, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 29 to 37, as read, agreed to.
Clause 38 (Amendment of s 17 (Acting judge))—
Mr SHINE (3.10 pm): I move the following amendment—

3 Clause 38 (Amendment of s 17 (Acting judge))—
At page 24, line 1, after ‘a judge of a’—
insert—
‘supreme court,’.

This amends clause 38 to ensure that a person who is or has been a judge of a Supreme Court of
another state can be appointed as an acting judge of the District Court for a period of up to one year.
When the bill was printed, it overlooked that category of person—that is, a Supreme Court judge. It
included a judge of a District Court or the Federal Court.

Mr HORAN: The original clause in this bill states—
(2) The Governor in Council may, by commission, appoint any of the following persons to act as a judge for up to 1 year—

(a) a person who is, or has been, a judge of a district court or county court of another State; 
(b) a person who is, or has been, a judge of the Federal Court of Australia.
Obviously the government got it wrong in a major way in that neither of those persons can be the

person that you are seeking. You actually want another class of person altogether and that is a Supreme
Court judge. 

Mr Shine interjected. 
Mr HORAN: I apologise; you left it out. I am with you. In addition to having a judge of a District or

County court, you are adding in a judge of a Supreme Court or Federal Court. So, basically there are
four categories. That is clear. 

Why are we going interstate to get acting judges? What is wrong with Queensland acting judges?
What is wrong with selecting people from the ranks of eminent barristers or eminent lawyers or very
senior magistrates within our own state? Why do we have to go to other states to search for these
additional judges? Is it a lack of planning that has occurred over the last 10 years of the Beattie-Bligh
government? Is it a similar situation to the lack of infrastructure? Has there been a lack of planning to
have an adequate number so there is a sufficient pool of people to act for up to a year as acting judges? 

How familiar can these acting judges from interstate be with our Criminal Code and our Penalties
and Sentences Act? We have enough problems as it is now with the Penalties and Sentences Act. I
mentioned an example this morning of a drunk driver in Inala crashing through a fence and hitting a 12-
year-old kid in a yard and walking away without being jailed. That is just one example. There was a case
in Cairns of a fellow who raped a three-year-old and was facing 14 charges of molesting under-age girls.
Because he had done some time in remand, he was let out of court with no further jail time. 
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We are seeing these problems occurring all the time because of the shortcomings of the
Penalties and Sentences Act that we have, and here we are going to be importing some part-time
judges, perhaps from Tasmania, bringing them here to Queensland and circumventing the good
Queensland talent that is there. I strongly believe that we should always be using talented
Queenslanders who have studied at university here and who have worked through our system here in
Queensland. There are many people who aspire to one day serving on the bench, to providing their
talent there and moving on from private practice at the bar. I think that opportunity should be provided to
our own people. I think it shows up a shortcoming within the management of the government that it has
to look interstate for judges who can be acting judges for a period of up to 12 months. 

Mr SHINE: I can assure the honourable gentleman that I am aware there are many highly
qualified lawyers in Queensland, not only members of the bar but also members of the solicitor branch
of the profession, who are very able, competent and appropriate appointments to the District and
Supreme courts. If one looks back on the important appointments in recent years, one sees that is self-
evident. 

I can assure the honourable gentleman that this is not an attempt to overlook the pool of lawyers
that we have in Queensland or to make any reflection on them whatsoever. What this caters for is two
things, really. One is where it is appropriate to get a judge from interstate because of some conflict of
interest that a judge might have. For example, it might be a judge on a criminal charge and it might be
appropriate for his brothers and sisters on the District Court bench not to hear that particular case, and it
is better to get a judge from a different jurisdiction to hear that. In those very rare circumstances, that
would be appropriate. 

I am currently entertaining a request for that to happen with respect to a magistrate in
Queensland where there is a personal connection with a sitting magistrate. The request has been made
by the head of jurisdiction for a magistrate to come from another state so there will not be any
awkwardness in terms of that magistrate being known to a fellow magistrate of Queensland, which they
all would be. So there is no slight meant and I am sure none will be taken.

The other thing is that what has been discussed in recent years nationally, within the judiciary
particularly but also at the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General, has been the prospect of
exchanging judges to allow them to have various lengths of service in kindred jurisdictions to enlarge
their experience and to add to their talent to the Queensland jurisdiction. If we had a visiting judge who
was an expert in a particular field come up here for six to 12 months, that would be, the argument runs,
beneficial to the local jurisdiction and to the local profession. Whether that happens down the track will
remain to be seen, but I can assure you that the judiciary is very supportive in the main of exchanges of
judges. The Standing Committee of Attorneys-General does consider it. It will be a matter of policy for
the government to consider down the track if the matter is furthered.

What is proposed here is not in any way meant to be disparaging of the lawyers that we have in
Queensland. I can assure the honourable gentleman that by and large what has happened since 1859
will continue to happen into the future in the main. I am sure that the honourable member for Clayfield
would reassure the honourable member for Toowoomba South in that regard. 

Mr HORAN: The Attorney has given a couple of reasons for this. He has talked about judges
being brought from interstate where there might be a conflict of interest. He mentioned a brother or
sister judge being on trial and similarly for magistrates. I would have thought that we have confidence in
our judges. Judges have to have high principles and high standards. They have to act without bias. The
very symbol of justice being the scales indicates that they have to take a position where they look at
everything straight down the middle and play a straight bat. I presume there could be many occasions
where a judge feels sympathy for one side or the other for whatever reason but has to put all that to the
side and be able to act in a clear, accurate and logical way. 

I certainly have the confidence in the Queensland judicial system to look at major cases where
there might be a conflict of interest. I think we can take the whole conflict of interest issue too far. We are
supposed to select judges on the basis of their experience and quality and their learnedness. We have
to have confidence in them to do their job without bias and impartially. That is the principle upon which
they work. That seems to be the major reason for all of this. 

The Attorney did mention the prospect of exchanging judges and so forth. Again I make the point
that it is not like going somewhere for a bit of work experience. They are at the highest level of their field.
Years of study or years of experience are required. They have to understand the nuances of the
penalties and sentences act of the particular state they are working in and the history behind why laws
were passed. They also have to understand the Criminal Code of the state. They can be vastly different.
This hardly seems a reason for having that provision here today. Whilst I am happy to see people further
their education, these judges have reached the top of their tree. They have lots of opportunities to
further their education through study leave and other things provided within the system. 
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I am a bit suspicious about this provision. We are hearing so much of late about the Labor mates
of those opposite and favours for this and favours for that. Do they have some Labor mates over the
border that they want to bring up here to spend the winter so that they can go to the Winter Racing
Carnival and be an acting judge for six months? I do not know; that may be a bit far-fetched. When we
see what they do for their Labor mates it makes us wonder. We do not want any cast-offs from over the
border up here. We have confidence in the Queensland judges and in the Queensland barristers,
lawyers and magistrates. There are people who could step into the breach if an acting judge is required.
We have confidence in the current judges that no matter how difficult the case they will be able to
adjudicate on it dispassionately and impartially. 

Mr SHINE: Allowing the exchange of judges is to facilitate an exchange of experience and
knowledge between jurisdictions. With hesitation, but I think it is necessary, I inform the House and the
honourable gentleman that the suggestion for this came from the Chief Justice, not from Labor mates, I
can assure him. 

In terms of the conflict of interest that we spoke of before, the honourable member would be well
aware of the saying that justice not only needs to be done—which I am sure it would be—but also needs
to appear to be done. This would facilitate that happening. Could I also inform the honourable
gentleman that there are currently Queensland judges acting in New South Wales. Judge Tony
Fitzgerald has been there and Judge Bolton of the District Court is currently there. 

Division: Question put—That the Attorney-General’s amendment be agreed to. 
AYES, 55—Attwood, Barry, Bligh, Bombolas, Boyle, Choi, Croft, Cunningham, Darling, Fenlon, Foley, Fraser, Grace, Gray,
Hayward, Hinchliffe, Hoolihan, Jarratt, Kiernan, Lavarch, Lawlor, Lee, McNamara, Mickel, Miller, Moorhead, Nelson-Carr, Nolan,
O’Brien, Palaszczuk, Pearce, Pitt, Purcell, Reeves, Reilly, Roberts, Robertson, Schwarten, Scott, Shine, Smith, Spence, Stone,
Struthers, Sullivan, van Litsenburg, Wallace, Weightman, Welford, Wells, Wendt, Wettenhall, Wilson. Tellers: Finn, Jones
NOES, 26—Copeland, Cripps, Dempsey, Flegg, Gibson, Hobbs, Hopper, Horan, Johnson, Knuth, Langbroek, Lee Long, Lingard,
McArdle, Malone, Menkens, Messenger, Nicholls, Seeney, Simpson, Springborg, Stevens, Stuckey, Wellington. Tellers: Rickuss,
Elmes

Resolved in the affirmative.
Interruption.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr English): Order! I acknowledge in the public gallery the Ambassador

from Germany, Mr and Mrs Witter, and a delegation from Germany. Welcome.
Honourable members: Hear, hear!

JUSTICE AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL

Consideration in Detail
Resumed.
Resumed on clause 38, to which Mr Shine had moved an amendment.
Clause 38, as amended, agreed to.
Clauses 39 to 48, as read, agreed to.
Clause 49—
Mr HORAN (3.31 pm): We do not really have any problems with this clause, but I just want to ask

a little bit about it because this clause inserts a new definition for ‘convicted’. The explanatory notes
state that the purpose of this is to override a section of the Penalties and Sentences Act, thereby
ensuring that reference to a convicted person in section 79 of the Evidence Act means found guilty or
having a plea of guilty accepted by a court whether or not the conviction is recorded. I understand that is
necessary—the Attorney might confirm it—for civil cases so that it is clearer in a particular proceeding in
a civil court as to exactly what ‘convicted’ means. Otherwise, the clause looks okay to me.

Mr SHINE: As the honourable member indicated, the purpose of this definition is to override a
section of the Penalties and Sentences Act in order to ensure that the evidentiary presumption relating
to convictions tendered in civil trials applies regardless of whether a conviction was recorded for the
offence. This would mean, for example, that the remedial and facilitative effect of section 79 could be
used to establish the liability of a defendant convicted of an offence under the Workplace Health and
Safety Act 1995 even in cases where a conviction was not recorded for the offence. As the honourable
member would no doubt be aware, some convictions are stated not to be recorded and this overcomes
that difficulty in these situations.
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Mr HORAN: So what this actually does is where there is no conviction recorded it is still formally
recorded that a person was guilty. Is that right? I ask for clarification of the difference between that—that
is, if the judge has said that no conviction is to be recorded but this will actually mean that they are, in
technical terms, convicted. In effect, it is saying that they were guilty but no formal conviction was written
down.

Mr SHINE: It is designed to cover the situation where a person has been convicted—is guilty and
has been convicted—but no conviction was to be recorded. It gets over that situation so that it can be
referred to in that civil proceeding.

Mr HORAN: Does that go against the judge’s reasoning for saying that no conviction was to be
recorded? I would have thought that no conviction being recorded was a decision the judge would have
come to feeling that, whilst the person had done the particular offence, for reasons of good standing or
reasons of previous good behaviour or exemplary conduct, or for any other number of reasons, no
conviction would be recorded so it would not actually stand as a record against the person and would
not be a punishment against them in the future. How does this then sit with the judge’s reasoning and
the judge’s decision, because it would seem that whilst the judge did not want a conviction recorded
they could get involved in a civil matter and it would be held against them? I thought no conviction being
recorded would have brought the curtain down—end of story—for that particular event.

Mr SHINE: The honourable gentleman is right. It does mean that the judge’s decision to convict
but not to record is overridden for the purposes of this section—that is, that the conviction, though not
recorded, can be admitted in evidence as having occurred in these proceedings. Therefore, it is a quite
obvious overriding of that principle in the Penalties and Sentences Act. The member is quite right.

Clause 49, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 50 to 52, as read, agreed to.
Clause 53—
Mr HORAN (3.37 pm): This is quite a complex clause involving information about matters that are

reported by dealers under the FTR Act or by entities under the AMLCTF Act and the reporting of
suspect transactions that are not under those two acts by cash dealers and further information about
suspect transactions. There is a fair amount of additional power that is being provided here. What
safeguards are in place to ensure that the powers are not misused? As I understand it, what is
happening here is that the police and the CMC can request further information without a warrant. So that
is why I am asking what safeguards are in place to ensure these powers of requesting information
without a warrant are not misused.

Mr SHINE: I note that the amendments do not affect the existing safeguards that are contained in
the act. For example, firstly, the ability of the CMC and QPS to request further information or documents
about a transaction remains subject to the entity first being required to report the transaction to the
Australian Transaction Reports and Analysis Centre, or AUSTRAC, under Commonwealth legislation.

Secondly, depending on the nature of the transaction, the initial requirement to report may be
conditional upon the entity having reasonable grounds to suspect that the transaction may be relevant
to specified matters. Thirdly, the further information or documents requested must be information or
documents that may be relevant to the investigation or prosecution of a person for an offence against
the law of the state or may be of assistance in the enforcement of Queensland’s confiscation legislation.
This amendment mirrors the current prerequisite in section 6 of the act. 

From 12 December 2008, when the reporting provisions of the Commonwealth’s Anti-Money
Laundering and Counter-Terrorism Financing Act 2006 commence, some entities that are currently
reporting transactions to AUSTRAC under the Commonwealth’s Financial Transaction Reports Act will
instead be reporting under the Commonwealth’s Anti-Money Laundering and Counter-Terrorism
Financing Act. As a result of this change and the fact that our act is referable only to the
Commonwealth’s Financial Transaction Reports Act 1988, the CMC and the QPS may be unable to
request and obtain further information from entities which they previously would have been able to do.
Accordingly, the amendments will ensure that the CMC and the QPS can request information and also
documents about transactions that will now be reported under the Anti-Money Laundering and Counter-
Terrorism Financing Act. 

 At the end of the day, we are amending our legislation in the light of the federal legislation that
has occurred over recent times. The effect of all of this will be to maintain the status quo in the sense of
the CMC and the QPS being able to carry out their functions effectively. We are doing what we are doing
today because of the change in legislative reporting provisions that the Commonwealth has brought in
recently. 

Clause 53, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 54 to 56, as read, agreed to.
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Clause 57 (Amendment of sch 2 (Appointments))—
Mr SHINE (3.42 pm): I move the following amendments—

4 Clause 57 (Amendment of sch 2 (Appointments))—
At page 33, line 22—
omit, insert—

‘(i) the member is the president, the vice president or a commissioner holding appointment as
ombudsman;’.

5 Clause 57 (Amendment of sch 2 (Appointments))—
At page 34, line 4—
omit, insert—

‘(i) the member is the president, the vice president or a commissioner holding appointment as
ombudsman;’.

These amendments amend clause 57 to ensure that long leave by the Queensland Workplace
Rights Ombudsman is approved in the same manner as long leave is approved by the president and
vice-president of the Queensland Industrial Relations Commission.

Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 57, as amended, agreed to.
Clauses 58 to 72, as read, agreed to.
Clause 73 (Amendment of s 150 (Minute of decision to be made and advice sent by post))—
Mr SHINE (3.43 pm): I move the following amendment—

6 Clause 73 (Amendment of s 150 (Minute of decision to be made and advice sent by post))—
At page 38, lines 24 to 26 and page 39, line 1—
omit, insert—
‘Section 150(5), ‘28 days’—’.

This amendment omits clause 73(1). Although the amendment made by this clause was
suggested by the former Chief Magistrate, the Magistrates Court Branch and the magistracy have
recently raised concerns in relation to the financial and workload implications of the amendment.
Additional amendments concerning formal orders have been proposed in lieu thereof and these will be
considered by the government in future. Basically, there has been a change of mind by the magistrates
themselves. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 73, as amended, agreed to.
Clauses 74 and 75, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 76 to 79—
Mrs MILLER (3.44 pm): I would like to talk about the qualifications and disqualifications of office

in relation to justices of the peace in our community, which relates to these clauses of the bill. I would
like the Attorney-General to comment on this issue, because I think it is becoming more prevalent in our
community. 

I believe we have a shortage of JP qualifieds who are willing to serve our community. That
shortage can be due to full employment or a variety of other reasons. However, Justices of the Peace
(Qualified) are not signing machines. They have to make up their own minds about warrants and also
about other documents. Increasingly in my electorate justices of the peace, particularly those who are
qualified, are complaining that if they ask questions of people who come seeking their assistance, if they
do not sign the documents or if they request further documentation because all of the documentation
has not been provided to them, in some cases they are being abused and shouted at. That is causing a
reluctance on their part to serve the community. 

I would get up to a dozen inquiries a day about JP qualifieds who are available to serve the
community in my electorate. We have some of these signing centres. We have one at Redbank Plaza
and another at the Orion Shopping Centre. I am pleased to say that JPs also operate out of the Shiloh
Church. 

I am concerned that some of our JP qualifieds are getting more reluctant to serve our community.
I wonder whether the Attorney-General would be able to comment on this matter, because those people
offer this service in a voluntary capacity. I think this situation is becoming more prevalent in Queensland.

Mr SHINE: I am very happy to be able to comment and to put on the record my and the
government’s appreciation for the great work that is done by JPs and commissioners throughout
Queensland. It is my pleasure in this job to visit many JPs in Queensland, particularly those who are
associated with the signing centres to which the honourable member referred. The number of signing
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centres is growing now. There are about 118 from Cairns to Coolangatta and they are staffed by about
1,800 volunteers who turn up, often every day. These signing centres are operating in shopping centres,
libraries, courthouses, universities or wherever. It is a huge impost on people’s time and they give this
time voluntarily. If the taxpayer were to have to fund that type of operation it would be very difficult
indeed. So I am always happy to visit any JP centre anywhere in Queensland to pass on the thanks of
the government and the people of Queensland for the work that these people do.

I have on occasions been advised by JPs that unfortunately some people do not realise that this
is a voluntary service that JPs perform. When it is pointed out to people that certain papers have to
accompany the form that is being witnessed, particularly so that identity may be proven, sometimes
those people are ungrateful. These days, when identity theft is a major problem, it is if not a requirement
then particularly prudent for JPs to be given evidence of a person’s identity if they are to sign various
documents. 

Some forms require certain documentation to be submitted at the same time by way of proof of
identity, particularly those forms, for example, relating to land transfers. I am taking up this matter with
the minister for natural resources to see if some sort of warning or advance notice can be given on those
land transfer forms to vendors, for example, wanting signatures witnessed that when they go to a JP
they have to bring with them certain other documents as proof of identity which may well get over that
problem. 

So in answer to the honourable member’s question, I appreciate her genuine interest not only as
a member of parliament but also as in an earlier stage of her life she was very involved in the JP branch
and the organisation of JPs of Queensland, and she retains that interest. I am aware of the issues that
she raised. I certainly want to assure her that I am tempted to do something about it and that I
appreciate, as does the government, the work of JPs of Queensland. 

Mr HORAN: This clause refers to disqualification from office and relates to those who are
applying to be a JP or commissioner of declarations, or have been appointed and are continuing in one
of those roles. A number of reasons are given as to why they can be disqualified from office. I ask the
Attorney-General whether there are any changes, particularly regarding speeding offences. Over the
years we would all have had hundreds of JPs through our offices. I have rarely met one who has never
received a speeding offence or a couple of speeding offences. It makes you realise if you go back 10
years or so how many people have speeding offences. Like other members here, on a number of
occasions I have met people who received two offences within a particular period which disqualified
them from applying any further and they had to wait until they had a clean sheet before they could
reapply. Going by memory, my understanding was that it was two offences in five years, although I might
be wrong about that. I ask whether subsections (e)(ii) and (f) differ from the current rules for
disqualification or appointment to the role of JP and commissioner for declarations? 

Mr SHINE: I can answer the question this way: we are not changing the disqualifications in any
way, shape or form. We are bringing into the act all the relevant provisions. Up until now some
provisions were in the act and some were in the regulations. To make it very clear, we are putting it all
into the act, but we are not at all altering the qualifications in terms of speeding offences or whatever. 

Clauses 76 to 79, as read, agreed to. 
Clauses 80 to 83, as read, agreed to. 
Clause 84—
Mr HORAN (3.53 pm): This clause relates to the appointment of acting magistrates. I am pleased

to see that they are only being drawn from our own Queensland ranks. I ask the minister: what is the
change? What were the previous arrangements, for clerks of the court in particular? It was quite
traditional that clerks of the court would be appointed to be magistrates. Today I understand that it is
more likely that lawyers will be appointed to the position of magistrates, but clerks of the court can still
be appointed. The clause refers to the person being qualified. Could the minister explain the
qualification that is required? 

Mr SHINE: The qualification for magistrate is that the person must be a qualified lawyer and have
been qualified for five years. We are making it a requirement that the qualification for an acting
magistrate be the same. That is, a clerk of the court has to have been a lawyer for five years, except in
exceptional circumstances. Exceptional circumstances might relate to remote areas where the clerk of
the court may not have been a lawyer for that period. For example, at Longreach or a similarly remote
area it can be difficult to get somebody at short notice, so it would be appropriate to appoint that person
to be an acting magistrate. Up until now, acting magistrates have not had to have the same qualification
as magistrates, that is, being people of legal standing for that period. In other words, to raise the bar we
are requiring that standard apply to acting magistrates, but we are also catering for remote and country
areas where it might be difficult to achieve that in certain circumstances. It is raising the standard rather
than lowering it. 

Clause 84, as read, agreed to. 
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Clauses 85 to 92, as read, agreed to. 
Clause 93—
Mr HORAN (3.54 pm): This clause amends a previous clause that restricted the disclosure of

information that was obtained in the preliminary investigation of another entity by the Ombudsman. This
amendment will now allow the Ombudsman to disclose information of this kind, which has been de-
identified, to provide assistance to other agencies for the improvement of administrative procedures in
undertaking research relevant to the Ombudsman’s function. For example, during an Ombudsman’s
investigation into a particular matter he may find that systems are not working well in a department. He
may recommend that they be fixed up immediately, rather than waiting until that investigation is
concluded. This clause allows the Ombudsman to disclose the information to a department or an entity,
providing that that information is de-identified. 

I ask the Attorney-General for an assurance that systems and protocols will be in place to ensure
that there is no risk to any whistleblower who has brought forward information or an application that has
meant that the Ombudsman has had to investigate the particular matter. We have to make sure that
whistleblowers can come forward feeling very secure and confident. They have to feel safe. One of the
principles of the whistleblower legislation is to allow people to come forward for the good of a
department or a governance system and to ensure that they are protected. We ask for an assurance
that a whistleblower can be confident that their identification would not, by virtue of this clause, be in any
way impaired. 

Mr SHINE: There are two limbs to the proposed amendments. Firstly, it permits the disclosure of
de-identified information for the purposes of providing information or help to an agency for the
improvement of administrative practices and procedures, for the purposes of undertaking research
relevant to the Ombudsman’s function. I am sure the honourable member has no problem with that. 

The second limb is modelled on section 60 of the Crime and Misconduct Act 2001. It will allow the
Ombudsman, like the CMC, to give information that has come to the Ombudsman’s knowledge through
the performance of its function to another agency if the other agency has a proper interest in the
information. The section 92 amendment is more restrictive than section 60 in that it also requires the
disclosures to protect the health, safety or security of a person or property. I am advised that there is
nothing in this that impacts on the protection given to whistleblowers who make public interest
disclosures under the whistleblowers act. An example of information that could be disclosed under new
section 92(2) is a threat by a complainant to shoot at a police station. 

Clause 93, as read, agreed to. 
Clauses 94 to 122, as read, agreed to.
Clause 123—
Mr HORAN (3.59 pm): As this is the last clause I will examine, I take this opportunity to thank the

Attorney-General’s staff for their courtesy and helpfulness in the briefings we have had on this bill. It is
much appreciated. This particular clause is about the retention and destruction of records. It comes
about because the opposition brought to the notice of the parliament the fact that out-of-session
recording was taking place. It is good to see that the government has taken notice of all that hard work
by the opposition. 

Mr Lawlor: I don’t know where we’d be without you, mate! 
Mr HORAN: I know. Thanks for saying it. Has there been any out-of-court recording provided to

police? In your examination of it, have you found that some untoward or incorrect things have happened
or is it just that there was potential and therefore you have cleared up this matter? Naturally we will be
supporting this clause. 

Mr SHINE: Yes, applications have been made for access to out-of-session recordings. They have
been made by the Queensland Police Service. I am not sure whether the CMC has made an application
but certainly the Queensland Police Service has, and access has been granted to the recording in only
a few of these cases given those particular circumstances. 

The government felt that the giving of that type of access was contrary to the intent of the
Recording of Evidence Act because, by its name, it is recording of evidence and that means sworn
evidence given during the formal part of a court hearing. What might be said before court, during the
luncheon adjournment or after the court adjourns at 4.30 in the afternoon is not sworn evidence and
should not be part of the recording that is admissible or could be accessed. As a matter of policy, the
government has taken this particular course. I am grateful that the opposition has taken the same
course. 

I also take the opportunity to thank the departmental advisers for the work that they have done
over a long period of time to get us this far and also my own ministerial office advisers for their help and
the work that they have done. I am grateful that all of them were of assistance to the opposition as well. 
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Mr HORAN: I have one question emanating from what the Attorney-General has said, and I thank
him for those comments. He did say that the police have been granted access to some of these out-of-
court recordings. What this clause will mean is that that will no longer be available in the future. Does
the Attorney have concerns or is there any risk that those out-of-court recordings being provided to
police would provide any, if you like, grounds for mistrials or any similar problems? As the Attorney said,
it was probably contrary to the Recording of Evidence Act. Are those decisions that were made in the
past going to provide any problems in the future? 

Mr SHINE: I stated that I think it was contrary to the intention of the Recording of Evidence Act,
as opposed to any provision of the act. What we are doing today is making those recordings
inaccessible to people like the QPS, the CMC or anybody else. In answering the honourable member’s
question, I am not concerned that any injustice has occurred. We would be particularly concerned if any
solicitor-client or lawyer-client confidentiality had been breached here. I am not aware of any instances,
on the facts or the circumstances given to me, which would suggest that that has happened. We have
moved quickly to plug the gap here in the interests, I believe, of justice. 

Mr McARDLE: I recall this issue arising in the newspaper. I understand that a procedure was put
in place within the court structure itself to filter out—if I can use that term—those matters that should not
be referred to the police or other authorities. Can the Attorney elaborate on what the procedure was?
Did that procedure exclude automatically privileged conversations that occurred between a client and
counsel? 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr English): Order! I call the Attorney but I flag that we are discussing
the clause. I will allow the question. 

Mr SHINE: I am not aware of any mechanical procedure which can distinguish between what is
admissible evidence and what is solicitor-client conversation. What we can do is ensure that anything
that is picked up by this continuous recording—it goes for 24 hours, seven days a week—outside the
court case scenario cannot be legally accessed by anyone else. That is how we are tackling the
problem. I can assure the House that when this problem came to light I was very concerned about it. I
called a meeting of stakeholders, including the bar, the Law Society and a representative of the courts,
to see if we could come up with a solution that was acceptable to all. What we have before us today is
the perfection of that solution. 

Clause 123, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 124 to 139, as read, agreed to.
Schedule, as read, agreed to.

Third Reading
Hon. KG SHINE (Toowoomba North—ALP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and

Minister Assisting the Premier in Western Queensland) (4.07 pm): I move—
That the bill, as amended, be now read a third time.

Question put—That the bill, as amended, be now read a third time.
Motion agreed to.
Bill read a third time. 

Long Title
Hon. KG SHINE (Toowoomba North—ALP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and

Minister Assisting the Premier in Western Queensland) (4.07 pm): I move—
That the long title of the bill be agreed to.

Question put—That the long title of the bill be agreed to.
Motion agreed to.

TRANSPORT (NEW QUEENSLAND DRIVER LICENSING) AMENDMENT BILL

First Reading
Hon. RJ MICKEL (Logan—ALP) (Minister for Transport, Trade, Employment and Industrial

Relations) (4.07 pm): I present a bill for an act to amend the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act
2000, the Tow Truck Act 1973, the Transport Operations (Marine Safety) Act 1994, the Transport
Operations (Passenger Transport) Act 1994 and the Transport Operations (Road Use Management) Act
1995 for particular purposes. I present the explanatory notes, and I move—
That the bill be now read a first time.

Question put—That the bill be now read a first time.
Motion agreed to.
Bill read a first time.

Tabled paper: Transport (New Queensland Driver Licensing) Amendment Bill.
Tabled paper: Transport (New Queensland Driver Licensing) Amendment Bill, explanatory notes.
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Second Reading
Hon. RJ MICKEL (Logan—ALP) (Minister for Transport, Trade, Employment and Industrial

Relations) (4.07 pm): I move—
That the bill be now read a second time.

The bill I present to the House today amends four transport acts—namely, the Tow Truck Act
1973, the Transport Operations (Marine Safety) Act 1994, the Transport Operations (Passenger
Transport) Act 1994 and the Transport Operations (Road Use Management) Act 1995—and the Police
Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000, which is administered by my colleague the Hon. Judy Spence,
Minister for Police, Corrective Services and Sport. 

The main objective of the bill is to replace the laminated documents currently used for a variety of
licences and authorities with smart cards. Also, the bill will authorise the taking, keeping and use of
digital photos and digitised signatures to reduce the level of identity fraud associated with current
licensing products.

Facial recognition technology will allow a customer’s facial image to be compared against other
images to help ensure that the products issued by Queensland Transport are not being obtained under
false names. The amendments also allow a police officer to access a digital photo and emergency
contact information.

The new Queensland drivers licence represents a unique opportunity to introduce a licensing
system and products that are responsive to global technology needs and address the increasing
problem of identity fraud. Equipment used for the production of the current photographic drivers licence
has been in use since the mid-1980s and is only sustainable in the short term. This equipment is rapidly
becoming obsolete, leading to the risk of system failure due to ageing technology, with camera
equipment often 20 years old and sustained by importing second-hand parts. Queensland is the only
Australian jurisdiction still using this outdated technology. The equipment is in urgent need of
replacement and investment in a new system is unavoidable.

The current system is also increasingly vulnerable to tampering and fraud as it becomes further
out of date due to advances in technology and security measures. For example, fake drivers licences
can be used to commit a wide range of crimes, such as money laundering, creating false identities,
identity theft, purchasing age-restricted products, as well as unlicensed driving. The features of the
smart card will provide increased protection against these vulnerabilites.

Using smart card technology will not only lead to a more secure product but also maximise its
value by increasing convenience for Queenslanders. This will present the Smart State with an
opportunity to be the driving force in embracing and incorporating cutting-edge technology and lead
Australia into joining an international surge in consumer protection. It will place Queensland at the
forefront of delivering a sophisticated, secure technology system, bringing together a range of
applications that will ensure a state-of-the-art product is delivered. 

Between July and December 2007, the Queensland Police Service recorded 1,193 offences of
identity theft. In addition, the Australian Bureau of Statistics national Personal Fraud Survey, released in
June 2008, showed there were 806,000 victims of personal fraud in Australia over 12 months, costing
individuals a combined $977 million.

Implementing the new Queensland drivers licence represents a paradigm shift in terms of
priorities in the delivery of licensing products and services. It is acknowledged that the drivers licence is
considered by government, banking and commercial agencies to be a valid means of photographic
identification. The smart card, in combination with enhanced evidence of identity collection procedures,
will greatly reduce the opportunities for identity and financial fraud. I seek leave to have the remainder of
my speech incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.
The new Queensland driver licence will also provide opportunities for enhanced service delivery and to optimise the benefits of
secure electronic service delivery. Customers will benefit from increased convenience and improved service levels, whilst
government will benefit through an improved return on investment.
Smart card products represent a willingness to embrace technology and take tangible steps towards significantly enhancing
quality of life for the Queensland community through minimising the opportunity for identity fraud and associated crimes.
The inclusion of a smart chip is vital for ensuring the potential benefits of the new system and product. Smart cards are becoming
a mainstream tool for service delivery, both nationally and internationally, as they provide greater security than traditional magnetic
stripe cards.
A plastic licence product without a smart chip represents lost opportunities and a failure to consider global technological evolution
and pressures. As a result, all photographic products issued by Queensland Transport will be progressively upgraded to smart
cards. This includes a driver licence, driver authorisations for passenger transport and a variety of licensing industry
authorisations.
During 2007, approximately 2.8 million Queenslanders, or 88 per cent of the State’s adult population held a current driver licence.
In the financial years of 2007-2008 Queensland Transport issued 1,076,754 driver licences. This included new licences and
licences renewed, replaced or upgraded.
The primary aim of this bill is to provide a smart, secure licence that will provide new levels of convenience for almost three million
Queenslanders. A licence using smart chip technology offers the best protection available against licence tampering and fraud.
Maintaining a highly secure licensing system will help ensure only legally licensed drivers are on Queensland roads.
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The bill includes a range of amendments to provide for licences and authorities such as driver licences, dangerous goods bulk
driver licences and accreditations, driver and rider trainers, tow-truck operator licences, recreational marine licences, taxi, bus,
and limousine licences to transition to the new platform.
The bill will include new provisions to securely manage biometric data and other information about licence holders stored
electronically on the card and will allow for the collection and storage of digital photos and digitised signatures. The digital photos
will be subject to facial recognition technology, where the biometric system will cross-reference and ensure individuals are only
registered once.
Biometrics refers to the process of identifying an individual by using unique physiological characteristics, such as facial images.
When a cardholder applies for a smart card, a digital photo of their face will be taken and special software will be used to map the
person’s face, like a ‘facial fingerprint’. It is virtually impossible for two people to share the same biometric facial characteristics,
including identical twins.
The use of this technology is an important advancement in terms of protecting Queenslanders against identity fraud. It will create
a significant deterrent to fraud by assisting with the identification of fraudulent duplicates on the transport register which can be
used for many other illegal activities.
Fraudulent identities are used for money laundering and tax evasion, to obtain personal loans from banks, enter into hire purchase
agreements, and deal in stolen motor vehicles.
KPMG’s business victimisation survey has indicated that fictitious identities are being used to perpetrate a variety of offences.
Identifying fraud is perceived as being an important security risk within organisations. There is no magic cure for fraud; however,
the secret appears to be to keep one step ahead of criminals and with the new smart chip we are taking a step in the right
direction.
In order to maintain the digital photo and digitised signature of a customer, the cardholder will need to allow Queensland Transport
to take and keep a new digital photo and digitised signature. This is critical in reducing fraud and therefore associated offences,
penalties and sanctions will be introduced.
The bill also establishes legislative mechanisms to manage access to digital photos. Privacy and security of licensing information
is of a high priority to the government and Queenslanders can be confident that their privacy will not be compromised by
unauthorised access or misuse of their personal information stored by Queensland Transport.
Digital photos will only be accessible under set circumstances such as operational access for licensing transactions and transport
related enforcement. Police access to digital photos has been carefully considered and access to digital photos for non-transport
related offences will require a judicial order. Law enforcement authorities will only be granted access for assistance in investigating
illegal activities or in a defined emergency situation where access will help the police where there is an imminent serious risk to
safety or health. The Bligh Government is committed to protecting cardholders’ privacy while also supporting police in their day-to-
day operations.
To further protect and ensure cardholders’ privacy is maintained, all police access to digital photos will have to be reported. An
annual report is to be laid before the Legislative Assembly and will also appear in the Queensland Police Service annual report.
Amendments have also been made to enable the cardholder to place non-licensing information on the smart chip, for example the
option to store emergency contact information. This information can only be accessed by the cardholder or by a police officer in a
defined emergency situation. The recording of emergency contact information on the smart chip will enable police to easily access
details of a relative or friend and contact them in an emergency situation. This feature will give licence holders peace of mind
knowing that family members can be quickly contacted in an emergency.
A key security feature of the smart chip is that it is protected by advanced cryptography, making it extremely difficult and
prohibitively expensive for an unauthorised person to access or alter. Licensing information including the cardholder’s address will
also be contained on the chip. The address will no longer be displayed on the face of driver licences, as customer research has
shown a positive response to removing the address from the face of the card. Women especially recognised the benefit of having
the ability to control when, and to whom, they release their address details. Additionally, removing the address from the face of the
driver licence will also enable licence holders to update their address online without the need for a replacement card or update
sticker.
The bill introduces new offences, penalties and sanctions, which is specific to the new smart card, in order to protect a
cardholder’s secure information. A fine of up to $1,500 will apply where information that is electronically stored on the smart card
has been unlawfully accessed—noting, however, that this penalty unit will increase effective January 2009.
This bill will introduce a new marine licence indicator card for individuals who currently hold a marine licence, providing they do not
hold a current Queensland driver licence. Non-Queensland driver licence holders will be issued a new smart card marine licence
indicator card as evidence of their recreational marine licence or personal watercraft licence, and will no longer be issued a paper
confirmation slip.
This bill will introduce amendments to police powers to provide for a three-tiered system of access by police to stored digital
photos. The government is committed to balancing the needs of operational policing whilst maintaining the privacy rights of
Queenslanders. The previous Minister for Transport and Main Roads, the Hon. Paul Lucas, requested the Crime and Misconduct
Commission to consider appropriate access protocols to Queensland Transport’s database for police. Based on a number of
submissions from both government and non-government sources and an evaluation of interstate best practice, the commission
recommended an access regime that engendered public confidence in the process. In response to this a three-tiered system of
access has been developed.
The first tier of access will allow police access to a digital image stored on Queensland Transport’s database for the investigation,
prosecution and enforcement of all driver related offences as well as those involving the production or use of fraudulent driver
licences.
Second tier access is available where a situation exists and police have reasonable grounds to suspect the access to the digital
photograph is likely to assist in investigating a criminal matter that is not within the prescribed transport related activities—tier one.
Judicial approval must be obtained prior to accessing any digital photo.
Third tier access is available where an emergent situation exists and police have reasonable grounds to suspect that access to the
digital photograph is likely to reduce the risk or serious threat to life or health and that time is of a critical factor. They are given
immediate access to the digital photograph stored on Queensland Transport’s database without judicial approval in the first
instance. However, judicial approval must be sought as soon as feasibly possible.
The three-tiered system does not apply to emergency contact information on a smart card that is immediately accessible to police
in an emergency, but only where the holder of the card is rendered unable to provide the information themselves, for example if
they are incapacitated or unconscious.
Mr Speaker, this bill brings together a number of reforms to improve the transport sector.
I commend this bill to the House. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Langbroek, adjourned.
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ADULT PROOF OF AGE CARD BILL

First Reading
Hon. RJ MICKEL (Logan—ALP) (Minister for Transport, Trade, Employment and Industrial

Relations) (4.13 pm): I present a bill for an act to provide for the issue to an adult of a card that may be
used as proof of the age of its holder, and matters relating to the card, and to amend the Liquor Act 1992
and the Tobacco and Other Smoking Products Act 1998 for related purposes. I present the explanatory
notes, and I move—
That the bill be now read a first time.

Question put—That the bill be now read a first time.
Motion agreed to.
Bill read a first time.

Tabled paper: Adult Proof of Age Card Bill.
Tabled paper: Adult Proof of Age Card Bill, explanatory notes.

Second Reading
Hon. RJ MICKEL (Logan—ALP) (Minister for Transport, Trade, Employment and Industrial

Relations) (4.13 pm): I move—
That the bill be now read a second time.

This bill introduces the new adult proof of age card that will enable a reliable form of photographic
identification to be issued and regulated under its own act of parliament. Queenslanders will benefit from
an adult proof of age card using smart card technology as it offers the best protection available against
tampering and fraud.

The bill provides for the issue of the Queensland adult proof of age card and includes minor
consequential amendments to the Liquor Act 1992 and the Tobacco and Other Smoking Products Act
1998.

This Adult Proof of Age Card Bill provides for a lawfully regulated card that proves a person’s age
with innovative technology and uses a smart chip to provide an even stronger, secure form of
identification.

This bill makes it possible for Queensland Transport to issue an adult proof of age card to people
who principally reside in Queensland who are 18 years or older and may or may not hold a driver
licence. The card can be used as evidence of the age of a person and is a valid category A identity
document. 

The existing equipment used for the production of the current 18+ card is rapidly becoming
obsolete and is in urgent need of replacement. The investment in a new production system is therefore
unavoidable. The technology used for the production of the new adult proof of age card will be the same
as that used for the new Queensland smart card drivers licence.

As is the case for drivers licences, the 18+ card has also become increasingly vulnerable to
tampering and misrepresenting one’s identity with false documents, one of the most frequently used
strategies to perpetrate fraud. The new card will have a number of visual and technological features that
will make it difficult to tamper with or duplicate. 

The new adult proof of age card initiative represents the Queensland government’s
responsiveness to global technology needs and commitment to protecting Queenslanders’ identities. I
seek leave to have the remainder of my speech incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.
Between July and December 2007, the Queensland Police Service recorded 1193 offences of identity theft. In addition, the
Australian Bureau of Statistics national Personal Fraud Survey, released in June 2008, showed there were 806,000 victims of
personal fraud in Australia over 12 months, costing individuals a combined $977 million. This included 124,000 victims of identity
fraud, with those who lost money on an average loss of $2,156 per victim.
The 18+ card is widely accepted by young adults who do not have other valid forms of identification in order to access licensed
premises. However, statistics show an increase in mature-age users. This includes people with medical conditions that prevent
them from driving, as well as people who have been disqualified from driving.
As at 30 September 2008, there are 388,849 people who hold an 18+ card. These people and others utilise the 18+ card as a
primary form of identification and rely on it for photographic verification.
The new adult proof of age card will include new provisions to manage biometric data and other electronically stored information
about cardholders. It will allow for the collection and storage of digital photos and digitised signatures. The digital photos will be
subject to facial recognition technology, where the biometric system will cross-reference and ensure individuals are only registered
once. The smart card, in combination with enhanced evidence of identity collection procedures, will greatly reduce the
opportunities for identity and financial fraud.
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Biometrics refers to the process of identifying an individual by using unique physiological characteristics, such as facial images.
When a cardholder applies for a smart card, a digital photo of their face will be taken and special software will be used to map the
person’s face, like a ‘facial fingerprint’. It is virtually impossible for two people to share the same biometric facial characteristics,
including identical twins.
This will reduce the likelihood of one person holding multiple smart cards in different names and help to identify if a criminal is
trying to steal someone else’s identity. The use of this technology is an important advancement in terms of protecting
Queenslanders against identity fraud and will serve as a significant deterrent to fraud in the future.
The bill also establishes legislative provisions to manage access to digital photos. Privacy and security of all cardholders’
information is of a high priority to the Bligh government and Queenslanders can be confident that safeguards will be put in place to
ensure their privacy is not compromised by unauthorised access or misuse of their personal information stored by Queensland
Transport.
The ability of police to obtain digital photos has been carefully considered. Access to digital photos for offences not related to the
adult proof of age card will require a judicial order. The Bligh government is committed to protecting cardholders’ privacy while also
supporting police in their operations.
To further protect and ensure a cardholder’s privacy is maintained, all police access to digital photos will be reported. An annual
report will be laid before the Legislative Assembly and will also appear in the Queensland Police Service annual report.
One of the most significant benefits of the new card is the smart chip which enables information to be securely stored on the chip.
The adult proof of age cardholder will have a choice to store additional information on the smart chip, such as their emergency
contact information. A personal identification number, known only to the cardholder, is used to protect the information stored on
the smart chip. However, the emergency contact information can be accessed by a police officer in specified emergency
situations. The recording of emergency contact information on the smart chip will enable police to easily access details of a
relative or friend and to contact them in an emergency. This feature will give adult proof of age cardholders peace of mind knowing
that family members or a support person can be quickly contacted in an emergency.
A key security feature of the new card is that information stored on the smart chip is protected by advanced cryptography. This
feature makes it extremely difficult and prohibitively expensive for an unauthorised person to access or alter information stored on
the smart chip.
In order to help protect the adult proof of age cardholder’s secure information, a fine of up to $1,500 will apply if information
electronically stored on the adult proof of age card has been unlawfully accessed—noting, however, that the penalty value will
increase effective January 2009. Cardholders will however remain responsible for protecting their personal identification number.
Like the New Queensland driver licence, the adult proof of age card is a critical step forward in ensuring Queensland Transport
continues to provide secure products and services to the people of Queensland.

Mr Speaker, I commend this bill to the House. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Langbroek, adjourned.

MATER PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICES BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 11 September (see p. 2769), on motion of Mr Robertson—

That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr McARDLE (Caloundra—LNP) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (4.16 pm): I rise to speak on
the Mater Public Health Services Bill. At the outset, I advise the House that the LNP will be supporting
this bill. The bill covers many different elements and I intend to go through the clauses later. The bill will
deliver to the people of Brisbane a much-needed service at the Mater site; however, there are some
comments I will make in relation to the bill and in regard to the flow-on effects of the agreement that is
referred to in the bill. I would like to make it quite clear that there are certain aspects that may flow as a
consequence of the agreement that I do not agree with but, in essence, the bill is for the benefit of the
people of the state.

When we look at this bill, it is important to identify that we are talking about the Mater hospitals.
The Mater hospitals are run by the Sisters of Mercy. I would like, with your indulgence, Mr Deputy
Speaker, to spend a short time going over the history of the Mater complex because the Mater complex
has provided a significant benefit to the people of the state.

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wendt): You will appreciate that we normally would keep to the
clauses of the bill, so I ask that if there is going to be a history it will be brief.

Mr McARDLE: It will indeed be very brief. The Sisters of Mercy arrived in Queensland in 1871,
when the population of Brisbane was around 7,000 people. There were six sisters who arrived in
Brisbane, led by Mother Mary Vincent Whitty. In the ensuing years, Brisbane continued to grow. The
larger hospitals were run by voluntary committees, and those large hospitals were the Brisbane
Hospital, the Children’s Hospital and the Lady Bowen maternity hospital. It was in 1879 that Mother
Mary Potter was placed in charge of the Sisters of Mercy in Brisbane. It was under her that a period of
great expansion occurred of the Sisters and also their work throughout the community.

In 1893 the Sisters bought 10 acres of land at a cost of £7,000, and that land was adjacent to St
Kilian’s College. In the early 20th century, William Naughton, a grazier from Gin Gin, donated £500 for a
hospital and the Mater opened its doors on 4 January 1906 in Aubigny House. That particular property,
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being the first hospital of the Mater complex, accommodated 20 patients. The Sisters have published a
book entitled Expressions of Mercy which commemorates their 100-year centenary from 1906 to 2006.
It is important that when we look back at January 1906 we see the hospital that was opened by the
Sisters on 4 January 1906. The book, at page 24, says of that complex—
There were six single rooms on the first floor, all well ventilated and painted with cool pale green, with pale blue linoleum on the
floors the same shade as the bedsteads. The operating theatre at the rear of the first floor had two glass walls and a glass roof in
accordance with the fashion of the day but not with the Brisbane subtropical climate. Three two-bedrooms and two single rooms
were fitted out on the second floor, which also supported a bath carved from a solid block of marble and decorated with sculptured
heads representing the god Pan, a strangely pagan symbol in a Catholic hospital. River views from the verandah on the upper
floor enhanced the relaxing environment for convalescent patients. Three plainer two-bed wards shared the basement with a
kitchen and a storeroom. Lay staff were accommodated in the rear wing. The sisters lived in an adjoining cottage. Their chapel
was the little building in the grounds, originally constructed as a synagogue for Samuel Davis and used by the Perkins family as a
billiard room. 

That gives a description of the Mater Hospital as at 1906 but the Sisters of Mercy, as members
would well know, have always been industrious. They worked very hard for this city, and the foundation
stone for the current hospital was laid on 24 May 1908 by Cardinal Moran in front of 12,000 people. On
14 August 1910 the Mater Private Hospital was blessed by Cardinal Moran and opened by the
Governor, Sir William MacGregor. On 8 October 1910 the first patient, a Mrs Bolger, was admitted to the
hospital and the new Mater Public Hospital officially opened on 2 February 1911. 

Government members interjected. 
Mr McARDLE: There are some members of this House who apparently do not accord that the

Sisters of Mercy have done a wonderful job, otherwise they would not be interjecting as I outline the
history of this enormously wonderful and talented group of nuns who have provided a significant benefit.

Mr Langbroek interjected.
Mr McARDLE: The history is very important—I take the interjection of the member for Surfers

Paradise—because it lays the groundwork for why the bill exists. In fact, it accommodates exactly the
terms of clause 3(2), when the bill itself recognises ‘the major contribution made by the Mater... to the
delivery of public patient health services’. So the history is very important. 

Government members interjected.
Mr McARDLE: I am surprised that members of the government do not acknowledge the fact that

the Sisters of Mercy have made an incredible contribution to this great state. It is a real shame that
members opposite have shown their complete ignorance of the bill. It highlights that they have not even
taken the time to read the bill. 

Mr Langbroek: Look at what the minister says in his second reading speech. Read a bit of his
stuff.

Mr McARDLE: Indeed. I will read this into the record to highlight again that, although the Minister
for Health acknowledges the fine work done by the Sisters of Mercy, clearly the government members
do not. The second reading speech of the minister reads—
The Mater public hospitals at South Brisbane have played an integral role in the delivery of hospital care to public patients in
Queensland for many years, with the Mater Adult Hospital having been established by the Sisters of Mercy in 1911.

We on this side of the House acknowledge the phenomenal work that the Sisters of Mercy have
done, but the bulk of the Labor members have absolutely no idea of the importance of this bill and what
it really recognises, which is a great shame. As I said, the bill itself in clause 3 acknowledges the
wonderful work undertaken by the Sisters and the wonderful work undertaken by the Mater hospitals in
providing for Brisbane and Queensland. 

Mr Lawlor: When are you going to get on with some wonderful work?
Mr Bombolas interjected. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wendt): Order! Members on my right, the member for Caloundra has

the floor. Please continue. 
Mr McARDLE: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. It is a real shame that the sisters are not here

themselves to hear the absolute disdain in which they are held by government members, otherwise they
would not be objecting to the history of this wonderful hospital being put onto the record. 

Clause 3 of the bill deals with what is called the main object of the bill, and it creates a framework
for the Mater to ‘enter into arrangements about the delivery of public health services by the Mater
hospitals and their funding’. This week I spoke to the CEO of the Mater, Dr John O’Donnell, and he
certainly agrees that the terms of the bill are in the interests of the Mater and the interests of the people
of this state. Clause 3 will also recognise the importance of the Mater and ensures the maintenance of
funding for services and the delivery of services by the Mater. In addition, it acknowledges the Mater as
a teaching hospital. 
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Clause 4 outlines the guiding principles of what is to be achieved under the terms of the act.
Before turning to that, I would ask the minister in his reply to clarify whether the 2002 agreement
executed between the Mater and the state government is for a period of 20 years. I am quite well aware
that that document will continue under clause 9 unless both parties determine to terminate its terms. I
would ask the minister to explain why a new agreement may be required, as may be evidenced in
clause 3, which is the main object of the bill, and to outline the historical reasons for why this is required.
As it says, the main object is to provide a framework to deliver public patient health services. At this
point in time the Mater does do exactly that through its public hospital system. Clause 4 of the bill is titled
‘Guiding principles’ and reads—
The principles intended to guide the achievement of this Act’s main object include the following ... 

The bill details a series of provisions from (a) to (f) that will guide the framework for the delivery of
the public patient health services under the terms of any agreement that may be reached in the future. 

The clause at 4(b) refers to what is termed a ‘special relationship’. The minister can correct me if
I am wrong, but I am assuming that is the rhetoric to again reinforce the importance of the Mater
Hospital, as referred to in clause 3 of the bill, which again shows the importance in which this
government—or at least the minister if not all government members in the House today—holds the
Mater Hospital. If that is in fact the case, is that the interpretation of ‘special relationship’? And is it really
a matter of continuing that relationship into the future? 

Clause 4(c) deals with ‘the philosophy underpinning the delivery of health services by the Mater
hospitals’. Could the minister explain what that means? For example, are there certain procedures that
will not be undertaken at the Mater Hospital? If so, is the minister able to identify which procedures they
may well be? The reason I ask that is that the guiding principles particularly highlight that as one of the
mainstays of any agreement. Clause 4(e) states quite clearly that the Mater is responsible for the
delivery of public patient services. But it is clause 4(f) that I would like the minister to turn his mind to in
his reply. It states—
The department and the Mater should cooperate in the development of the department’s plan and key initiatives relating to the
delivery of public patient health services by the Mater hospitals. 

‘Mater hospitals’ is a term that is defined in the dictionary, and I would like the minister to explain
what the department’s plan and key initiatives are in relation to the public patient health services by the
Mater hospitals. Does the government have some specific idea in mind in relation to the plan and key
initiatives? If it does, what are they? Is there a time line involved in relation to those being delivered?
More importantly, is there a cost involved in relation to those particular services and initiatives being
delivered at the Mater? Again, I refer to clause 9, whereby the current arrangement will continue in place
for as long as both parties determine it is appropriate to do so. If, however, the parties determine that the
current arrangement is not suitable or for some other reason mutually agree to terminate the 2002
agreement, then clause 6 deals in part with what some of the terms in the new agreement may well be.
Clause 6(2) lists from (a) to (k) the various matters that may be included in the agreement. There are a
couple of things in that particular clause that I would like the minister to deal with in his reply.

Subsection 6(2)(e) provides for extraordinary or emergency funding by the department to the
Mater. Could the minister explain whether we are talking about capital works, which is an example given
under the terms of subsection 6(2)(e)? What sort of extraordinary or emergency funding would be
provided? What accountability would be given in relation to those funds? What mechanism would be put
in place to ensure that those funds are being used appropriately? More importantly, is this a scenario
that could take place over a number of years? 

If this relates purely to capital works for the private section of the Mater then there may be some
questions about that. Could that be clarified? Does it only cover the public section of the Mater? Does
‘capital works’ relate to the government’s proposal to construct the new Children’s Hospital on land that
it is buying which is next to the Mater? Will this relate to other construction that may occur on the Mater
site but is linked to the new Children’s Hospital? 

Subsection 6(2)(f) deals with performance targets, priorities, strategies, undertakings and other
measures. Could the minister indicate whether that sort of data will be readily available through the
normal channels in Queensland Health? Who will prepare that data? Who will set the targets? What
other mechanisms will be put in place so that the parliament and the public are able to access the
details contained within subsection 6(2)(f)? 

Subsection 6(2)(h) deals with assessing the Mater’s performance against the measures. Does
that incorporate both the public and private sections if capital works are built on either site? Who will
make the assessment? Will it be the Mater board or some other body—for example, Queensland
Health—or a conglomeration thereof? 

Subsection 6(4) deals with a regulation that may prescribe matters that must be included in the
agreement in relation to the funding that the department must provide for staff entitlements. Subsection
6(3) does not limit the matters that may be included in the agreement. As I said before, the agreement of
2002 is now six years old. 
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I am also keen to understand why section 9 exists. The 20-year agreement of 2002 is also
supplemented by the annual agreement. Is there something that the minister, Queensland Health or the
government plans to undertake in the immediate future or in the very near future which would mean that
the current agreement may no longer be viable or does this section relate to another matter entirely—for
example, the licences that will be issued under the terms of the bill? 

Subsection 4(f) raises the question of whether the new agreement in part relates to the potential
construction of a new children’s hospital as is the government’s wish. Subsection 4(f) states that the
department and the Mater should cooperate in the development of the department’s plan and key
initiatives relating to the delivery of public patient health services by the Mater Hospital. 

The bill makes no direct mention of the provisions of the agreement as they may relate to the
construction of a new hospital. I am certainly aware that the government, at this point in time, is
purchasing the land to construct the hospital which is adjacent to the current Mater site. I should point
out that I have been on record as having some real concerns about this. If the agreement that is referred
to within the terms of this bill will in some way assist in relation to the construction of that hospital, I have
to put on record my real concerns. 

As the minister well knows, this has been a contentious issue among health professionals in
south-east Queensland for some considerable time. The issue of a new children’s hospital has been the
subject of much debate for a number of years. The report of the task force on paediatric cardiac services
of 6 August 2000 at page III states—
The Mellis review recommendations not only included the need to ensure that all infants and children with cardiac disease were
operated on in a tertiary children’s hospital but that all of the paediatric services at the three hospitals be transferred to a new
single Queensland children’s hospital. 

At page IV the report states—
After considering the options for establishing a new hospital, the task force concludes that it should be located adjacent to the
Mater Hospital or the Royal Brisbane and Women’s Hospital to gain the benefits not only of the proud history of the south-east
children’s hospitals but also to enable access to the range of specialist services needed to ensure that children receive optimal
value. 

Hence, of course, the issue of the siting of the new children’s hospital is critical and was shown as
such in 2006. There have been a number of site investigations. A document entitled ‘Queensland
Children’s Hospital: site selection assessment’ was prepared. I have not been able to find a date for that
particular document but I know that it was worked on on 3 September 2008. At page 3 of the document
it reads as follows—
The reasons for the site selection are referred to in this report. Briefly, after consideration of all available options, two preferred
sites were recommended—the Mater site and the Royal Children’s Hospital site. Queensland Health acknowledges that there are
issues with both of these sites. But after careful consideration of both options recommended to cabinet and the Minister for Health,
the Mater Hospital site is the preferred site for the Queensland children’s hospital. 

The Queensland Children’s Hospital consultation forum report of 6 September 2008 reads at page 6—
Eleven out of the total 19 criteria were rated higher for the Herston campus. Seven out of the 19 criteria were rated higher for the
South Brisbane campus and one criterion was rated equal. In relation to 14 components of quality, the Herston campus was rated
higher for 10 out of the 14 and the South Brisbane campus was rated higher for four out of the 14 components. For the five site
assessment criteria, three out of the five were rated higher for the South Brisbane campus, one was rated higher for the Herston
campus and one was rated equally. 

Accordingly, there has been a significant battle among the medical profession in the south-east
corner as to whether the South Brisbane or the Herston site is more appropriate. The Ernst and Young
report of 24 June 2008 makes a number of key observations and recommendations. The key
observations include—
At this phase of the program there is a lack of alignment and coordination of the project across the QCH program. 

The summary recommendation refers to these comments—
Redefine the benefits of having the QCH aligning delivery of the defined benefits of the program—

Mr ROBERTSON: Mr Deputy Speaker, I rise to a point of order. I seek your guidance. The bill
before the House is the Mater Public Health Services Bill 2008. Whilst I appreciate the honourable
member’s interest in the Queensland Children’s Hospital, I point out that that is not a Mater facility. That
is a Queensland Health facility. I fail to see why this would be relevant to the Mater Public Health
Services Bill. They are two quite different hospitals and quite distinct hospitals. We know that it has
already been announced that the Queensland Children’s Hospital will not be influenced by the Mater
organisation because it has determined that it does not wish to sit on the board of the Queensland
Children’s Hospital. There is no link between the running of the Mater public health services and the
soon-to-be-built Queensland Children’s Hospital. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr O’Brien): Order! If the honourable member wishes to continue along
this line of argument he should demonstrate how it is relevant to the bill. 

Mr McARDLE: Mr Deputy Speaker, I certainly take your words as guidance in this matter. I will
simply say this—

A government member interjected.
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Mr McARDLE: I indicated quite clearly that I will take his words as guidance in this matter. It is
plain English. It may be a bit too complicated for some. Mr Deputy Speaker, you asked whether I would
make comment in relation to the minister’s suggestion. Yes, I will. This bill before the House contains
very clearly the intention of the government and the Mater to enter into an arrangement which will cover
many different matters, and indeed clause 6 outlines in part some of those matters. Subclause 3(1) says
that there will be an arrangement entered into between the department and the Mater for the delivery of
public patient health services and subclause 3(2)(ii) refers to maintaining the clinical viability of
delivering the services as part of all of the health services delivered by the Mater hospitals.

It is certainly not impossible to imagine that, though Queensland Health may construct a hospital
adjacent to the Mater, there will be site construction undertaken on the Mater that will be a perfect
adjunct to the Queensland Children’s Hospital, and one thing could well be pathology or another could
be a research facility. That would mean capital money being put into capital works on a private site that
has a direct link between the two hospital sites—that is, the Children’s Hospital under Queensland
Health and the Mater Hospital under the control of the Mater board. So there is the potential under the
terms of this bill for a direct linkage to occur, and state government or public funds would well be
expended on both sites. As a consequence, it is relevant to the bill to discuss whether the new children’s
hospital should be placed on the Mater site or should be left where it is. I am not making a
determination; I am simply raising issues that have been raised. With regard to the minister’s statement
that they are separate, yes, they are, but there is also a clear potential for linkage between the two sites
by way of government funds being spent.

Mr ROBERTSON: I rise to a point of order, if I may. Then perhaps for your guidance, with
respect, Mr Deputy Speaker, the member could confine his comments in the debate to those matters
that he particularised that are relevant rather than going on a fishing expedition to look for every piece of
information relevant to the construction of the Queensland Children’s Hospital which goes way beyond
the provisions of this bill.

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr O’Brien): Order! The member should confine himself to the matters
contained within the bill.

Mr McARDLE: I rise on a point of order in relation to this matter. I have outlined very clearly that
the agreement here has the distinct possibility of crossing between the public and private hospital
system. What I am outlining here are the pros and cons in relation to this new hospital being located
where the health minister is saying.

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of order. You have the call and what I am directing you
to do is to limit your comments to the matters contained within the bill.

Mr McARDLE: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. Returning to the bill, clauses 7 and 8 relate to the
issue of disclosure of information between the Mater and the department to ensure that information by
the Mater can be obtained and passed on to the department and of course vice versa. There have been
some concerns in the past in relation to this matter, but this bill certainly does clarify that. Clauses 10 to
13 deal with amendments to the Child Protection Act and in fact allow the Mater to receive information
from other service providers which affects its ability to provide an effective service to children in need of
protection. Child protection is of course one of the mainstays of the Mater and of course it has an active
role in ensuring that child protection does occur. The bill again removes any doubt and places the Mater
on a similar footing to other hospitals throughout this jurisdiction. The bill also amends the Private
Health Facilities Act 1999 and in clauses 16 and 17 provides that the Mater Public provides services to
public patients, and under the terms of the Health Act 1991 the current private hospitals are in fact not
under the jurisdiction of Queensland Health. The bill will in fact alleviate that particular problem, and the
amendment clarifies that. The Chief Health Officer will issue a new licence to cover the public and
private hospitals at South Brisbane and also ensure the licensing standards of Queensland Health apply
to all Mater hospitals at South Brisbane.

The bill itself is a small bill in relation to the number of terms, but it is a very important bill. As I
said before, it highlights the very important relationship between the Mater Hospital and the people of
this state. It provides a mechanism whereby an agreement can be reached to expand those public
patient health services by funds being made available to the Mater and also allows the Mater to come
under the control, or at least jurisdiction, of the state health officer. The bill is important. The bill is
supported by the LNP. However, when it comes to the consideration in detail stage of the bill we will be
going through some of those clauses to establish certain questions that I raised in my address, in
particular the department’s key planning initiatives with regard to the delivery of public patient health
services by the Mater hospitals. The LNP certainly does support the bill. 

Mr LANGBROEK (Surfers Paradise—LNP) (4.45 pm): In rising to speak to the Mater Public
Health Services Bill 2008, I acknowledge the contribution of my colleague the member for Caloundra,
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and shadow health minister. I acknowledge his support for the bill on
behalf of the LNP. I enjoyed the historical elements of his speech, as was also mentioned by the minister
in his second reading speech, because I think it is interesting to note that Mater Misericordiae health
services—

A government member: You didn’t do Latin?
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Mr LANGBROEK: No, I did not do Latin. They did not do Latin at Sunnybank State High School
in the seventies! When I look back at the history of Queensland, I note that in the era from 1904 to 1906,
which the honourable member for Caloundra mentioned, there were 103,000 voters at the election in
1904 across the whole state and there were 2½ million at our last election in September 2006. That
shows how Mater health services has grown from a very humble beginning but, nonetheless, a valuable
service was provided back then and before then, and both the member for Caloundra and the minister
mentioned this history. It is interesting to see how much growth there has been. Of course there has
certainly been a major change to the conditions at the Mater near Woolloongabba. If one were to drive
there now and compare the the traffic and the number of people to what it would have been like in the
idyllic days of the early 1900s it really would be a contrast.

I note the objective of the bill is to introduce a statutory framework for the delivery and funding of
public health services by the Mater Misericordiae Health Services Brisbane Ltd; that it acknowledges
the special relationship that exists between the Mater and Queensland Health; and that it creates a new
act, the Mater Public Health Services Act 2008, following previous unsuccessful licensing negotiations. I
note that there are amendments to the Private Health Facilities Act 1999 at part 7 of the bill to allow the
three Mater public hospitals—the Mater Adults, the Mater Children’s and the Mater Mothers’—to be
licensed as private facilities for the purposes of providing funding and delivery arrangements between
the Mater hospitals and Queensland Health. 

Part 5 of the bill amends the Child Protection Act 1999 to include the chief executive officer of the
Mater as a prescribed entity for the purposes of authorising the disclosure of information concerning
children at risk of harm. Part 6 of the bill amends the Health Services Act 1991 to omit section 65
because of a redundancy. These were all issues that were covered by the shadow minister in his
presentation. I note that the confidentiality provisions in part 7 of the Health Services Act 1991 limit the
ability of Queensland Health to disclose this information currently to Mater health professionals, and of
course with this bill that now becomes redundant.

I note that the Mater private hospitals are licensed under the Private Health Facilities Act 1999 but
the Mater public hospitals are not. Although the Mater public hospitals treat public patients, they are not
operated by the state and, therefore, are private hospitals under the Private Health Facilities Act 1999.
The licensing of the Mater public hospitals will acknowledge their status as private hospitals under the
Private Health Facilities Act 1999 and ensure that licensing standards apply to all of the Mater hospitals
at South Brisbane.

As I mentioned, the amendments to chapter 5A of the Child Protection Act 1999 promote
coordination of service delivery to children and authorise the exchange of relevant information
concerning children at risk of harm between prescribed entities, primarily government service providers
and other service providers. It also affords protection from liability, for example, for breach of
confidentiality to service providers who, acting honestly, give relevant information to a prescribed entity.
I acknowledge that those comments come from the explanatory notes.

As I mentioned, the three public hospitals operated by the Mater are funded by the Queensland
government and provide services to public patients under a 20-year funding agreement since 2002.
Although those three hospitals are operated privately, they are not licensed under the Private Health
Facilities Act. The bill provides for the issuing of a new single licence covering the three public hospitals
as well as the three private Mater hospitals. The existing funding arrangements under the 20-year
agreement, which specify yearly funding levels and specific undertakings for the delivery of public
services, will continue after the commencement of this bill.

To enhance patient care services, this bill authorises a designated person to disclose confidential
patient information to Queensland Health or Mater professionals if it is for the care or treatment of the
patient. Additionally, as I mentioned before, the changes to the Child Protection Act 1999 recognise that,
under present arrangements, other health service providers are reluctant to share child safety related
information because the Mater hospitals are not prescribed entities under that act. As I say, the act will
be amended to include the chief executive officer of the Mater.

I also want to mention something that the minister was concerned about during the presentation
by the member for Caloundra, and that was the new children’s hospital and any shared facilities. In my
shadow portfolio of education I know that there are educational facilities at both the Mater Children’s
Hospital and the Royal Children’s Hospital. These often provide services for children from rural and
regional areas of Queensland who are accessing hospital services and sometimes the siblings of those
patients if the families have come to Brisbane. I understand that in the new children’s hospital there are
some space concerns and there is an ongoing debate between the education department and the health
department about who is going to fund this educational facility and also as to whether there is a chance
that there could be a split campus between the current Mater Hospital and potentially a new education
facility in the children’s hospital. So as the member for Caloundra mentioned, there could be some
funding issues in terms of money that is currently provided under this legislation going to the Mater
Hospital which will somehow be then mixed up with funding for the educational facility in the new
children’s hospital. I seek the minister’s clarification, if he would be so kind in his summing-up, as to
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what may be happening in terms of those educational facilities in the new facility and/or whether there
may be a split campus which, obviously, could be difficult in terms of the provision of educational
services. With that short contribution, I commend the bill to the House. 

Mrs CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (4.53 pm): I rise to address the Mater Public Health
Services Bill 2008. I also would like to note on the record the wonderful work that has been done by the
Sisters of Mercy since 1911. They are a compassionate group of women who are overwhelmingly
concerned about the patients who access their services. Even though the sisters have moved out of
their predominant role in the hospitals, much of the ethos of their care has been retained.

I would certainly like to put on the record my appreciation to the Mater public hospital system,
including the Mater Mothers’ Hospital public area, because they deal with the issues of health and, more
particularly, the issues of patient wellbeing in a compassionate and sensitive way. At the risk of being out
of order, I want to put on the record my particular thanks. I know the Minister for Health is aware of this.
Earlier this year my family had to access the women’s section of the Mater public hospital. Its level of
care for patients was astonishingly sensitive. As a little example of the extent to which the Mater puts
patient care as a priority, when a mother loses a baby they have a code for that in the hospital. They
stick a little butterfly on the door of the ward so that not only the nursing staff and the doctors but all of
the staff in the hospital know that a patient has lost a child and they have to deal with access to that
room with sensitivity. I think that ethos in the Mater Hospital system is something to be valued and to be
preserved at all cost.

This bill also sets out as its main objective—and, again, this is encapsulated in so many instances
in the care that the Mater Hospital exhibits—that Queensland Health and the Mater will use their best
endeavours to ensure that the funding and delivery of public patient services serve the patients’ best
interests. As members of parliament we are regularly contacted by people in our constituencies who
perhaps are aggrieved by health care. It is one of those primary issues in anybody’s life. If people are
not healthy, if they do not feel safe or have a reasonable standard of living, then they have cause for
concern. I believe that the Mater will achieve that goal that I have referred to without any problems.

In relation to the disclosure of information, I think we have to guard against at times being too
closed off in relation to access to information. I understand that there have to be protocols and I certainly
welcome the protocols that have been established in relation to the disclosure of public information to
other health professionals, either in the department of health or at the Mater in relation to progressing
good patient care.

The last issue that I want to raise and support are the amendments that the bill makes to the Child
Protection Act that recognise that the Mater, through its children’s hospital, is a major provider of health
services to children and, as a major health service provider to children, will sadly have occasion to have
to report or follow up on child harm. The hospitals need to be able to do that appropriately. They need to
be able to do that in a manner that enhances the safety of children or removes children from any risk of
harm. For what it is worth, I believe that the minister has gone about this matter in a very sensible and
sensitive way by prescribing the chief executive officer as being a prescribed entity so that the activities
of child protection and the activities of child intervention in terms of safety can be achieved while still
maintaining that sensitive balance between information dissemination and privacy. I support the bill. 

Ms GRACE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (4.57 pm): I rise to make a brief contribution in support of
the Mater Public Health Services Bill 2008. I believe this bill is a most practical bill that goes a long way
towards cementing the excellent working relationship that exists currently between the state government
and the Mater Misericordiae Hospital. This special relationship between Queensland Health and the
Mater has been recognised in this bill, which has been developed in recognition of the commitment of
the parties to maintain and enhance this ongoing partnership. I take this opportunity to commend both
the Mater and the minister for highlighting the crucial relationship between the parties in this bill and to
further commend the Mater on the first-rate hospital service that it provides to the people of Brisbane
and throughout Queensland. I welcome that the object of this bill is to acknowledge the major
contribution made by the Mater and the Sisters of Mercy since 1911 to the delivery of public patient
services. Obviously it is important that these services are maintained as being clinically viable and that
adequate funding is provided while ensuring the most efficient and effective use of public funding. That
is provided for in this bill.

The bill puts in place practical measures to ensure that the Mater continues to provide the
delivery of public patient services that serve the patients’ best interests while acknowledging the
philosophy underpinning the delivery of health services by the Mater Hospital as a key principle. The bill
authorises Queensland Health’s chief executive, acting on behalf of the state and modelled on the
current 20-year agreement between the parties, to enter an agreement with the Mater detailing the
service delivery obligations and assessment of the Mater’s performance. Importantly, the bill also allows
a regulation to be made about matters that must be included in the agreement relating to the funding
that must be provided to the Mater for staff entitlements. I welcome the provision that ensures that in the
development of any such regulation Queensland Health will consult closely with the Mater and other key
stakeholders. 
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Other practical measures included in this bill relate to the disclosure of information. As all in this
House know, the proper care of patients often involves obtaining patient information by health
professionals from relevant sources. Disclosure of this information is currently limited between
Queensland Health and the Mater due to confidentiality provisions in the Health Services Act. Similarly,
Commonwealth privacy legislation limits disclosure by the Mater. The bill overcomes these barriers by
authorising designated persons in both institutions to disclose patient information to health professionals
solely for the care or treatment of the patient to whom the information relates. I think this is a most
sensible amendment as, obviously, that information is often crucial in the proper treatment of patients in
the public health system. Similarly, amendments to the Child Protection Act will ensure the CEO of the
Mater, acting as a prescribed entity, will be able to exchange child safety related information and
coordinate the delivery of services to children. This amendment makes sense as it will enable and
facilitate the exchange of child safety related information between the Mater and other service
providers. This is in recognition of the fact that the Mater is a major provider of health services to
children in this state and plays a vital and active role in child protection. 

This is an important bill in ensuring the ongoing feasibility of the Mater and removing unnecessary
barriers that were standing in the way of the Mater, together with other service providers, from delivering
the best possible care to patients of all ages. The bill will enhance the ability of the Mater to continue the
great work it has undertaken over many years in an environment that ensures its position as a major
provider of public health services by providing a statutory framework for the agreed arrangements with
Queensland Health. It is pleasing to note that all stakeholders consulted support this bill. 

I take this opportunity to congratulate the Mater and the Sisters of Mercy for a job well done in the
delivery of health services over their many years in operation. Who would have thought in 1911, when a
group of Sisters of Mercy came together, that their vision would have culminated in what the Mater is
today. This bill acknowledges and ensures the Mater is able to carry on delivering beneficial public
health services in Queensland. Many members of my family, friends, relatives and I have used the
Mater’s services over a number of years. On every occasion we have all been greatly impressed by the
high standard of service delivery. This bill maintains that proud tradition. I commend the bill to the
House. 

Mr HORAN (Toowoomba South—LNP) (5.03 pm): It is a privilege to speak on the Mater Public
Health Services Bill and acknowledge the wonderful work undertaken by the Sisters of Mercy at that site
and throughout Queensland over the long period of the development of our state. I must declare a
conflict of interest, because I married a Mater nurse. 

Like many people, I owe much to the Mater for the role it has played in my family’s life. As a
young Brisbane two-year-old I was admitted to the hospital for a fractured skull and at other times for
football injuries such as a broken thumb and a broken ankle. When we lived on the dairy farm at
Gympie, our third child was born prematurely. She received wonderful treatment at the Mater for which
we are eternally grateful. However, for as long as I live I will always remember what the Mater did for my
good friend Trevor. Trevor was a half-back in the school firsts. He broke his neck passing the ball to me
in a school firsts game. For two years before he passed away, most of the members of the footy team
visited Trevor in the Mater. The care and treatment that he received at that hospital was absolutely
outstanding. It gave us all the opportunity to see at work the principles and philosophies of the Sisters of
Mercy, which were evident in the way he was cared for during those fairly traumatic couple of years,
through the use of rotor beds and so on. 

The Mater Hospital has been an icon of the Queensland health system. It has always been highly
regarded, particularly for the natal care that the Mater Mothers’ Hospital provides. The hospital used to
provide public, intermediate and private services, but nowadays it provides public and private services.
The hospital has had a great tradition of specialists wanting to serve there as honoraries. It was
considered a privilege to work as an honorary at the Mater Hospital. Specialists gave their time freely to
teach and tutor young doctors who were to become specialists in the future. The Mater includes a
wonderful children’s hospital. It provides great cancer services. Over the years the hospital has grown
on its present site. 

Prior to nurse training becoming university based, the hospital provided wonderful training for
nurses. Girls who trained as Mater nurses could get work almost anywhere. They were very highly
regard, not only in Australia but also overseas. The discipline was strong and at times it was hard on the
girls during their four years of training, but the training that they received and the self-discipline they
obtained was just amazing. 

I pay a compliment to the Sisters of Mercy. Often times in Australia we forget the contribution and
the generosity of spirit that has forged our nation. Catholic and other orders have provided us with nuns,
brothers and priests who give up their personal lives in order to serve their faith and provide real help to
people. In Australia those people should be applauded and forever remembered. Young women who
joined the Sisters of Mercy to provide health care gave up the opportunity of family life or wealth to
provide their talents and their services to the care of people, whether it be in looking after road accident
victims, helping with the birth of babies or caring for elderly people or the terminally ill. They had a
wonderful mission. Certainly I hope that they are all rewarded in heaven, although I know that that is not
why they did it; they did it because they wanted to care for their fellow man. 
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The Mater Hospital is underpinned by a marvellous philosophy and a wonderful ethos of service,
dedication and care. As we examine and debate this bill, it is my wish that through the words that are
recorded here future generations will know what the Sisters of Mercy and their organisation have
provided to Brisbane and to Queensland in terms of health care, and how that tradition and ethos have
been maintained by Mater Health Services in its transition from a hospital run purely by the religious
order to a health service affiliated with the state government but maintaining its important traditions. 

Now, in this transition, the hospital will develop a more formal relationship with the state
government in the provision of public health services. It has always been an absolute given that the
public hospital section of the Mater would be funded by the state. In the early 2000s the annual
arrangement was changed to the 20-year agreement. I understand that this bill puts in place certain
formalities and arrangements to change that 20-year agreement and forge a closer link with the
government, and to ensure the fair allocation of funding to the hospital into the future. I am pleased that
the bill acknowledges the principles and philosophies of the Sisters of Mercy so that the hospital will
continue to be managed in a way that also acknowledges the principles and philosophies upon which it,
through the service of the Sisters of Mercy, was established. 

I hope that the individuality of the Mater can always be maintained because that has been one of
the great things about the Mater. People wanted to go there because of the type of care that was given.
People wanted to go there because of its reputation, particularly in the Mater Mothers’ Hospital. People
wanted to go there for particular services. The children’s ward has always been quite outstanding in
what it provided. I vividly remember in my time as Minister for Health the care of a couple of young boys
who had to spend a vast amount of their lives actually living in the hospital ward because of the
particular illnesses and complications that they had. The way in which the staff cared for those boys, the
way in which the wards were decorated and the attempts and effort to provide education and activities
for those young boys was exemplary.

I join with our shadow minister in supporting this bill and hope that forever going forward the
Mater Hospital will have a very sound, firm base for all of its arrangements but particularly a fair
allocation of funding to the hospital. What that hospital has done in the past, what the Sisters of Mercy
have done collectively and individually for health and education in Queensland, will never, ever be
forgotten as the hospital moves forward into this new agreement. 

Dr FLEGG (Moggill—LNP) (5.11 pm): I find myself in agreement with most of the comments I
have heard about the importance of the Mater Hospital as an institution in Queensland that has serviced
the state and its patients over the better part of 100 years. Like previous speakers and the member for
Toowoomba South in particular, I share that high regard for the hospital and the Sisters of Mercy. I was
married to a Mater Hospital doctor. Back in those days Dr Waller was the medical superintendent. Dr
Waller made a very substantial contribution to the health care of patients here in this state. I think he is
retired these days, but he also contributed pretty heavily within the Army in Brisbane.

Turning to the bill, I contacted the Mater to see what its attitude was because obviously it is the
key stakeholder in the bill. The Mater clearly is supportive of the measures that the government has
taken in the bill. The measures that particularly jumped out at me and got my attention were, firstly, the
establishment of an agreement between the state and the Mater Hospital. The essence I think of that
agreement was that it does enshrine the current 20-year agreement and the annual health services
agreement. It does recognise the independence of the Mater Hospital from Queensland Health. To me
that was the No. 1 point that I wanted to look at, because I do not think we would want to see a change
in the way the hospital operated. Under the provisions of the bill, the Mater Hospital will be
acknowledged and accredited as a private hospital and treated for all intents and purposes the same as
many of the other private hospitals that do work on behalf of the state government.

The bill contains provisions that will allow the free flow of clinical information between doctors at
the Mater Hospital and doctors who work for Queensland Health and will overcome some privacy issues
that I gather had created a problem. Where there is a flow of information aimed specifically at helping
patients in terms of improving their clinical care, then I think most of us would not want to see privacy
provisions become a barrier to delivering the best possible care to patients. So I see the need for that
provision. The issue in relation to child protection is also noted. Previously there was some question
mark about reporting information of a child protection nature to the Mater and whether it was
appropriately designated to receive that sort of information. Obviously it goes without saying that you
have to make provision for child protection information to be passed to an organisation such as the
Mater that is so involved in working for the welfare of children.

The indication that was given to me was that the intent of this bill is not meant to deal with the
Children’s Hospital, which is not being considered as part of the Mater per se. There may well be some
grey areas there that we might have to look for a bit more detail on as time goes by. Obviously that
would be a more controversial area. My initial reaction when I saw this bill was: why are we suddenly
changing the status on which we deal with the Mater after the better part of 100 years? I asked
questions in relation to that, but I was reasonably satisfied by the answer—there is a need to formalise
the relationship between Mater health services, which itself was a change within the Mater Hospital
back in 2001, and the state government. So I accepted the need for that. 
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Ms DARLING (Sandgate—ALP) (5.16 pm): Toward Q2: Tomorrow’s Queensland sets targets to
make Queenslanders the healthiest people in Australia. The $10 billion Health Action Plan is delivering
improved public health services all around the state, and the Bligh government sets a Q2 target to have
the shortest public hospital waiting times in Australia by 2020. To do this, our government will continue
to increase funding across our public hospitals; build and rebuild hospitals across Queensland; contract
the private sector to cut waiting lists; expand the range of health services available in the home,
workplace or community; and encourage Queenslanders to live healthier lifestyles.

The Mater hospitals are an integral part of our delivery of public health services, and this bill
provides security of funding and solidifies the relationship between the government and the Mater. The
bill establishes the framework for the delivery and funding of public patient services at the Mater
hospitals. The $188 million Mater hospitals project is jointly funded by the Bligh government and the
Mater, with a state contribution of almost $128 million. This includes refurbishment of the Mater Adult
Hospital and the new Mater Mothers’ Hospital and will deliver an additional 129 public and 21 private
beds overall. The $58 million redevelopment of the Mater Adult Hospital officially opened on 30 April this
year. It has injected an additional 71 public hospital beds, bringing the new bed capacity to more than
250. Those new beds include eight emergency department short-stay beds; seven intensive care unit
coronary beds; and 56 in-patient beds, including 17 day procedure beds.

At the new Mater Mothers’ Hospital, which officially opened on 30 May—the first patients were
treated from 4 June—there are 90 private beds, which is an increase of 21; 88 public beds, which is an
increase of 47; and 79 neonatal intensive care unit/special care nursery cots, which is an increase of
19—and it is one of the country’s largest neonatal units. There are 16 birthing suites, which is an
increase of three, and now the new Mater Mothers’ Hospital can deliver 10,000 babies every year, which
is up from its previous 8,500 babies a year. It offers a full range of obstetrics, including gynaecology,
neonatal, maternal foetal medicine, obstetric medicine, perinatal outreach education, midwifery group
practice—which is one-on-one support by midwives through prenatal, labour delivery and postnatal
care—

Mr Weightman interjected.
Ms DARLING: It is a fantastic hospital.
Mr Reeves: It produced a lot of great people.
Ms DARLING: A lot of people were born there. Actually, I was born at the Mater myself.
Mr Weightman: There you go, another great person.
Ms DARLING: I am getting to that. That was the great finish to my wonderful speech.
There is a dedicated breastfeeding support centre, and the Mater continues to provide specialist

care and life-saving treatment for severe complications in pregnancy as well as newborn disorders. It
remains at the forefront of innovation, including ultrasound via telemedicine, first trimester ultrasound
screening and foetal laser surgery. There are also new services, including pregnancy assessment and
observation. The unit managed by the Mater Mothers midwives enables women with pregnancy related
concerns to be reviewed in a very comfortable setting. Those expanded facilities include an increased
number of single rooms with ensuites, five larger single rooms with disabled access, external views and
natural light with personal baby-bathing facilities and a maximum of two women per room. It is also
much closer to the Mater Adult Hospital Critical Care Unit.

As I was going to say in my great finale, I was born at the Mater Mothers’ Hospital nearly 42 years
ago, and a few years ago I needed treatment and care at the Mater Private Hospital. I think we have the
best clinicians and nurses and health staff in the world at our public and private hospitals, and I am
proud of the professional way in which all services work together for the benefit of the patient. 

As a mother of two, I also understand the importance of prenatal care and post-partum care and
advice. The holistic approach to care of mother and baby offered at our hospitals is essential to the
ongoing physical, mental and emotional health of the entire family. I congratulate the minister, his
advisers and the staff at Queensland Health for developing a bill that recognises and consolidates the
important relationship between the government and the Mater. I commend the bill to the House. 

Hon. S ROBERTSON (Stretton—ALP) (Minister for Health) (5.21 pm), in reply: I thank all
members who participated in the debate on the Mater Public Health Services Bill. Members from both
sides of the House have warm feelings towards the Mater hospitals and of course the wonderful group
of sisters, the Sisters of Mercy. Today is an opportunity for us to recognise the wonderful contribution the
sisters have made over 100 years—102 years, in fact. I had the privilege of being health minister during
their centenary celebrations a couple of years ago, and it was a great year to reflect on the contribution
they have made over such a long time.

The sisters are not as active as they once were in terms of running the hospitals; nevertheless,
Sister Angela Mary still makes regular appearances and makes sure everything is shipshape, as
anyone at the Mater will tell you. I have known Sister Angela Mary for nearly all of the 16 years that I
have been a member of parliament. The reason for that is that she was one of the first Queenslanders to
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really recognise the growth in the Taiwanese community who were moving to Queensland, in particular
to the part of Brisbane that I represent at Stretton. She very quickly mobilised her volunteers to establish
relationships with that community and tapped into them in a way that has allowed for very successful
fundraising efforts and very successful partnerships to be established between the Mater and certain
very successful Taiwanese-Australian businesspeople who now call Brisbane home. All credit goes to
Sister Angela Mary for doing so. 

In fact, Sister Angela Mary went as far as to learn Mandarin and is quite a proficient speaker of
the Chinese language. If Sister Angela Mary ever reads this speech I apologise in advance for saying
this, but a senior person learning Mandarin at that stage in life is no mean feat. Not too many people
speak Mandarin with an Irish accent, but nevertheless she always makes herself very well understood
no matter what language she speaks. Sister Angela Mary has been honoured as being one of
Queensland’s greats, and I cannot think of a more appropriate accolade for her.

The Mater organisation is a very important partner with Queensland Health in the range of
services that it provides. Over the last couple of years, we have seen significant expansions on the
Mater campus of both public and private beds. We most recently saw the opening of the Mater Mothers’
Hospital by the Premier, which was very apt given that that was the hospital where the Premier gave
birth to her two children. Just about every member of this chamber has had some story to tell about their
interaction with the Mater hospital—whether it be marrying a Mater nurse or, like the member for
Sandgate, being born there. I think the member for Sandgate should perhaps reflect on the fact that she
has told a mistruth. I cannot accept for one moment that she was born there 42 years ago. It must have
been far more recently than that, and I think she should reflect on that and perhaps apologise to the
House at some stage in the future.

Indeed, the Lord Mayor’s wife, Lisa, who is a lovely person—I have known Lisa for some time—
was a Mater nurse, and former Premier Peter Beattie met his wife, Heather, at the Mater. So not only
has the Mater been a great provider of health care in Queensland; it has provided a match-making
service of some note as well. Long may that continue, although I suspect the behaviour of former
Premier Beattie in waiting for long periods of time outside the hospital might not come across as being
appropriate by contemporary standards. He might have in fact got a stalking charge if he tried that kind
of behaviour these days.

This bill formalises the longstanding relationship between Queensland Health and Mater Health
Services. As I said, they have moved on from their somewhat humble beginnings to be an organisation
of substance and size. Because of the multimillion-dollar agreements that are in place between
Queensland Health and Mater Health Services to provide public health services, it is appropriate that we
do formalise those arrangements legislatively. By doing so, we are able to agree with Mater Health
Services on a range of key performance indicators that allow for Queensland taxpayers to be assured
that the money we provide to Mater to run public health services is money well spent and they actually
meet key performance indicators in terms of throughput and those kinds of issues to ensure we do in
fact get value for money.

I have been a bit disappointed about some of the comments made in relation to us going down
that path. A number of opposition members have raised a bit of suspicion about why we would go down
that path. I think that is unnecessary on such an occasion as this because it is quite clear what we are
trying to do: we are trying to make our arrangement with the Mater organisation more transparent than
ever before and, as I said, ensure that taxpayers’ money is being effectively invested in terms of the
treatment of public patients that use or are referred to the Mater hospitals at South Brisbane. We also
saw the opposition take an opportunity to try to widen the debate and go on a bit of a fishing expedition
about the Queensland Children’s Hospital. That is why I pulled them up at the appropriate time—to try to
get the debate back on track and concentrate on exactly what we are talking about.

In conclusion, I recognise that the deputy opposition leader flagged during his speech that he has
a range of questions to ask me during the consideration in detail stage. I once again thank the
opposition for their support and all members who participated in this debate. I commend the bill to the
House. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Robertson, adjourned.

MOTION

Beattie-Bligh Government, Public Relations
Mr McARDLE (Caloundra—LNP) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (5.29 pm): I move—

This House notes the admission by the Beattie-Bligh government that it employs 640 media and public relations staff at a time
when doctors, nurses, teachers and police are in shortage and instructs the Premier to provide parliament with a monthly update
on the cost of government advertising, by each department or agency, so that the public can monitor the Premier’s commitment to
reducing expenditure on media, advertising and public relations.
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As I said, the government now employs 640 people in the roles of media and public relations as
public servants, but the Premier will not provide details of what salaries these public servants are paid.
This is at a time when the government has made it quite clear that it is open, it is accountable and it will
at all times ensure that the public are fully informed of all the facts and circumstances as to how it runs
this government. But on this particular occasion it will not tell the people of Queensland what the 640
people employed by the government are paid. 

Is it any wonder that people are suspicious of this government and what it does but, more
importantly, what it does not do? Is it any wonder that we here today say that those people could be paid
$50-odd million as a group, as a salary package? That is a large sum of money. Also, the floor space
that these people may occupy has been estimated to be as tall as a 15-storey building. 

The importance of the motion is this: the Premier on ABC TV and on Channel 9 on 20 February
2008 made this statement—
Consultancies, advertising, marketing—these are areas which I think we can and should be trimming. 

In February this year the Premier made a very clear statement that they are going to look at the
costs in association with these people and they are going to make certain they are trimmed. 

In December of last year Patrick Lion outlined in a Courier-Mail article in relation to consultancies
that taxpayers had forked out almost $1 billion on outside help and inspiration to the state government
with barely a skerrick of evidence to show what the money was spent on. There has been a 34 per cent
leap in consultancy, contractor and outsourcing costs which have been blamed on the infrastructure
boom. An analysis of departmental annual reports reveals that $912 million was spent on outside help in
2006-07. In his article Mr Lion then states—
Ms Bligh denied the annual reports were hiding anything, saying that they are prepared to meet national accounting standards and
that further information could be applied for. 

That is exactly what we did. Mr Springborg, in two questions on notice—on 8 October 2008 and 9
October 2008—asked for the number of public servants and people in GOCs and other entities to be
given to the opposition, together with what wages these people were paid. The response is something
like 18 to 20 pages of documentation that does not answer the question, that does not deal with the
issues, that does not give the number of people employed and that does not provide any figures in
relation to what the payment is for these employees. 

The concerning thing here is that we have purportedly an open and accountable government
which makes it very clear that it will deal with the issues and provide the necessities for Queensland and
also provide the information requested, yet on the first occasion the Premier is given to provide the
details of what taxpayers are laying out on a yearly, monthly and weekly basis she does not do so. She
turns her back on her own statement that she will trim back what has been spent by this government on
agencies and public servants for PR exercises. She does not provide an answer to the question. She
wriggles her way out of it by providing other documentation that in no way deals with the concerns. 

There is no doubt that the people employed as public servants do have families, they do have
commitments and they do have ongoing concerns in relation to this state and how they meet their day-
to-day costs. The LNP recognises that. But the LNP asks: if these people are supposed to be employed
for the betterment of this state, why are they spending their time and their money on such things as
Q2—the glossy brochures produced by this government to perpetuate its own self-importance? 

The government is saying to the people of Queensland that it is doing a good job when everybody
across the state knows that is absolute rubbish. These people are being manipulated by this
government for its own self-interest, its own PR exercises, and to do nothing more than sell to the
people of Queensland the rhetoric that we have gotten used to over the past 10 years. This rhetoric
says one thing: mediocrity is the standard this government imposes on the people of this state.
Mediocre is as high as this government is prepared to go in facilitating the aspirations and addressing
the concerns of Queenslanders. That is a standard that can no longer be allowed to stand. 

The people of this state are demanding a lot more than employing 640 people to engage in spin—
to sell the messages that are run out by the Labor Party machine simply to protect this rotting, ailing
government right across the state. For 10 years this government has been running the state into the
ground. Today the health minister made a comment that I use the word ‘crisis’ too often. I will tell you
why I use the word ‘crisis’: because it is a crisis. We are in crisis. We are in crisis in the state and every
member in this chamber recognises that fact. We recognise the fact that this government has sold
Queensland down the tube and it is going to take an LNP government to pull it back together again. 

We have $65 billion worth of debt in this state in the best economic times we could ever have
hoped for. Thank God Howard and Costello were there to provide the coffers needed by this ramshackle
government to even get the basics right. They were able to accrue a $22 billion surplus. I bet Kevin
Rudd is glad the money is there. I bet Kevin Rudd was glad the money was there when he came to
power and sucked us down the gurgler yet again—very much like the Labor Party in this state.
$65 billion and the people of Queensland will pay for this for years and years and years. 
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If you cannot do it right in the good times, we are in for a hell of a roller-coaster ride in the bad
times. This government has proven that it simply cannot do it. What I cannot understand is this: with all
the money this state has had poured into it by the GST, the royalties and everything else, how in God’s
name has Queensland Health got into the absolute mess that it is? How in God’s name do we have
people sitting and waiting on trolleys and chairs in emergency departments? There is access block and
ramping at the same time as 640 people are employed by this government to spin a picture that all is
rosy in the garden, and you know it is not. You know that you are in trouble, and you know that you have
to spin and keep spinning to ensure the people of Queensland accept your rhetoric. 

Mediocrity is now going to go out the door. Mediocrity is what you expect Queenslanders to
accept because you keep selling a message of mediocrity and second best. Nothing is too good for the
people of Queensland, and the LNP—and I am surrounded by my colleagues here—is going to make
certain that the people of this state get what they deserve, and that is a government they can be proud
of, not one that allows Queensland Health and the public hospital system to degenerate into an absolute
farce, not a situation where we have access block and overcrowding of hospitals in Cairns, Townsville,
RBWH, RCH, Caloundra and Nambour. At the same time, 640 people are being paid by this
government to say that everything is rosy. This government simply has no concept of the future and has
no plan for the future. It is kidding the people of Queensland by saying to them, ‘We have 640 people to
spin the story that we are better than we really are.’ 

Mrs STUCKEY (Currumbin—LNP) (5.39 pm): I rise to happily second the motion moved this
evening by the honourable member for Caloundra and shadow minister for health. How can the people
of Queensland have any faith in the Bligh government? They make a mockery of the words
transparency and accountability. Last year in December it was revealed this Labor government spent
almost $1 billion of taxpayers’ money on outside help. Premier Bligh defended this spending by saying
that short-term specialists were cheaper than hiring someone full time. But could she give us a
breakdown of how this money was spent? No. 

Government members interjected.

Mrs STUCKEY: You will not be hearing any ‘yeah’ today, you will be hearing lots of ‘no’. The
honourable member for Caloundra quoted the Premier who said, ‘Consultancy, advertising and
marketing, these are areas which I think we can and should be trimming.’ This promised belt-tightening
exercise was not, she assured, cutting spending but she would make sure that every dollar that goes
into activity goes into the most important areas. And she wants us to believe her given her government’s
track record. 

Let me tell members what our cocky little Treasurer had to say in February this year. He said, ‘We
have to go to war against soft padding. We need to make sure we can satisfy ourselves that every last
dollar we give to them is going to the front line.’ No wonder Premier Bligh and all of her ministers and
government members are bleating the same pathetic message about looking over the horizon. Wait a
minute—more like somewhere over the rainbow. My apologies to the late Billy Thorpe. There is no
offence directed at him or his hit song. But we all know what is supposed to be at the end of the rainbow.
We all know it is a fictional pot of gold just like the spin this government coats over everything at
taxpayers’ expense. 

The LNP is asking the Premier to come clean with the details of this spending on a monthly basis.
After all, she recently legislated with regard to donors giving amounts of $100,000 or more to report that
within 14 days. We are asking for it be done in a month. I am sure the people of Queensland would be
interested to know what this nearly billion dollars worth of consultants and specialists were specifically
employed to do. Did they perform satisfactorily? Why could the permanent staff not provide the
expertise? Was the amount of funds used to employ consultants specifically provided for in the last
budget or was it relocated from other budget areas? 

The LNP is committed to supporting our front-line workers across government departments—our
police, nurses, ambos, firies, doctors and, of course, child safety staff. I have heard countless tales of
bullying, low morale, unrealistic workloads, burnout, inadequate training and lack of supervision.
Imagine how many jobs and better conditions a billion bucks would provide? 

Surely members opposite hear these same complaints. Do they stand up for the people who
make them? No. No, they do not have any empathy or understanding. If they do, they keep it to
themselves which is absolutely shameful. No wonder so many people come knocking on my door on the
Gold Coast because the silent six on the Gold Coast ignore their pleas. 

The Department of Child Safety spent $24.8 million on outside consultants last year. This was an
increase of 40 per cent on the previous year. The department currently employs 10 full-time media/
communication officers at an estimated cost of around $1 million. Is this what the Premier means by
making sure that every dollar that goes into activity goes into the most important areas? The child safety
minister obviously does not think so. 
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Meanwhile, child safety lurches from one crisis to another. The minister reacts in an ad hoc and
reactive manner to staff retention when it is a serious concern. Figures show 35 per cent or 852 staff
resigned in 2007-08. That is out of a total workforce of 2,408. Staff turnover in child safety is in fact five
times the average of the state Public Service, which is not what the minister told the House this morning.
Growth of bureaucracy was more than double that of front-line CSOs according to reports tabled in April.
Staff burnout from case overloading, an inadequate ICMS and a dire shortage of specialised sexual
abuse counselling are all in need of attention. 

It always strikes me as curious that government departments such as child safety, which have the
monopoly on the subject, pay money to outside consultants who generally and by definition can know
very little about the particularities of the subject. It of course also tells us that the minister is in nominal
control of the department and is incapable of managing ministerial responsibility. 

The pressure on child safety and other front-line workers is immense. They deserve support. But
every time an opposition member stands up to defend the shoddy treatment they receive at the hands of
this Labor government members opposite use their huge majority to shout us down. They are so good at
dishing it out—nothing but bullies—but typically they cannot take truthful criticism. Cynics would say that
they only hire consultants to tell them what they want to hear but with a gloss of independent
examination. This government uses spin as an art form to sugar coat the truth. 

Hon. JC SPENCE (Mount Gravatt—ALP) (Minister for Police, Corrective Services and Sport)
(5.44 pm): I move the following amendment—
That all words after ‘notes’ be deleted and the following words inserted:
‘1. the independence and professionalism of the Queensland Public Service;
2. that less than 0.4 per cent of Queensland public servants are engaged in tasks such as media, public affairs,

communications, graphic design, marketing and advertising; and
3. that staff engaged in these tasks provide a vital service to the people of Queensland both directly and through the media.
Further, that this House condemns the opposition’s attacks on independent and professional public servants and their policy of
cutting public services through an indiscriminate policy of “natural attrition” which would only serve to place greater pressure on
front-line services.’

I move this amendment on behalf of the Premier who is unable to be here at the beginning of the
debate as she is chairing the annual general meeting of the Anzac Day Commemorative Committee—a
committee chaired by the Premier since World War II. As it is an important motion she will be here to
debate it at the end of the debate. 

I see that the mover of the motion could not even be bothered to hang around and listen to the
debate himself. It is clear from the motion before the House that the opposition does not want to know
the facts and is not really interested in this issue. What it wants to do is stoop to fiction and fabrication to
try to give substance to its claims about public servants being employed for the purpose of misinforming
and misleading people. 

The fiction and fabrication that it engages in is that these people are employed to prop up the
government and to make it look good. The opposition is claiming that rather than being public servants
they are political operatives. It is saying that these people are not doing necessary or worthwhile jobs at
all and that the roles they perform, the jobs they do and the activities they are involved in are unjustified
and unnecessary. That is the fiction that the opposition is stooping to tonight. 

If opposition members had bothered to read the Premier’s answer to their question on notice that
outlined where the communication staff work they would see a very different story. I have read the
Premier’s answer to the opposition’s question. It is very lengthy and very detailed. This farce we hear
tonight about the government’s failure to talk about the cost of these people certainly is not borne out
when we look at the Premier’s answer. Beside every single public servant’s position is their classification
in the Public Service. Those opposite should do a little bit of work themselves and they could work out
the cost of these people. Do not perpetuate the nonsense that we have not given that kind of
information. 

I had a look at my own portfolio. In the Queensland Police Service we have 13.5 media officers
whose main role is to promote public safety by providing a 24/7 service. They ensure information on
crime is conveyed to the Queensland public in a timely and efficient manner. They also provide support
to first response officers at scenes by managing critical and emergency issues. They prepare media
releases that assist investigations, locate offenders and educate and inform the public. 

I take responsibility for that increase in the media unit because when I became minister I asked
the CMC to look at the police media unit. The CMC recommended that we make it a 24-hour, seven-
days-a-week media unit. The media out there demand that of me. So I take full responsibility for the 13½
positions. Are these the positions that the opposition would cut when it gets into government? 

Let us look at other areas of the Police Service. We have 4½ public affairs staff who develop
critical campaigns targeting personal safety, property security, road safety and community relations. Are
they the positions that the opposition will cut when it gets into government? We have a marketing officer
in the Queensland Police Service who is responsible for recruiting and attracting quality applicants to
fulfil the Queensland Police Service’s recruitment requirements. Is that the public servant that the
opposition is talking about sacking tonight? Finally, we have three graphic designers. 
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When we look at the Premier’s answer we find that she has gone to great lengths for each
government agency to outline specifically the roles and functions and the classification of every media
and marketing person employed across government. These hardworking people, these hardworking
public servants are being maligned and misrepresented by the opposition as government spin doctors.
They are maligned and misrepresented as people whose main job is to mislead and misinform the
public. This is a dreadful accusation by the opposition and a slur against these very hardworking people.
Nothing could be further from the truth. 

They are doing the important job of informing the public and helping people access the
information that they need. They are raising public awareness on a range of important issues. They are
developing and implementing public information and education campaigns, such as public health and
safety campaigns. They are developing campaigns in relation to safety on our roads, for example, to
help cut the number of people being unnecessarily killed and injured on our roads. We live in an age
where people expect information. These people are working on behalf of the people of Queensland. I
challenge the opposition to get rid of its silly rhetoric and tell us which one of these public servants it will
cut. 

Hon. RJ WELFORD (Everton—ALP) (Minister for Education and Training and Minister for the
Arts) (5.50 pm): I second the amendment moved by the minister. It is interesting to note how the
opposition approached this debate, is it not? This morning those opposite made much of the
government’s spin doctors. They were going to come in here and argue a great case against the too
many people who are allegedly employed across government in spin doctoring, yet the two first two
speakers from the opposition barely touched on the topic. Mr McArdle purports to have been a lawyer.
Tonight we on this side of the House have no case to answer because he turned up to argue for the
prosecution in a murder case and applied for a divorce! He was not even in the right court! He did not
even argue for the right issue! He never made mention of media staff or spin doctors. He went on and on
about health and everything else. I wondered if he was in the right debate or even in the right
parliament. He should have been in New South Wales where they are going broke.

This debate is clearly not something that the opposition is taking seriously. None of the senior
members of the opposition are here as part of this debate. If members want to know about spin
doctoring, spin doctoring is the proposal of the motion that the opposition put this morning to argue this
issue. That is spin doctoring. That is trying to put an issue on the agenda to pretend that it is an issue
when they know it is not an issue. Those opposite know that the answer that the Premier gave to the
question about what media and marketing staff the government has was a comprehensive and
completely open answer about all of the people who are working in government departments across the
state.

Much was made in the opposition leader’s media release about members of my department. This
is a department across education, training and the arts with 65,000 staff, a $7 billion budget, 1,250
schools, 13 TAFE colleges, the Queensland Gallery of Modern Art, the Queensland Art Gallery, the
Queensland Performing Arts Centre, the museum and a range of other statutory bodies. If we cannot
employ a few dozen people to actually work on behalf of those organisations to get their message out,
then I do not know what planet members of the opposition think they are on.

Of the people in my department, there are a relatively modest group of people working on a range
of issues. We have 27 staff in TAFE colleges. There are 13 TAFE colleges across the state. These TAFE
colleges not only market to Queensland students; they market internationally. They have to run people
not only in Queensland but around the world to attract education exports to Queensland. We only have
four media officers in our central office handling media across all of those issues for the public and the
media. When people want factual information about what my department is doing, there are four people
who handle those issues. There are 27 people in TAFE. That is about marketing. There is one
advertising officer, who organises advertising of government jobs and advertising for
EDUCATIONviews, which is a publication that goes out to every school to keep the school community
and teachers informed. There are eight public affairs officers who produce articles for departmental
publications—nothing to do with spin doctoring. There are 13 communication officers who prepare
publications for the general public.

Let me tell members the sorts of things that are being done by my department. I have already
mentioned EDUCATIONviews, the newspaper that goes to every school to keep parents, P&C
associations, teachers and school communities informed of what is happening in education.

Mr Lawlor: They wouldn’t read it.
Mr WELFORD: Well, they cannot read. That is why they would not read it. Programs designed to

help teachers improve their teaching would be unattended. All of the organisation of professional
development across the state for teachers is organised by the people in the corporate communications
and marketing unit of my department. The Creative Generation event, the Musically Outstanding
STudents—MOST—concert at QPAC, the showcase awards recognising outstanding and innovative
programs in schools around the state and the teaching awards for teaching excellence would not be
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recognised, celebrated or promoted if it were not for the dedicated, professional staff in my department
who organise those events. They do not simply go out and spin to the media on behalf of the
government at all. We would not have had the Andy Warhol exhibition and we would not have had the
Picasso collection come to Queensland and be promoted if it were not for these staff. 

Miss SIMPSON (Maroochydore—LNP) (5.55 pm): I support the LNP motion before the House
tonight. This government defends having 640 spin doctors, media and PR people working in the
Queensland government. Almost one-fifth of all Beattie-Bligh spin doctors are employed to weave their
stories on transport issues while commuters continue to suffer from increased congestion on our roads
and in our trains, and it is getting worse. Main Roads, Queensland Transport and Queensland Rail have
a combined total of 148.4 employees in media communications, marketing and public affairs working to
gloss over 10 years of neglect under the Beattie-Bligh government. People expect better roads and
transport services, not more and more spin from this government.

Transport issues have one of the highest amounts of dedicated spin staff, but it is still not enough
to hide the neglect this Labor government has shown to Queensland’s roads and public transport
systems. No matter how much spin it produces, it cannot hide the fact that people are sitting in traffic
longer, they are crammed into trains and are unable to find car parks at bus and train stations—if their
community has these services at all! Despite the spin doctors, the go card is still charging people for
trips they never made or daily dishing out free bus trips because the system keeps failing to work. Spin
doctors got busy trying to slap the Bligh government on the back for completing the Tugun bypass, but
they could not disguise the fact that it was nearly 10 years overdue and blew out by 675 per cent. When
one scratches the surface of the gloss that the spin doctors try to paint over this government, we find out
about the other blow-outs and the lack of attention to the real areas of service delivery that the people of
Queensland want. Under the watch of this government, the Bundaberg ring-road blew out by 119 per
cent; the Mackay Hospital bridge has blown out by 53 per cent; the south-west arterial road by 205 per
cent; and the widening of the Capricorn Highway by 44 per cent, just to name a few.

People do not want to see the slippery words of a minister trying to get out of a jam glossed over
with another brochure or expensive colour ads in newspapers paid for by taxpayers. They just want
better services. They want to see their roads fixed. They want to see safe intersections. They want
safety around school zones. They want more trains, buses and park and rides. People in regional
Queensland want to see more QR freight services to reduce the number of heavy vehicles on the roads.
They want to see more truck stops and safer roads. The Beattie-Bligh Labor government can keep
spinning until it is blue in the face, but Queenslanders just want these problems fixed. The LNP believes
that, while Queensland motorists, commuters and freight carriers are suffering with congestion and
unsafe conditions on the roads, their state government has a duty to resource solutions before spin. The
LNP will direct public servants towards improving front-line services to provide more doctors, nurses,
teachers and police officers—to provide front-line service delivery and to see these people appropriately
supported. This Labor government exists to provide spin, not service, We believe it should be the other
way around.

Clearly, the Beattie-Bligh Labor government is unable to get its priorities right. Main Roads has
63.4 media staff, Queensland Transport has 41 and QR has 44. QR’s media staff is more than double
the number of those of the next largest government owned corporation and represents about one-third
of all government owned corporation PR staff. This is at a time when more than 21 per cent of the
services on the Ipswich rail line are overcrowded and 20 per cent of the services on the north coast rail
line are overcrowded. This is at a time when we see this government about to spend more than
$1 million on trying to relaunch the go card. It could have saved that money if it got the services right in
the first place. That is why we believe that the focus must be on service delivery first. Then you have a
good story to tell. But 640 staff to sell the story of this government that has failed to deliver services is
the wrong priority. 

Hon. S ROBERTSON (Stretton—ALP) (Minister for Health) (6.00 pm): I take pleasure in joining in
this debate and obviously supporting the amendment moved by the minister for police and corrective
services. Queensland Health is one of the organisations that has received some attention during this
debate. Of course, why would it not, given the significant number of campaigns that are run and
developed by the so-called spin doctors whom the coalition wants to get rid of? Let us consider some of
the campaigns that Queensland Health runs, such as the antismoking ‘Which disease?’ campaign. This
is the latest antismoking campaign and it ran for the first four months of this year in partnership with
Cancer Council Queensland. It included television ads that were built around the health warnings on
cigarette packages and it aimed to communicate to smokers that if they continued to smoke they may
not know what disease they may get but it was likely they would develop one of them. It was built on
previous campaigns involving issues such as amputation and mouth cancer. 

Over the 12 weeks of that campaign, the number of calls to the Quitline nearly doubled to 5,000
callers. That would seem to me to be money well spent. You run a campaign alerting people to the
dangers of smoking and the number of callers to the smoking Quitline doubles as a result to over 5,000.
That is potentially 5,000 Queenslanders who have made the decision to quit smoking. That has to be a
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good investment, I would have thought. That is 5,000 Queenslanders who could potentially avoid lung
cancer or who could potentially not have to seek treatment in our Queensland public hospitals as a
result of giving up the cigarettes. That would seem to me to be money well spent, not spin doctoring.
That seems to me to be a case of the public interest being served and a fine investment of taxpayers’
money. 

During that campaign 1,200 people responded to the television campaign by sending a text
message to be sent a Quit Kit. When people who had called the Quitline during the campaign were
interviewed a few months later, 28 per cent said they were successful in quitting while 36 per cent of
people said they were trying to give up smoking. I think that is a fine result for the spin doctors. 

What about the young women and drinking campaign, which is trying to alert particularly young
women to the dangers of excessive drinking? This campaign aimed to reduce the harmful consumption
of alcohol among young women aged 18 to 22 years by putting drinks into perspective, empowering
young people to say ‘no, thanks’ to a drink when they want to. The first phase of the campaign was
launched on Boxing Day 2004. Since then there have been four phases. The campaign evaluation
found a significant reduction in high-risk drinking levels in the long term from 60 per cent in November
2004 to 34 per cent in July 2008. That is yet another example of a good public health campaign that is
changing behaviours. 

Of course, one would think that, based on what it has been carrying on about, the opposition
would get rid of all of these campaigns. Just as I highlighted in Cairns during the last sitting week and
just as I highlighted this morning—the opposition talks about Queensland Health being not properly
funded but then when we put more money into Queensland Health it says that we are wasting money—
I have found yet another example of rank hypocrisy from the opposition. During the 2006 election
campaign, what did the Queensland coalition commit itself to for the Queensland coalition dental health
package? It committed, amongst other things—wait for it—$4.35 million for oral health promotion
campaigns. What hypocrisy! Yet again, the members opposite have been caught out. 

But wait, there is more. The coalition did not stop at $4.35 million for an oral health campaign,
which was actually a good idea. Dr Flegg committed the coalition to the healthy menu campaign, which
would cost $2 million a year and would be paid as a way to promote healthy eating. These are the kinds
of campaigns that those people opposite now say have been constructed by spin doctors, yet at the last
election they went to the people of Queensland saying, ‘We need to spend more money on public health
campaigns.’ Once again, they have been caught out with their rank hypocrisy. 

This rank hypocrisy knows no bounds. The members opposite will come in here and say
anything, but then the facts are revealed. In this case they had already committed money for public
health campaigns. They should not move this motion; they should apologise. 

Mr LANGBROEK (Surfers Paradise—LNP) (6.05 pm): It is my pleasure to rise to speak to this
motion moved by the member for Caloundra, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. I am happy to
support it and oppose the amendment moved by the government. 

This motion is all about priorities. This motion is about striking a balance. No-one is saying that
no-one can have media people or promotions people, but let us have a look at some of the priorities of
this government within the departments for which I have the shadow ministry responsibility—that is
education, skills and the arts. We have learned recently that since September 2007 the Premier has
spent over $1 million on advertising and publications that have her photograph in them. We know that
$1.5 million has been spent on the Q2 campaign. In the Department of Education, Training and the Arts,
the number of public affairs staff has increased from 28 in 2001-02 to 110 in 2006-07 and the cost of
those staff rose from $1.7 million to $5.2 million in 2005-06. I acknowledge that Arts Queensland and
arts statutory authorities joined this department in 2004-05 and that the training department joined in
2006-07, but that is still a great increase. 

Also in the Department of Education, Training and the Arts, in 2006-07 external consultants cost
$2.2 million. So across those few categories that I have just mentioned we have $10 million spent on
what the minister just came in here and said in his contribution to this debate: celebrating, promoting
and promising. So let us have a look at some of the promises that the minister and the government used
to supposedly talk about what they are going to do. Let us look at their achievements. 

The main achievement that most Queenslanders would be aware of through the government’s
State Schools of Tomorrow program is that it is closing schools. The government wants to promote that
as well—not just through the State Schools of Tomorrow program but also through other programs. Let
us have a look at the schools that are proposed to be mothballed or set for closure. At the moment we
have the Dinmore and Blackstone schools in the electorate of Bundamba; Majors Creek school in the
electorate of Burdekin; Yaraka school in the electorate of Gregory, which was reviewed on 26
November; Lucinda Point school in the electorate of Hinchinbrook has already closed; Nerimbera school
in the electorate of Keppel; Junction View school in the electorate of Lockyer; Dows Creek school, which
was announced yesterday, in the electorate of Mirani; Kenilworth State College in the electorate of
Nicklin, which has been changed to a P-7 from a P-10 school; Upper Barron school in the electorate of
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Tablelands, which was announced yesterday; Wycombe school, in the electorate of Warrego; and
Muckadilla school, also in the electorate of Warrego. As well, the member for Inala, who is present in
this place, is sitting by while the government closes the Richlands and Inala West schools. We have
Bremer State High School and Amberley State School closing. We have the Xavier Special School that
wants to stay at Whites Hill college. Instead, it is being moved to Mount Gravatt West Special School. Of
course, in the electorate of the Deputy Premier we have the Wynnum North, Wynnum Central and
Lindum schools being merged. 

That is what the spin doctors are talking about. They are trying to promote those closures. They
are talking about having some sort of pride in the fact that they are closing these schools and making
some sort of virtue of the fact that they are making bigger schools and that this will make educational
results better when, clearly, that is not true. 

Let us have a look at one area that would be critical to people throughout Queensland—one-
teacher schools. That is a very small area when we consider that the government spent $10 million
across a few categories of promotion. One-teacher schools are part of the regional and remote cohort
that the education minister has blamed for dragging down the rest of the state when the national literacy
and numeracy results came out. Yet we see that the government has made numerous promises via its
spin doctors. It promised that it would provide a quality education system that delivers opportunities for
all students to achieve learning outcomes and reach their potential. But unfortunately, in these one-
teacher schools that means that up to eight grades can be enrolled in a single classroom with one
teacher and up to 26 students. 

In one-teacher schools where the enrolment is more than 20, one teacher cannot provide
opportunities for all students to achieve their potential. Whilst teacher aides can assist with curriculum
delivery, it is not their responsibility to prepare lessons, assessment tasks or individualised programs. 

Only five hours of teacher aide time has been given to these one-teacher schools, unless they
have 16 students in prep. They are unlikely to have 16 out of 25 students in one class. That promise was
made in the Department of Education, Training and the Arts strategic plan for 2006-2010. It is just one of
the promises that the government has either not lived up to or tried to promote as showing that it is
actually doing something for the people of Queensland. Under our Results Plus policy, we will take
Queenslanders back to the top of class. We say it is not the teachers’ fault. We want to retain our
dedicated staff. There has been a 20 per cent increase in teacher resignations, from 1,053 in 2006 to
1,268 in 2007. We believe in smaller classes, more teachers for special needs and full-time teacher
aides. We do not believe big is better. 

Hon. RJ MICKEL (Logan—ALP) (Minister for Transport, Trade, Employment and Industrial
Relations) (6.10 pm): Members who have been around for a while will recognise a couple of features in
this debate. This is a throwback to the Borbidge government. Tonight the opposition has exposed a
secret hit list. This is about getting rid of public servants. It is as simple as that. They have the numbers
and they are going to get rid of public servants. I intend to write to the people in my department who
communicate with stakeholders, who draw up the timetables for Queensland Rail, who work out all the
communication strategies on road safety and how to get a driver’s licence, and tell them that the choice
is now quite clear: you have a job with us or you will be sacked with them. It is as simple as that. This
morning we heard a startling admission from the Leader of the Opposition that they have wiped out
everything up until July, but they have not expunged their record. We know their record when it comes to
wiping out public servants and putting them on a hit list, thereby destroying careers. 

Let us look at the Department of Transport, which looks after marine and road safety, deals with
all the attendant issues involving infrastructure and undertakes all the consultation that is needed to
provide advice to people. Does anybody seriously believe that that department could be run without
people to perform those jobs? What about all the inquiries from the media? Does anybody seriously
think that a large and complex department like the Department of Transport could possibly answer all
the media and general public inquiries without a media relations team? What about the department of
trade, which runs overseas offices and needs to promote none other than the entire state of
Queensland? 

Opposition members interjected. 
Mr MICKEL: Do members hear the facile interjection from the member opposite? He cannot even

make a serious contribution. It is no wonder that you are red faced, my son. When you believe in
nothing, you will fall for anything, and you have fallen for anything. 

Members will remember the Vicky Pollard demonstration from the member opposite, but what did
she say on 22 August in relation to the Gold Coast rapid transit scheme? She said, ‘All stakeholders
need access to information.’ Who is going to provide the information if the LNP gets rid of everybody?
They cannot stand here, as they did tonight, wallowing on about people supplying information. Who do
they think will do the consultation? On 18 September the member for Clayfield said that the government
did not carry out any community consultation before announcing the sale of the airport. If they get rid of
all of the communications people, who will do the consultation? Who will go out and do the business?
Certainly not the jokers opposite, because they are flat out holding up question time. In press releases
they are flat out being consistent between paragraph 3 and paragraph 5. 
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What of the Department of Employment and Industrial Relations? What sort of spinning do 26
people do? The department is involved in things like the electrical safety campaign. One of the truly
Byzantine things that it gets up to is installing safety switches. ‘Don’t do your own electricity work’
sounds like real spin! The department is involved in safety awareness campaigns. What does it show
people who are setting up businesses? It shows them how to pay correct wages. Those opposite want
to do away with all those basic things. I suppose they do not care about those things because of their
vote in parliament some years ago. Web sites need to be maintained so accurate information regarding
updated awards can be provided to employees. Is it some sort of spin doctoring to show people what
the correct awards are? 

It does not matter how you cut it: the further you are away from government, the more you will
promise anything and that is what these guys are on about with this motion. They do not have an
alternative coherent policy because none of them seriously believes that the things that I have talked
about tonight—whether it is road safety or anything else—are a proper feature of government. 

Mr MESSENGER (Burnett—LNP) (6.15 pm): In supporting the motion moved by the Deputy
Leader of the LNP and speaking to it tonight, I salute the government’s spin doctors. I want to doff my
cap to Labor’s hidden persuaders. I do not like the money that is being spent on them or the way it is
being spent—the glossy booklets, ads and clever catchphrases that they have come up with to promote
the government rather than its initiatives. However, I have to concede that they are truly the best in the
land. I think it is appropriate to acknowledge their genius and their hard work. They and their
predecessors have worked absolute magic in this state for the past 10 years. If the Premier assigned
her 640 media and public consultants to Robert Mugabe, within two weeks we would be comparing him
to Nelson Mandela. 

The brutal and sad reality of the situation is that this state has been dragged through scandal after
crisis after disaster by an incompetent, criminal and corrupt political party led by people whose own
personal interests and friendships have come before the welfare of Queensland families and of fiscal
responsibility. Let us think of all the Labor mates and family members whooping it up at taxpayers’
expense, starting with former Premier Beattie who is on an employment package worth approximately
$1 million a year in the USA. Let us forget about the fact that he said he would never take an overseas
position. Is it only me who gets upset by the fact that Beattie was gifted his position by the person who
owes him the biggest political debt and favour, his hand-picked successor, the unelected Premier? The
spin doctors have glossed over that little political problem. They have forgotten about that. 

With the help of its spin doctors the Labor Party has managed to rewrite the sorry and tragic
political history of this state, with its theme of injustice, blood and misery, and has transformed it into a
children’s fairytale. The best example of this official policy of covering up the truth and publicly avoiding
bad news for this government was exposed by retired Supreme Court Judge Geoff Davies in a royal
commission into the health department. He wrote—
The managers were also required to work within a culture that was, as will be discussed later, seriously averse to public
discussion, at least to the extent it might lead to negative publicity.
As Mr Leck testified, they were required to make decisions by reference to a risk matrix which rated ‘significant and sustained
statewide adverse publicity’ on the same level as ‘loss of life’. 

Mr SPEAKER: Excuse me, member for Burnett, are you speaking to the motion before the
House? 

Mr MESSENGER: Yes, I am. 
Mr SPEAKER: It does not sound like you are. Please come back to the motion. 
Mr MESSENGER: I am coming back to the motion.
Mr SPEAKER: You are spending most of your time not on the motion.
Mr MESSENGER: The point I am making, Mr Speaker, is that if you are a public servant there is

no doubt in your mind whatsoever after reading the government risk matrix that your bosses—the
ministers, the Premier—will be more upset if sustained national publicity significantly damages a
Queensland government department’s reputation rather than loss of human life. You will not see a better
example, Mr Speaker, of spin doctors merrily at work than tonight at the EPA and the department of
tourism right now. The minister responsible for the EPA and the member for Hervey Bay, Mr McNamara,
still refuses to release life-saving information. We have had one confirmed death from a government
caught and relocated crocodile and still no release of the whereabouts of the 16 other crocodiles.

In a time of economic hardship, when the budget revenue is going to decrease by $700 million, it
is important to keep this government accountable for its excessive spending on blatant propaganda. The
tourism minister has allowed $62,000 of her budget to be spent on publications which contain the image
of the Premier. That money would be better spent compensating tourism operators in your electorate,
Mr Speaker, on Magnetic Island and in Townsville who have been done over by this government. They
should be compensated. The money spent on spin doctors should go back to the tourism operators as
compensation for the beaches being closed because of the government’s EPA crocodile which was
released in their waters.
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Under an LNP government the Public Service will be professional and independent. The role of
the public servant under Labor has ceased serving the public and their primary role is to get the
government re-elected.

Time expired. 
Hon. AM BLIGH (South Brisbane—ALP) (Premier) (6.20 pm): At the heart of this motion is a

profound dishonesty. The motion talks about 640 ‘media and public relations’ staff. The figure 640
relates to an answer to a question on notice which asked about staff employed in the following
categories: media, public affairs, communications, graphic design, marketing and advertising. So, to
boost the numbers, the Leader of the Opposition has included a whole lot of other categories and then
described all of them in his public comments and in the motion before us tonight as ‘media and public
relations’. The number is not significantly higher than when this question was last asked of government
in November 2006. Of course all of these positions are constantly under review, as indeed are all
positions in the government, to make sure that they are meeting the current demands and expectations.
We know in Health, for example, that we have recently restructured that department to ensure that we
have our people where they need to be.

It is a great shame that the Leader of the Opposition did not have this same obsession when he
was last around a cabinet table. Do people here remember under the previous National-Liberal
government the activities of one Santo Santoro? He was absolutely addicted to self-publicity. He was
vainglorious in his attempts to promote himself. His appearance in government advertising campaigns,
particularly those promoting new workplace reforms, was nothing short of shameless. People will
remember the documents that he had published in which he would have some 12 or 15 photos of
himself. And who did the documentation? None other than Carroll Delaney Advertising, a firm
associated with Liberal Party executive member Bob Carroll and Santo’s ally. So who got the contract?
Not only were they using public funds to promote themselves; they were giving the money and the
contracts to their Liberal Party mates.

What about Kelly Gee? Remember the advertising company Kelly Gee which got the master
advertising contract for the Premier’s department and the whole-of-government work? The Courier-Mail
described the contract as being let very ‘quietly’. The lucky agency was South Brisbane outfit Kelly Gee,
which was last in the spotlight following its 1995 state election campaign for the coalition. So there is no
cause for those opposite to be standing here sanctimonious on this issue tonight. Nothing that I have
just described that they got up to when they were last in government can be levelled at this government.
Did the Leader of the Opposition ever raise his voice in cabinet when all of that was going on? He
certainly never raised it in the public arena.

I am appalled by the constant attacks by the Leader of the Opposition on people who are
independent public servants. People included in these numbers are often quite junior public servants
employed in classifications like ‘graphic designer’. These are the people who write the material that
goes out to explain how you can find a program to quit smoking and how you can get more information
on where to catch a bus. Under Mr Springborg’s proposal—and I heard him on the news the other
night—these positions should all be transferred back to front-line or core services. That is code for ‘he
will sack them’. He will sack them. That is what it is code for. The 640 are the first downpayment on his
12,000 Public Service jobs gone.

So what kind of people would he be sacking? In the Department of Emergency Services we have
media and communication officers who are part of the 640. What do they do? They issue public safety
warnings for floods, cyclones, bushfires and gas leaks. And guess what? They are on call 24 hours a
day. These are the people who are out there protecting us in times of emergencies and those opposite
want to call them spin doctors. What does that word imply? It somehow implies that they have been
politicised. It is an insult to their independence and their professionalism. The Leader of the Opposition
thinks that paramedics should be doing that, I suppose.

In the Department of Main Roads there are communication and media officers whose job it is to
advise and put up signs when there are changed road conditions. What would you do if we had those
jobs chopped, Mr Speaker? Maybe police officers could start drawing the signs. We could have fully
qualified police officers getting out the crayons and drawing up signs such as ‘Detour this way’. As I
said, at the heart of this is a profound dishonesty, and the Leader of the Opposition should be ashamed
of himself.

Time expired. 
Division: Question put—That the amendment be agreed to.
In division—
Mr SPEAKER: Honourable members, I take this opportunity to welcome to the public gallery

tonight students and staff from Grace Lutheran College in the electorate of Murrumba, which is
represented in this House by the Hon. Dean Wells.
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AYES, 51—Attwood, Barry, Bligh, Boyle, Choi, Croft, Darling, English, Fenlon, Finn, Fraser, Grace, Gray, Hayward, Hinchliffe,
Hoolihan, Jarratt, Keech, Kiernan, Lavarch, Lawlor, Lucas, McNamara, Miller, Moorhead, Mulherin, Nelson-Carr, Nolan, O’Brien,
Palaszczuk, Pearce, Purcell, Reeves, Roberts, Robertson, Schwarten, Scott, Smith, Spence, Struthers, Sullivan, van Litsenburg,
Wallace, Weightman, Welford, Wells, Wendt, Wettenhall, Wilson. Tellers: Male, Jones
NOES, 29—Copeland, Cripps, Cunningham, Dempsey, Dickson, Flegg, Foley, Gibson, Hobbs, Hopper, Horan, Johnson, Knuth,
Langbroek, Lee, Lee Long, Lingard, McArdle, Malone, Menkens, Messenger, Seeney, Simpson, Springborg, Stevens, Stuckey,
Wellington. Tellers: Rickuss, Elmes

Resolved in the affirmative.
Division: Question put—That the motion, as amended, be agreed to.

AYES, 53—Attwood, Barry, Bligh, Boyle, Choi, Croft, Darling, English, Fenlon, Finn, Fraser, Grace, Gray, Hayward, Hinchliffe,
Hoolihan, Jarratt, Keech, Kiernan, Lavarch, Lawlor, Lee, Lucas, McNamara, Miller, Moorhead, Mulherin, Nelson-Carr, Nolan,
O’Brien, Palaszczuk, Pearce, Purcell, Reeves, Roberts, Robertson, Schwarten, Scott, Smith, Spence, Struthers, Sullivan, van
Litsenburg, Wallace, Weightman, Welford, Wellington, Wells, Wendt, Wettenhall, Wilson. Tellers: Male, Jones
NOES, 26—Copeland, Cripps, Dempsey, Dickson, Flegg, Foley, Gibson, Hobbs, Hopper, Horan, Johnson, Knuth, Langbroek, Lee
Long, Lingard, McArdle, Malone, Menkens, Messenger, Seeney, Simpson, Springborg, Stevens, Stuckey. Tellers: Rickuss, Elmes

Resolved in the affirmative.
Motion, as agreed—

This House notes—
1. the independence and professionalism of the Queensland Public Service;
2. that less than 0.4 per cent of Queensland public servants are engaged in tasks such as media, public affairs,

communications, graphic design, marketing and advertising; and
3. that staff engaged in these tasks provide a vital service to the people of Queensland both directly and through the media.
Further, that this House condemns the opposition’s attacks on independent and professional public servants and their policy of
cutting public services through an indiscriminate policy of “natural attrition” which would only serve to place greater pressure on
front-line services.

Sitting suspended from 6.37 pm to 7.35 pm.

MOTION

Order of Business
Hon. D BOYLE (Cairns—ALP) (Acting Leader of the House) (7.35 pm): I move—

That general business order of the day No. 1 be postponed.

Question put—That the motion be agreed to.
Motion agreed to.

LIQUID FUEL SUPPLY (ETHANOL) AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 9 October (see p. 2999), on motion of Mrs Menkens—

That the bill be now read a second time.
Mr MESSENGER (Burnett—LNP) (7.36 pm): I congratulate the member for Burdekin, Rosemary

Menkens, on her private member’s bill. The object of the Liquid Fuel Supply (Ethanol) Amendment Bill is
to amend the Liquid Fuel Supply Act 1984 to require a minimum ethanol content in relation to the total
volume of motor spirit sales in Queensland. It is proposed that this bill will mandate that up to 10 per
cent of the total volume of petrol sold in Queensland will be ethanol, an E10 blend. The key words to
concentrate on there are ‘up to 10 per cent’—not 10 per cent straight off.

If this bill is passed, Queensland will be taking a giant step in the right direction towards becoming
the renewable energy capital of Australia. It is proposed that the percentage of ethanol required would
be introduced in stages via regulation to recognise and facilitate the necessary ramping up in production
by ethanol producers in Queensland. For example, a five per cent ethanol fuel blend would be
introduced by the end of this year and 10 per cent by 2010.

New South Wales is already ahead of our so-called Smart State because the New South Wales
government passed the Biofuel (Ethanol Content) Bill in October last year which introduced a two per
cent ethanol mandate of the total volume of all petrol sold by the wholesaler. I want to quote from a
media release that this government should be ashamed of. It is dated Friday, 11 May 2007, and it has
the heading ‘Ethanol to be in every NSW car’. It states—
New South Wales is set to become the first state to mandate the use of ethanol in petrol.
The Minister for Rural Affairs and Regional Development, Tony Kelly, says the plan is for fuel to contain 2 per cent Ethanol from
September onwards.
Mr Kelly says the move will have many benefits for the environment and rural Australia.
‘The time for talk on Ethanol is over,’ he said.
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Might I reiterate and echo his sentiments here tonight. The media release continues—
‘The Federal government has gone missing on biofuel, so it’s up to the states and territories now to lead the way.’
‘I’ve outlined to Parliament the Government’s intention to implement the 2 per cent mandate to meet the desired timeframe, and
we’ll shortly bring legislation before parliament.’
‘It’s also fantastic for the environment. It helps reduce the effect on the environment particularly smog particles.’
‘It also replaces the fuel we import from overseas. A decade ago we imported $488 million worth of fuel from overseas. Last year
we imported $10 billion worth.’

Mr Kelly’s press release hit upon the main points that I am going to talk about tonight. Of course,
the question that this government has failed to properly answer in this whole debate is why the
government—the Smart State, no less—has not mandated ethanol. The bottom line is that there are no
good excuses, especially not when New South Wales did this a year and a half ago and especially given
the fact that we are the biggest producers and growers of the crop which is ideal for ethanol production.

It is evident by the New South Wales government’s actions that an ethanol mandate is possible
and can be introduced at a state level, so Queensland should not be left behind. In short, if New South
Wales can do it, then Queensland most certainly can make it work effectively, considering the size of our
sugar and grain industries. I note that this government has indicated it will introduce a five per cent
mandate for all petrol sold and produced in Queensland by 2010, but where is the legislation? The
government has not yet introduced any legislation. Well, I do not think it has; I will refer to the shadow
minister. Has the government introduced any legislation at the moment?

Mrs Menkens: No.
Ms Boyle: Not yet but early next year.
Mr MESSENGER: Early next year. We look forward to that legislation with glee, but why wait until

next year? Why not get on the front foot right here and now tonight? We have the opportunity to get this
happening. In the last six months we have seen two massive crises come and go and we are in the
middle of unusual social and economic circumstances, so now is the time for action. We need to be
flexible enough to seize the opportunities, and I think next year will not be soon enough. We in the LNP
believe there are many benefits to mandating ethanol in Queensland. Of course, the major benefit would
be the number of jobs created in rural and regional areas, not to mention all of the environmental
benefits and health benefits. We will have not only jobs created but also jobs preserved. This has
particular relevance to my constituents on the Burnett coastline.

The sugar industry in the Wide Bay-Burnett has been under enormous pressure in recent times.
Locally in the Bundaberg-Burnett region, sugar injects about $150 million into our economy. About
seven or eight years ago it used to inject over $200 million into our economy—somewhere around
$220 million. Of course, the rise in diesel, fertiliser and labour costs and, up until recent times,
increasing currency values and soft sugar prices have meant that it is very hard for growers of sugar to
make a profit. Having said that, our farmers and our millers are some of the most efficient in the
business. The same, unfortunately, cannot be said for the government bureaucracy that they have to
deal with—and I am talking about government owned corporations and SunWater and the fact that there
is an inequity in the way that they pay for their water and also in the way that that water is allocated.

If this bill is passed tonight, it may be the difference between a local mill staying in operation or
closing down, and I am referring to the Bingara sugar mill, which is owned by Bundaberg Sugar. There
have been many rumours circulating throughout the community that the Bingara mill is due for closure;
that it may not be around in a while. That would be an absolute shame for the Bundaberg district, not to
mention for the south Kolan district from which I come. My father worked at the mill. He has just recently
retired. He has over 30 years experience driving sugar trains and working in the industry. My brother
worked at the mill. I just about worked at the mill, but I managed to get an apprenticeship with the RAAF.

You have to judge people by their actions. In this business certainly you cannot judge people by
their rhetoric—certainly not those opposite. If you study actions rather than rhetoric, you get the distinct
feeling that Labor does not want the ethanol industry to work in Queensland. I have had many
discussions. I have spoken with people on the extreme green side of things. I know that the extreme
wacky left of the Labor Party is governed by those extreme fanatical movements, and I believe that it
wants to drive the sugar industry into the ocean because it sees the environmental benefits of ethanol
being far outweighed by the environmental risks that growing sugar poses to the environment. 

We even heard the Premier recently demonising farmers and talking about the run-off from the
sugar industry. I wonder if the Premier would rather shut down the whole sugar industry and not throw it
a lifeline like the mandating of ethanol. It is a case of ‘don’t listen to what they say; look at what they
have done’. How many times have those opposite voted against the mandating of ethanol now? 

Mr Cripps: Twice already. 
Mr MESSENGER: Twice; exactly. Sugar is a crop which is six to seven times more efficient at

producing ethanol. What are we going to do to support the research and development of the ethanol
industry? Passing this bill would send a signal to the market. It would send a signal of confidence to
bankers, who have to supply the credit to begin this industry. Most importantly, we know that E10
decreases normal cars’ harmful emissions by 25 per cent. So that is a 25 per cent reduction in cancer-
causing carcinogens. 



3514 Liquid Fuel Supply (Ethanol) Amendment Bill 12 Nov 2008
A government member: Do you use E10?
Mr MESSENGER: When I can, yes—every time. E85 decreases normal cars’ harmful emissions

by 40 per cent. The cost of converting these cars to flex-fuel cars is coming down all the time—$400. 
In closing, the Queensland LNP has been strongly supporting ethanol for years. This is evident by

the two pieces of legislation introduced into the state parliament to introduce a mandate, but typically
both times Labor used its numbers to defeat our bills. I commend the member for Burdekin for
introducing this legislation. It is a good piece of legislation. 

Mrs MENKENS (Burdekin—LNP) (7.46 pm), in reply: The Liquid Fuel Supply (Ethanol)
Amendment Bill 2008 that we have heard debated in this chamber recently is about giving an incentive
to develop a much-needed industry in Queensland. However, again we see a government that will not
support a private member’s bill that actually mirrors its own policy. But it is a policy that the government
has grudgingly put in place because the opposition has forced it into that position. 

This is the third time that this opposition has brought into parliament legislation to mandate
ethanol, and it is going to be the third time that this government has voted it down. The government is
being hypocritical by not supporting this legislation. We are on the same page. This government does
acknowledge support for ethanol. It acknowledges support for an ethanol industry and to mandating
ethanol, but when? 

The objective of this bill is to require minimum ethanol content in relation to total volume of motor
spirit sales in Queensland. The process for this would be by allowing the required percentage of ethanol
to be mandated to be determined by regulation as required by industry and as required by market
forces. This bill introduces a process that can give security to industry but it can be responsive to market
pressure and such other forces that could come into effect, such as food shortages through drought
perhaps. It is totally responsive but it would give surety to industry. I am disappointed by the minister’s
response. I really did appreciate the fact that she made herself and her staff available to meet with me
for a briefing on this bill when it was first introduced, and I noted her comments about the bill then, and I
thank her for that. But this minister comes from north Queensland and she is certainly aware of the
further potential for agriculture that exists in north Queensland—for instance, growing more sugar cane
as feedstock for this, specifically for an ethanol industry. So why is she not supporting the bill? 

We have heard the minister and her members using the thinnest excuses to vote down this
legislation, and they really have been the thinnest of excuses. Some of the mistruths that have been
bandied about in this debate have been very disappointing to say the least.

The minister’s press release of 8 May 2008 is headed ‘Queensland families would pay more at
the pump under Springborg ethanol plan’. What an appalling statement. What outright spin and a total
falsehood. I use the word ‘falsehood’ because, as we know, the word ‘lie’ is considered unparliamentary
by this government. Nothing could be further from the truth. 

The government keeps stating its commitment to introducing a five per cent ethanol mandate in
Queensland by 2010. It is important to remember that the fuel excise rebate on domestically produced
ethanol will be gradually removed from 2011. This gives a very small window of opportunity and surety
for the industry to develop within. The Rudd government has given no indication that it is going to extend
this. In fact, it has given the totally opposite indication. 

What assurance does the state government have that industry will be ready for a five per cent
mandate then or that a five per cent mandate will suit the market needs? The minister’s press release of
May this year goes on to say—
The reason the state government has not rushed a mandate is to ensure we can meet demand with local supply. 

We’re working with the ethanol and biofuel industry to ensure that the state’s supply of ethanol will meet the demand when the
mandate is introduced. 

It should be plain for anyone to see that this bill being debated tonight does deliver exactly what
that statement says. This bill does not rush a mandate of some specified amount. It is designed to
regulate a percentage mandate as the industry demand grows. 

Mr Cripps: It is very flexible.
Mrs MENKENS: I take that interjection. It is very flexible. That is the whole notion of this bill.

Certain processes and certain sureties must be put to industry. Banking institutions will not lend to an
emerging industry such as this without legislative assurance. They will need really solid assurances.
That is the backup that is going to be needed. This is where mandating of the product is essential. They
will not lend on promises. They will lend on empty spin and so forth.

We know that oil and coal are the most important forms of energy in the world today. But there are
clear messages of uncertainty about the future availability of oil and there is always uncertainty about
when oil crises may occur. They affect us because we are a long way from the major suppliers of oil in
the world. 
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The minister for sustainability, Minister Andrew McNamara, is one of the major proponents of
peak oil. He has been trumpeting the prospect of receding oil reserves for some time and he may
possibly be very right. However, he was strangely quiet on this bill because he knows that this is good,
sensible legislation for Queensland. Queensland and Australia are still too far behind in the production
and delivery of an alternative fuel. Australia is dragging its feet. Queensland should be leading the way
in Australia and we are dragging our feet. 

Mr Cripps: Hear, hear!
Mrs Stuckey interjected.
Mr Cripps: You’re behind New South Wales.
Mrs MENKENS: Where is New South Wales? New South Wales is leading the pack on this.

Where is Queensland? 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr O’Brien): Order! Members will desist from cross-chamber debate.

The member for Burdekin has the call. 
Mrs MENKENS: New South Wales is leading the charge on this at the moment. Who can

produce the most feedstock? We in Queensland can. 
We have heard debate also about the pressure on the world food market. Food production and a

shortage of food will be an issue across the world. I challenge that it will not be an issue in Queensland,
and it probably never will be. Queensland is a massive food bowl that is yet to be unleashed. The huge
quantities of fruit and vegetables that are ploughed in every year because of market oversupply would
feed many Third World citizens. I see the wonderful horticulturists across my district and how much they
lose every year due to market oversupply. If we had lignocellulosic technology, that could be put into
ethanol. With the water availability in north Queensland food shortages will never be an issue. As a
government in Queensland we have to give security and confidence to a biofuel industry. Long-term
promises are simply not good enough. The industry needs an assurance now. 

Let me take members back to the minister’s speech. She mentions three areas of disagreement
with this bill. The first area is the implementation schedule for the mandate. She says that the LNP is
proposing a graduated mandate that starts at two per cent and increases to five per cent. She says that
this actually discourages development. That is ridiculous. It is totally incorrect. The legislation does not
say that a mandate would have to start at two per cent. The mandate is to be set by regulation as
required. If the regulation is not put in place the mandate may start at two per cent. That is a totally
incorrect statement. 

If this legislation were passed and became law in the near future what a dream that would be.
Before the end of this year that mandate could be set at zero per cent. But the legislation would be in
place and it would be surety to industry. Because it can be set by regulation, as soon as the need arises,
as soon as the market forces demand, a percentage mandate can be put in place and would be a
building block for those industries that would be ready to develop and expand. 

Let us look seriously at the legislation. What is the crux of this legislation? This is legislation that
is responsive to market forces. This is legislation that is responsive to other forces such as drought that
could affect world food sources. This legislation is far more responsive than Labor’s five per cent
mandate whenever or if ever it is implemented. This legislation is about enshrining a process. It is about
setting up a process that will be responsive to market and industry needs. Most importantly, it is
responsive to the community. 

The minister’s second concern is in relation to amending the Fuel Supply Act 1984. Her
reasoning is that this act was originally intended for emergency situations. Well, so what? It is still law. It
is set in legislation. It sounds a very thin excuse from a government scratching to find reasons to oppose
this bill. 

The third reason is that the bill has no plan for the administration of this legislation. I found that a
rather interesting comment. The bill does outline a process—quite an involved process—for returns,
requirements for records, penalties and false or misleading returns. It also outlines many processes for
compliance. 

What is disappointing and what certainly shows this government’s lack of commitment to an
ethanol industry is that the minister could so easily have amended this bill to fulfil those bureaucratic
and administrative processes that she seems to be referring to. 

Mr Cripps: They’ve had months. 
Mrs MENKENS: They have had months to do it, as the member for Hinchinbrook has just said. 
Mr Cripps: It has been on the Notice Paper for months. 
Mrs MENKENS: It has been on the Notice Paper for months. Administrative processes can be

set by regulation. The legislation that is brought into this parliament by this government is far too
cumbersome and bureaucratic. However, had the minister offered to amend this bill we would have very
happily supported the amendments. That would have really showed that there is bipartisan support for
this initiative and it is not just a party political dump. 
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The minister also noted no distinction between regular and premium fuels. That is a peripheral
argument. That is something that need not be locked into legislation either. The minister has
demonstrated that her government simply does not understand or want to understand the intent of this
bill. 

Her final argument is that the bill includes no provision for the suspension of the mandate should
circumstances require it. Of course there is a provision. This is rather laughable. Do I have to say it
again and bore everybody? The mandate is to be set by regulation. That mandate can be set up or
down as industry and market needs dictate. Surely that simple point should be obviously clear to
anybody. It is very clear that the government has had a heck of a lot of trouble trying to find reasons to
oppose this legislation. Following the minister—

An opposition member: They did!
Mrs MENKENS: Well, they did, yes. The following speaker, the member for Ipswich, bombarded

the House with patronising comments about a cargo cult for struggling cane farmers. This member
would have absolutely no knowledge of what farmers put up with. These were insulting comments from
a city-centric member trying to score cheap political points. I was very disappointed. 

The member for Mirani, who spoke next, spoke with some very sensible and practical knowledge
about the processes and needs for the ethanol industry. He understands this issue. He spoke with
common sense, which is something we do not see from those opposite very often. I thank him for his
contribution. 

I also thank the member for Indooroopilly for his support and comments. He queried the
statement that ethanol produced from grain and sugar has a 20 to 50 per cent lower emission rate than
fossil fuels.

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr O’Brien): Order! There is too much audible conversation in the
House. The member for Burdekin has the call. She has a right to be heard in silence.

Mrs MENKENS: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I do like being protected. The member for
Indooroopilly has queried these particular figures and I am very, very happy to supply those details to
him. They are quoted in several sources, in particular in the Ethanol 2008 Australia conference which
was held in Sydney earlier this year. CSIRO data states strongly that biofuels have much lower carbon
emissions than fossil fuels. Ethanol from grain and sugar has 20 to 50 per cent lower emissions than
fossil fuels. Grain is the least effective, whereas ethanol from sugar has much lower carbon emissions
than fossil fuels. Biodiesel from oil seeds has 50 to 70 per cent lower emissions than fossil fuels, but the
interesting fact is that ethanol from the lignocellulosic process has 80 to 90 per cent lower emissions
than fossil fuels. That is where our future lies. That is the exciting future that we really have to look for.
This is the future for our sustainable energy source, the real future for biofuels. 

The member for Whitsunday should feel ashamed to go back to her electorate after her
contribution to this bill. She comes from a major sugar-producing area. I think her sugar-producing
constituents would be very disappointed that she had nothing more to offer to that area than vague
promises for some time in the future and total party political support of her government. Very
disappointing. 

Ms Jarratt: We made a promise at the last election and we are going to deliver it.
Mrs MENKENS: After the next election? Maybe. The member for Toowoomba South gave very

convincing arguments, reminding the House and the government of the history of its excuses. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! There is too much audible conversation in the chamber. Can

members please desist so that the honourable member can be heard.
Mrs MENKENS: Mr Deputy Speaker, they are reacting because they are feeling very sensitive

about this issue. The member for Toowoomba South gave very convincing arguments. I thank him for
that. He reminded the House of the history of excuses of the other side of the parliament as to why it
could not introduce into Queensland regulation a mandate for ethanol. He very clearly reminded
members that this Labor government has fought against the introduction of an ethanol mandate since
2002 with all the excuses in the world. Each time this has come up the government has had a different
set of excuses. The excuses are starting to run out. As he said, they are ethanol haters and they are still
coming up with excuses. I thank the member for Charters Towers for his very balanced and structured
argument in support of this legislation. I thank the member for Hinchinbrook, who gave an extremely
well researched history of how this government has continually denied Queensland the opportunity to
develop the commercial confidence and certainty for a strong, renewable fuels industry. I also thank the
members for Lockyer and Darling Downs for their contributions. The member for Darling Downs spoke
of the developing Dalby plant that will soon produce ethanol from grain stock. That is an exciting project
that is happening here in Queensland. When he spoke with the CEO and the manager of this Dalby
facility they stated that a mandate should be introduced as soon as possible. It is this particular industry
and others to come that the Queensland government should be supporting, not giving empty promises
to. 
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I also thank the member for Murrumba, the Hon. Dean Wells, for his contribution. He seemed to
have some difficulty in actually opposing this legislation. 

An opposition member: He philosophically belongs.
Mrs MENKENS: He philosophically belongs. The member for Callide described very clearly how

the introduction of the 13 per cent mandate for gas-fired electricity has proved so successful in
developing this particular industry. As he said, the Labor government takes credit for this. That is fine; it
has done it. He clearly and sensibly questioned why it is still prevaricating on mandating for ethanol. I
thank the member for his very spirited contribution. 

This evening we heard from the member for Burnett, who spoke very strongly on this issue. The
member for Burnett spoke of how this legislation could possibly save a sugar mill in his area that is the
central lifeblood of a huge area in the Bundaberg region. This is how important an ethanol industry is for
value-adding to such a terribly important industry as the sugar industry. 

I am very pleased to see that knowledge about ethanol based fuels is building across
Queensland. I acknowledge and commend this government’s contribution towards promoting the use of
ethanol. It has done quite a massive promotion towards the use of ethanol. There has been a massive
advertising campaign and it has certainly raised awareness. But I do question whether this particular
campaign has actually raised the level of use by consumers. That is a particularly important issue. It is
extremely disappointing to see the RACQ’s continued disapproval of the use of ethanol-blended fuels,
particularly when its counterpart, the NRMA, is not opposed to biofuels such as ethanol and has actually
promoted further research into biodiesel. 

I note the report of the Jamison Group commissioned by NRMA Motoring and Services in 2008.
The Jamison Group encouraged the necessary take-up and development of major alternatives to oil
based fossil fuels. This included the development of biofuels, first-generation ethanol and biodiesel and,
very importantly, the second-generation lignocellulosic biofuels, bio oils and biogas. The NRMA
supports ethanol usage, but the continued opposition of the RACQ—the premium motoring organisation
in Queensland—does nothing to encourage the further use of biofuels, which are essential for the
future. 

Reports also suggest that Australia’s V8 Supercar series motor racing event will switch to
ethanol-blended fuel at the start of the 2009 series. The blend to be used—wait for it—is E85. That is
85 per cent ethanol. That is certainly an endorsement for ethanol. The V8 Supercar motor racing event
is scheduled to be held in Townsville next year—in 2009. I have to say that, although it is not being met
with real enthusiasm from all of the residents of Townsville, its use of green fuel is a major
commendation.

The real need of this industry is the development of second-generation ethanol technology.
Second-generation biofuels are made from non-food feedstock. In the case of alcohol fuels, this refers
to fuel that is made from lignocellulosic feedstocks, such as straw, stubble or green garden waste, or it is
derived from the cellulosic component of wood. The Furafuel biocrude oil process, developed by the
CSIRO and Monash University, can be used to produce petrol and diesel from forest thinnings, crop
residues and waste paper, most of which are usually dumped in landfill or are burnt.

This is really exciting technology. This makes it practical and economical to produce biocrude fuel
in local areas for transport to a central refinery, overcoming the high costs and the greenhouse gas
emissions as well that otherwise would be involved in transporting bulky green waste over long
distances. This is a big-picture vision. There is a lot more research that has to go into it. We also have to
consider that it is not just the production of ethanol and it is not just about the development of an ethanol
industry; this is about protecting our environment. It is about producing a clean, green fuel and it is about
developing viable industries in Queensland that we desperately need. It is about jobs, it is about
employment and it is about development. This is about setting up the structure to develop a new
technology and to make Queensland the clean, green biofuels state.

As well, have we really looked at the effect that the carbon price may have on the use of fuel?
This will not come into effect until 2013, but will we be prepared with an alternative solution with
biofuels? This bill is not just looking at the here and now; it is looking towards the future. I question
whether the government’s long-term promises to Queensland will be sufficient to develop that much-
needed industry. We see the price of oil going up and down. We cannot whinge and moan about the
price of fuels, like so many other members do. We have to move forward. We cannot be tied up in the
vagaries of the overseas market.

Mr Seeney: Dead right.
Mrs MENKENS: I thank the member for Callide. We must set up the process for the development

of a clean, green industry that is produced in Queensland and which provides employment and flow-on
effects. Queensland has the capacity to be the leader. Let us not be left behind. We have seen this
government oppose this legislation in 2002, we have seen this same government oppose similar
legislation in 2005 and again we now see in 2008 this selfsame government trying to find more reasons
as to why it should not support the opposition. That is the crux of this whole matter. It will not support the
opposition on a policy that it knows is right and is essential for future development in Queensland.
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However, because of the standing orders in parliament, this government can no longer raise this
issue as legislation during this term of parliament. That means that legislation to mandate ethanol
cannot be introduced for at least another 12 to 18 months and it will probably be at least two years
before it is implemented—if ever. I believe this is a missed opportunity for this government. I wonder
how many members in the parliament use ethanol in their cars. I see all of the hands going up. That is
good. Members opposite should be voting for this bill, but they are not supporting it.

An opposition member interjected.
Mrs MENKENS: I do not know. I am proud to say that everyone in my household uses ethanol

based fuel. This government has stated that Queensland will be the leader in clean coal technology, and
that is fine. I want to see Queensland the leader in biofuel technology, but it is falling far behind. I want to
see Queensland the leader in clean, green biofuel technology. Establishing a viable ethanol industry is
the only way we can encourage the future development of this second-generation technology that I
know we need desperately. We are hearing promises, promises and promises. The Labor government’s
words sound excellent but actually building this industry is still on the never-never. 

Division: Question put—That the bill be now read a second time.
AYES, 29—Copeland, Cripps, Cunningham, Dempsey, Dickson, Flegg, Foley, Gibson, Hobbs, Hopper, Horan, Johnson, Knuth,
Langbroek, Lee, Lee Long, Lingard, McArdle, Malone, Menkens, Messenger, Seeney, Simpson, Springborg, Stevens, Stuckey,
Wellington. Tellers: Rickuss, Elmes
NOES, 50—Attwood, Barry, Bligh, Bombolas, Boyle, Choi, Croft, Darling, English, Fenlon, Fraser, Grace, Gray, Hayward,
Hinchliffe, Hoolihan, Jarratt, Jones, Kiernan, Lavarch, Lawlor, McNamara, Miller, Moorhead, Mulherin, Nelson-Carr, Nolan,
Palaszczuk, Pearce, Pitt, Purcell, Roberts, Robertson, Schwarten, Scott, Shine, Smith, Spence, Struthers, Sullivan, van
Litsenburg, Wallace, Weightman, Welford, Wells, Wendt, Wettenhall, Wilson. Tellers: Male, Finn

Resolved in the negative.

DUTIES AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 30 April (see p.1322), on motion of Dr Flegg—

That the bill be now read a second time.
Hon. AP FRASER (Mount Coot-tha—ALP) (Treasurer) (8.23 pm): The government will be

opposing this bill because government and budgets are about choices and priorities. When decisions
come before governments, in the context of a budget there are always things that need to take a priority.
In this year’s state budget we indicated very strongly that our priority was delivering tax reform to the
benefit of people entering the housing market. We took the decision that in the 2008-09 budget
substantive tax reform that delivered savings into the pockets of Queenslanders would be concentrated
in the housing market. In the budget we implemented the first homeowner duty concession, abolishing
stamp duty for first homebuyers in the first instance to $350,000 and then all the way to $500,000. We
extended the home concession for principal place of residence from $320,000 to $350,000 and we also
brought forward the abolition of mortgage duty in full, which was a saving in year terms of some
$190 million. 

That substantial tax reform, which was aimed squarely at providing for and enhancing the ability
of Queenslanders to enter the housing market for the first time, was the priority of this government in
this budget. It went to the core issue of housing affordability, it recognised the reality that the housing
market has moved substantially, it acknowledged the reality that those who have not been in the
housing market face significant challenges getting into the housing market and it delivered savings of up
to $9,800 for a Queensland first home buyer purchasing a home at $500,000. Those were the priorities
that the government put in place through the budget and that was the tax reform that we sought to
undertake. 

Earlier today I introduced the Revenue and Other Legislation Amendment Bill (No. 2), which
provides for a range of measures beneficial to taxpayers, some of which include announcements that
were also made in the budget and are relevant in that context. However, I will not go into the issues
raised in the bill other than to define that it provides for measures in the budget that evidence the fact
that the government took a range of decisions at budget time to provide benefits to Queenslanders and
that the bill includes benefits to older Queenslanders, principally the abolition of land tax for aged care
homes and other arrangements. 

The member for Moggill introduced this bill with the claim that it costs more to collect insurance
duty than is collected. This is a facetious claim that is not borne out by the facts. Last financial year life
insurance duty provided the Queensland budget with revenues of just on $14.5 million. All of that money
went towards paying for essential services for schools and hospitals, and the teachers, doctors and
nurses who work in them. The cost per dollar collected of life insurance duty is 0.004 of a dollar. It is not
four cents for every dollar, but 0.4 of a cent for every dollar collected. It is a long way from the claim
made by the member for Moggill that in some way this tax costs more to collect than it provides to the
budget and to our ability to fund the services that Queensland taxpayers demand and expect. 
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Of course, the reality is that in this budget our tax reform was aimed squarely at providing relief to
people entering into the housing market. It was also timed to provide support into a housing market that
was feeling the effects of heightened monetary policy settings by the Reserve Bank that were aimed at
curbing inflation within the economy and, therefore, was timed to ensure that it boosted activity in the
important housing sector. We believe that that was the appropriate policy to pursue in order to promote
and sustain activity in that sector. 

Obviously in making the choices that we did we had a clear view about the long-term policy and
the long-term commitment of Labor in government to provide for a competitive tax environment in
Queensland. Once again, this financial year Queenslanders will pay on average $226 less than the
residents of other states. In terms of the size of our taxation take compared to other states as a
proportion of the economy, which is arguably the best measure by which to make a comparison of
taxation efforts, the taxation effort in Queensland is 4.34 per cent of GSP, in New South Wales it is
higher at 5.29 per cent, in Victoria it is higher at 4.73 per cent and in South Australia it is higher at
4.67 per cent. Obviously, when it comes to the assessment of tax reform, tax reform needs to be
informed by the capacity of the budget of the day to deliver it. 

I am sure that during this debate members opposite will put forward an argument that in some
way the abolition of this duty and, in fact, other duties is required by the introduction of the GST. That
would be a wrong, false and erroneous claim. As members of the Liberal National Party know but fail to
declare, the agreement for the introduction of the GST, which was signed by Peter Costello and the
state Treasurers of the time, not all of whom were Labor, required Queensland to do two things in
particular. It required Queensland to abolish duty on two taxes, which the Queensland government did.
It required us to abolish duty on quoted marketable securities by 1 July 2001, which we did, and it
required us to abolish debits tax on 1 July 2005, which we did. 

The reality of course is that the original GST arrangements proposed to have food included.
People may recall in the depths of history the name Meg Lees. The price of Meg Lees’s support for the
GST was removing food from the base, and that changed the arrangements as originally proposed. It
has not stopped the Liberal and National parties in this state and in this country since that time pursuing
a dishonest argument that in some way the GST arrangements were put in place to abolish all forms of
state taxation. 

To put it in context, this year the state government will receive $8.5 billion in GST revenue. We will
spend $8.3 billion on health. We will spend $6 billion in the department of education’s budget. That is
why the argument that is put forward by the members opposite is a dissembling argument that is at best
ill-informed and at worst dishonest. Ultimately, as I said, budgeting in government is about making
choices and about making priorities. We saw our priority this year as about delivering substantial tax
reform to the benefit of people seeking to enter into the housing market—those people who needed that
assistance most—and, secondly, to provide for the economic stimulus that would deliver into the
important housing market as we faced a slowing housing market against the monetary policy settings
that existed at the time. 

Finally, is there a case for substantial tax reform that exists in this nation? Absolutely, yes. It has
long been my view that that tax reform is required. It remains my view that that tax reform is required.
But the argument that we can somehow undertake that in a piecemeal way without recognising the
linkages between different governments, without having a substantive debate about the way in which we
finance the Australian Federation, is misplaced. It has long been my view that if the Australian
Federation was a listed company you would not go near it. Nowhere would you contemplate going near
an arrangement or an entity that had its cost centres, its cost obligation and its revenue stream so
fundamentally out of alignment. 

We need to have the debate in this country about reforming the financing of the Federation. It
cannot be part of the policies that are discounted, as all governments around Australia face the
challenges of dealing with materially different circumstances. Arguably undertaking that sort of
substantial reform has never been more important so we can build resilience into the nature of our
Federation into the future to ensure that as we do face downturns governments around Australia—the
states and the Commonwealth—are better placed to be able to deal with the nature of those downturns.
That is a debate that remains as urgent and as pressing and the case for it as cogent today as it was
one year ago. 

That is why we are a supporter of the Henry taxation review. We do believe that the only way to
achieve substantial tax reform in this country is through a substantive debate—one that deals with all of
these matters in full and is able to ensure that the people of Australia benefit from a simplified tax
system into the future. It will not be achieved through piecemeal operations like this. The government
will oppose the bill. 

Mrs ATTWOOD (Mount Ommaney—ALP) (8.32 pm): The member for Moggill raises a number of
issues in his misguided meandering in relation to abolishing life insurance duty. The first is a statement
that Queensland experiences the highest rates of underinsurance in Australia. The second is that the
cost of underinsurance falls on the state government. In his second reading speech, when introducing
the bill, the member for Moggill said—
Queenslanders are already grossly underinsured with 44 per cent uninsured compared with just 38 per cent in Victoria. 
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The rate of life insurance duty for temporary and term life insurance is the same in both Victoria
and Queensland. For other types of life insurance, Victoria has a higher rate of insurance duty than
Queensland. The Investment and Financial Services Association Ltd, IFSA—the voice of the industry—
recognises that the level of underinsurance in Australia is due to a number of factors, key among which
is a lack of awareness by consumers of the benefits of insurance. It states that life insurance is very
affordable but that this is a fact not well known. Life insurance duty is therefore not the main driver of
consumer behaviour in determining whether life insurance is obtained. There have been no compelling
arguments suggested for abolishing life insurance duty. The member for Moggill has talked a lot about
abolishing this duty, but he should come clean on what taxes he and the Leader of the Opposition intend
to raise. 

Mr HORAN (Toowoomba South—LNP) (8.34 pm): It does not surprise us that the members
opposite have once again chosen to play political games and oppose this bill. We will see it again and
again in this parliament. We have even seen them shamelessly rehash ideas they opposed in this place,
particularly in private member’s bills, and then regurgitate them months later as their own. However, I do
not believe this will be one of those ideas this government will choose to later bring forward. It is an
unfortunate fact for Queensland taxpayers that this government is spending big in a bid to catch up after
years and years of inaction and will fight to keep this tax. 

While Queenslanders continue to sit in the daily congestion that plagues our roads, try to squash
into already overcrowded trains and wait for hours on end in emergency wards, this government is
racking up debt as it tries to provide infrastructure it should have built years ago and should have paid
cash for. Under this government Queenslanders can expect to see their debt rise to $59.2 billion and
pay $10 million a day in interest. By 2011-12, that debt will be $65 billion. After 10 years of the greatest
economic boom we have ever seen in this land, we will have $65 billion of debt. How badly has our
economy been mismanaged! And Queensland taxpayers will be made to pay. 

Through land tax, motor vehicle registration, fire levies, payroll tax, health services levies,
mortgage duties, vehicle registration duties, transfer duties and of course through those duties paid on
insurance such as life insurance duties, this government will reap every penny it can find. The joke is
that it appears to cost more to administer the tax than those duties received from life insurance. To
everyone but those members opposite this tax is an archaic, senseless tax. When the member for
Moggill first introduced this bill it received a very positive response from the industry. They realised just
how ridiculous it is to have stamp duty on life insurance. The Investment and Financial Services
Association responded in a media release in April saying—
State taxation on ‘public or merit good’ insurance products is not a problem unique to Queensland, but it is high time that we had
the opportunity to give this issue the hearing it deserves and the floor of the Queensland Parliament is now centre stage for this
debate.

I dare say that the IFSA may be a bit disappointed by what they hear from those opposite tonight. 
According to research by TNS Australia, Queenslanders are woefully underinsured, with only

four per cent of families having the appropriate level of cover, while 44 per cent of Queensland parents
did not have life cover for their families. It is little wonder, as at a time when rates are rising and the cost
of fuel and groceries hits the family budget, many families are already struggling. While for some
families the cost of life insurance can be easily absorbed into their weekly budget, many families do not
have the extra dollar or two to spare. They just simply do not have it. 

The effect on a family when the breadwinner does pass away can be devastating. Suddenly a
family goes from having that weekly income, that cash flow, to being faced with the cost of medical and
funeral bills, with no money to pay for them let alone their everyday bills, and then the ongoing
commitments they have for which they just do not have the backup of life insurance. It can be
devastating for a family. I believe the abolition of stamp duty on life insurance products would make life
insurance far more accessible to those Queenslanders who currently feel it is out of reach. 

While this government may choose not to support the Duties Amendment Bill, I believe its federal
counterparts would feel differently. After all, earlier this year the federal government employed Dr Ken
Henry AC, Secretary to the Treasury, to lead a full review of Australia’s future tax system at both a
federal and state level. On 6 August, the first part of the review, the discussion paper entitled
Architecture of Queensland’s tax and transfer system, was released. The executive summary of the
report notes—
Australia’s economic position provides an ideal opportunity for reform. The boost to national incomes from the significant increase
in the terms of trade due to the resources boom, together with Australia’s strong fiscal position, provides a platform on which to
base a reform agenda. Given the challenges that lie ahead, it is important to have a tax-transfer system that enhances incentives
and rewards effort.

Although there have been major and substantial changes in the world financial system since 6
August when that report was made public, it is nonetheless still necessary to ensure that our tax system
rewards effort and does not penalise it. At the same time, life insurance can be so vital and so important
to young families. This is the perfect opportunity to, under the guise of a new era of federal cooperation,
address issues like the tax on life insurance and general insurance products. Instead, this government
insists on Queenslanders paying what is a nuisance tax—a tax whose administrative and compliance
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costs to collect would likely exceed any revenue made. But rather than being reasonable and agreeing
with this idea, the government sticks its heels into the ground and wastes taxpayers’ dollars. According
to IFSA, Australia and Queensland are one of the few remaining mature economies that still tax their
citizens on life insurance rather than encouraging them through tax reductions.

I want to make some comments about the economic situation that we find the state in because
that is important when we come to look at issues like this. We should be able to give this relief to people
so they are able to take up life insurance. Whether a tragic death occurs for a family member at a young
age or it occurs later in life, life insurance can provide that assistance to help them through those difficult
and sad times and provide care for the remaining family members, and then they are prepared to save
and commit to a life insurance program. There are probably plenty of people in here who took out life
insurance when we were young. I think we all did it. I remember taking it out when I could hardly afford
it, but I thought at the time ‘What if?’ At the time I had a wife and young children and I thought, ‘If I fall off
the perch, how will they cope? Who will look after them and how will they get through the difficult early
years?’ It is a thing that a lot of young couples do and it gives them some comfort in knowing that, if
something happens, there are things in place to help the spouse and children through difficult times.

I get back to this issue of the economy of this state and the point I made earlier. After 10 years of
the greatest mining boom we have ever seen, we have got ourselves into the biggest debt that this state
has seen in history. Back in 2007 or 2006, the graph for the income and debt of the state crossed over.
The income of the state had always been less than the debt of the state, but the line for the debt of the
state just crossed the line for the income of the state and went up in an almost vertical direction. What a
tragedy; what a wasted 10 years of boom time. To think that we had all of this extra GST coming in, we
had the mining royalties, we had the stamp duties coming in from the sale of cars, four-wheel drives,
sports four-wheel drives and houses, we had booming property prices and all of that—and we got into
massive debt. If ever there was a time when this state should have had budget surpluses and funds to
pay for infrastructure and everything else, it was that time. But the exact opposite happened. It is just a
great example of the financial mismanagement of this state by the Beattie-Bligh government. We only
have to look at the sale of our share in the Brisbane airport, the sale of the Mackay airport—

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr English): Order! I have given the member some leeway to make
general observations. Please come back to the specifics of the bill.

Mr HORAN: I am trying to explain why those opposite are in a position where they will not agree
to this particular amendment.

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Again, I have made a ruling. I have given you some leeway to make
general observations.

Mr HORAN: Okay. I would like to finish about the airports. I am halfway through the sentence.
Could I finish that and then move on, if that is all right, with respect?

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Yes.
Mr HORAN: We are going to sell off these three airport assets to pay for hospitals. That is

something we have never done in the state before and we will not have the income for those airports
again. That is the point I am trying to make about the financial mess we are in. That puts the
government in a position where it will not even consider this well thought out issue of deleting the duties
that are on life insurance. Today’s debate on whether or not Queenslanders should be given a fair go
through the abolition of the stamp duty on life insurance is just another example of this government’s
refusal to put Queenslanders first. I know that the LNP will always put Queenslanders first, particularly
those people who are prepared to work hard, to save some money and to look after the care of their
spouse and their children through having the opportunity to subscribe to life insurance. 

Mr STEVENS (Robina—LNP) (8.44 pm): I rise to speak on the Duties Amendment Bill 2008.
From the outset, I would like to congratulate the member for Moggill for leading the charge in
highlighting the mismanagement by this government and the Treasurer of the state’s finances in
keeping this unfair, iniquitous tax on the insurance business in Queensland. The objective of this private
member’s bill is to amend the Duties Act 2001 by removing the requirement to pay duties tax on life
insurance premiums and life insurance riders to the state government. Any tax that is regressive and an
inhibitor to private investment in self-protection in the health field should be abolished. Part of the COAG
agreement on delivering all of the revenues collected by the federal government generated by the GST
to the states was that the unnecessary and debilitating to industry taxes collected by the states would be
forgone. This has not happened in this particular case. This petty and ‘insiduous’ little tax effectively
costs more to collect and administer by government and industry than it generates for the government.

Insurance duty imposed on life insurance is paid by life insurance providers and is paid every time
a life insurer writes a contract. Australia is one of the few economies that taxes life insurance and life
insurance riders, and it is a very outdated and irrelevant tax to force on life insurers, who as we know are
forced to pass it on to the purchasers of that life insurance. The tax collected covers no government
costs that would be associated with the writing, recording or indemnifying of life insurance policies and
is yet another blatant money grab through the insurance industry by this government when it falsely
agreed to accept the GST in recompense for these nondescript and meaningless taxes that were
previously collected.
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The Bligh Labor government is very committed to ensuring that it taxes the people of Queensland
to the max. I am sure it will vote against this most reasonable bill to reduce taxation levels. However, this
is primarily because it is $55 billion in debt as of today, and of course we know that it has to meet those
interest payments of $10 million a day.

Mr Fraser: How do you settle your debts, Ray?
Mr STEVENS: It is $10 million every day. As we know, and the Treasurer would know—
Mr Fraser: How do you settle your debts?
Mr STEVENS: My debts are settled, Treasurer. I do not know about your debts, but I am sure you

cannot afford to find the $10 million a day and that is why we have these inequitous taxes around. As we
know, $10 million a day would buy one good primary school, and this government is talking about going
out to the private sector to fund that primary school. Don’t we have a wonderful Labor government
looking after all those good Labor people! It goes to the private sector because of the lack of money and
taxation to build the primary schools!

Queenslanders are underinsured when it comes to the area of life insurance. As we have heard,
44 per cent of Queenslanders are uninsured and surely this in itself is a good reason to eradicate this
inequitous tax. Why burden a socially responsible protective scheme promoting fiscal security with an
indefensible tax regime justifiable only on the grounds of revenue raising for a broke and financially
irresponsible state Labor government? It is very similar to the $70 million in extra revenues the
government hopes to pick up from the increased road fines. I am sure the electorate will be very pleased
to see another tax go on top of the bill. Just when we are trying to get rid of this tax, the Treasurer has
great delight in putting more taxes on the people of Queensland.

As the member for Moggill has stated in his second reading speech, it is estimated to cost more
to business and to the government to collect this tax than the actual revenue raised by it. This legislation
is not retrospective, and abolishing life insurance duty will not affect the revenue obtained from
insurance that returned $366 million to the state government in 2006-07. I would like to know what the
Beattie-Bligh government has done with all of that money. The state Labor government has to recognise
that it has made Queensland the most taxed state in Australia. Taxing Queenslanders has become the
Labor government’s favourite daily sport because of the Bligh government’s refusal to admit that it has
been irresponsible and has mismanaged the state’s finances. 

Ms Grace interjected. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr English): Order! Member for Brisbane Central, I see your name on

the list. You will have your turn. 
Mr STEVENS: We have had the greatest period of boom time for revenue that any government in

Queensland has ever seen. We have seen record royalties from the mining industry, record GST, record
land and property taxes, and now we have record debt. It does not add up and somewhere somebody
cannot run the state’s finances. Unfortunately, for the last 18 of the 20 years we have had a Labor
government in control of the cookie jar. Introducing further payroll tax on contractors, increases to the
coal royalties, which will amass $578 million in a tax grab, and the selling off of the majority of the state’s
assets to pay for the increasing interest payment of $10 million a day shows just how much of a pickle
this state government is in. It should be ashamed of its flawed fiscal and monetary policy. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Member for Robina, you were here when I spoke to the member
for Toowoomba South. I have given you some leeway—a number of minutes to make these general
observations—and I ask you to come back to the bill. 

Mr STEVENS: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker, I will come right back. Without taking off these
sorts of life insurance taxes, it will be a calamitous day when the Rudd federal Labor government in
combination with the forward fiscal policy of the state Labor government brings absolute financial ruin
through more taxes instead of taking these taxes away from the Queensland public. Queensland has
not got a hope of getting through the current volatile economic times. With consumer confidence down,
and the economy slowing, it is no wonder business is concerned about these particular types of taxes.
This is an excellent opportunity for the government to show it is serious about cutting taxes and red tape
in Queensland rather than being a King John tax collector, bringing Queenslanders to their knees
through these typical tax imposts. I commend this bill to the House. 

Mr BOMBOLAS (Chatsworth—ALP) (8.52 pm): I rise to make a contribution to this private
member’s bill, the Duties Amendment Bill 2008—the proposal to amend the Duties Act 2001 to abolish
insurance duty on contracts of life insurance and life insurance riders. I find it a bit rich that the member
for Robina, who cannot even sort out a dinner bill, is giving advice with a knuckle. 

Mr Stevens interjected.
Mr BOMBOLAS: I will take that interjection from the member for Robina: he sorted it out with a

knuckle. 
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Mr STEVENS: I find that comment about the knuckle offensive and I ask that the member
withdraw.

A government member: You said it. 
Mr BOMBOLAS: He said it, Mr Deputy Speaker. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member has found it insulting. Please withdraw. 
Mr BOMBOLAS: I withdraw. 
A government member: It was his interjection.
Mr BOMBOLAS: He made the statement, but anyway I will get on with it. He could not sort out a

bill with a member of his own party and he is giving advice to the government on fiscal policy. 
The report referred to by the member for Moggill in the explanatory notes to the bill, Axing the

Alcabala: a program for the 21st century state tax system, was prepared by Access Economics in the
lead-up to the Treasurers’ ministerial council meeting in 2005, at which the states and territories
announced which state taxes would be abolished under the IGA. The report focuses on business
taxation and taxes on investment, and argues that duties on financial transactions, especially on general
insurance, are insufficient in the sense that they are turnover taxes or taxes on economic activity. 

Mr Copeland: Who wrote this for you? 
Mr BOMBOLAS: Any consideration of abolishing duty on contracts of life insurance and life

insurance riders in this context could lead to broader arguments to abolish duty on any kind of
insurance. 

Mr Copeland: What are the broader arguments? 
Mr BOMBOLAS: Revenue from all types of insurance duty is estimated at $403 million for the

2008-09 financial year. The report does not mention life insurance duty other than to note Western
Australia’s decision in 2004 to abolish the duty along with duty on workers compensation insurance. 

Mr Copeland interjected.
Mr BOMBOLAS: Western Australia’s decision to abolish life insurance duty was as a result of

recommendations of its business tax review and part of a larger package of reforms, I might remind you,
member for Cunningham. 

For Queensland, the cost of collecting life insurance duty is less than half a cent per dollar of
revenue collected and likely to decrease with the increased use of duties online. Western Australian is
the only state that has abolished life insurance duty. 

Mr Stevens interjected. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Member for Robina, you had your 10 minutes. 
Mr BOMBOLAS: I ask through you, Mr Deputy Speaker, what taxes does the member for Moggill

intend increasing if he is successful with this bill in line with the fact that almost half a billion dollars in
revenue would be lost if this tax were abolished? Does he have the support of the opposition leader? 

Hon. DM WELLS (Murrumba—ALP) (8.55 pm): I think that the honourable member for
Chatsworth was a bit hard on the honourable member for Robina. After all, the honourable member for
Robina is one of the state’s most sought after after-dinner speakers. I was a little upset when the
honourable member for Robina referred to the duty as a very ‘insiduous’ tax. ‘Insiduous’, the honourable
member said. Perhaps he was hoping that it would go away, in which case it would be a ‘deciduous’ tax.
Perhaps he was thinking it was the sort of thing that would be collected by ‘Darth Siduous’, but I think his
attitude is really quite ‘inviduous’ because I think that he is completely wrong. 

The second reading speech from the honourable member opposite and also the remarks of the
honourable member for Robina kept telling us that it costs more to collect this duty than it yields. I do not
think so. The honourable member has not caught up with duties online, which has been operational
since March this year. It is an e-business tool available to registered duties self-assessors—for
example, conveyancers, solicitors and accountants, like the honourable member for Robina. It allows
self-assessors to lodge duties assessments from any point in Queensland. It is a free service available
24 hours a day, seven days a week. In the regions now, 90 per cent of transactions are done by these
professionals online for their clients. So much for the opposition’s argument that it is a difficult tax to
collect. 

That leaves their argument that life insurance is a public benefit and that governments should not
tax it because when a breadwinner dies without life insurance the dependants end up relying on state
provided services. The truth is that the insurance would be of maximum benefit to the families of
breadwinners who cannot afford it. It is actually the asset-rich, not the battlers, who can most easily put
aside the extra dollars for life insurance. There is no evidence that there are many battlers who would
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like to buy life insurance but agonise and refrain because it would involve paying a state duty. When a
breadwinner dies, the usual situation is that the dependants end up relying on state provided services
only when the breadwinner leaves few other assets, and these are the very breadwinners who do not
have in their lifetime any investable income.

The main beneficiaries of a decision to abolish this duty would in fact be those who can already
well afford life insurance and actually need it less. At least if the government collects the duty the benefit
can be directed to providing services allocated on a needs basis. This is not to deny the opposition’s
point that life insurance provides a public benefit. When the government cuts taxes and duties choices
have to be made. In this budget the government cut duties on first home purchases. That was the
priority this time. It was the right priority this time. 

Mr SEENEY (Callide—LNP) (9.00 pm): I rise to make a contribution to the consideration of the
Duties Amendment Bill introduced by the member for Moggill. I have listened with some interest to the
debate tonight. I think it is fair to say that the defence that has been offered by the government members
has been far from impressive. 

When I was first elected to politics I used to think that to be a politician one had to be able to make
a speech. After being here for a number of years I have seen over and over the sort of scenario that has
been repeated in the House tonight. Government backbenchers come in here with a speech that has
obviously been written by the bureaucrats in George Street. They stand up and make a faltering
delivery. It indicates quite clearly that not only do they not understand the subject but they have difficulty
pronouncing the words. 

All I can do is suggest to the Treasurer that the next time he runs a defence for a bill within his
portfolio he tells the boffins up in Treasury to use smaller words for the backbenchers so they do not
have to struggle with them. The member for Chatsworth was a prime example. The member for
Chatsworth and the member Mount Ommaney should have tabled their speeches and saved
themselves the embarrassment. 

Mr Fraser: Look a bit further over your shoulder. 
Mr SEENEY: I have been in here long enough to look over my shoulder on a regular basis. Let

me give you some advice because I have a bit of respect for your intellectual ability. If you are going to
survive, mate, you need to be able to look over your shoulder, too. Can I return to substance of the bill. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I would appreciate that. 
Mr SEENEY: The bill before the House seeks to remove the duty from life insurance products that

speaker after speaker has indicated are a very necessary and worthwhile thing for Queenslanders to
have. 

I do not think anybody on the opposite side of the House has advanced a single valid reason why
that should not happen. The Treasurer, to his credit, spoke about the need for tax reform. I agree with a
lot of what he said about the need for tax reform, but the need for substantive tax reform is not an
excuse to not undertake this type of tax reform. On that point, I differ with the argument that he put.
There is no validity in the argument that because there is a need for wholesale substantive tax reform
we should hope that someday somebody will undertake that sort of substantive wholesale reform rather
than make an advancement towards the sorts of changes that are recognised as being necessary. 

I have already dealt with the contributions made by the members opposite. I really do not think
that any of the other members opposite made a contribution that is worthy of too much intellectual
discourse. 

I turn to the philosophy that underwrites the bill that has been brought before the House by the
member for Moggill. The structure of Australia’s tax system has always been something of a puzzle. It is
beyond doubt that, theoretically, when we impose a tax on something it is a disincentive for that action.
Whatever it is that the government imposes a tax on, the tax acts as a disincentive. It is undeniable that
that is the case. 

Starting from that philosophical point of view, we really have to wonder about some of the taxes
that have become an accepted part of our taxation system. This duty on life insurance products would
have to be foremost amongst them as an example. Why on earth would anybody think that an
appropriate way for a government to raise money is to place a tax on a life insurance product? Any
government should be encouraging its citizens to take steps to provide for themselves and their families.
Any government of any political colour should recognise the advantage of ensuring that as many of its
citizens as possible take the necessary steps to ensure they have adequate life insurance within their
family unit so that in the worst of circumstances the family that is left behind does not become a burden
on the state. I think everybody would support that as a concept. 

How on earth do we justify a government placing a tax on that transaction when it happens? Why
would a government seek to do that? There is no valid reason that I can think of and yet these sorts of
taxes litter our tax system in a whole range of areas. 

The member for Moggill, to his credit, has chosen this particular issue to address in the private
member’s bill before the House tonight. I think it warrants support from every member of this House who
believes that there needs to be tax reform. It is a good example of the sorts of taxes that need to be
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reformed. I agree with the Treasurer that there are a lot of others. I agree with the Treasurer that there
are some fundamental structural faults with tax and revenue systems of Australian governments. That is
not a reason not to recognise the validity of the point that is being put forward by the member for
Moggill. Indeed, it is a reason to support the point that has been put forward by the member for Moggill.
We should recognise that there are a whole range of taxes that just do not make sense and are not
based in logic. 

The reasons these taxes were introduced in the first place have probably been lost in the mists of
time and tradition. I do know who first introduced this duty on life insurance products. I do not know what
the logic and the reasoning behind it was but, whatever it was, it is time that was corrected. It is time it
was recognised that these sorts of taxes act as a disincentive. By its very nature taxation acts as a
disincentive. 

That basic philosophy should underwrite any government’s taxation system. No government
should tax the things that they want their citizens to do more of. As a basic philosophy that is hard to
argue against. Ensuring that a particular family unit has sufficient life insurance to cover for the worst-
case scenario—the loss of an income earner—is one of those things that every government should
encourage and should support. 

The bill that has been introduced by the member of Moggill would ensure that happens. I
commend it to every member of the House. I ask those members on the other side of the House who do
have a sufficient level of intellect to think for themselves, think past the narrow political speeches that
are provided by the bureaucrats up in George Street and think about how this bill impacts on their
constituents. They should remember that that is the reason they are here—that is, to consider the
legislation that comes before this House from the point of view of how it impacts on the constituents that
all of us represent—and make the decision tonight that this legislation would be welcomed by
Queenslanders irrespective of where they live, whether they live in the seat of Moggill or the seat of
Callide or any of the other seats represented by whatever member in this parliament. This is a provision
that would be welcomed by Queensland families right across the state. It should receive the support of
the people that those Queensland families send to this House to represent them. I commend the bill to
the House. 

Ms GRACE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (9.09 pm): I rise to oppose the bill. This Duties Amendment
Bill has been based on a number of wrong assumptions. The first assumption is that, when we abolish it,
it will not affect total state revenue and, secondly, abolishing the bill makes good sense because the
administration and compliance cost to collect the duty is more than the duty collected. Firstly let me
make a couple of statements. In 2007-08 life insurance duty contributed $14.476 million to state
revenues. Queensland already has a tax abolition schedule in place as part of its commitment under the
IGA. In accordance with the IGA, Queensland abolished quoted marketable securities duty on 1 July
2001 and debit tax on 1 July 2005. The IGA also required states and territories to undertake a review of
the need to retain a range of further listed duties in 2005.

Mr Seeney: Tell us what you think!
Ms GRACE: I am. By abolishing the two duties and participating in the review of other listed

duties, the Queensland government met its IGA obligations for tax abolitions in full. Let me give the
member a few facts about the listed duties that we have abolished. The Queensland government
abolished credit card duty in August 2004; lease duty in January 2006; credit business duty in January
2006; hire duty in January 2007; duty on unquoted marketable securities in January 2007; and
mortgage duty in two stages—50 per cent from 1 January 2008 and 100 per cent from 1 July 2008.

Mr Seeney: Tell us what you think!
Ms GRACE: I will let you know what I think. The total cost of the above abolitions will amount to

$840 million in 2008-09. In addition, Queensland will abolish transfer duty on core business assets in
two stages—50 per cent from 1 January 2010 and 100 per cent from 1 January 2011.

Mr Seeney: I rise to a point of order. I move—
That the member for Brisbane Central table the speech that was provided to her by Treasury.

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms Darling): There is no point of order.
Mr Copeland: There has been a motion moved, Madam Deputy Speaker.
Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER: I hope that was not a frivolous point of order.
Ms GRACE: Queensland has also reformed its remaining taxes outside of the IGA by reducing

payroll tax rates to the lowest in Australia; extending duty concessions for homebuyers, particularly first
homebuyers; and reducing the insurance rate for policies of class 1 general insurance from 8.5 per cent
to 7.5 per cent. Neither abolition nor review of insurance duty was contemplated in the IGA. It would be
inappropriate to consider abolition of life insurance duty and duty on life insurance riders in that context.
Given the move by other states to reduce tax rates, increasing other taxes in Queensland to
compensate for the abolition of life insurance duty and duty on life insurance riders will detract from
Queensland’s competitive tax environment.
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The Leader of the Opposition has announced a review of taxes yet is tinkering around the edges.
Let me give members a bit of a lesson on life insurance. Before superannuation came in, many workers
did not have life insurance. In fact, heaps of workers did not. It was the work of the union movement,
together with the Labor government of the day, that brought in compulsory superannuation that gave
many workers who had never had life insurance before a number of life insurances to provide for their
families. This government, together with the union movement, delivered for ordinary workers in
Australia. When it comes to delivering life insurance, we are the ones who delivered it for all
Australians—not just those who could afford it, which these taxes refer to. Let me tell members about
life insurance and what we did to cover ordinary workers. That is the way we delivered it, not the way
that the LNP is proposing in this bill. It does not make sense; it never has. The arguments for abolishing
it do not make any sense. Members opposite say it will cost more. Let me tell them about taxing the
workers. It was the Liberal federal government that imposed 15 per cent on superannuation
contributions. If those opposite are really serious and are saying that savings are great for families, they
would not have done that and kept it going when they were in government federally. This does not make
any sense. It is based on a false premise. It is put together with arguments that hold no substance
whatsoever and I am more than happy to oppose this bill. 

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms Darling): I acknowledge in the public gallery Councillor Milton
Dick, councillor for Richlands, and members of the Inala Lions Club from the electorate of Inala, which is
represented in this House by the member for Inala, Ms Annastacia Palaszczuk.

Dr FLEGG (Moggill—LNP) (9.15 pm), in reply: I hope that visitors from outer space are not
listening to the arguments from the other side of the House, because they will go back and report that
there is no intelligent life down here! The government began its attempt to dismantle this common-sense
piece of legislation with the Treasurer’s contribution. He started out by saying that removing the tax off
people protecting their families with life insurance is not a priority, that his priority was tax reform for first
homebuyers in the housing market. Who does he think needs life insurance? What is more, who does
he think in many cases is required by their banks to take out life insurance in support of a loan? It is the
very same group that the Treasurer claims is his priority. He sits over there with a frown on his face
pretending that he does not understand what I am talking about. He knows full well that life insurance is
something that is taken out in a person’s middle years when they have a family, a mortgage, liabilities
and commitments and it is a tax on homebuyers just as much as the other taxes that he thinks are a
greater priority.

It collects a minor amount of revenue from a very noxious tax. It is an inefficient tax. We have a
system set up in life insurance companies in this state that is collecting a very minor part of the state’s
revenue—$14 million—but requires those companies to have a Queensland specific system to tax the
people who take life insurance from them. There is a different system in different states. I was interested
to see that the Treasurer quoted a figure of 0.4 of a cent of revenue collected. When we asked him the
cost earlier on of collecting these various taxes, he replied to the parliament that the government did not
break down the cost of collecting the taxes into the cost of collecting individual ones. Perhaps he has
learnt something from the opposition and decided to go back and have a closer look at the cost of
collecting tax. The point is that it is not just about the cost to the government; it is about the cost in total
of levying, collecting, recording and enforcing this relatively minor but highly noxious part of the tax
system.

The Treasurer probably made his most startling admissions at the end of his contribution when he
passionately advocated the fact that he is pro tax reform. He wants to see us look at our taxation system
and its inefficiencies—all the vagaries, the little annoying ones, the inefficient ones, the ones that
hammer young people who take out life insurance because they want to protect their young families—
and then he is going to vote against the bill. He is pro tax reform, but when it comes to standing in this
place and voting for important tax reform he will vote against it. I would hate to see the situation if the
Treasurer was against tax reform. He claims to be for it, but when it comes to the vote he is going to vote
against it.

Another contribution that we heard from the other side was from the member for Mount
Ommaney, who I think made the shortest speech in a debate on a bill that I have heard since I have
been elected to this place. She spoke for less than a minute, with nine minutes left on the clock. She
attempted to try to dispute probably the one accepted fact in the whole debate and that is that
Queenslanders are grossly underinsured. The member did not successfully dispute that fact but, in the
less than a minute that she was on her feet, she seemed to indicate that she wanted to dispute that we
are underinsured. But I can assure the member that we are heavily under life insured in this state, and
that is a fact that has not been disputed by anyone except the member for Mount Ommaney. 

The member then went on to quote IFSA and stakeholders. The member was on her feet for only
a minute, but if she had taken a little bit longer to read what the stakeholders said about this bill when it
was introduced—and we did consult stakeholders ahead of its introduction—she would know that they
warmly embraced it, because this is an inefficient tax that is taxing what is a substantial public good. 

The member for Toowoomba South made the first bit of common sense following the comments
that came from the other side. He set the record straight about what the stakeholders had said about
this legislation. He corrected the figures and said that, in fact, 44 per cent of parents in Queensland do
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not have any life insurance to protect their children. Those Queensland parents are not underinsured;
they are uninsured. The member stated further that only a very small proportion of Queenslanders had
adequate life insurance. 

We are talking about a very serious matter. Certainly, we on this side of the House think that
protecting families by sending them the message that they should have life insurance and encouraging
them to get life insurance is a very important measure. 

Mr Moorhead interjected. 
Dr FLEGG: The members opposite are good at interjecting, but they were not so quick to get on

their feet and get on the record. The member for Robina also made—
Honourable members interjected. 
Dr FLEGG: We welcome the member for Robina back to the chamber. He made some good

common sense in this debate. In particular, he highlighted the government members’ chaotic approach
in what passes for argument from them. I think the member for Robina made one of the critical points in
this debate. We are not talking about slashing the Treasury’s revenue; we are talking about something
that amounts to little more than one day’s projected interest in the government’s budget forward
estimates. The total yearly cost of this measure is little more than what the government is projecting one
day’s interest will be on its massive debt. So all of this nonsense that the state cannot afford it—that we
are slashing revenues and all the other arguments against tax reform—was swept away by that single
observation made by the member for Robina. 

The reason the Treasurer is opposing this bill is not that it slashes his revenue; he does not want
to do it or, even worse, he does not want to support something that has been brought into this place by
the opposition even though he knows it is good, even though he knows it is right, even though he
knows, as the Treasurer of this state, he should be encouraging the young families of this state to insure
themselves and to protect their children. 

We then heard a contribution from the member for Chatsworth. At about this stage the debate
needed a bit of comic relief and I am glad he delivered it. The member for Chatsworth commenced by
saying that it was a turnover tax on economic activity. So I thought when I gave my reply I would remind
the member for Chatsworth that we are talking about a tax on life insurance, not on a turnover tax on
economic activity. The member for Chatsworth then went on to say that we could not do this, that we
must not remove this tax from life insurance because if we do that people will start talking about taking
the stamp duty tax off other insurance products. I point out to the member for Chatsworth that it was his
Treasurer who got to his feet earlier and said we should review these taxes, that we need tax reform and
that we should have a look at it. But, of course, the member for Chatsworth was not listening. I do not
know how many other members were listening, either, to what the Treasurer was saying. But you cannot
have the Treasurer saying that we have to look at tax reform and the member for Chatsworth saying that
we cannot have this sensible, relatively small bit of tax reform in case people want bigger tax reform. 

The vein of comic relief posing as arguments from the other side continued with the contribution
by the member for Murrumba. There were a couple of absolute pearlers from the member for
Murrumba. He began by referring to this tax as a ‘deciduous’ tax. I am not totally sure I know what a
deciduous tax is, but if it is a deciduous tax—

Mr Horan interjected.
Dr FLEGG: The member for Toowoomba South said a deciduous tax is one that you have only in

autumn. If it is a deciduous tax, then the LNP would like to bring winter to this tax. 
But there was better to come. The member for Murrumba can do better than a ‘deciduous’ tax. He

came out with an absolute pearler, and that was his claim that there is no evidence that battlers wanting
to buy insurance would be deterred by his government putting up the price. That is an absolute pearler:
a former left-wing Labor minister saying that battlers who want to take out life insurance are not affected
by his government putting up the price of it. I do not know whether the member for Murrumba thinks that
battlers are not price sensitive to other things such as petrol or groceries, but when I studied economics
some years ago I found that battlers were pretty well price sensitive to anything because they cannot
buy it if they cannot afford it. I thought I would give the award for the most nonsensical contribution to
the member for Murrumba. I think his contribution—that you can put up the price on battlers because it
does not affect them—will be brought forward time and time again in this place.

Thank goodness we then had a contribution by the member for Callide which returned a little bit of
sanity and some very cogent argument to the debate. The member for Callide began by explaining to
the Treasurer the merits of looking over his shoulder. I very rarely disagree with the member for Callide,
but I do not think the member should be helping out the Treasurer. 

In a more serious vein, the member for Callide made another central point, which is if the
Treasurer supports tax reform he should vote for it here today rather than vote against it. The member
made a very cogent argument in that respect. If the Treasurer really believes his rhetoric about tax
reform and if there is a division on this bill—and I hope there is not a division—I expect he will vote on
the same side as myself. 
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I turn to the contribution of the member for Brisbane Central. By this stage the mood of the House
had improved to level of mild hilarity. The member for Brisbane Central did a very good job of reading
the speech somebody provided her with. She did not stumble over too many of the words. However, at
the beginning of her speech she listed a number of inefficient state taxes that had been abolished with
the support of this side of the House. The message to her is very simple: add this one to it. This one
belongs on the list of abolished taxes that the member read out from the prepared speech that she was
given. This tax should be added to that list. What is more, if they were truthful, every person on the other
side would admit that they know that this tax should be added to the list of abolished taxes. It is sad to
see Labor members, many of whom are Left Wing and honestly believe in things like social justice,
opposing a measure to stop taxing people when they take out life insurance to protect their families. I
think quite a few of them will be squirming in their seats if they think about—

Ms Grace interjected. 

Dr FLEGG: The member for Brisbane Central is not squirming; mostly she is waving her finger.
Many members opposite like to talk about social justice. I believe in social justice myself. One of the
tenets of social justice is that you should not tax a vitally important function such as life insurance that
protects families. 

Anyone listening to this debate will recognise its basic principle. We are not talking about taxing
sin. We are not talking about putting a tax on alcoholic beverages. We are not talking about taxing
people for smoking cigarettes. We are not talking about taxing casinos or poker machines. We are not
talking about taxing the likes of petrol or fuel. We are talking about a Labor government that wants to tax
people for taking out life insurance to protect their widows or widowers and children if anything happens
to them. That is what we are talking about. If members opposite were to really think about what the LNP
is trying to do for the people of Queensland, apart from a small number most members would agree
wholeheartedly with us. 

I have spent all of my adult working life as a general practitioner. Over that time I have known
many people who have died suddenly, some of them quite young and many of them very tragically. I
have seen others who have developed terminal illnesses, at which point they become uninsurable and
cannot take out life insurance. I saw the difference that it can make to a person if they have been in a
position to take out life insurance for their families. You cannot take away the pain and bereavement of
losing somebody, but you can insure that some of the pain is minimised so that a widow with a young
family is not left with a credit card debt and no money to pay it, or has to move from a comfortable family
home to rental accommodation because without their bread winner they can no longer meet the
mortgage payments. These are very serious issues and as a doctor I have seen them on numerous
occasions over almost 30 years. The situation applies equally to sudden or unexpected deaths that
occur as a result of road accidents, heart attacks and the like, or to people who become terminally ill and
are unable to insure themselves. For those people, because of the nature of their illness often they lose
their income earning capability. At the point one becomes terminally ill with a cancer or a motor neurone
disease, one cannot get insurance to protect one’s family. In addition, while that person may face a lot of
medical expenses due to their illness they may not be able to work and may lose their income. 

We would like the government to send a message to every Queenslander that the government
and the members of this House—certainly the members of the LNP—want to encourage people to take
out the protection of life insurance. As part of that message and as a further encouragement, the
government can tell people that it will stop taxing them if they do protect their families in this way. To me,
this is a no-brainer. The arguments from the other side have been cold, callous and quite pointless. 

The abolition of this tax will not wreck the state budget. Before bringing this bill forward I was very
careful to take a responsible approach to the revenue and tax base of the state. This tax forms a very
small component of it, but it is a component of significant importance. Its abolition will not bankrupt the
state. If members think that the loss of this revenue will bankrupt the state, I have bad news for them:
they are bankrupt already because they will pay this amount of money almost every day in interest on
the debt. Although members from the other side have said that they will not do the right thing and
support this bill, I hope that at least some of them may change their minds. I commend the bill to the
House. 

Division: Question put—That the bill be now read a second time. 
AYES, 26—Copeland, Cripps, Dempsey, Dickson, Flegg, Foley, Gibson, Hobbs, Hopper, Horan, Johnson, Knuth, Langbroek, Lee
Long, McArdle, Malone, Menkens, Messenger, Seeney, Simpson, Springborg, Stevens, Stuckey, Wellington. Tellers: Rickuss,
Elmes

NOES, 51—Attwood, Barry, Bombolas, Boyle, Choi, Croft, Darling, English, Fenlon, Finn, Fraser, Grace, Gray, Hayward,
Hinchliffe, Hoolihan, Jarratt, Kiernan, Lavarch, Lawlor, McNamara, Mickel, Miller, Moorhead, Mulherin, Nelson-Carr, Nolan,
O’Brien, Palaszczuk, Pearce, Pitt, Purcell, Roberts, Robertson, Schwarten, Scott, Shine, Smith, Spence, Stone, Struthers,
Sullivan, van Litsenburg, Wallace, Weightman, Welford, Wells, Wettenhall, Wilson. Tellers: Male, Jones

Resolved in the negative.
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ADJOURNMENT
Hon. AP FRASER (Mount Coot-tha—ALP) (Acting Leader of the House) (9.44 pm): I move—

That the House do now adjourn.

World Youth Day
Mr DEMPSEY (Bundaberg—LNP) (9.45 pm): World Youth Day 2008 was held in Sydney from 15

to 20 July and captivated the hearts and minds of people of all ages across Australia and the world.
Under the guidance of Pope Benedict XVI, this special event was described as a ‘pilgrimage of young
people from around the world and a festival of encounter and solidarity’. 

Approximately 400,000 people, including an excited contingent from Bundaberg, packed
Randwick Racecourse for certainly the largest Catholic mass ever celebrated in our country. At the
conclusion of this event most participants returned home with a mission to continue to spread the World
Youth Day spirit in their cities and towns.

During this time, the Catholic Parish of Bundaberg youth ministry team, headed by Father
Matthew Moloney, set about planning for a very special event which was to become the inaugural
Bundy’s Search for a Star, which was recently held in Bundaberg under much fanfare for all who
attended. The organisation of this magnificent night was completed by the youth of the parish and
guided by a committee headed by Angela Myles, Brent Ephraims, Sarah and Amanda Schick, Nadia
Fregonese, Bianca Hodges and Cheryl Petersen.

After auditions, which were attended by approximately 100 entrants, this number was narrowed to
12 finalists. The organising team also organised for Paulini Curuenavuli, of Australian Idol fame, to be a
guest judge for the final. Paulini judged, sang, entertained the audiance and left all in attendance in awe
of her talent and kind heart. I also had the honor of being a guest judge, along with Amanda Bain and
Ian King, and one could only marvel at the abundance and variety of talent on display and the spirit in
which they contested. 

The task of judging a winner from such a talented field was extremely difficult, but the night
eventually went to blue’s singer Ruby Mills, followed closely by contemporary dancer Kelly Myler and
solo guitarist Sean Wilson. The band The Late Bus took out the People’s Choice Award, while eight-
year-old Tom Wilson deserved special mention for his rendition of Under Southern Skies.

The biggest winner on the night was the Bundaberg community who marvelled at all these
exceptionally talented performers which included Jordan Ortt, Maddison Stephens, REVAL string
ensemble, Nicole Modolo, Luke and Laura Handley, Brooke Vaughan and T-REKS. All of these
entertainers certainly have the potential to go on to a bigger and better stage and the community of
Bundaberg will continue to look on with great pride.

Congratulations must also go to Brent Ephraims and Steffi Hoopert for a superb job in hosting this
event. Not only was it a wonderful night for the whole community but approximately $4,000 was donated
to the St Vincent de Paul Society. This event was a great example of our youth taking a leadership role
and invigorating the community with their energy, vibrancy and enthusiasm, and we should all
encourage our young people to use their talents, like the Bundaberg youth ministry team has done, to
help make this world a better place for all to enjoy. 

Woodridge Electorate, Employment Programs
Mrs SCOTT (Woodridge—ALP) (9.48 pm): We all know you can feed a man a fish, but if you

teach him to fish he enjoys the fruits of his labours and can thus enter into a lifetime of self-sufficiency
and a feeling of self-worth. The electorate of Woodridge, which I proudly represent, has a high
percentage of unemployed, many of whom have substantial barriers to employment such as disabilities
and mental illness, and an unknown number of young people who have fallen through the cracks and
are not engaged in learning or earning. Some of our unemployed are women who may have been full-
time carers or mothers now in a position to re-enter the workforce, or those who are newly arrived
migrants from refugee camps in Africa and Burma. 

While our job network is strong, it is our non-government not-for-profit organisations which are
often best positioned with all their support services to make a substantial difference in the lives of so
many. I want to commend the Minister for Transport, Trade, Employment and Industrial Relations for his
unique understanding of these employment issues resulting in some very important employment
programs, including the very successful Community Jobs Plan programs, all conducted through many
organisations with a very dedicated band of workers.

It was in late 2007 that Premier Anna Bligh joined with Minister Mickel to launch the Participation
in Prosperity program. Youth and Family Services is the peak delivery body, in partnership with other
organisations such as Kingston East Neighbourhood Centre, MultiLink, The Shed—which is YMCA—
Career Keys, Keystone, ADRA and many others. The object of this very innovative program is to case
manage people with complex barriers preventing them from accessing employment. Since February,
they have had 79 clients. 
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One case which I have referred to this program is a gentleman with disabilities, requiring the
modification of his vehicle. He has now completed a real estate course and is presently undergoing
driver training. YFS are now seeking assistance to modify his vehicle. I have known this man for
possibly 15 years and the change which I have witnessed in him is extraordinary. While he was once
consumed with anger and upset at the world, he is now a charming, happy man. In fact, the last time he
left my office he thanked me and in true European style took my hand and kissed it. 

Another new program is the Skilling the Pacific Islander Community run by Jan Raumati and
Bessie Ngatai. In just a few months they have doubled their expected intake, resulting in 112
participants, with 75 per cent now in jobs. Twenty-six are in their latest intake and they continue to widen
their employer links. 

I also wish to thank Ricky Garbutt and his regional director, Bill Kingston, for their unrelenting
efforts through our Department of Employment and Industrial Relations. The Skilling Queenslanders for
Work program has delivered so much to so many in my community. Employers also have a real sense of
partnership in our efforts. 

Time expired. 

Dows Creek State School, Forced Closure
Mr MALONE (Mirani—LNP) (9.51 pm): I rise tonight to talk about the disgraceful way in which

Education Queensland is endeavouring to close one of my small schools in the Pioneer Valley—Dows
Creek State School. I will go through the time line on the issue. On 8 September, the EQ regional office
contacted the school to arrange a meeting with the staff and P&C to look at the future viability of the
school. On 13 September this year, an article in the Courier-Mail cited Dows Creek State School as one
of the schools to be mothballed in 2009. Members would note that this is before the meeting with the
school community.

On 15 September 2008, there was a meeting with the regional office personnel to talk about why
the school had to be viable and increasing enrolments. It is important to note that the school had
increased its enrolments by six this year. A recommendation from that meeting with the school
community was that the Dows Creek State School be monitored for the 2009 period. On Thursday, 6
November 2008, I received a phone call from Education Queensland advising that the Dows Creek
State School was to be mothballed. The school community was advised on that Thursday afternoon, 6
November, that the recommendation from the regional office for the school to be monitored in 2009 had
been overturned or disregarded, and the school was to be mothballed—in other words, closed.

It is interesting to note that the community has advised that two families contacted the school
today about enrolling a total of four additional students for 2009. The current enrolment is 12. At the
beginning of 2009, there will be 16 students starting at the Dows Creek State School. Lyn Chamberlain,
who is the P&C president of the Dows Creek State School, is obviously very upset. They were told by
EQ in September that the school would be monitored in 2009. They advertised for students, sent out
flyers, negotiated a bus company to extend the run from Mirani to Dows Creek, et cetera. They have
fundraised $25,000 to renovate the additional building and work was to start in December just after
school finishes for the year.

 They have now been told that they cannot expend any funds other than a medallion or similar for
the students. The school has a 116-year history, and it is a very important part of the community. I
received an email from a parent today and I will read it quickly. It states—
Two of my children attended Dows Creek State School in 2005 and 2006. Due to transport issues, I had to move them to another
school. The boys loved their time at Dows Creek State School. This was reflected not only in their grades, but also in their
behaviour. They have missed their time at the school to the point where I have rearranged my circumstances to enable them to
return next year (2009). My youngest son will also be starting Prep next year, so I had hoped to enrol him also at Dows Creek
State School.
I’m sure you can imagine my disappointment Mr Malone, when I phoned the school today to organize enrolment, and was
informed that the school is to be “Moth Balled” for 2009! Is there any hope of this decision being overturned? 

Time expired. 

Gaven Electorate, Community Organisations
Mr GRAY (Gaven—ALP) (9.54 pm): The electorate of Gaven has within it a large number of

community associations and schools, both of which reflect not only the young population base of the
electorate but also the strong sense of community that exists within the electorate. As I stated in my
maiden speech, I believe strongly in building social capital in my communities and I willingly spend as
much time as I can with these groups at their regular meetings and attend as many of the P&C and P&F
meetings as possible. I also support a large range of sporting organisations in the electorate. 

I acknowledge tonight the good work of the Nerang Community Association, led by President
Mark, who is renowned for his landcare efforts along the Nerang River and Mooyumbin Creek and other
local creeks, their relocation of historic houses and their restoration in Bischoff family park and their
ongoing care from the community. Irene Maguire and Lynn Ogden make a substantial contribution.
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Nerang is also served well by its Senior Citizens Club, and I wish to acknowledge the contribution of
President John and their hardworking secretary, Mandy Raine. The Nerang Red Cross—whose dear
ladies were in here yesterday—and Meals on Wheels provide a range of services to many in the
community. It is the availability of these services, meetings and fundraising efforts that make Nerang
such a comfortable location for all.

Pacific Pines, a relatively new suburb of Gold Coast city, has grown to a population of 9,000-plus
in the last nine years with three primary schools and a high school, and it continues to grow. The Pacific
Pines Residents Group was formed a few years ago and is now ably led by Jackie Frost, with strong
support from John Collins from Stocklands and Councillor Peter Young. 

In Park Lake, a smaller but viable residents association was formed and is addressing local
issues, including the retention of its swimming pool which former councillor David Power wished to rip
out. With the assistance of Mayor Ron Clarke and Janette and Victor Hartman, we managed to stall this
and now with the help of Andrew Wilson, the president of the association, and Councillor Peter Young
the people of Park Lake will be swimming in new facilities in early 2009. 

The Studio Village Community Centre, of which I am a life member, also adds greatly to its
surrounding area of Studio Village Oxenford and Pacific Pines. Veronica Cox and Elizabeth Laurier do a
marvellous job there. Sonja Walsh, the president of the Helensvale Residents Association, is a real
tower of strength in the suburb. As well, she is a force in Neighbourhood Watch and the Coomera Police
Community Consultative Committee, which is well led by Senior Sergeant Wally Siganto. The
organisation will lead the fight for an expansion of the Westfield Helensvale Town Centre, which is sorely
needed. 

The P&Cs and P&Fs add value to the work of our teachers in the schools in the electorate of
Gaven and I am well pleased with their efforts, although disappointed with the declining numbers who
attend such meetings. I understand people are busy and work longer hours today.

Time expired. 

Aged Care, Funding
Mr WELLINGTON (Nicklin—Ind) (9.57 pm): Much has been recently spoken in parliament about

the needs and pressures our hospitals and associated service providers are currently experiencing, and
my comments are directly related to the Nambour General Hospital on the Sunshine Coast where the
staff perform services over and above the call of duty. I use this opportunity to call on the state
government to use its influence with the federal government to allow an increase in funding to be made
available for the aged-care and nursing home sectors in Queensland and also the not-for-profit
community hospice services currently operating in Queensland.

I believe if our aged-care and nursing home facilities and not-for-profit community hospice
services received an increase in funding to be able to employ suitably qualified staff, we would see
overnight many beds freed up from our critical hospitals. I genuinely believe that many of the people
who currently occupy our critical hospital beds could be more appropriately cared for in our aged-care
nursing home facilities or by our not-for-profit community hospice services. 

We on the Sunshine Coast and in south-east Queensland are experiencing rapid growth and we
have for many years. I believe this request is fair and reasonable. I believe that the state and federal
governments need to recognise the massive growth that has happened in south-east Queensland,
especially the Sunshine Coast, and generally consider this call for help from people employed in our
aged-care facilities and nursing homes and not-for-profit community hospice services. 

At the moment, many of our facilities are experiencing extreme challenges. They are competing
with our hospitals which are also seeking to fill vacancies from equally qualified staff. Unfortunately, the
funding is not currently available to match those dollars which are being offered by our public hospital
services. So I would urge both the Minister for Communities and the Minister for Health to generally
consider this request and these calls for help. 

Black Diggers Remembrance Ceremony
Mrs SMITH (Burleigh—ALP) (9.59 pm): Yesterday, from many members we heard stories of

courage and sacrifice in times of war. The 11th hour of the 11th day of the 11th month is seared into the
minds and hearts of Australians. Originally called Armistice Day, and changed to Remembrance Day
after the end of World War II, it is a day on which we commemorate all war dead. 

Anzac Day is probably Australia’s most important national occasion and marks the anniversary of
the first major military action fought by Australian and New Zealand forces during the First World War. At
the outbreak of World War I, just 13 years after Federation, Australia was a fledgling nation with a
population of fewer than five million people. From 1914 to 1918, Australia deployed approximately
330,000 service personnel overseas, many of them aged 16 to 30 years. Of these, more than some
59,000 were killed or died of wounds and a further 152,000 were wounded. This meant that two out of
every three were either killed or wounded. Almost every family in Australia was personally affected.
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Whilst the Gallipoli campaign is perhaps our most widely recognised involvement in war, less is
known about Australians on the Western Front. After the Gallipoli veterans were rested in Egypt, they
were sent to France to fight the Germans. Of the more than 290,000 Australians who served in this
theatre of war, 46,000 were either killed in action or died of their wounds. One cannot even begin to
imagine the horrors of the Somme, which cost the Allies over 60,000 lives in one day. 

A story not yet told, however, is of the contribution made by Indigenous men and women who
have served in defence of their country in all wars in which Australia has taken part. Last Sunday
morning I attended the Black Diggers Remembrance Ceremony at the Yugambeh War Memorial in
Burleigh Heads. This war memorial was dedicated in 1991, and I believe it was the very first war
memorial in Australia to recognise the contribution that Australia’s first inhabitants made to the defence
of this country over the last century. Its location at the Jebbribillum Bora affirms the site’s continuity as a
ceremonial place where Aboriginal ancestors gathered throughout time to make laws for the Yugambeh
people, to share in ceremonial rites and to negotiate intertribal exchange. It is a place where wisdom
and integrity prevailed. 

Yugambeh men were recognised as citizens of Australia when reinforcements were needed in
Europe in World War I. Like all young men, they were eager to serve and once in the army were
accepted as equals. In World War I, they served mainly in the Light Horse and Infantry. Fourteen
Aboriginal men from the Gold Coast region are known to have enlisted for overseas service. Three of
them were killed or died of wounds. Those who returned to Australia again found themselves ‘a race
apart’. Although their fellow diggers regarded them as equals, much of the Australian population had yet
to move forward and accept Aboriginal Australians. 

Kenmore-Moggill RSL Subbranch

Dr FLEGG (Moggill—LNP) (10.02 pm): Kenmore-Moggill RSL subbranch requires funding to
assist in the upgrade of the war memorial at Kenmore Village to include inscriptions to recognise
conflicts and peacekeeping operations post-Vietnam. Submissions for restoration works to the original
Boer War-World War I memorial where the digger sits atop the War Memorial are due for completion by
the end of December 2008. Jack Vintner, projects officer of Kenmore-Moggill RSL subbranch, has met
with architect and stonemason Peter Macfarlane to undertake the upgrade work. He has provided a
concept model that will, in laymen’s terms, ‘do us proud’. Peter is an experienced stonemason and has
previously restored other war memorials. The concept model was displayed at the local shopping centre
for public comment and was very favourably received. 

The original memorial was officially unveiled on 3 July 1920 at a cost of 265 pounds.
Approximately $60,000 is now needed to complete the upgrade of this project. The monument was
subsequently raised three times to conform with changed levels of the road. It was relocated in 1969 to
the Kenmore Village car park, and restoration work was carried out in April 1987. In October 1988 it was
relocated to its present site, which is known as ‘Pike Place Park’. A rededication ceremony for the
unveiling of the restored Kenmore War Memorial is planned for 3 July 2009—89 years after the original
unveiling. This is a very significant and important project, and is a vital piece of history and memorabilia
not only to the Kenmore-Moggill RSL subbranch but to the increasing number of people who attend
every Anzac Day and Remembrance Day service at this site. We need to ensure that our children and
our children’s children continue to be educated about our wartime history, and the monument is a visual
reminder to us all of those who have paid the ultimate sacrifice for their country and given their lives so
that we may live in peace and harmony. 

I note the Premier’s announcement yesterday that a Queensland war memorial register should be
established, and I would support that. I call on the government to allocate some funding to ensure that
the Kenmore-Moggill RSL subbranch is able to support this very fitting and important project as a tribute
to our fallen comrades. This is an RSL subbranch that does a tremendous job amongst schools and in
supporting the families of veterans. It does not have poker machines or alcohol sales, but it is dedicated
to the work of making sure we remember those who paid the sacrifice on behalf of this country to keep
us a free country. This is a particularly important war memorial for our area. We have our Anzac Day
ceremony there every year. Many hundreds of people every Anzac Day come to this site and it has been
a focus since 1920. 

Combined Schools Instrumental Music Concert

Mr HOOLIHAN (Keppel—ALP) (10.05 pm): We often hear people criticise the type of education
provided in our state schools, but one of the things that really impresses me from the schools in my area
is the high quality of education, including education in some of the fine arts. On Wednesday, 5
November I attended the Combined Schools Instrumental Music Concert, which comprised five primary
schools from my electorate—Yeppoon, Emu Park, Cawarral, Taranganba and Farnborough state
schools—and the Yeppoon State High School band. 
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The Yeppoon State High School band would possibly be known to some of the people in this
House, because for many years it has been one of the finalists in the state Fanfare competition and it is
a superb band. The instrumental music concert had five separate orchestras and bands from the
various primary schools—the Junior String Orchestra; the Keppel Coast Cluster Junior Band, of which
none of the members had played for more than 12 months; the Intermediate String Orchestra, the
Keppel Coast Cluster Intermediate Band and the Keppel Coast Junior Percussion Ensemble. But it is
the Yeppoon State High School band which really drew the attention of all the people in the audience. It
has a sax ensemble, a brass ensemble, a string orchestra, a percussion ensemble, a flute and clarinet
ensemble, and a high school concert big band. 

This band, as I said, has been a runner-up in Fanfare and has performed in Fanfare for a number
of years. Many thanks must go to the very dedicated people who educate these children in music and
who actually conduct for the instrumental music concert. I would like to pay tribute to Jeanette Douglas,
Jason Smythe-Tomkins and Amanda O’Brien, who as well as being music teachers are very gifted
musicians in their own right and who put a substantial amount of time and effort into ensuring that the
students in our state schools in the Keppel area have a really good grounding in more than just reading,
writing and arithmetic. 

Upper Barron State School; Remembrance Day
Mr KNUTH (Charters Towers—LNP) (10.08 pm): ‘Learning is living’ is the motto of the Upper

Barron State School. Just recently it was announced that this small rural school would be forced by the
state government to close its doors for the last time at the end of this school year, ending a 98-year
chapter in the history of the tablelands. This school serves a farming community—families where every
member of the family contributes to the running of the farm and supports the local school. The education
received by many of the students begins early and ends late. It incorporates a six-hour compulsory
school component in the middle. It is outrageous that in this day and age, with the massive
advancements in technology, we are not embracing small schools as real educational alternatives to
larger, more impersonal schools where individual students can fall through the cracks.

This decision will affect not only the current student population and their families but also the
families of future students who were looking forward to the smaller classes and the personal attention
their children would receive because of the size of the school. They were looking forward to being part
of a school community where community involvement is highly regarded and gratefully appreciated.
This decision will not only result in the closure of the school but also tear the heart out of a community
because it is the school that is the centre of a community not only in terms of education but also for the
part it plays in the social interaction of the community. This decision will mean children are leaving home
earlier and coming home later, putting more pressure on the crumbling road system and more stress on
the lives of these hardworking families. 

All Queensland schools play a vital role in the education of our children. The LNP does not
believe bigger is necessarily better. We believe that the uniqueness offered by small rural schools is
worth protecting. We believe that parents should be given choices about their children’s education, and
we believe that small schools offer a viable educational alternative. That is why we are committed to
giving our smaller schools the resources and support they need to continue. I call on the minister to
rescind his decision to close this school. 

Yesterday was Armistice Day—a day to commemorate the end of hostilities on the western front,
a day to reflect on the extraordinary sacrifices of life that our nation has suffered throughout history. As I
did in my first speech, I would like to honour those who fought and fell to preserve our flag and our
Constitution. I acknowledge that by their sacrifice we have inherited the freedom and prosperity that we
have today. I along with many other Australians believe that these brave men and women are the true
heroes of our nation. 

Wendt, Mr EW
Mr WENDT (Ipswich West—ALP) (10.11 pm): I rise tonight on a sad note concerning the recent

death of a relative of mine—Mr Edgar William Wendt, who died at 93. I wanted to pay tribute tonight to
Edgar, who was born on 19 May 1915 in Marburg as the second of eight children to Wilhelm and
Wilhelmine Wendt, both of course of good German Lutheran stock. 

Edgar’s funeral service took place at the Trinity Lutheran Church at Marburg which was where
many of the important moments in his life took place, including where he was baptised and where in
1930 he was confirmed. On 15 September 1937, Edgar married Voilet May Voss at, again, as members
would guess, the Marburg church. I had the pleasure of handing them a certificate from the Premier
celebrating their 70th anniversary in September last year.

They moved to their first home at Walloon and during this time Bevan, Neville and Marlene were
born. Later they moved to Haigslea and stayed on Edgar’s parents’ farm during which time their fourth
child, Betty, was born. After this Edgar and Violet purchased their own farm at Haigslea, where they
remained until 1967. While on the farm Edgar also worked at the local Caledonian coalmine. 
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At his father’s insistence, he bought his father’s taxi licence, which he operated for some years.
During this time Edgar and his brother also drove for weddings. To assist in this he bought a black 1956
Ford Customline, which he was conveniently able to use not only for weddings but also for helping out at
the local funeral directors. Although I am not certain, I can only assume that this car was used to
transport the families of the bereaved and not the casket, which would be difficult to load in the back.

In 1966 Edgar and Violet decided to sell the farm and move to Brassall. At this time Edgar began
working for the Brisbane City Council as the groundsman for the Mount Crosby pumping station at Holt’s
Hill. One of his jobs there was to keep the lawns mown and in an A1 condition. 

Edgar loved playing cards, which he did until the end. He also loved river fishing. There are many
stories about him and friends fishing in the afternoon followed by playing cards until late that night. 
Edgar, like many men of his time, was always ready to help his family with an offer to fix or build
something. Often he would arrive early in the morning in his Ford with his trusty old toolbox, and you
could guarantee that he could always manage to find something that was right for the job or
demonstrate what we could do with an offcut of timber or the ever-useful piece of bailing twine.

Edgar passed away a month ago. I should point out that I had met up with him and discussed how
he was feeling on the Friday afternoon. As usual, Edgar had a joke to tell me and basically I thought he
would be around for a long time to come. I suppose this goes to show that we should treat every day as
if it were our last.

Edgar Wendt, like many of us, did not seek fame or fortune. Rather, he spent his life working for
and looking after his family. As such, I believe that if there were more people on this earth like Edgar the
world would be a better place. I would like to pass on my condolences to Edgar’s family and friends and
advise them that he will be sadly missed. 

Question put—That the House do now adjourn.
Motion agreed to.
The House adjourned at 10.14 pm. 
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