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WEDNESDAY, 27 AUGUST 2014 
_______________ 

 
The Legislative Assembly met at 2.00 pm. 
Madam Speaker (Hon. Fiona Simpson, Maroochydore) read prayers and took the chair. 

PRIVILEGE 

Alleged Deliberate Misleading of the House by a Member 

Dr LYNHAM (Stafford—ALP) (2.00 pm): I rise on a matter of privilege. During last night’s 
debate on the Safe Night Out Legislation Amendment Bill 2014 the member for Morayfield, 
Mr Grimwade, made a number of statements that were misleading. Mr Grimwade referred on a 
number of occasions to the Labor Party’s alternative policy for the tackling of alcohol fuelled violence. 
He said, ‘The only policy is to turf everyone out at one o’clock.’ He then said, ‘If people are going to 
go out and drink, and then all of a sudden you close all of the pubs at one o’clock and throw everyone 
out into the streets, what do you think is going to happen?’ He repeated this again by saying, ‘Let us 
look at some other reasons why I do not think the 1 am shutdown of pubs and clubs will work’ and, 
‘Yet if you go out and speak to any person in the industry and say that we are going to shut pubs and 
clubs at 1 am in the morning, what do you think happens to youth unemployment?’  

Madam SPEAKER: Member, I would ask you to please put the matter that is the matter of 
privilege and not debate the issue.  

Dr LYNHAM: Thank you, Madam Speaker. It has never been Labor’s policy to close all of the 
pubs at one o’clock and to turf everyone out at one o’clock. 

Government members interjected. 

Madam SPEAKER: Order, members! I would ask the member to put the matter of privilege and 
not debate the issue.  

Dr LYNHAM: The matter of privilege is that he stated on numerous occasions that it is Labor’s 
policy to close clubs and pubs at one o’clock. It has never been Labor’s policy to close pubs and 
clubs at one o’clock. The record is absolutely clear on this. 

Government members interjected. 

Madam SPEAKER: Order, members! If you are wishing to raise a matter of privilege that you 
are wishing for me to take action on, I would ask that you please write to me about the matter.  

Dr LYNHAM: I shall, Madam Speaker.  

Honourable members interjected. 

Madam SPEAKER: Order! Leader of the Opposition, Deputy Premier!  

COMMITTEE OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 

Report 

Madam SPEAKER: I table report No. 11 of the Committee of the Legislative Assembly titled 
2013-14 Annual Report. I commend the report to the House.  

Tabled paper: Committee of the Legislative Assembly: Report No. 11—Annual Report 2013-14 [5750].  

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_140137
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5750
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_140137
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PRIVILEGE 

Speaker’s Ruling, Alleged Deliberate Misleading of the House by a Member 
Madam SPEAKER: Honourable members, on 10 June 2014 the member for Moggill wrote to 

me alleging that the member for Mount Isa deliberately misled the House in statements made on 
2 June 2014. In accordance with standing order 269(5), I wrote requesting further information from 
the member for Mount Isa. I table the correspondence in this matter, including a response from the 
member for Mount Isa dated 21 July 2014. 
Tabled paper: Letter, dated 10 June 2014, from the member for Moggill, Dr Bruce Flegg MP, to Madam Speaker regarding 
alleged deliberate misleading of the House by a member [5751]. 
Tabled paper: Letter, dated 21 July 2014, from the member for Mount Isa, Mr Rob Katter MP, to Madam Speaker regarding 
alleged deliberate misleading of the House by a member [5752]. 

It is apparent that both the member for Moggill and the member for Mount Isa are making 
claims and counterclaims about economic conditions, economic definitions and what various statistics 
mean. I consider this is part of the normal business of parliamentary debate which enables members 
to prosecute their interpretation of data.  

I have therefore considered that this is a matter of debate where different aspects of an 
argument are being presented and is not a matter where the member is deliberately misleading the 
House. I will not be referring the matter to the Ethics Committee.  

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

Gladstone Regional Council 

Mr Bennett, from 842 petitioners, requesting the House to give serious consideration to changing Gladstone Regional Council 
from undivided to divided representation along the lines of State and Federal governments [5753]. 

Nyanda State High School, Land Sale 

Dr Lynham, from 449 petitioners, requesting the House to excise the public parkland portion of the Nyanda State High School 
site from the land for sale and transfer it to the Brisbane City Council for permanent use as parkland [5754]. 

The Clerk presented the following paper petition, sponsored by the Clerk in accordance with Standing Order 119(3)— 

Motor Sporting Venues 

From 32 petitioners, requesting the House to save Queensland’s motor sporting venues from severe restrictions or forced 
closure as a result of demands from the occupants of newer residential developments [5755]. 

The Clerk presented the following e-petition, sponsored by the honourable member indicated— 

Curra State Forest, Land Lease 

Mr Gibson, from 851 petitioners, requesting the House to immediately excise Corella SF 700 from the Curra State Forest and 
issue a lease to the local council for the land to be used for a sporting shooters range complex to address the current demand 
for a new range facilities in the region [5756].  

Petitions received. 

TABLED PAPERS 
MEMBERS’ PAPERS TABLED BY THE CLERK 

The following members’ papers were tabled by the Clerk— 

Member for Stafford (Dr Lynham)— 
5757 Non-conforming petition requesting the House to transfer the portion of land for sale at the Nyanda State High site to 

the Brisbane City Council for use as parkland 

Member for Mermaid Beach (Mr Stevens)— 
5758 Non-conforming petition requesting the House to save Queensland’s motor sporting venues from severe restrictions or 

forced closure as a result of demands from the occupants of newer residential developments 

REPORT TABLED BY THE CLERK 

The following report was tabled by the Clerk— 
5759 Queensland Independent Remuneration Tribunal—Annual Report 2013-14 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_140407
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5751
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5752
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5753
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5754
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5755
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5756
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5757
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5758
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5759
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_140407
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 

Health Services, Performance 
Hon. CKT NEWMAN (Ashgrove—LNP) (Premier) (2.06 pm): This morning the health minister 

and I met with Gold Coast mothers and staff at the new Gold Coast University Hospital and saw the 
new neonatal intensive care unit for preterm babies. This unit, which has recently gone from two beds 
to eight beds, means that mothers of ill babies as young as 27 weeks can get important care closer to 
home. This wonderful new facility means that mothers no longer have the stress of travelling to 
Brisbane daily. This is all part of the work we have been doing to create the best free public health 
system in the country. 

In February 2013, less than 12 months after being elected, the health minister and I had the 
pleasure of launching our government’s Blueprint for Better Healthcare in Queensland. The blueprint 
mapped out our plan to rebuild and restore public confidence in Queensland Health. It outlined a 
state-wide healthcare system with improved capacity, cooperation, transparent reporting systems and 
financial accountability. It focuses on what is important—patients and people, not process and 
bureaucracy. We have provided a record Health budget of $13.6 billion in 2014-15. This is an 
increase of 6.4 per cent on last year’s record budget and an overall increase of 18.6 per cent since 
we took office. More important though are the outcomes, and they have been outstanding. The 
percentage of category 1 urgent patients who received their surgery within the clinically 
recommended 30 days has increased from 86 per cent under Labor to 97 per cent under this LNP 
government. The number of patients who have waited longer than clinically recommended for their 
surgery has been dramatically reduced, from 6,445 at the change of government to 1,068 in June 
2014. Also, and due to our policy change, no facilities have initiated ambulance bypass since January 
2013. Emergency department waiting times are shorter than ever before, with 76 per cent of patients 
whose length of stay was under four hours compared to 63 per cent under Labor. 

I am particularly excited about this next statistic: in February 2013, 62,513 Queenslanders were 
waiting on the public dental lists for more than two years. That has now been reduced essentially to 
zero. More than 32,000 nurses and midwives in Queensland Health have received their third pay 
increase since the change of government. This means that the average Queensland Health nurse or 
midwife is almost 10 per cent better off thanks to the LNP government. We have also appointed the 
state’s first-ever Mental Health Commissioner, as well as a Health Ombudsman. We promised that 
we would fix the health system and we are delivering on that promise. It is all part of our strong plan 
for a brighter future in Queensland.  

Health Services, Development and Planning 
Hon. JW SEENEY (Callide—LNP) (Deputy Premier and Minister for State Development, 

Infrastructure and Planning) (2.10 pm): Our government has a strong plan to revitalise front-line 
services across Queensland. My Department of State Development, Infrastructure and Planning is 
delivering better access to health services and better education facilities for all Queenslanders. In 
particular, the department is playing a role in identifying and unlocking the potential for government 
land to improve outcomes for the community. We have been helping to deliver exciting new health 
precincts on both the Gold and Sunshine coasts that will revitalise services to some of the fastest 
growing areas of the state.  

The commissioning of the new Gold Coast University Hospital in September 2013 left the 
government with the welcome challenge of what to do with the 3.4-hectare old Gold Coast hospital 
site at Southport. The new $1.76 billion Gold Coast University Hospital represented one of the best 
investments in health services in Australia. The collocation of the hospital with the neighbouring 
university and the soon-to-be-constructed private hospital has put the Gold Coast on the map for 
growth in innovation in Australian health care. Currently, my department is overseeing the safe and 
efficient demolition of the existing buildings on the old hospital site and plans are well in train to 
release the land to the market for redevelopment to fund further investment in modern health service 
facilities. Situated as it is in the Southport priority development area, the site’s redevelopment will 
certainly enliven the Southport business district, boost jobs and business opportunities for the local 
community, as well as provide the funding for modern health service facilities in other parts of the 
state.  

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_140656
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_141024
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_140656
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_141024
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It is not only the larger hospitals in the state’s south-east that are our focus. We are determined 
to improve health services for regional Queenslanders as part of our commitment to revitalise 
front-line services across Queensland. In the tiny town of Alpha, in Central Western Queensland, we 
are working with Queensland Health to deliver a major collocation project that will see a brand-new 
health precinct made available to the people who live in that country town. The Alpha collocation 
project will see new police, ambulance, fire, rescue and other emergency management infrastructure 
established on the same site to improve efficiency and better integrate emergency services and 
health delivery. It will transform the delivery of safety and emergency services across a broad area of 
the central west and beyond. The Alpha collocation project will be used as a pilot to guide future 
planning across Queensland’s regions for the delivery of this sort of government infrastructure.  

In other parts of Queensland, our government is helping communities to help themselves by 
identifying land and buildings that can be used to support worthy local community health initiatives 
such as men’s sheds. Where they operate, men’s sheds have an immeasurably positive health 
impact for their members. I am pleased to say that my department is assisting in their establishment 
wherever we can. We have assisted groups in Murgon, Coolum and Nambour to access vacant 
government buildings and land to use for providing a men’s shed facility. The Department of State 
Development, Infrastructure and Planning is playing a central role in helping those organisations 
negotiate the sometimes complex issues with government agencies that own the sites. There is no 
better example of that than in Murgon where we worked with Transport and Main Roads to free up a 
disused railway building and negotiate access arrangements with the South Burnett Regional Council 
for the Murgon men’s shed.  

These examples show that this government is working for a healthier Queensland in a whole 
range of practical ways. We promised to revitalise front-line services and that is exactly what we are 
doing from the Gold Coast and the Sunshine Coast through to small country towns in Queensland’s 
regions. Only the LNP has a strong plan for a brighter future for all Queenslanders, no matter where 
they live in our great state.  

Health Services, Funding 
Hon. TJ NICHOLLS (Clayfield—LNP) (Treasurer and Minister for Trade) (2.14 pm): The 

Newman government was elected on a strong and unwavering promise to revitalise front-line services 
for Queensland families. When looking back at what we inherited, it is easy to remember why it was 
such an important pledge. In the area of health, we inherited a basket case. Nurses and doctors were 
being underpaid, overpaid or not paid at all. We had a fake Tahitian prince, who walked out the door 
with $16 million in his kit, and a bureaucracy that got so out of control that Anna Bligh was forced to 
acknowledge its ‘sick administrative performance’. Let us compare that with the fantastic results we 
are seeing under the leadership of the Premier and the Minister for Health. Queensland elective 
surgery waiting times have improved, ambulances arrive faster, our emergency departments are 
performing better and patient satisfaction has increased.  

Far from the opposition and union cries of health cuts, this government has delivered record 
health budgets and these funding increases are delivering real outcomes. In the 2014-15 budget, 
Health funding increased by six per cent to $13.6 billion, which was in addition to a 4.5 per cent 
increase in the 2013-14 budget. The Health budget is now more than $2 billion larger than when the 
LNP came to government. In our first budget we made a strong commitment to reducing long-term 
waiting lists for Queensland patients. We have since reduced the public dental waiting list. Like the 
Premier I am amazed at these numbers: more than 62,000 people waited more than two years to see 
a dentist and now that figure is down to zero. We have cleared the waiting list for cochlear implants 
and we have a plan to clear the ophthalmology long-wait list by June next year. That is something that 
Labor could never and will never be able to accomplish. That budget also delivered a boost for rural 
and regional Queenslanders who need to travel to access health services, with a $97.7 million 
commitment to double the Patient Travel Subsidy Scheme. That was the first significant increase in 
more than a decade. 

This government also wants our hardworking Health staff to have access to the best possible 
working conditions. That is why in the 2013-14 budget we pledged a total of $327 million over four 
years to address another backlog of maintenance, this time the backlog inherited from the former 
government at Health facilities throughout the state. That budget also included $80.8 million over four 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_141425
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_141425
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years to enable better access to healthcare services for Queenslanders in regional, rural and remote 
communities. The 2014-15 Health budget continued our commitment to improving health services for 
our regional communities with $173.3 million for the redevelopment of hospitals in Cairns, Mackay, 
Mount Isa, Townsville and Rockhampton. That is on top of the $224.5 million provided to the Lady 
Cilento Children’s Hospital and almost $369.8 million invested in the Sunshine Coast Public 
University Hospital. In 2014-15, 155 new and replacement ambulances will be commissioned and an 
extra 100 officers will be recruited.  

We promised to revitalise front-line services and that is exactly what we are doing. We are 
making record investments in health and we are putting the emphasis back on front-line health 
delivery and not increased bureaucracy. That approach is producing real results. Only the LNP has a 
strong plan for a brighter future for all Queenslanders  

Health Services, Performance 
Hon. LJ SPRINGBORG (Southern Downs—LNP) (Minister for Health) (2.17 pm): In the past 

couple of weeks, Queenslanders have seen details of current waiting lists and hospital performance 
comparisons published in daily newspapers. The commitment to the open publication of health data is 
a key difference between the Newman LNP government and its Labor predecessor, which routinely 
hid such figures from Queenslanders. Today I would like to highlight some of those great 
achievements. As the Premier said, in March 2012 almost 6,500 people were waiting longer than 
recommended for elective surgery. Now that figure is 1,068, which is an 84 per cent reduction. That 
means that 5,400 Queenslanders are no longer waiting in pain for their procedures. The number of 
category 1 patients seen within 30 days has increased from 86 per cent in March 2012 to 97 per cent. 
In March 2012, just 73 per cent of category 2 parents were seen within the recommended 90 days. 
Now that number is up to 86 per cent. Under this government, ambulance response times are shorter 
and hospital patients are transferred into the emergency departments more quickly, up from 73 per 
cent in four hours to around 76 per cent today. Today 88 per cent of patients are off stretcher and in 
an ED within 30 minutes compared to 81 per cent two years ago. In the EDs the proportion of all 
patients treated within four hours has improved from 66 per cent to 76 per cent.  

The number of people waiting longer than two years for a routine dental check-up is down from 
61,405 in March of last year to zero in June of this year. Let us not forget that some of those people 
were waiting up to 10 years under the Labor Party, which did not care for these people. Across 
Queenslander no-one is waiting longer than the recommended two years, and we intend to keep it 
that way. In fact, 93 per cent of Queenslanders who are on the general care dental waiting list are 
now waiting less than a year. This is a massive achievement, only possible due to the combined 
efforts of oral health staff in the public and private sector.  

As the Treasurer said, cochlear implant wait lists have been cleared. People were waiting up to 
four years under the Labor Party. We have now launched an assault on ophthalmology waiting lists, 
which were at appalling levels under the previous government. It had actually stopped seeing and 
referring category 3 outpatients.  

Record numbers of families are benefitting from this government’s Mums and Bubs program 
which has increased maternal and child health visits in the first weeks following a baby’s birth. Under 
this program 19,672 families were visited in home in the March to June quarter and more than 70,000 
visits were conducted in the financial year.  

In the last 12 months we have been able to give 27 per cent more outpatients their initial 
outpatient appointment. We have reopened birthing services at Beaudesert. We plan to do the same 
at Cooktown. We have increased the hours for the FOGS—the Flying Obstetrician and Gynaecologist 
Service—from 400 to 1,000 hours. We have rolled out a remote rural surgical van and increased 
telehealth uptake by 40 per cent.  

Local decision making by hospital boards is delivering better health services state-wide also. 
Boards have inspired a culture of innovation and renewal that is reflected in improved patient 
satisfaction.  
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A recent study conducted for the government found across-the-board improvements in 
satisfaction among patients. It found three in four Queenslanders were satisfied with their most recent 
contact with a public hospital. Some 32 per cent said they were very satisfied. Overall satisfaction 
improved from 67 per cent in March 2013 to 75 per cent in May 2014. The figures tell the story on 
their own and in a very stark way. Queensland Health has come a very long way since the Labor 
Party was turfed from office. I thank our clinicians and staff for their support, innovation and 
leadership. I look forward to further improvements in the months and years to come.  

Science and Technology, Chinese Partnership 
Hon. IB WALKER (Mansfield—LNP) (Minister for Science, Information Technology, Innovation 

and the Arts) (2.22 pm): This government is proud of Queensland’s strengthening science relationship 
with China and of the results that relationship is achieving. China, one of the world’s economic and 
scientific superpowers, provides Queensland’s largest merchandise export market and is the second 
largest foreign investor behind the US. It is the state’s second largest source of international visitors 
behind New Zealand. Also, 18,449 international students enrolled to study here last year, 
representing Queensland’s largest market for international students.  

We are proud that China is now a major science and technology research partner for our state. 
Numerous joint agreements have been entered into or renewed since July 2013. Yesterday Premier 
Newman and the Chinese Vice Minister for Science and Technology, Professor Cao Jianlin, renewed 
a memorandum of understanding for a further three years. This MOU focuses on science and 
technology collaborations in agriculture, including food; human health and medical research; cleaner 
and renewable energy; environment, including marine and terrestrial; advanced materials and 
nanotechnology; and digital enabled technologies. 

On 2 June 2014 I signed an MOU with Professor Shou Ziqi, Chairman of the Science and 
Technology Commission of Shanghai Municipality. In September 2013 we signed a statement of 
intent for three years when Professor Zhang Yaping, Vice President of the Chinese Academy of 
Sciences, visited Brisbane. The academy is China’s science and research development engine.  

Yesterday was a busy day for science in Queensland with the Chinese Academy of Sciences, 
Griffith University and the University of Queensland signing MOUs on new drug research for 
neurodegenerative diseases and to better understand the circuitry and genetics in ageing dementia. 
Griffith University’s Eskitis Institute for Drug Discovery and the Shanghai Institute of Materia Medica 
will establish a joint laboratory for new drug discovery under their agreement.  

The joint lab will focus on applying methods to identify the active components in traditional 
Chinese medicines, particularly with a focus on treatments for neurodegeneration, including dementia 
and Parkinson’s disease. The Queensland Brain Institute at UQ and the Chinese Academy of 
Sciences, through the Institute of Biophysics, also signed an MOU to establish a joint 
Queensland-China research centre to understand more about ageing dementia.  

So far I have listed the variety of agreements with China to inform the chamber of the 
tremendous scope of the work in progress. Numerous research projects flow from these 
collaborations, including one with the Queensland University of Technology and the Shanghai 
Institute of Ceramics. This project aims to use bone grafts for the reconstruction and regeneration of 
skeletal tissue. Another project, sweet sorghum for valuable sugars, is being undertaken by the 
University of Queensland and the Institute of Botany in Beijing. This will identify sweet sorghum 
varieties that can provide a high-value, lower GI, healthier sugar. Both projects received $125,000 
over two years from the Queensland government, and the Chinese Academy of Sciences matched 
this funding.  

I want to make a point that the Premier made very clear in our meeting with the vice minister 
yesterday. This government is not in the business, as are some in the political world elsewhere, 
represented in this chamber today, of casting unpleasant and untruthful slurs on one of our major 
trading partners, and the nation with one of the longest and most distinguished traditions in medicine 
and scientific research. Research with China will lead to better health for Queenslanders, and that is 
the name of our game.  
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Disability Services 

Hon. TE DAVIS (Aspley—LNP) (Minister for Communities, Child Safety and Disability Services) 
(2.26 pm): The Newman government is committed to building fair, inclusive communities and creating 
a brighter future for people with disability, their families and their carers. The NDIS, at its core, is 
about promoting opportunity and wellbeing through greater choice and control—it is about supporting 
people with a disability to achieve the level of independence that they are willing and able to attain.  

There is much work underway to prepare Queenslanders for their transition to the scheme, 
including a five-year joint action plan that has been developed between my department, Queensland 
Health and the Department of Housing and Public Works. This action plan is focused on assisting 
people with a disability who are long-stay patients in Queensland’s public health facilities to transition 
into the community wherever possible. 

The issue of disability clients residing in hospitals was not born of this government, but it has 
taken the Newman government to address it. This is the first time that such a coordinated approach 
has occurred in this space. Previous attempts by the former Labor government to assist people out of 
hospitals were ad hoc and ineffective. In fact, this government has done more in the past 2½ years to 
support people with a disability to transition from hospital than the previous Labor government did in 
over five years. 

Last year we supported 25 people with disability to transition from public health facilities 
throughout the state with an investment of $2 million. This year a further $2 million will support 
another 20 people with a disability who are ready for discharge from Queensland’s public health 
facilities into community accommodation. This will free up beds in health facilities for those who need 
them most, while supporting people with a disability with appropriate services relevant to their needs. 

To further address this issue, we have begun a six-month pilot to trial collaborative assessment 
and planning processes with residents who are currently living in Casuarina Lodge and the Jacana 
Centre. What we learn from this pilot will help us to undertake better quality planning for people with a 
disability in other public health facilities, in preparation for the rollout of the NDIS. 

On top of this, an additional $4.2 million has been allocated this year to provide disability 
support for up to 27 people with spinal cord injuries to move out of the spinal injuries unit at the 
Princess Alexandra Hospital and return to the community. This is coupled with an extra $1 million to 
modify the private homes of people with newly acquired spinal cord injuries before they leave the 
hospital. 

With the transition to the NDIS on the horizon, we are progressing in a calm, considered 
manner, not only to make sure clients have continuity during this period but also to give people with a 
disability, their families and their carers a much brighter future.  

COMMITTEES 

Membership 
Mr STEVENS (Mermaid Beach—LNP) (Leader of the House) (2.29 pm), by leave, without 

notice: I move— 

(1)  That the member for Mackay (Hon. Tim Mulherin) be discharged from the State Development, Infrastructure and 
Industry Committee and the member for Rockhampton (Mr Bill Byrne) be appointed to the committee; 

(2)  That the member for Rockhampton (Mr Bill Byrne) be discharged from the Legal Affairs and Community Safety 
Committee and the member for Redcliffe (Mrs Yvette D’Ath) be appointed to the committee; and 

(3)  That the member for Redcliffe (Mrs Yvette D’Ath) be discharged from the Education and Innovation Committee and the 
member for Stafford (Dr Anthony Lynham) be appointed to the committee.  

Question put—That the motion be agreed to. 

Motion agreed to.  
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MOTION 

Order of Business 
Mr STEVENS (Mermaid Beach—LNP) (Leader of the House) (2.30 pm), without notice: I 

move— 
That, notwithstanding anything contained in the sessional orders, the notice of motion of dissent from the Deputy Speaker’s 
ruling may be moved at 3.30 pm today.  

Question put—That the motion be agreed to. 
Motion agreed to.  

REPORT 

Office of the Leader of the Opposition 
Hon. A PALASZCZUK (Inala—ALP) (Leader of the Opposition) (2.30 pm): I table the public 

report of office expenses for the Office of the Leader of the Opposition for the period 1 July 2013 to 
30 June 2014.  
Tabled paper: Public report of office expenses, Office of the Leader of the Opposition, for the period 1 July 2013 to 30 June 
2014 [5760].  

SPEAKER’S STATEMENT 

School Group Tours 
Madam SPEAKER: Order! I acknowledge the following schools visiting today: Ilfracombe State 

School from the electorate of Gregory and Miami State School from the electorate of Burleigh. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE  

Strong Choices 
Ms PALASZCZUK (2.30 pm): My question is to the Premier. Premier, budget papers show that 

$11.2 million has been budgeted for the Strong Choices assets sales advertising campaign. Will the 
Premier confirm that this funding does not include payment for the consultants on that campaign 
including Crosby Textor, PPR and Burson-Marsteller?  

Mr NEWMAN: I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question. Yesterday I was asked a 
similar question and I was quite happy to indicate that Crosby Textor were involved in the campaign. I 
believe that is right and proper. I do make the point that consultants have been engaged and continue 
to be engaged to provide specific skills to the campaign. For the information of honourable members, 
I inform them that Queensland Treasury and Trade followed a very structured procurement process to 
select the consultants which included a probity adviser. Nobody on this side of the chamber was 
involved in the decision-making process. It was made by officers of Treasury. 

In relation to the ultimate costs of any adviser, when the work is done these costs will be 
available. The reason I make that point is that the work is still underway. But why is the work being 
done? The work is being done because, while this government has effectively healed the state’s 
budget in a here-and-now sense—in other words, balancing the revenues that come in with the 
operational expenses of government—and bridged the huge fiscal deficit situation that those opposite 
left us, we still have $80 billion worth of Labor debt costing at least $450,000 an hour in Labor interest 
payments. That is still there. Yet if we wish to go forward and build this great state and the 
infrastructure that is needed—the roads, bridges, hospitals, schools, arts and community facilities, 
and sporting stadiums—we need to make some strong choices. 

This morning on radio station 4BC the member for South Brisbane was asked how they would 
deal with these huge problems that they bequeathed Queensland. Twice the member for South 
Brisbane was asked, ‘Would you increase taxes?’ and twice she refused to answer. We know the 
Labor Party position is the position of the unions.  
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Opposition members interjected.  

Mr NEWMAN: And we know that Mr John Battams has said that the solution is to increase 
taxes and charges and increase the cost of living for Queenslanders.  

Opposition members interjected.  

Madam SPEAKER: Order! Pause the clock. I am sorry to interrupt you, Premier. There are too 
many interjections on my left. I warn members on my left and I will start warning you under the 
standing orders. Your interjections are not being taken. I call the Premier. 

Mr NEWMAN: We know the Labor Party is controlled totally by the Queensland Council of 
Unions. We know that, and we know that Mr John Battams has said that the policy is to increase 
taxes and charges on Queenslanders. That is the policy of the Labor Party because it is the policy of 
the unions, and the unions pick the Leader of the Labor Party now, very clearly.  

Ms Trad interjected.  

Opposition members interjected.  

Mr NEWMAN: I say to Queenslanders there is a clear choice. You can have a strong team with 
a strong plan who do not doff their lid to the unions, who do the right thing by you and who will not 
increase your cost of living for the mistakes made by the Labor Party, or you can go with the same 
failed team.  

Madam SPEAKER: Order! Before I call the Leader of the Opposition, I warn the member for 
South Brisbane under standing order 253A. There are too many interjections coming from my left that 
are not being taken. I call the Leader of the Opposition.  

Strong Choices 
Ms PALASZCZUK: My question is to the Premier. I want to talk about the Strong Choices 

campaign. Can the Premier confirm that when the cost of those consultants is included the true cost 
of his Strong Choices asset sales advertising campaign is actually in excess of $20 million of 
taxpayers’ money?  

Mr NEWMAN: I thank the Leader of the Opposition, and I will continue on with the reason for 
this campaign. The reason for this campaign is that the Australian Labor Party, being poor and 
reckless financial managers, left us with a legacy of $80 billion of debt. We on this side of the 
chamber do not believe that we should be putting up taxes and charges to pay for Labor’s mistakes.  

Ms Palaszczuk: $20 million!  

Mr NEWMAN: The Council of Unions believe that is the policy and the Council of Unions 
control the Australian Labor Party.  

Ms Palaszczuk: $20 million! 

Mr NEWMAN: They get to pick the leader. They get to make the policy decisions. They are the 
puppet-masters who jerk the strings of all those opposite. The member for South Brisbane was on the 
radio this morning and was asked twice by listeners to tell Queenslanders whether they would 
increase taxes and charges, and twice— 

Ms Palaszczuk: Answer the question. $20 million of taxpayers’ money on the Strong Choices 
campaign.  

Madam SPEAKER: Order! Pause the clock. I now warn the Leader of the Opposition under 
standing order 253A. Your interjections are not adding to hearing the answer and you have been 
warned. I call the Premier.  

Mr NEWMAN: As I was saying, the Labor Party are controlled by the unions. The unions’ 
position is that taxes and charges should go up to pay for the huge financial mistakes of the 
Australian Labor Party when they were in government, particularly over the last six or seven years 
prior to us coming to office. We have a strong plan that will build the infrastructure of the future, that 
will build hospitals and schools, bypass roads, community centres, cultural facilities— 

Ms PALASZCZUK: Madam Speaker, I rise to a point of order.  

Madam SPEAKER: Pause the clock. 
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Ms PALASZCZUK: The question was a very clear budget question. I want an answer to my 
question from the Premier about the costs of the Strong Choices campaign. It is a simple question.  

Madam SPEAKER: Order! Leader of the Opposition, will you please take your seat. The 
Premier has time on the clock. I have listened carefully to the last two questions and they were similar 
but slightly tweaked. I do note that there is a discretion of the chair to note whether they are the same 
question but it was slightly tweaked, so I do ask the Premier to answer the question. He has time on 
the clock and I urge members to be careful in respect of their interjections. I call the Premier.  

Mr NEWMAN: The repair of the Queensland fiscal situation is a challenging and demanding 
issue. It requires a proper engagement with the people of this state. We make the very clear point 
that, unlike those opposite who said prior to the election that they would sell nothing and then went 
and did something different, we are out there talking to Queenslanders about these strong choices. 
We are talking about the problem that Labor left us. What we are also doing is saying, ‘We are going 
to an election.’ I make the prediction today that, if by some terrible misfortune those opposite were to 
be re-elected, you know what they will do? I say this to Queenslanders: they will sell assets in a 
dishonest way.  

Mrs Miller: Just get on with it. 

Madam SPEAKER: I now warn the member for Bundamba under 253A. 

Mr NEWMAN: I heard the interjection from the member for South Brisbane. We only have to 
look at what they do. They say one thing prior to an election. They say that they are not going to sell 
assets—they just said that the other day—but that is what they will do again. The only people who are 
upfront and who have a strong plan for this state’s future to build the infrastructure that Queensland 
needs are the people on this side of the chamber. Those on that side have learnt nothing. They are 
telling the same porkies that they did three or four years ago.  

Logan Hospital, Performance 
Mr PUCCI: My question without notice is to the Premier. As the Logan Hospital services the 

residents of my electorate, I ask: has there been any improvement in the performance of the Logan 
Hospital emergency department resulting from the record levels of investment in health seen under 
the LNP government? 

Mr NEWMAN: I thank the honourable member for the question because I know that he is 
visiting that hospital quite regularly to talk to patients and staff about the levels of service being 
provided to the local community. I thank him for his keen interest. He also attends local fitness 
programs for seniors talking about preventable diseases. He is also very proud of implementing the 
local community action group, which comprises community leaders from not-for-profit organisations, 
sporting clubs and community organisations in which the needs of health care in the community are 
discussed. 

I know that the member will be pleased with the recently released health waiting list 
performance quarterly check-up statistics. The results are good news for Logan and good news for 
Queenslanders. Let us talk about the emergency department. In the March 2012 quarter under Labor, 
54 per cent of people were seen to within the benchmark for our time frame. In the June 2014 quarter 
under the LNP, 67 per cent of people were seen to within the benchmark for our time frame. 

The member would also be aware that the LNP government has also been progressing the 
Logan Hospital expansion project, a $145.2 million capital redevelopment project jointly funded by the 
state and the Commonwealth governments which will deliver a substantially expanded emergency 
department, a new 24-bed rehab ward, an additional eight adult surgery beds and a day procedure 
unit, and a new 38-bed paediatric ward, including four paediatric surgical beds. The new ED will 
include a separate children’s waiting area and treatment facilities, including eight paediatric short-stay 
beds for the first time. 

I would also like to acknowledge the hard work of the member with his role in the Active 
Limbs4Kids Program. I was pleased that the member for Logan could be in my electorate only some 
weeks ago for the announcement with the Health minister of the new $7.7 million Active Limbs4Kids 
Program. That program will fund recreational prosthetics free of charge for young people up until the 
age of 18. As many in the House would know, the program came about as a result of the members for 
Logan and Beaudesert raising this anomaly in the system whereby recreational prosthetics were 
excluded from funding. This is a great program and it will help Queensland children fulfil their sporting 
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and artistic ambitions. I thank the honourable member for his keen interest in service delivery in 
health in his electorate. I assure the honourable member that I and the minister and his team are 
doing everything we can to provide better front-line health services for the people in his electorate.  

Newman Government, Accountability 
Mr MULHERIN: My question is to the Premier. I table the Treasurer’s diary which shows that 

on 27 November last year the Treasurer met with Crosby Textor, PPR, Burson-Marsteller and 
Bluegrass Consulting regarding a ‘Queensland economic expectations and service choices briefing’. 
Tabled paper: Extract from ministerial diary—Treasurer and Minister for Trade, 1 November 2013 to 30 November 2013 [5761]. 

Can the Premier confirm that, while the Treasurer was meeting with Crosby Textor regarding a 
lucrative assets sale advertising campaign, Crosby Textor was also lobbying the government for a 
casino licence on behalf of one of its clients? 

Mr NEWMAN: Madam Speaker, I have no idea what he is talking about. They have the diaries, 
which were never released by those opposite. Has the Leader of the Opposition found the diaries 
from her time as a minister or are they still lost? 

Ms Palaszczuk interjected. 

Madam SPEAKER: Order! Leader of the Opposition, you are already on a warning. 

Mr NEWMAN: When it comes to openness and accountability, you will find it on this side of the 
chamber. When it comes to openness and accountability, let me talk about the things that we have 
done to actually allow Queenslanders to see how their government runs. How is it that a question like 
that can be asked? It can be asked because we release ministerial diaries. These are the people who 
have former colleagues sitting in jail. The only ministers to have gone to jail in the last 20 years are 
from that side of the parliament at this time. What about restoring the offence of lying to parliament? 
We did that, Madam Speaker. It was over here. There are over 1,300 datasets available, information 
freely provided out there right now. 

What about RTI? I was interested to see that Alison Sandy, who is the FOI editor at Channel 7, 
wrote a very interesting piece on her blog, I think it was, in the last week or two reflecting on the 
significance of the decision that we made to ensure that RTI applications were handled by public 
servants and not ministerial staffers. Alison Sandy was drawing a very positive comparison between 
this government and an interstate government in relation to that openness. Madam Speaker, if they 
want to ask a question, provide the facts. 

An opposition member: We did. 

Madam SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr NEWMAN: If they want to ask a question, provide the facts and I will get them an answer—
unlike those opposite who, when they were in government, ran the whole place with a huge shroud of 
secrecy. 

Mr PITT: I rise to a point of order, Madam Speaker. 

Madam SPEAKER: Pause the clock. What is your point of order? 

Mr PITT: Notwithstanding the Premier still has 54 seconds left on the clock— 

Madam SPEAKER: What is your point of order? 

Mr PITT: I am getting to my point of order. My point of order under 118(b) is that I would ask 
you to rule on relevance. The Premier has not addressed the question— 

Madam SPEAKER: Please take your seat. I have listened to the Premier’s answer. In fact, I 
listened in the first few seconds of his answer where he responded to the question and I was taking 
notes on it. You should have been listening. 

Government members interjected. 

Madam SPEAKER: Order, members! The Premier has 54 seconds. 

Mr PITT: Point of order, Madam Speaker. 
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Madam SPEAKER: With respect, I have listened carefully to the Premier’s answer. There have 
been many interjections from my left, continually, and the members have been warned. I listened 
carefully and I have taken notes in respect of the answer and the response. The Premier still has 54 
seconds on the clock, but he actually answered and responded to the nature of the question in the 
first few seconds. I call the Premier. 

Mr NEWMAN: So what are we talking about today? We are talking about front-line service 
delivery, things that matter to Queenslanders, the complete revitalisation of Health. We were talking 
about the revitalisation of Education yesterday. The books of this state have been balanced pretty 
much, and we are dealing with Labor’s accumulated debt. We have a plan over here, but they do not 
over there. All we know—and the secret was almost out of the box today on radio station 4BC—is that 
they will increase taxes and charges because they are always the same in the Labor Party. They are 
about debt, they are about deficit, they are about higher taxes and charges and they will take this 
state backwards if they ever get control of the handles of power over on this side. We are a strong 
team, a united team; it is rabble over there with the same recycled people. 

(Time expired)  

Darling Downs Hospital and Health Service, Performance 

Mrs FRECKLINGTON: My question without notice is to the Minister for Health. Minister, I refer 
to the LNP government’s strong plans to revitalise front-line services for the people of the Nanango 
electorate. Can the minister update the House on how the Darling Downs Hospital and Health Service 
is performing in regards to meeting the needs of my local community? 

Mr SPRINGBORG: I thank the honourable member for Nanango for her question and her very 
strong advocacy on behalf of her community, particularly in the health area, considering that the 
honourable member has parts of her electorate in not only the Darling Downs Hospital and Health 
Service but also West Moreton and Metro North. Her strong advocacy across all of those areas has 
been of some particular benefit to her community. 

I know that from day one the member has been strongly advocating for improvements in dental 
care in her community. Before she became a member of parliament we had dental patients waiting 
longer than eight years for routine dental check-ups at the Kingaroy dental clinic. Today that number 
is zero. She is also a very, very strong advocate for a replacement hospital in Kingaroy, something 
that has been identified as a priority for the Darling Downs Hospital and Health Service.  

I do have some figures which are very encouraging for the Darling Downs area. In March of 
2012 under the Labor government, 90 per cent of category 1 patients were receiving their surgery 
within the clinically recommended 30-day time frame. Under the LNP, as at June 2014, that was 
100 per cent. With regard to category 2 patients, under Labor it was 58 per cent. Under the LNP at 
the end of the June quarter, it was 94 per cent. With regard to category 3 patients, under Labor in 
March of 2012, 97 per cent were receiving their surgery on time and at the end of the June quarter 
under the LNP, it was 100 per cent. I say congratulations to the honourable member on her advocacy 
and also to the Darling Downs Hospital and Health board.  

Whilst the LNP is busy fixing Labor’s health mess, the Labor Party is busy getting the union 
bosses to pick their leaders. While the LNP is busy fixing the Labor Party’s mess with regard to 
outpatients, the Labor Party is busy letting the union bosses pick their leaders. While we are busy 
fixing emergency departments in Queensland, the Labor Party is busy letting the union bosses pick 
their leaders. While we are reopening birthing services in Queensland, the Labor Party is infatuated 
with the union bosses and getting the union bosses to pick their leaders. None of the members on 
that side of the House deem themselves capable of picking their own leader. It is back to the future. It 
is back to the days of Arthur Calwell and Gough Whitlam waiting outside that hotel in 1963 for the 36 
faceless union bosses in there to pick the leader and to actually tell them what the policies were. Over 
on that side they are bereft of ideas, on this side we are getting on with the job of fixing Labor’s health 
mess.  

(Time expired)  

Mrs Miller interjected.  
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Madam SPEAKER: Order! Member for Bundamba, you were not paying attention. I was about 
to call your colleague. You were still interjecting. You are already under a warning. I now ask you to 
leave the chamber for an hour. I call the Leader of Opposition Business. 

Whereupon the honourable member for Bundamba withdrew from the chamber at 2.51 pm. 

Strong Choices 
Mr PITT: My question without notice is to the Premier. I refer to the casino licence probity 

adviser, Len Scanlan, who has also done paid work for the LNP’s state and federal election costings, 
and I ask: did Mr Scanlan provide any advice to the government that while Crosby Textor was 
working as a lobbyist for a casino licence, it was also being paid by the government to work on the 
assets sales advertising campaign?  

Madam SPEAKER: Before I call the Premier—and I will allow the Premier to answer the 
question—I remind members on my left that I have already put them on notice with respect to 
questions that are substantially the same or close. That question is getting very close to being the 
same question.  

Mr PITT: I rise to a point of order.  

Mr STEVENS: I rise to a point of order.  

Madam SPEAKER: I will take the point of order from my right and then I will take it from my 
left. I call the Leader of the House. 

Mr STEVENS: Under standing order 115, there is no opportunity for hypothetical accusations 
to be made in the question. There has been no evidence, nothing to shore up this accusation that has 
been made twice by opposition members, and the question is out of order.  

Madam SPEAKER: Before I call the member from my left with respect to his point of order, I 
say that I was listening to the question and I have taken advice from the Clerk. This does not appear 
to be a hypothetical. It is a question being asked in respect of advice. I will allow the Premier to 
answer, but firstly I will take the point of order from my left.  

Mr PITT: I rise to a point of order. My point of order related to your earlier ruling. When talking 
about the similarity of questions, I ask that you look at both government and non-government 
questions in terms of how similar they are instead of looking only at what the opposition has done in 
this case. I ask you to make a ruling on that if that is possible.  

Madam SPEAKER: There has not been exactly the same question asked by the members in 
the lead-up to this. If the member has a specific matter I would ask him to please provide evidence of 
that. Before I call the Premier, I say to the member that, if he believes the same question is being 
asked or substantially the same question is being asked, he can take a point of order at that time. I 
would also warn the member that it could be seen that there is an imputation in the way that he has 
raised that matter with me. The member is out of order and I call the Premier to answer the question. I 
have provided guidance to the members on my left to take care not to be asking substantially the 
same question. I call the Premier.  

Mr NEWMAN: Let me explain for the member for Mulgrave why this presents some difficulties. 
He has made an assertion—there are two limbs. The first limb is whether Crosby Textor is doing 
some work for Treasury and the government on Strong Choices. Yesterday in an open and 
transparent manner I indicated that was indeed the case. So the answer is yes. Then he made an 
assertion that Crosby Textor is working for somebody on a casino project. I have no knowledge of 
this. I do not know.  

Mr Pitt: That’s your answer?  

Mr NEWMAN: Well, I do not know.  

Metro South Hospital and Health Service, Performance 
Mr DILLAWAY: My question without notice is to the Premier. Can the Premier update the 

House on how the government’s strong plans have improved front-line health service delivery of 
emergency care across the Metro South Hospital and Health Service region?  
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Mr NEWMAN: I thank the honourable member for the question, which sounds substantially 
different from some of the other questions that were being asked by honourable members.  

Mr Nicholls: Substantially better.  
Mr NEWMAN: It was a better question. I take the Treasurer’s interjection because it is a 

question on things that actually relate to the day-to-day concerns of the people who elected us and 
put us in this chamber—not the innuendo and spin from the Australian Labor Party. It is about things 
that matter to Queenslanders, and front-line health services matter to the people of Bulimba, as they 
do to people across this state. I know the honourable member has a passion for improving the 
delivery of health services.  

The recently released health waiting list performance is good news for the people of Bulimba 
and good news for Queenslanders because there it shows shorter stays in emergency departments. 
The percentage of patients who went to emergency departments who only stayed four hours or less 
increased from 55 per cent in March 2012 to 72 per cent in June 2014, and this is a great result for 
Metro South residents. A number of important initiatives have assisted with improved emergency 
department performance across the Metro South Hospital and Health Service including the new 
$22 million emergency department expansion at the QEII Hospital, which commenced operation in 
November 2013, with 22,638 presentations to April 2014. There is also—and I mentioned this 
earlier—the $145.24 million capital redevelopment of the Logan Hospital expansion project, jointly 
funded by the state and the Commonwealth, which will deliver a much expanded emergency 
department capability in the future. I also know that the honourable member for Bulimba has a close 
working relationship with the Balmoral Ambulance Service. He was very happy—I know that for a 
fact—with the delivery of a new ambulance earlier this year. That will go a long way towards ensuring 
that the constituents of the Bulimba electorate have access to fast and efficient emergency services.  

Turning to urgent surgery, I know that the member for Bulimba is also pleased with the good 
news for constituents who require urgent surgery within 30 days. I am happy to advise the House and 
the honourable member that the percentage of category 1 patients treated within the recommended 
30 days has increased from 81 per cent in March 2012 to 98 per cent in June 2014.  

In summary, this side of the chamber has a strong plan which it is implementing to revitalise 
front-line health services. The budget is $2 billion a year, or 18.6 per cent, higher than Labor’s last 
budget. We are fair dinkum about this. We are making a difference, and I congratulate the 
hardworking nurses, doctors and administrative staff who are achieving results on the ground.  

Australian Reconstruction Development Board 
Mr KATTER: My question without notice is to the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and 

Forestry. Figures which have been reported on rural suicides in February this year indicate that 16 of 
those people were directly involved in agriculture in north-west Queensland alone, which is a hot spot 
for stress in the cattle industry. Given the poor public response to the current situation, will you look at 
long-term solutions by giving support to the federal parliament and the Australian Reconstruction 
Development Board? 

Dr McVEIGH: I thank the member for his question. I acknowledge his reference to tough times 
in the bush which are largely drought related in his own electorate and in so many other rural 
electorates in the north-west of the state, in particular through to the south-west, represented by 
Mr Howard Hobbs in the seat of Warrego, Vaughan Johnson in Gregory in the middle, and many 
other regional areas. There are very serious issues facing rural Queensland as the drought crisis 
continues, but we do need to keep in mind that the crisis is on top of other impacts on rural 
Queensland: the grazing beef industry in particular such as I have relayed to this House over the last 
couple of years, including the live cattle export ban a few years ago by the then federal Labor 
minister.  

As we move forward and maintain a positive outlook for agriculture, it is most unfortunate to 
see insults now being directed towards the very trading partners, such as China, which are so very 
important for our agricultural industries, and I trust that that sort of behaviour has been corrected and 
does not continue.  

The member for Mount Isa has referred to issues that have been raised quite regularly by many 
people in terms of rural reconstruction and the proposals about rural reconstruction boards even 
within the Reserve Bank itself. As the member would know, such meetings have included a meeting 
in St George earlier this year that his father, the federal member for Kennedy and leader of the Katter 
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party, attended. There were presentations at that meeting from the likes of Dr Mark McGovern from 
the Queensland University of Technology talking about proposals for the Reserve Bank to operate a 
rural reconstruction board; others talked about a stand-alone rural reconstruction bank.  

I note that this commentary has been taken up by a number of federal politicians. I, like the 
federal Minister for Agriculture, Barnaby Joyce, am quite keen to hear further details on those 
proposals, bearing in mind that an Australian rural reconstruction bank is very much a federal 
government process. I note that the federal leader of the Katter party has a bill in the federal 
parliament on a reconstruction bank and I, like many others, look forward to progress in those 
discussions and seeing where they may end up.  

It is unfortunate that that same federal leader misrepresents the drought package that the 
federal government has released and which is being administered through QRAA in Queensland. It is 
unfortunate that he ignores the fact that Queensland’s own spend of $62 million over two years is a 
record spend— 

(Time expired)  

Wide Bay Hospital and Health Service, Performance 
Mr SORENSEN: My question without notice is to the Minister for Health. With reference to the 

waiting time for local constituents who are on the outpatient category 3 waiting list for their first 
specialist appointment, I ask: has there been a change in the Wide Bay HHS in the percentage of 
people being seen within the recommended time as a result of the LNP government’s strong plan to 
revitalise front-line health services?  

Mr SPRINGBORG: I thank the honourable member for Hervey Bay for his question. The short 
answer is yes, there has been a significant improvement. But before I go into the details, I would like 
to thank the honourable member for his very strong advocacy as the local member of parliament and 
also during his time as the mayor of his community. During that time he was a very strong and ardent 
fighter for improvements to a range of services, particularly health services. I know that the 
honourable member was a very strong supporter of the new St Stephen’s private hospital in his 
community which is collocated near the Hervey Bay Hospital. With 46 per cent of Hervey Bay 
residents being privately insured, that is going to assist in taking the load off our health service out 
there. I would also like to thank UnitingCare, Richard Royal and the team. This will be Australia’s first 
digital hospital.  

The honourable member has also been a strong advocate with regard to improvements in oral 
health services, which will see a new significantly improved oral health facility opened up there within 
the next 12 months or so. There have also been enhancements with regard to medical oncology and 
radiation oncology which will see patients from his area no longer having to travel to Brisbane for 
essential cancer therapy as well. The honourable member has been advocating for the expansion of 
the emergency department, and that will also take some pressure off the Hervey Bay Hospital, 
because that has been one of the hot spots.  

In relation to the member’s question, under Labor in March 2012, 85 per cent of local residents 
who were on category 3 waiting lists for outpatient appointments had been seen; now 90 per cent of 
those people have been seen within time. But more importantly, with regard to new audit processes 
being put in place by the Wide Bay HHS what we have seen is waiting times for an appointment with 
regard to outpatients being reduced by 49 per cent. So for those people who have been waiting 
clinically longer than the recommended time, there has been a reduction of 49 per cent.  

There have been significant improvements with regard to endoscopies. Prior to our election in 
this place there were waiting times between eight weeks and six years; now what we are seeing is 
that the HHS is aiming for four weeks for endoscopy patients, so we are seeing significant 
improvements in that area. That is very much due to the hard work of the Wide Bay Hospital and 
Health Service, the advocacy of the local member and also his neighbour, the member for 
Maryborough.  

What is actually happening in the Labor Party? Whilst the Labor Party are busy putting union 
bosses in charge of electing their leader, what we have in Hervey Bay is a member who is busy fixing 
the health services in his area. The mess that the Labor Party left in his area is now being fixed by the 
honourable member and this government— 

(Time expired)  
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Royalties for the Regions 
Mr HOPPER: My question is to the Minister for State Development, Infrastructure and 

Planning. Was it the minister’s intention to rebadge Royalties for the Regions round 4 so that it is 
open to ‘all councils and state government agencies’ as stated in his 20 August media statement? If 
so, why would the minister still call it Royalties for the Regions?  

Mr SEENEY: I am very pleased to get my second Dorothy Dixer in two days. I thank the 
member for Condamine for the question, because I always welcome the opportunity to talk about the 
Royalties for the Regions program. Over the first four years of our government, $495 million has been 
allocated to a program to return some of the royalties to regional Queensland. Compare that with 14 
years of the Labor Party government where it was none. Zero. Not a cent.  

Mr Hopper interjected.  

Mr SEENEY: Out of that $495 million over the first four years, over $200 million has already 
flowed into regional communities. Those of you who have followed the progress of the development 
of this funding source will know that we started with a very small amount of money. When we came to 
government we inherited a terrible financial situation and there was $85 billion worth of debt. You can 
imagine the difficulty that the Treasurer had— 

Mr Hopper interjected.  

Mr SEENEY:—in the funding process for Royalties for the Regions. We started with a small 
amount of money in a pilot round that was aimed at addressing the growth pressures in the resources 
towns. We built a number of badly needed pieces of community infrastructure in places like Roma, 
Emerald, Blackwater, Moranbah and places where growth pressure was the greatest. Those were the 
centres that we targeted first, and then in subsequent rounds it was expanded to other councils 
across Queensland.  

The honourable member is making reference to round 4 of Royalties for the Regions, which is 
now open to all councils in regional Queensland. It is called Royalties for the Regions for a reason: it 
is for regional communities. It is for country towns and country people. It is for regional cities and 
regional centres to provide some of that infrastructure that is badly needed and has been ignored for 
so long.  

Round 4 of Royalties for the Regions is being incorporated into a broader strategy called 
RegionsQ. RegionsQ is about identifying how we boost economic growth in regional Queensland—
how we grow the regions of Queensland, which are critically important. Over the last few months we 
have conducted 16 RegionsQ forums across regional Queensland—16 forums aimed at tapping into 
the local knowledge of people in those regions to ensure this government is focused on providing the 
things those regions need. RegionsQ and the elements that have been developed will now provide 
guidance for the allocation of Royalties for the Regions funding. I would encourage all members who 
represent regional electorates to be involved. If the members for Condamine or Mount Isa want some 
help to make applications for Royalties for the Regions funding, I would be only too pleased to 
provide that assistance.  

(Time expired)  

Madam SPEAKER: I call the member for Cook. 

Mr Hopper interjected.  

Mr KEMPTON: My question without notice is to the Premier.  

Madam SPEAKER: Just pause a moment. Member for Condamine, your interjections have 
gone on. I warn the member for Condamine. I call the member for Cook.  

Cairns and Hinterland Hospital and Health Service, Performance 
Mr KEMPTON: My question without notice is to the Premier. A clinician placing a patient on a 

waiting list recommends that category 1 patients be seen in 30 days and that category 2 patients be 
seen in 90 days. Have the residents of my electorate seen any improvement in the performance of 
the Cairns and Hinterland Hospital and Health Service in addressing local elective surgery waiting 
lists as a consequence of the LNP government’s record investment in front-line health services?  
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Mr NEWMAN: I thank the honourable member for the question. I listened closely: it is a quite 
distinctly different question from the other questions we have been getting because it is about the 
hospital and health services in his local area. I know that he is passionate about health services in his 
electorate and across this state. That passion extends to improving the health of his parliamentary 
colleagues, because last year he initiated the parliamentary weight loss challenge which, I am 
assured, had a very good take-up by members on both sides of the House—or at least initially. The 
Minister for Police is about to go down in flames on a certain wager. The clock is ticking! I shall move 
on.  

I know that the member will be pleased with the recently released health waiting list 
performance and the quarterly check-up statistics. The results are good news for Cook and good 
news for Queensland. In terms of surgery waiting lists, the percentage of category 1 patients in the 
Cairns and Hinterland Hospital and Health Service treated within the recommended 30 days has 
increased from 85 per cent in March 2012 to an impressive 99 per cent in June 2014. The percentage 
of category 2 patients treated within the recommended 90 days has increased from 58 per cent in 
March 2012—that is right, the record of those opposite—to 80 per cent in June 2014. In March 2012 
there were 410 local residents waiting longer than the recommended time for their surgery. This has 
been reduced to 25 in the June 2014 quarter.  

I note that some time ago we held a community cabinet in Cooktown. During that visit to 
Cooktown in May I was very pleased to announce, with the health minister and the member for Cook, 
the new birthing service for Cooktown. Rather, it is the restoration of a service that has not been in 
Cooktown for 11 years. The birthing services mean that up to 60 women a year will no longer have to 
travel elsewhere to have their babies. I spoke to ladies in Cooktown who were just so pleased that 
that service was being restored so that they did not have to go through this huge exercise of going to 
somewhere like Cairns or Mareeba and providing for their time as they waited to go into labour et 
cetera.  

This is a huge boon for the local community. I know that the member for Cook lived in 
Cooktown for 20 years with his family and that all of his children were born away from that centre. I 
remember him saying at the press conference that he really understands what this means to the 
community and how much of a difference it will make for families to stay together. Cooktown is the 
second birthing service to reopen in Queensland. It is our intention to continue to reopen birthing 
services in country towns throughout this state.  

Heavy Vehicles, Registration 
Mr KNUTH: My question without notice is to the Minister for Transport and Main Roads. Will 

the minister advise why he voted against the National Transport Commission’s recommendations as 
per their price determination, which advised transport ministers to reduce heavy-vehicle registration 
by 1 July this year?  

Mr EMERSON: I thank the member for Dalrymple for the question. We work very closely with 
the trucking industry. We work very hard to ensure we have safe roads and we have a safe trucking 
industry. We also work with the other states and the federal government in terms of these proposals.  

We continue to make sure we are delivering to that industry. We are very supportive of the 
industry. That is why, in fact, when we came to office we developed the Moving Freight strategy—
because we recognised the ongoing needs of this state and the vital role the trucking industry will play 
in this state going forward. In fact, that study showed that over the next 10 years the number of freight 
movements across Queensland will increase by 70 per cent. We want to make sure all modes of 
transport—particularly rail but also the trucking industry—continue to play an important role. So we 
work very closely with the trucking industry.  

That is also why we are putting so much money into our road system. I am responsible for 
30,000 kilometres of state roads in this state. All up, there are about 180,000 kilometres of state road 
across this great state of ours. We are spending record amounts across the state. The Bruce 
Highway is a perfect example of this. The Bruce Highway is a corridor of commerce for this state, an 
economic lifeline for this state, stretching some 1,700 kilometres. This year, with our partners in the 
federal government, we are delivering record spending on the Bruce Highway. Some $770 million is 
being delivered this year on the Bruce Highway—the most that has been delivered for the Bruce 
Highway in its history. In terms of our Queensland Transport and Roads Infrastructure Program, 
$4.8 billion is being delivered this year. That is 37 per cent more than the previous government was 
planning to deliver in this year.  
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Across our road network we are continuing to deliver to make our roads safer, to give them 
better capacity, to improve them in terms of flood mitigation. Up and down the state—north, south, 
east, west—we are delivering. We work very closely with the Queensland trucking industry and other 
companies across Queensland to make sure we are delivering. We continue to do that because I 
understand the important role they play in this state.  

I was so pleased to join the Premier the other day to talk about ‘sprucing the Bruce’, because 
that delivers for the trucking industry, which was frustrated by the complete disinterest by Labor in the 
Bruce Highway. We are delivering for the trucking industry and roads across this state.  

(Time expired)  

Health Services 
Mr KAYE: My question without notice is to the Minister for Health. Can the minister inform the 

House of any improvements in front-line health services such as the delivery of urgent surgery to 
category 1 patients over the term of the LNP government to the residents of Brisbane’s south side?  

Mr SPRINGBORG: I thank the honourable member for Greenslopes for his question. I thank 
him for his advocacy on behalf of his community in all matters to do with health. I refer to the recent 
letter he sent out to 7½ thousand eligible women aged 40 to 74, advising them of enhancements with 
regard to breast-screening services in his area—a letter which has been very well received. I also 
refer to his advocacy on behalf of those people who have neurological diseases. I thank the 
honourable member for that as well.  

There have been significant improvements with regard to urgent elective surgery in the 
honourable member’s area. In March 2012, under Labor, with regard to the PA Hospital 77 per cent of 
category 1 patients received their surgery within the clinically recommended time. As at the end of the 
June quarter it is 100 per cent.  

With reference to the Metro South HHS as a whole, in March of 2012 under Labor 81 per cent 
of category 1 patients received their surgery within the recommended period of time. At the end of the 
June quarter 2014 under the LNP, 98 per cent of category 1 patients received their elective surgery 
on time in the most urgent category. A day procedure centre has also opened which has done an 
extra 300 procedures per month and the PAH day chemotherapy unit opened and offers an extra 600 
treatments per month. How does that contrast with the Labor Party opposite? It has been 40 days 
since the union bosses told the Leader of the Opposition not to replace the honourable member for 
Bundamba with the new member for Stafford and it has been 50 days since the member for 
Bundamba stood in this place and asked a question on the most crucially funded portfolio in this 
place. She is now smug that she has enshrined the power of the union bosses. 

Really, at the end of the day, what we have seen from those opposite is a very clear indication 
of union bosses in the driver’s seat. We now have a situation of Bill Ludwig’s pick. Who is going to be 
Bill’s pick after the next state election? Is it going to be Bill? Who is going to be Simmo’s pick? Is it 
going to be the member for South Brisbane? Who is going to be Gary Bullock’s pick? Is it going to be 
the honourable member for Woodridge if he comes into this place? Who is going to be their pick? But 
what we do know is that we now have the union bosses clearly and absolutely in the driver’s seat and 
dominating the Labor Party. At a time when Kevin Rudd reformed the Labor Party and broke down 
the power of the unions—Whitlam broke down the power of the unions—these guys have gone back 
to the future and they cannot even tell Queenslanders what the policy is going to be because the 
union bosses— 

(Time expired)  

Oral Health Services, Privatisation 
Mrs CUNNINGHAM: My question without notice is to the Minister for Health. Minister, there are 

concerns among oral health workers in relation to job security. Does the government have any plans 
to privatise oral health services? 

Mr SPRINGBORG: I thank the honourable member for Gladstone for her question. We have 
been working extremely cooperatively with the private sector in order to address what has been a 
significant problem in terms of unacceptable oral health waiting lists in Queensland. The honourable 
member for Gladstone, who is a very strong advocate within her community on behalf of her 
constituents, would have seen a significant improvement in oral health outcomes in her electorate. 
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Indeed, I dare say that probably over the best part of the last 20 years she would have spent a lot of 
time writing letters to ministers asking for appointments and improvements in oral health services. 
She also would have seen, as I have done in my electorate, a virtual evaporation of people now 
writing to us and expressing concern about the failure of the oral healthcare system which is publicly 
funded in this state. We are expanding our oral health service across this state.  

We are expanding our public oral health services across this state and we will also continue to 
partner with the private sector to do things such as what we have done over the last 16 to 17 months 
where we have issued around 100,000 vouchers which have allowed us to eliminate the dental long 
waitlist in this state. I say to the honourable member that we have an intention to expand our service, 
not shrink the service. However, we also want to ensure that we are efficiently and effectively 
delivering that and now, for each dental chair and each new facility we invest in, we are 
benchmarking ourselves against what is the best within the private sector. As a result, we will see 
more partnerships and more expansion within and more opportunities to be able to work on a 
case-by-case basis externally. 

But how does that compare with those members opposite? Back in the days when union 
bosses were in control of the Labor Party in Queensland but now are even more in control of the 
Labor Party in Queensland, we saw a dental waiting list of over 62,000 people waiting more than two 
years for a routine dental appointment and indeed people waiting up to 10 years. When the union 
bosses had a stranglehold on the Labor Party in Queensland, our public health system failed. It failed 
with regard to the payroll system, because they all sat on the go-live committee and said, ‘It’s okay. 
It’s okay, Paul Lucas. It’s right to go live,’ even though it failed on the 10 test runs. They sat around 
when nurses were not being paid at all. That is what happens when union bosses are in control of the 
Labor Party in Queensland, but they have now formalised the absolute iron control of the— 

(Time expired)  

Central Queensland Hospital and Health Service, Performance 
Mr YOUNG: My question without notice is to the Premier. Can the Premier update the House 

on how the residents of my electorate have benefitted from the LNP’s strong plans to improve the 
performance of the local hospital and health service in addressing local elective surgery waiting lists? 

Mr NEWMAN: I thank the honourable member for the question because I know that the 
member for Keppel, Bruce Young, is a tireless campaigner for improved health services in his 
electorate. There are now six full-time medical staff at the Capricorn Coast hospital which, under 
Labor, was staffed by locums. I remember when it was candidate Newman and candidate Young and 
we went down to that foreshore and saw the hospital and we heard—and heard some other pretty 
disturbing stories as well, I might add—the story about only getting locums and now we have six 
full-time staff.  

The recently released health waiting list performance is good news for Keppel and good news 
for Queensland. Let us have a look at surgery waiting lists. The percentage of category 1 patients in 
the Central Queensland Hospital and Health Service treated within the recommended 30 days has 
increased from 81 per cent in March 2012 to an impressive 99 per cent in June 2014. The percentage 
of category 2 patients treated within the recommended 90 days has increased from 58 per cent in 
March 2012 to 89 per cent in June 2014. These are massive improvements to front-line health 
services, making a real difference to the lives of people in the Keppel electorate and the 
Rockhampton electorate. 

What about ophthalmology? In addressing the surgical needs of local residents, the member 
would also be aware that within the Central Queensland Hospital and Health Service under the LNP 
government we have seen the reintroduction of a public ophthalmic service for the first time since 
2007. I know that the member for Keppel was delighted when the health minister and I announced the 
new ophthalmology blitz. The program will clear the long waitlist of patients by 30 June 2015, 
improving the quality of life for more than 11,000 Queenslanders, many of them elderly 
Queenslanders—saving their sight, giving them the opportunity for that consult and the necessary 
treatment, particularly for glaucoma and cataracts. The member has said to me that over 125 
patients—his people—per month were being sent to Brisbane for those ophthalmology services. 
Patients will no longer have to travel for those services. They can have them in their local community. 
This is a great outcome for the member’s electorate and another example of this government’s 
commitment to improving front-line services and providing those services closer to home for patients.  
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Princess Alexandra Hospital, Ambulance Ramping 
Ms TRAD: My question without notice is to the Premier. Premier, I table a photo of ambulances 

ramping at the PA Hospital just this afternoon—the photo was taken within the last hour—and I ask: 
when the Premier advised that ambulance ramping had ended, was he deliberately misleading the 
House? 
Tabled paper: Photograph of ambulance ramping [5762]. 

Mr NEWMAN: I am glad that the honourable member has asked a question this afternoon of 
more relevance. 

Madam SPEAKER: Pause the clock. I apologise, Premier. There is two minutes on the clock. I 
call the Premier. 

Mr NEWMAN: I am glad the honourable member has finally got with what today is all about—
that is, front-line services for health. I am delighted to answer her question. Firstly to deal with the 
assertion, I did not say that ambulance ramping had ended. I said that ambulance bypass had been 
ended as a policy and I have also said on many occasions that ambulance ramping has been almost 
eliminated or greatly reduced. 

One swallow does not a summer make. There will be occasions when there are queues. 
Whether you are looking at patient off-stretcher times—POST—whether you are looking at 
emergency department waiting times, whether you are looking at the actual emergency response 
times of ambulances, it has all improved. We now have the Ambulance Service within Queensland 
Health as a separate, stand-alone entity. I can tell members now that the teamwork, the cooperation 
and the power of the new arrangements are delivering better services.  

Tonight, for people who are elderly, who might have a heart condition, they can have the 
confidence to know that the ambulance will come more quickly. Today, under an LNP government, 
when you are in pain, when you are terrified that you might be about to die, the ambulance is coming 
more quickly. I say to the families of the elderly or the infirm that they should have confidence in our 
health system as well.  

There have been vast improvements. The statistics bear it out. But I say this: we will not be 
complacent. We will not be like former minister Stephen Robertson who gave that pathetic answer on 
radio station 4BC when he would not be accountable. We would always seek to do better. We will 
look constantly to improve the quality of care, the performance of the system and we will work with 
hardworking nurses and doctors and administrators to make that a reality.  

Madam SPEAKER: The time for questions has finished. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

Crosby Textor 
Hon. JW SEENEY (Callide—LNP) (Deputy Premier and Minister for State Development, 

Infrastructure and Planning) (3.30 pm), by leave: Since our government embarked on a process to 
allocate gaming licences, as the minister responsible I have been particularly concerned about probity 
issues. So I was somewhat perplexed at the aspersions that were included within two questions from 
the opposition today with regard to Crosby Textor and their role as a lobbyist for one of the project 
proponents.  

I have sought from the Queensland Integrity Commissioner the records relating to registered 
lobbyists and I can confirm that Crosby Textor is indeed a registered lobbyist. The current third-party 
client details for Crosby Textor include, among a list of about 10 or 12 clients, Crown Developments 
Pty Ltd.  

Opposition members interjected.  

Mr SEENEY: I take it from the reaction of the opposition members that this is the source, or this 
is the reason for their questioning today. Can I inform the House that Crown Developments Pty Ltd is 
a local New South Wales developer of apartment buildings. They are based at 120 Lennox Street in 
Newtown. Their phone number is 0295190660. They are not related in any way, shape or form to 
Crown Resorts, which is one of the applicants for the gaming licences.  

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5762
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_153112
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_153112
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I think the opposition members should step outside and dial 0295190660 and apologise to 
Crown Developments Pty Ltd. I think the opposition members should step outside and dial Len 
Scanlan about the probity and apologise to him as well. For those members who have not been here 
for very long, Len Scanlan was an Auditor-General under a number of governments.  

Mr Johnson: One of the most honest men this state has ever seen.  

Mr SEENEY: I take the interjection from the member for Gregory. Len Scanlan would be one of 
the most highly respected, honest men in Queensland.  

It is also pertinent that today the Leader of the Opposition tabled the report of office expenses 
for the opposition. The opposition was able to pay $2.429 million in salaries over the last six months. 
Almost $5 million of public money is given to this opposition to employ staff to do the sort of research 
that has taken our staff about three minutes to do. That nearly $5 million makes this opposition one of 
the best resourced oppositions in Queensland’s history. Yet they come in here— 

Opposition members interjected.  

Madam SPEAKER:  Order! I warn members on my left.  

Mr SEENEY: Some $5 million in salaries, some $6.4 million in total budget allocation, would 
suggest that the opposition members should have enough ability to check basic facts before they use 
this place to cast slurs on people such as Len Scanlan and to cast slurs on people such as property 
developers in New South Wales.  

I reiterate that the implications in the opposition members’ questioning seem to be based on a 
complete falsehood. Crown Developments Pty Ltd has absolutely nothing to do with Crown Resorts, 
which are part of the IRD process. Our government takes probity very seriously. In the allocation of 
the gaming licences—the process that is currently happening—probity was the first thing that we put 
in place. Probity auditors were the first people who were appointed. The probity issues surrounding 
that process are as comprehensive as we can possibly make them. The opposition owes an apology 
not just to this House, the opposition— 

Mr Mulherin interjected.  

Madam SPEAKER: Just pause for a moment, Deputy Premier. Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition, I warn you to cease your interjections. There are too many interjections that are not being 
taken.  

Mr SEENEY: The opposition members owe an apology not just to this House but to the people 
who they have besmirched and to Len Scanlan in particular.  

MOTION 

Dissent from Deputy Speaker’s Ruling 
Ms TRAD (South Brisbane—ALP) (3.36 pm): I move— 

That the Deputy Speaker’s ruling of 6 August 2014, pages 2508 to 2509 of the Record of Proceedings (proof), that a member’s 
absence from a parliamentary committee may be referenced during debate in the House, be dissented from.  

During the debate on the Appropriation (Parliament) Bill 2014 and the Appropriation Bill 2014 
on 6 August 2014 the Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection made the following 
comment— 
To be frank, if the member truly sees the Great Barrier Reef as the greatest environmental issue, I would have thought she 
would have found the time to attend the estimates committee hearing. Some of her colleagues made it to multiple hearings, 
including the opposition leader. The member for South Brisbane will need to do better.  

I immediately rose on a point of order. I said— 
... that the minister is reflecting on a member’s absence from a parliamentary committee. My understanding is that such 
references are not in keeping with the tradition and customs of the House.  

The Deputy Speaker ruled the following in relation to my point of order— 
It is overruled.  

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_153652
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and called on the minister to continue. The minister did continue, again making reference to my 
absence from the estimates hearing. I again rose to a point of order. I said— 
The minister has made a reflection which is inconsistent with the standing orders and the customs and tradition of this House. I 
ask that you make a ruling on it.  

The Deputy Speaker responded— 
I have made a ruling. Are you questioning my ruling?  

I asked— 
What is your ruling?  

to which the Deputy Speaker then responded— 
... you are overruled.  

and— 
I am dismissing your objection.  

David McGee, the former Clerk of the House of Representatives in New Zealand, in his book 
Parliamentary Practice in New Zealand has set out the following convention that applies— 

It is a convention of the House that members do not refer to the absence of other members from the Chamber (whether at that 
time or on a previous occasion). This is not an absolute rule and can be overridden if the fact of absence is of sufficient 
importance to warrant reference to it. This can occur if there is something intrinsic to the absence that makes it necessary to 
refer to it. But this does not mean that any member has the right to override the convention as a matter of choice. It is for the 
Speaker to decide whether such a reference is justified. It is not a breach of the convention to refer to the fact that a member 
did not speak in a particular debate or to urge a member to take part in the debate currently under way. 

The convention also applies to references to the absence of members from a meeting of a select committee.  

Madam Speaker, on 5 June 2012, the seventh sitting day of the 54th Parliament, you rose in 
this House to speak on common procedural issues. You advised that you had circulated to members 
in the chamber a statement for incorporation in the parliamentary record reinforcing the basic but 
important rules of the House. One such rule was— 
Absence or state of member  

Speaker Mickel enforced a rule about not allowing reference to the absence of a member during debate. I intend to follow 
Speaker Mickel’s rulings in this regard.  

I also note that it is a longstanding rule that the state of a member should not be commented upon.  

Madam Speaker, you have risen in this House and reminded members of this convention on 
many occasions during the course of this parliament. On 29 May 2012 you had occasion to remind 
me, in fact, of the convention. You said— 
Member for South Brisbane, please resume your seat. It is a standing practice of this House that we do not refer to members if 
they are not able to be present in the chamber, and that is a courtesy and a standing practice across the chamber for very good 
reasons. We respect that courtesy and I would ask you to respect the courtesy of the House. I call the member for South 
Brisbane. 

I had the courtesy to immediately apologise to the House for my transgression. But on 16 
October 2013 the Premier reflected on my absence from the chamber and only withdrew his 
comments after being reminded by you, Madam Speaker, of his obligations. Unfortunately, his 
withdrawal was with reservation and so he had to be reminded of his obligation again to give a 
withdrawal without reservation. Then on 19 November 2013, Madam Speaker, you again circulated a 
statement in the chamber to members for incorporation in the parliamentary record reinforcing the 
basic but important rules of the House. This included— 
Absence or state of member.  

I have previously indicated that I will enforce the long standing rule about not allowing reference to the absence of a Member 
during debate.  

I also note that it is a long standing rule that the state of a Member should not be commented upon.  

Speaker Mickel made two rulings upholding this convention in 2009 and a further two in 2011. 
Madam Speaker, there is ample precedent for this convention to be observed in this House and 
elsewhere throughout Westminster democracies.  



27 Aug 2014 Motion 2787 

 

  
 

The ruling by the Deputy Speaker, the Member for Ipswich, was clearly not in accordance with 
the observed conventions of this House as enunciated by you, Madam Speaker, and by previous 
Speakers. The reasons for the convention are very clear. There are perfectly good reasons why a 
member may be absent from the House. It may be for personal or family reasons. It may be in relation 
to their other obligations, either ministerial or in their electorate. It is also clear from the precedents 
that this convention applies equally to committee hearings.  

Madam Speaker, this year’s estimates process was a farce. The reason it was a farce was 
because many hearings were held concurrently to reduce scrutiny on the government from both the 
opposition and the media. Parliamentary records will indicate that the reason I was unable to attend 
the Agriculture, Resources and Environment Committee estimates hearing was because I was 
fulfilling my shadow responsibilities at the Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee 
estimates hearing. So the reason for my absence, as referred to by the Minister for Environment and 
Heritage Protection, is, in fact, because I could not be at two parliamentary committee hearings at the 
one time. 

My particular concern, Madam Speaker, is that the member for Ipswich, in carrying out his 
responsibilities, has failed to observe the precedent rulings of many Speakers. This is despite him 
having clear knowledge of the convention. On 17 April 2013, the member for Ipswich raised a point of 
order. He rose in the House and said— 
I rise to a point of order. I have two matters to raise with you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I listened to the broadcast. No. 1: it is a valid 
objection by the honourable member that there cannot be reference to the absence of a member. That is No. 1. 

For those of you who are interested, the other objection referred to the terminology used in the 
chamber in relation to lamingtons and lords. Then again on 17 October 2013 the member for Ipswich 
rose on a point of order and declared— 
Mr Deputy Speaker, I was of the understanding you could not mention the absence of a member.  

As it turns out, it was an erroneous point of order, because I had not referred to the Honourable 
the Treasurer’s absence from the chamber and I was not asked to withdraw. However, it does show 
that the member for Ipswich has a very clear understanding of the convention. He raised the same 
point of order twice before in this House, so when he overruled my point of order last sitting week it 
was with the full knowledge that his ruling was wrong. Another reason for my particular concern is that 
this is not the first time that the member for Ipswich has refused to enforce this convention when he is 
acting in the role of Deputy Speaker. On 31 October 2012 the Minister for Transport and Main Roads 
referred to the fact that the Leader of Opposition Business did not ask him any questions about the 
Bruce Highway during the estimates hearing. The member for Mulgrave raised a point of order at the 
time and asked the minister to withdraw as that was an oblique reference to the fact that he was 
absent from the hearing. He explained that he had been in India during the hearing on legitimate 
business and therefore the minister was in breach of the convention and should withdraw. The 
member for Ipswich’s ruling at the time was— 
Honourable minister, I am not asking you to withdraw it. 

My point of order was very simple: the Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection made 
reference to my absence from the estimates hearing. I then rose on a point of order, saying— 
My point of order is that the minister is reflecting on a member’s absence from a parliamentary committee. My understanding is 
that such references are not in keeping with the tradition and customs of the House.  

Madam Speaker, your rulings are very clear that it is a convention of this House that reference 
should not be made to the absence of a member during debate. The precedents of this and other 
parliaments are also very clear that this convention applies equally to meetings of parliamentary 
committees. The member for Ipswich, in quite obviously incorrectly overruling the point of order, 
caused confusion as to whether the conventions will be observed when Madam Speaker is not 
presiding. It is very difficult for members of this House to observe protocols when it is clear that the 
protocols may differ depending on who is occupying the chair. 

The question for this House to decide today is whether the member for Ipswich erred in 
overruling my point of order on 6 August 2014. The convention is clear. The fact that the member’s 
ruling was inconsistent with that convention is also very clear. Members really only have one option in 
relation to the vote on this motion: they must vote in support of the motion. Otherwise, it will be 
unclear to all members forthwith what rules are to apply when the member for Ipswich is in the chair. 
It will be Rafferty’s Rules if this House condones an incorrect ruling.  
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Mr STEVENS (Mermaid Beach—LNP) (3.46 pm): I rise to speak against the dissent motion 
moved by the member for South Brisbane and present not only my view, but also the view of the 
government in relation to this dissent motion against the ruling of Deputy Speaker Berry on 6 August 
2014. May I say from the outset that I thank the member for South Brisbane for bringing this to the 
attention of the House in that it is an area that will be well clarified by the decision of this House today. 
However, allowing for the fact that the member for South Brisbane is, in parliamentary terms, a 
two-year novice in this House, rather than a direct dissent motion on the chair—and I would remind 
the member for South Brisbane that the Deputy Speakers in the chair have all the rights, privileges 
and entitlements of you, Madam Speaker, as your representatives in that chair—it would have been 
much better for the member for South Brisbane to put her view on this particular area that may be in 
question in her mind to Madam Speaker by the appropriate channels, which would have been writing 
to Madam Speaker rather than a motion of dissent, which is a clear reflection on the chair’s capacity 
and powers in the House.  

The ruling arose from an exchange during the debate of the appropriation bills where the 
minister mentioned the absence of the member for South Brisbane from the estimates committee 
hearing. The member for South Brisbane made points of order about reflections on a member’s 
absence from a parliamentary committee, that such references were not in keeping with the traditions 
and customs of the House and were inconsistent with standing orders. We can assure the member 
for South Brisbane that there is no standing order in relation to the mentioning of absence from 
parliamentary committees. The Deputy Speaker then overruled the point of order and when asked for 
a ruling on the matter by the member for South Brisbane replied that he had made a ruling and that 
was that the objections were overruled.  

As members are aware, previous Speakers, including, of course, yourself, Madam Speaker, on 
29 May 2012, the former Speaker Mickel, on 3 June 2009 and Speaker Mickel again on 19 August 
2001, have made clear directions in relation to the mentioning of absences in this House. 

As you would be aware, Madam Speaker, there has been no precedent for matters of 
absences in parliamentary committees not to be mentioned and no Speaker has referred to those 
matters. As per these rules, there are many reasons why members may be absent from this chamber, 
including both personal matters and matters relating to their responsibilities. All previous rulings have 
only been made relating to absences from the chamber and not from committee proceedings, so 
there is no standing practice in this regard. Further, the standing orders are silent on the matter and 
do not contain any procedures or rules about mentioning absences from the chamber of members in 
any regard, whether it be from the chamber or from a committee proceeding.  

By their nature and intent, Speaker’s rulings are drafted in such a way as to be clear and 
unambiguous, as the consequences for breaching Speaker’s rulings can be significant. Therefore, it is 
wrong to presume, as the member for South Brisbane appears to have done, that these rulings have 
also applied to committee proceedings as well as absences from the chamber. In her own speech in 
Hansard, the member for South Brisbane refers to ‘my understanding’. However, we do not question 
Madam Speaker or her representatives on the basis of gossip, street corner tips or understandings 
that may or may not be correct. Obviously, we defer to her very important role in this House of 
keeping order and maintaining the respect and dignity that must be shown to the Chair and her 
representatives. Therefore, it is wrong for the member for South Brisbane to move this motion of 
dissent on Deputy Speaker Berry’s ruling on 6 August. For these reasons, the government and I 
stand in support of the ruling made by Deputy Speaker Berry.  

Mr WELLINGTON (Nicklin—Ind) (3.51 pm): I rise to speak in support of the member for South 
Brisbane’s motion of dissent from the Deputy Speaker’s ruling. When I read the various argy-bargy 
comments made during the debate on that day, I noted that, in addition to the comments that the 
member for South Brisbane has already put on the parliamentary record, earlier comments were 
made by the member for Glass House and Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection that also 
directly related to the member for South Brisbane. As recorded in Hansard, the member for Glass 
House and Minister for Environment stated— 
I would like to take this opportunity to correct the record and dispel some of the myths propagated by the part-time shadow 
environment minister, the same part-time shadow minister who claims the environment has been sidelined by this government.  

That was the start of his contribution and the member for South Brisbane has repeated some of the 
other comments of the member for Glass House.  
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When I was looking at this issue, the first question that came to my mind was this: when the 
Deputy Speaker made the ruling, was that the first time that the Deputy Speaker had made such a 
ruling or did he have experience and knowledge of precedents about similar matters or issues? Was 
the Deputy Speaker fully knowledgeable of the issues involved? It appears to me that, in this 
instance, clearly the Deputy Speaker was fully aware of the precedents, the history and the 
circumstances surrounding the power of the Speaker’s ruling on these sorts of matters. In my mind 
that established the first condition, which is whether the Deputy Speaker understood the importance 
of the request that was made by the member for South Brisbane.  

I listened to the contribution of the Leader of the House in which he tried to distinguish between 
matters discussed in a debate in parliament and those discussed in a committee proceedings. I 
looked to the precedents involving whether the same rules are applied to a debate in the parliament 
and a committee meeting. One of the recognised experts in this field, McGee, has commented on this 
very issue of the convention and the understanding. Without wishing to bore all members, I take the 
House to a pertinent part of his comments, which state— 

It is a convention of the House that members do not refer to the absence of other members from the Chamber (whether at the 
time or on a previous occasion). This is not an absolute rule and can be overridden if the fact of absence is of sufficient 
importance to warrant reference to it. This can occur if there is something intrinsic to the absence that makes it necessary to 
refer to it. But this does not mean that any member has the right to override the convention as a matter of choice. It is for the 
Speaker to decide whether such a reference is justified. It is not a breach of the convention to refer to the fact that a member 
did not speak in a particular debate or to urge a member to take part in the debate currently under way.  

The convention also applies to references to the absence of members from a meeting of a select committee, but a reference to 
the fact that a member was not a member of a particular committee and so did not attend its hearing is permissible.  

The footnotes have been omitted.  

I wish to give an example of when I think it would be totally appropriate to refer to a member’s 
absence from a committee to provide guidance for members to consider when they vote on this 
important matter. Let us look at a hypothetical case: the parliament has appointed a select committee 
and that select committee has established the meeting criteria and decided what will constitute a 
quorum for its meetings. It has decided which specific members will be required to be in attendance. 
The committee decides to have a public hearing to which Hansard staff and members of the public 
are invited to attend. If, five minutes before the committee is due to commence its hearings and 
during the scheduled time that the committee is required to undertake its hearing, a member who is 
part of the quorum chooses not to attend and gives no indication that they will not attend, I believe 
that meets the criteria where that person’s nonattendance can be referred to because it is a 
significant matter. It would be a critical matter for that committee to be able to undertake the specific 
work that the parliament required it to do. I use that as a specific example of when I believe it would 
be fair, reasonable and acceptable to refer to a member’s absence from a specific parliamentary 
committee. That is far different to what we have seen in this case.  

In this case, the member for Glass House and minister used disparaging comments about the 
member for South Brisbane which, in my view, are clearly unacceptable. On the evidence we have 
heard today, the reason the member for South Brisbane could not attend was because there are not 
two members for South Brisbane; she could not be everywhere at the same time. I put it to the House 
that the Minister for Environment would have been aware of that, because we had been talking about 
that issue in this very chamber when we debated the scheduling of the estimates committee hearings. 
We discussed the challenges that non-government members would have in attending a range of 
committee hearings.  

Mr LANGBROEK: I rise to a point of order.  

Madam SPEAKER: What is your point of order?  

Mr LANGBROEK: I ask your ruling as to whether this member is now debating the issue and 
not the motion.  

Madam SPEAKER: Thank you very much, Minister. Member for Nicklin, I have taken a point of 
order. I have been listening. You have strayed into a debate about issues other than the actual motion 
that is before the House. I draw your attention to the motion that is before the House and I ask you to 
go back to it, rather than debating issues.  



2790 Motion 27 Aug 2014 

 

 

 
 

Mr WELLINGTON: Thank you, Madam Speaker. I became excited when I started to think 
about the issues involved, although I do not mean to reflect on the Chair. I believe that the convention 
was there, the Deputy Speaker had demonstrated knowledge of the convention and, in this instance, 
did not apply a consistent set of considerations when this question was raised. It is a significant 
matter to move a motion of dissent from the Speaker’s ruling. I heard the Leader of the House say, 
‘Hang on, you could have taken it a different way.’ However, this is an opportunity for all members of 
parliament to participate in this debate and to consider the issues. I do not have a problem with the 
member for South Brisbane bringing this matter before the House, because the evidence clearly 
shows that the Deputy Speaker had dealt with similar issues prior to this occasion on 6 August.  

Madam SPEAKER: Member for Nicklin, I would also draw your attention to the fact that you 
are not to reflect on the Deputy Speaker personally. You are to address the actual motion that is 
before the House.  

Mr WELLINGTON: Thank you. The actual motion relates to dissent from the Deputy Speaker’s 
ruling. I believe the evidence is overwhelming. The motion needs to be supported. I will be pragmatic, 
but I do not think any member of the government is going to cross the floor because I expect they 
know full well that if they choose to cross the floor there will be the same set-up as there was with the 
member for— 

Mr STEVENS: Madam Speaker, I rise to a point of order.  

Madam SPEAKER: What is your point of order?  

Mr STEVENS: The member is making a reflection in relation to the matter rather debating the 
dissent motion.  

Madam SPEAKER: I heard your point of order. Member for Nicklin, I draw your attention to the 
motion before the House.  

Mr WELLINGTON: I conclude my contribution and look forward to the vote taking place.  

Mr KNUTH (Dalrymple—KAP) (4.00 pm): I support the motion of dissent moved by the member 
for South Brisbane. There are 73 or 74 members of the Liberal National Party in this House. There 
are nine members from the Labor Party. When I was first elected there were 15 National Party MPs 
and five Liberal Party MPs. We could not keep up with the workload of all the committees and 
everything else going on. I say that because at that time it was disappointing when the Labor Party, 
which had so many members, criticised the small opposition. Exactly the same thing happens now. In 
terms of the ruling, sometimes new members of parliament come in here and they lack experience 
and they get put into positions such as that of Deputy Speaker.  

Madam SPEAKER: I will ask you to stop. Member for Dalrymple, this is not an opportunity to 
reflect on the chair or the chair’s delegates; it is an opportunity to debate the motion before the House 
and the facts of the motion, not the person. I call the member for Dalrymple.  

Mr KNUTH: Every member of parliament, whether they be an Independent, a Labor Party 
member or an LNP member, has the right to move dissent from a ruling and at the same time get the 
message across to the members of a major political party which has a massive majority that they 
cannot go against the conventions of the House. They cannot criticise other members who have 
massive workloads. They have probably three or four times more work— 

Mr STEVENS: I rise to a point of order, Madam Speaker. 

Madam SPEAKER: What is your point of order?  

Mr STEVENS: Again the member is straying from the topic which is a discussion about 
whether you are able to mention absences from a parliamentary committee as opposed to the ruling 
in relation to absences from the House. Please keep the member to the topic.  

Madam SPEAKER: Thank you, Leader of the House. I would ask the member for Dalrymple to 
address the motion before the House.  

Mr KNUTH: The minister made a statement outside the conventions of the House. I believe 
any member of parliament, including the member for South Brisbane, has a democratic right—that is 
why they are elected—to move dissent from a ruling and try to get the message across to government 
MPs who have a massive majority that they need to take these things into account. I bring that to the 
attention of the House.  

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_160040
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_160040


27 Aug 2014 Transport and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2791 

 

  
 

 
 

Division: Question put—That the motion be agreed to. 
AYES, 14: 

ALP, 9—Byrne, D’Ath, Lynham, Miller, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad. 

KAP, 3—Hopper, Katter, Knuth. 

INDEPENDENTS, 2—Douglas, Wellington. 
NOES, 69: 

LNP, 69—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Choat, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, 
Davies, T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant, 
Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Holswich, Johnson, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Langbroek, Latter, Malone, 
Mander, McArdle, McVeigh, Menkens, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Newman, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Powell, Pucci, Rice, 
Rickuss, Robinson, Ruthenberg, Seeney, Shorten, Shuttleworth, Smith, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, 
Symes, Walker, Watts, Woodforth, Young.  

Resolved in the negative.  

TRANSPORT AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 
Resumed from 3 April (see p. 1083). 

Second Reading 
Hon. SA EMERSON (Indooroopilly—LNP) (Minister for Transport and Main Roads) (4.09 pm): I 

move— 
That the bill be now read a second time.  

I would like to thank the Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee for its 
considered and timely review of the Transport and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. I note that 
the committee tabled its report on 30 June 2014. In its report the committee made one 
recommendation—that is, that the Transport and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2014 be passed. 
This recommendation is welcomed and supported by the government without reservation.  

I would also like to take this opportunity to thank those people and organisations who assisted 
the committee in its consideration of the bill by appearing at the public hearing or making written 
submissions. This is quite a complex bill as it does not contain itself to just one theme but amends 
eight transport acts and two non-transport acts to achieve objectives, including: supporting the 
delivery of infrastructure projects; improving departmental processes; reducing red tape; and 
clarifying existing requirements. A key outcome for the reduction of red tape on the transport industry 
will be that this bill allows my department to create an online driver licence verification service which 
will confirm the validity of driver licences to the licence holder or a third party. 

This will enable drivers to check, for example, whether their licence is currently suspended or 
not. It will also reduce red tape for the transport industry by allowing companies to independently 
verify whether their drivers have current and valid licences. The online service will require the person 
checking the licence to obtain and input the licence holder’s details including their name, date of birth 
and licence number. If the details match the department’s records, the system will confirm the match 
and also whether the licence is valid or not. If the details do not match the records, the system will 
simply report this without stating which identifier was incorrect. The system will not release any other 
personal information about a person’s licence such as their address, traffic history or any demerit 
points accumulated. 

The bill also supports this government’s aim to make sure our public transport network is 
affordable, frequent and reliable. Go card funds which have not been used for more than five years 
will be reinvested into public transport. These changes will ensure go card funds are always available 
for holders, while dormant funds sitting on go cards which have not been used for more than half a 
decade, are able to be reinvested in our network. Under the current laws, unclaimed go card funds 
are transferred to the Public Trustee Office after only two years of inactivity. This was not a 
reasonable length of time and this bill extends the dormant period to five years. Rather than those 
funds remaining dormant for a further period of time with the Public Trustee Office, if they are not 
claimed by the holder after five years they will now be reinvested into public transport. These changes 
will not prevent the cardholder from reclaiming or transferring funds at any time whether the five-year 
period has lapsed or not, and I would encourage anyone who has an old go card to ring TransLink 
and transfer the balance to their current card.  
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Other key amendments in the bill deal with delivering better infrastructure, strengthening 
enforcement for the carriage of dangerous goods in tunnels and ensuring that driver authorisations 
are only given to people without a serious criminal history. The bill also includes a number of minor 
and technical amendments to streamline administrative processes, amend definitions and remove 
redundant references. 

I would like to foreshadow that I intend to introduce amendments to the bill during the 
consideration in detail stage. These amendments relate to the G20 (Safety and Security) Act 2013 
and have been, or if not will be, circulated in my name. Several clarifying amendments will be made to 
schedule 1 of the G20 act to confirm the original intent of the act. Firstly, amendments are made to 
parts 1 and 2 of schedule 1 to confirm that additional security areas can be declared for limited 
periods of time. The current wording in these parts provides that all additional security areas in Cairns 
end on 22 September 2014 and all additional security areas in Brisbane end on 17 November 2014. 
Amendments to parts 1 and 2 ensure that additional security areas can end sooner than those dates. 
For example, an additional security area may only be required to be declared for a period of hours to 
overcome a security threat.  

Secondly, an amendment is made to insert a new part 3 into schedule 1. This amendment 
confirms that the act applies to an area outside of Brisbane or Cairns that is declared to be an 
additional security area for the dates stated in the regulation or order declaring the additional area. 
This amendment reflects the original intent of the G20 act that areas outside of Brisbane or Cairns 
may be declared as additional security areas if required. 

I look forward to the debate on this bill, as it continues to demonstrate my department’s 
ongoing hard work to improve transport legislation, identifying ways to reduce red tape and striving for 
better transport delivery and infrastructure outcomes for all Queenslanders. This is all part of this LNP 
government’s strong plan for a brighter future.  

Ms TRAD (South Brisbane—ALP) (4.15 pm): I rise to contribute to the debate on the Transport 
and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. From the outset I can advise that the opposition will be 
broadly supporting the legislation, but we do have some serious reservations about certain aspects of 
the bill which I will address in my speech and during consideration in detail.  

I note that the bill amends the legislative framework for service contracts, and I note that the 
minister in his speech just now did not really touch upon what those changes were. From the 
explanatory notes we understand that the changes to the legislative framework for service contracts 
relocates an existing provision allowing the government to require a contractor to provide improved 
levels of productivity. Previously this provision was located in section 51 of the Transport Operations 
(Passenger Transport) Act 1994, colloquially known as TO(PT)A, which relates only to conditions of 
funding. The section is being moved to section 41 of TO(PT)A which includes a list of general matters 
that may be included in service contracts. I question why this subsection needs to be moved and 
whether the movement allows the subsection to be interpreted more broadly.  

Currently, in section 51 it relates only to conditions of funding, but in section 41 it could 
potentially be applied much more widely to enable the government to enforce a condition relating to 
productivity in any part of the operator’s business. I would ask the minister to explain the rationale 
behind this change and whether it is intended to change the way in which these words are interpreted 
in the future. 

Mr Deputy Speaker, could you rule on the time allowed?  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Krause): Just one moment, member for South Brisbane. 

Mr Emerson: I think the member for South Brisbane should get a bit more time than five 
minutes. 

Ms TRAD: Well, I know you needed five minutes. I need a lot more.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for South Brisbane! 

Mr Emerson: I am happy to hear you say something.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for South Brisbane has the call.  

Ms TRAD: I think it relates not to quality or quantity but the fact that the minister is only 
interested in furthering his leadership ambitions and the next media opportunity.  

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_161556
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_161556


27 Aug 2014 Transport and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2793 

 

  
 

 
 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for South Brisbane, I would ask you to remain relevant to the 
bill.  

Ms TRAD: Thank you, I am. It is all about the detail, Mr Deputy Speaker—something the 
minister is just not across, which is why he only spoke for five minutes in introducing the bill. What will 
the movement of these words from section 51 to section 41— 

Mr EMERSON: Mr Deputy Speaker, I want to clarify something because the member for South 
Brisbane has only been in the House for two years.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister, do you have a point of order?  

Mr EMERSON: Yes.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: What is your point of order? 

Mr EMERSON: The member for South Brisbane just said I made a five-minute introductory 
speech. She should know that it was not an introductory speech; it was a second reading speech.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is not a point of order, Minister. Please resume your seat. 
Member for South Brisbane, you have the call.  

Ms TRAD: Thank you. I have not been here as long as the minister has, but still he often gets it 
wrong. So my question to the minister is this: what will the movement of these words from section 51 
to section 41 enable the government to do that it could not do previously? So what does moving the 
words from section 51 to section 41 enable the government to do that it could not do previously? 
Labor supports improving the efficiency and productivity of the public transport network but not at the 
expense of every other measure, which has too often been the approach of this government. Public 
transport services are provided to service the public, and we should always keep that in mind. 

This bill also amends section 42 and section 42B of TO(PT)A to remove the requirement for 
declarations and amendments to be advertised by public notice. There will now only be a requirement 
to post such notices on the DTMR website. I understand from discussions that I have had with the 
Queensland Bus Industry Council, or QBIC, that many bus operators monitor these announcements 
by subscribing to public notices in local newspapers. It has been suggested that a subscription or an 
alert service should be provided by DTMR on a region-by-region basis so that such notices placed on 
the website can be brought to the attention of operators easily. I ask the minister to advise whether 
the department offers such a service or would consider establishing one in light of these changes. 

The bill amends the existing section 51 entitled ‘Conditions of funding’ and replaces it with a 
new section 51 entitled ‘Concessions under a service contract’. The new section provides that service 
contracts may require the holder to provide a concession to a class of persons, and that if a standard 
service contract requires the holder to provide concessions then the contract must also provide for the 
state to reimburse the operator. However, the new section 51(3) provides that, should the concession 
be prescribed by legislation, the contract ‘may’ provide for the state to reimburse the holder for the 
concession. This amendment effectively removes discount fare regimes and requires all fares to be 
either full fare or concessional fares. This also gives the state the power to prescribe concessions for 
any class of persons by regulation, thus making reimbursement to contract holders discretionary. In 
effect, classes of persons currently entitled to a concession or discount could all be prescribed by 
regulation, thus bypassing the mandatory requirement for the government to reimburse operators. 
Should the state move to prescribe all or some concessions for certain classes of persons by 
regulation, it would simply require an internal administrative decision to alter the fares policy to 
remove an operator’s entitlement to reimbursement. 

The explanatory note is quite clear that the purpose of the amendment to section 51 is to 
provide the ‘flexibility to require the holder of a standard service contract to provide concessions to 
classes of persons that do not need to be reimbursed’. There is no indication as to which classes of 
persons are being contemplated or why or under what circumstances it is deemed appropriate to 
require a contract holder to incur the costs of providing concessions to these classes of persons. 

I note that this year’s state budget flagged the government’s intention to cut back on 
concessions to seniors for public transport as a result of the cruel, heartless cuts in the 
Commonwealth funding by the Abbott government. The government quickly backflipped on this 
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decision following community outrage. We are concerned that the amendment to section 51 now 
provides the state with an opportunity to retain or increase the range and quantum of concessions 
and simply refuse to reimburse operators for those concessions, effectively cost-shifting these 
concessions from the government to bus companies. 

The bill also inserts a new section 203 and section 204 dealing with extending services under 
service contracts. These new sections have the effect of retrofitting service contract areas to the 
current routes, meaning declarations are not required for areas or routes where services are currently 
being provided, regardless of whether the area or route has previously been declared. Under the 
prescribed declaration process, which remains unchanged in TO(PT)A, affected operators have some 
rights of consultation and perhaps entitlement to compensation. The retrospective nature of the new 
sections would appear to override the need to follow the prescribed declaration process and the rights 
of operators in some cases. Any power to make changes retrospectively must be treated with caution. 
I am hoping that the minister can explain the need for these new provisions and in what 
circumstances they are intended to be used. Can he guarantee that they will not be used to trample 
on existing operators? 

Finally, I want to inform the House that the explanatory notes state that the Queensland Bus 
Industry Council were consulted regarding the changes proposed in this bill. I have discussed the 
contents of this bill with QBIC. I was surprised when they told me that they had not been consulted at 
any stage about the proposed changes. I would like to ask the minister to provide evidence of 
consultation with the Queensland Bus Industry Council in relation to these changes to the service 
contract framework in order to demonstrate that the explanatory notes are not misleading the House. 
QBIC went on to express similar concerns to those that I have raised earlier today. It is extremely 
disappointing that this has occurred, but unfortunately this is the standard of consultation and 
engagement with industry stakeholders that we have come to expect from this arrogant government. 
The LNP thinks it can operate and govern in a vacuum and that it does not need to consult on its laws 
or be accountable for its actions because it can pay Crosby Textor to come in and do all the spinning 
that they like at the taxpayers’ expense. 

None of this bodes well for the significant program of public transport privatisation and 
outsourcing that the government is about to commence. Labor will be watching the bus contestability 
process and bus service contract renegotiations that will occur in the near future very closely. 
Productivity gains cannot just be found by cutting workers’ wages and conditions or by axing 
services—which is the well-worn Liberal Party path. 

We do not support the outsourcing of services that are provided by Brisbane Transport or 
Queensland Rail. It seems as if these changes to bus contracts are all about making the new 
outsourcing process easier and about cost-shifting to industry for concessions. In light of the concerns 
I have raised and the total failure of the minister and the assistant minister to actually consult with 
QBIC regarding these changes, Labor will be opposing them until such time as the minister has sat 
down with QBIC and explained the intention and rationale behind the amendments. 

The bill also allows the Department of Transport and Main Roads to claim and use funds that 
are held on dormant go cards. A go card will be deemed to be dormant if it has not been used for 
more than five years. Presently, those funds may be transferred to the Public Trustee after two years 
of inactivity. Under the new policy, the funds may only be used to further the objectives of TO(PT)A. 
Notwithstanding the claiming and use of the funds by the department, cardholders will still be entitled 
to a refund if they choose to seek one at a later date. Labor does not oppose this change so long as 
customers have the ultimate right of a refund whether or not the five-year period has elapsed. I 
understand that there are approximately 65,000 go cards that have been dormant for more than five 
years. I would like the minister to advise in his reply how much credit is loaded onto these cards and 
how many of the cards are registered. For those that are registered, has any attempt been made to 
locate and contact the owners and advise them that they have funds on a dormant go card? 

The bill enables the use of automatic numberplate recognition, or ANPR, camera systems to 
detect unregistered vehicles and to automatically issue infringement notices through the mail. I 
understand that the devices will be used by both the Department of Transport and Main Roads and 
the Queensland Police Service. The bill contains facilitating amendments to allow for the use of 
ANPR technology and for the issuing of fines. The explanatory notes state that approximately 
three per cent of Queensland’s 4.5 million vehicles could potentially be unregistered, which would 
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amount to approximately 135,000 vehicles. The risk of having unregistered vehicles on the road 
extends to other road users, as these vehicles are also likely to not have compulsory third-party 
insurance coverage, particularly when the vehicle has been unregistered for longer than one month. 

I note that the explanatory notes state that a phase-in period will apply during which a warning 
notice will be issued rather than an infringement notice for unregistered vehicles. Could the minister 
please clarify how long that phase-in period will be and whether it will apply to all unregistered 
vehicles detected using ANPR cameras. I note that, where an unregistered vehicle is detected by an 
ANPR camera, the most recent registered operator will be responsible for the offence because, 
regardless of who is driving the vehicle, it is the registered operator’s responsibility to ensure the 
vehicle is registered and has compulsory third-party insurance before it is used on the road. There will 
be a defence if the vehicle was stolen, illegally taken or recently sold. Given that the registration 
labels are going to be removed, I hope the minister will be able to clarify the interaction that will now 
take place when it comes to registering and renewing a vehicle. I would ask that he clarify the 
following questions in his summing-up of the second reading debate. I assume people will still get a 
reminder notice in the mail that their registration is due for renewal, but will they also be mailed a 
certificate of registration, albeit without a registration sticker? Will drivers have any proper record of 
their registration? If, for example, a driver was stopped for a minor traffic offence and if the police 
attending the incident were, for some reason, unable to access the TRAILS system to confirm the 
vehicle’s registration, would there be any way for the driver to prove that the vehicle was registered? 
Labor supports the removal of registration stickers and the introduction of ANPR cameras. We view 
them as sensible developments and providing the systems are in place to ensure people are not 
unfairly punished, we are prepared to support these changes.  

The bill reduces the number of situations in which a traffic crash needs to be reported to police 
by removing the $2,500 damage threshold. Currently, section 92 of the Transport Operations (Road 
Use Management) Act 1995 and section 287 of the Queensland Road Rules require that a traffic 
crash at which more than the $2,500 worth of damage is done must be reported to the police. This bill 
removes that threshold and now presumably the only requirement to report a crash to police is one in 
which a person is injured or killed or where a vehicle needs to be towed. I note that in their 
submission the RACQ strongly opposed this amendment. They argued that police attending fewer 
crash sites would result in fewer offences being detected, for example, drink-driving, use of non-
roadworthy vehicles and breach of licence conditions. If the argument being made by the government 
is that police are too underresourced to respond to reports of accidents, then they should provide 
more police resources. If the argument being made by the government is that inflation and the design 
of vehicles mean that more minor crashes now exceed the threshold, then increase the threshold. 
The arguments in support of this change in the explanatory notes are ones that should logically lead 
the government to reassess and increase the $2,500 threshold and provide more police resources, 
not abolish the threshold altogether. The RACQ also notes that a police presence at a crash site 
helps to safely secure the site and redirect traffic. It also makes the insurance claim process smoother 
by providing a police report on the incident that can be checked at a later date. The opposition shares 
the concerns of the RACQ about this particular change and we place them on record.  

The bill also provides for changes to the service process used by the Department of Transport 
and Main Roads, usually in cases where an offence has been committed. This is a difficult issue as 
licences are often suspended through the accumulation of demerit points without the knowledge of 
the driver. Currently, those notices must be sent to a residential or a business address. In some 
cases, those notices are not received and a driver has their licence suspended without their 
knowledge. If they are later intercepted for another offence, they are also charged with driving on a 
suspended licence. The bill amends the law to allow the registration of a postal address with 
Queensland Transport. That postal address will be able to be used for the service of documents. 
Labor acknowledges that in regional areas this would be more practical as mail services are not 
available at all residential addresses. The Queensland Law Society has raised some concerns and 
recommended that— 
• it be clearly stated in the legislation that there is a rebuttable presumption as to whether service was properly effected 

by post, with a clear legislative mechanism in place to allow such cases to be re-opened and the original decision set 
aside if appropriate;  

• flexibility in the penalties be considered where a person does not have knowledge of the notice; and  
• the period to update addresses should be extended from 14 days to 30 days.  
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I would ask the minister to consider those suggestions and advise the House whether the government 
will adopt these recommendations.  

The bill amends the Transport Operations (Road Use Management) Act 1995 to provide for 
mandatory driver licence disqualifications where a driver is convicted of certain transport offences 
even if a court orders no other penalty. The opposition does not support this change because we 
believe it will lead to unjust outcomes. Currently, certain provisions of the Transport Operations (Road 
Use Management) Act 1995 provide that if a court convicts a person of a particular offence, then the 
court must disqualify the person from holding or obtaining a driver’s licence. These provisions cover 
the following offences: serious incidents of unlicensed driving, racing and speeding trials on roads, 
certain drink- and drug-driving offences, driving outside the terms of a restricted licence, failure to 
comply with an alcohol ignition interlock requirement and applying for a driver’s licence while 
disqualified. A court must also disqualify a person from holding or obtaining a driver’s licence who 
commits the offence of evading police. Those offence provisions currently use wording to the effect of 
‘the court, in addition to imposing a penalty, must disqualify the person from holding or obtaining a 
Queensland driver licence’. I understand from the explanatory notes that in a number of recent cases 
in the Magistrates Court and District Court some magistrates and judges have decided that this 
wording left open the possibility that, where no other penalty had been imposed, it was not mandatory 
to disqualify the person from holding a licence. The government has taken it upon itself to amend the 
law to direct the courts to suspend a driver’s licence even where no other sentence is imposed. These 
changes have been strongly opposed by the Queensland Law Society, the RACQ and the barrister 
Alastair Macadam, who made a submission to the committee’s inquiry. Quite simply, these proposed 
amendments remove judicial discretion and introduce more mandatory sentences.  

After the Stafford by-election the Premier promised to listen. One of the things the Premier 
expressly promised was to mend fences with the Queensland judiciary after more than two years of 
deliberate confrontation and provocation by the Attorney-General and the government. The 
Queensland judiciary is on the record as opposing mandatory sentencing. Labor shares this view. We 
oppose mandatory sentencing because we do not believe that it delivers fair or just outcomes. 
Mandatory sentencing ties the hands of judges and dictates to them the sentence outcome in cases 
where they have heard all of the facts and are best placed to arrive at a fair and just sentence. 
Judges have spoken and they oppose mandatory sentencing, but the Premier and the government, 
contrary to the pledge made after the Stafford by-election, are still not listening.  

In their submission, the Queensland Law Society states— 

It is our view that the status quo in relation to disqualification decisions should be maintained. The cases of Kirby and Van Kuik 
demonstrate the exercise of the discretion of the court not to impose a suspension period. These decisions demonstrate the 
importance of maintaining judicial discretion.  

In his submission, barrister Alastair Macadam went into some detail in explaining the impact 
that mandatory sentencing would have in these cases. In his submission Mr Macadam states— 
In Kirby, the defendant’s licence had been SPER suspended for the period 24 May 2009 to 10 July 2009. In the early hours of 
the morning of the last day of his licence suspension, 10 July 2009, the defendant was stopped by police for a random breath 
test which the defendant passed. When police discovered that the defendant’s licence was SPER suspended, they took no 
action against the defendant because the police accepted that the defendant was unaware that his licence had been SPER 
suspended. Fifteen minutes later, he was intercepted by the same police officers while driving his car to his home. This second 
interception led to the charge of unlicensed driving SPER suspended. The defendant had assumed because the police had 
taken no action against him, he had their permission to drive his vehicle to his home. Both the Magistrate and on appeal Hugh 
Botting DCJ accepted that, in the circumstances, the offence was a trivial one that justified no conviction being recorded, no 
punishment being imposed, and as the legislation provided that a mandatory disqualification period was in addition to any 
penalty that had been imposed, as no penalty had been imposed there was no requirement for a license disqualification.  

In this case if mandatory licensing disqualification was in place, the driver would have his 
licence disqualified despite having no other penalty imposed. Quoting again from Mr Macadam’s 
submission— 
In Van Kuik, the defendant had been demerit point suspended as a result of an offence of which he had no knowledge where 
the defendant’s brother when intercepted by police for a 6 demerit point speeding offence, passed himself off as the defendant. 
The passing off attempt succeeded because the police failed to require the intercepted brother to produce his driver licence. 
The defendant was subsequently intercepted by police and charged with unlicensed driving, demerit point suspended. John 
Magill QC DCJ accepted the offence was ‘a pure technicality’ which did not ‘reveal any real criminality’ on the part of the 
defendant. Consequently, His Honour, in upholding the defendant’s appeal against sentence, recorded no conviction against 
the defendant, imposed no punishment and no license disqualification.  

In the course of his decision, His Honour recorded that:  

Counsel for the respondent [police officer] did not contend that I should not follow Kirby, or that the reasoning and 
analysis of the relevant statutory provision were incorrect.  
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Again, if the mandatory disqualification provisions were in place that driver would have had 
their licence suspended, regardless of not having committed an offence. Regarding the final case 
mentioned by Mr Macadam in his submission, he said— 
Finally, in Whitehead, the defendant had been convicted of drink driving offence in New South Wales. The defendant was 
subsequently intercepted and charged with disqualified ... driving in Queensland. As a result of advice the defendant had been 
given by New South Wales police, he believed that his licence disqualification only applied in New South Wales, a belief which, 
despite opinion evidence to the contrary by the intercepting Queensland police officer, Magistrate Mark Bucknall expressly 
found to be correct. In the circumstances, His Honour followed Kirby and recorded no conviction against the defendant, 
imposed no punishment and no license disqualification. An appeal by the police to the District Court against the leniency of His 
Honour’s sentence was dismissed.  

Once again, that person would have had their licence suspended if the government’s proposed 
amendments were in place. To put it succinctly, in the words of Mr Macadam— 
I am opposed only to making it mandatory for the court to withdraw the driver license of someone even when the court finds 
that the offence is so trivial or so technical, and the citizen involved is so non-culpable, that they should not receive any penalty 
at all.  

I understand the intent of the amendments and why the government is proposing them, but 
Labor does not believe the laws are fair or would produce fair outcomes. For many people their 
driver’s licence is their ticket to work, and to impose a mandatory disqualification in this instance I 
think is grossly unfair and will lead to unjust outcomes. We will be opposing these particular changes 
for the reasons I have outlined to the House.  

The bill makes amendments to the offence of failure to produce evidence of concession 
entitlement by amending the Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Act 1994 to clarify that the 
driver or an authorised person may request evidence of a person’s concession entitlement if they 
reasonably suspect the person has just travelled on a concession ticket. Concession entitlements and 
what counts as evidence of a concession entitlement are very timely topics given the government’s 
rollout of the Tertiary Transport Concession Card, or TTCC. Last sitting week I spoke about just a few 
of the cases that have come through my office which highlight the many problems with the TTCC 
rollout.  

I note that the transport minister is not listening to me in this instance, as he has not been 
listening to all of the tertiary students in Queensland who have been making a number of complaints 
in relation to the TTCC rollout. The minister says that there is absolutely no problem and that nobody 
is waiting too long for a card. Well, he is burying his head in the sand. Government backbenchers 
know the truth of the matter, because I am sure they have been contacted by many students who 
have been waiting weeks and months for their TTCC to arrive. During the last sitting week I visited a 
rally held outside Parliament House by tertiary students who are angry and concerned about the 
bungled rollout of the TTCC. They presented me with a petition containing thousands of signatures, 
and I table those signatures now for the benefit of the House.  
Tabled paper: Non-conforming petition relating to tertiary transport concession cards [5763]. 

Once again the government is failing in its pledge to listen more. Whenever students talk about 
processing delays or errors with their TTCC, the minister basically accuses them of not telling the 
truth. Students are angry, and they have been ignored by the Newman government and the transport 
minister. Let me say to the transport minister very clearly through you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that many 
of those students live in his electorate and they look forward to raising their issues during the state 
election campaign early next year.  

I will not speak at length about the multitude of other changes that are made in this bill; they are 
generally of a minor and technical nature and we are not opposing them. As I said at the outset, we 
are broadly supportive of the bill, and I have placed on the record our main areas of concern and 
some questions that I hope the minister will give me and the parliament the courtesy of responding to 
in his second reading speech.  

Mr MINNIKIN (Chatsworth—LNP) (4.45 pm): It is with pleasure that I rise in support of the 
Transport and Other Legislation Amendment Bill. This wide-ranging omnibus bill contains 
amendments to a number of acts. Today I would like to talk about some of the key achievements of 
the bill. As the assistant minister for public transport, I am particularly pleased to speak to 
amendments in this bill that will improve outcomes for both the government and users of the public 
transport network. Amendments are being made to the Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) 
Act 1994 which will enable the government to invest unclaimed go card balances back into public 
transport to help reduce cost-of-living pressures on Queenslanders.  
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Members may not be aware that more than 80 per cent of unclaimed funds on inactive go 
cards are on cards which are also unregistered. Past experience indicates that a very low level of 
claims is made on such funds. Currently the government’s unclaimed moneys scheme requires the 
Department of Transport and Main Roads to transfer go card funds to the office of the Public Trustee 
after two years of inactivity. Members should note that the amendment only applies to go cards that 
are in credit but have not been used or topped up in the previous five years. Use of the funds will be 
subject to the approval of the Minister for Transport and Main Roads and they can only be used in 
relation to public transport initiatives, thereby benefiting all public transport users.  

Setting the time period after which unclaimed funds are transferred from go cards at five years 
rather than the current two years benefits occasional go card users such as visitors to Brisbane. 
Importantly, the amendments will reduce red tape and costs for government. In particular the ongoing 
administrative costs associated with transferring each go card account to the office of the Public 
Trustee will be avoided. The amendments will allow TransLink, under the department, to become a 
true one-stop shop for all go card transactions, providing a single point of contact for users. This 
supports the Newman government’s pledge to improve front-line customer service delivery.  

It is important to note that these amendments will not affect the go card holder’s entitlement to 
a refund of the credit. They will remain entitled to claim a refund at any time whether the five-year 
period has elapsed or not. A go card holder can obtain a refund from TransLink in one of two ways: 
either directly into their bank account or by cheque by completing the go card balance transfer and 
refund form which is available on the TransLink website; or in cash at selected retailers in certain 
circumstances. The go card must be surrendered to receive a refund unless it is a registered card 
which has been reported lost or stolen. It is simpler and quicker for cardholders to obtain a refund 
from TransLink than it would be from the Public Trustee’s office. This is because the only 
identification that is required, beyond surrendering the card and completing a refund form, is for 
registered cardholders to answer their security question. This will again result in less red tape for 
customers.  

Another amendment that I would like to talk about today relates to the appointment and roles of 
busway safety officers and other authorised persons such as senior network officers operating on the 
public transport network. Indeed, it has been my privilege to attend the graduation badge ceremonies 
of graduating senior network officers over the last 12 months. They are extremely well trained and are 
a dedicated team of customer service ambassadors who, may I add, are doing an outstanding job, 
particularly in the Gold Coast region. We are proud of each and every one of them.  

There are currently separate processes in two different acts for appointing authorised persons 
and busway safety officers, resulting in unnecessary duplication of government processes. Senior 
network officers and TransLink transit officers are appointed as authorised persons under the 
Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Act to protect revenue and promote safety and security 
on the public transport network. Authorised persons issue fines and carry out other enforcement 
activity on bus, rail and ferry services and related infrastructure. Only busway safety officers have 
powers to enforce busway-specific offences. Therefore, senior network officers are also appointed as 
busway safety officers so that they, too, can enforce offences on the entire network including busway 
offences.  

The amendments will streamline legislation by consolidating provisions across the public 
transport network so that busway safety officers will be appointed as authorised persons and 
authorised persons will have powers to operate across the entire network—a very sensible provision. 
This will remove unnecessary duplication of appointment and offence provisions and will ensure 
greater clarity about the roles and powers of different authorised persons on the network—yet another 
example of cutting the red tape from the previous 20 out of 22 years of ALP administration in this 
state.  

Turning now to other aspects of this bill, I think it is fair to say that members would recognise 
the importance of being able to deliver transport infrastructure efficiently and cost-effectively. This bill 
supports this objective by delivering essential changes to the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 and 
the Transport Planning and Coordination Act 1994. Very importantly, amendments to the Transport 
Infrastructure Act will provide for watercourse crossings to be noted on land titles, supporting private 
sector investment in transport infrastructure that crosses over a watercourse and improving the 
delivery of linear transport infrastructure projects.  
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In a linear transport project, infrastructure will often be constructed over a watercourse. A 
bridge is an associated structure which supports transport infrastructure such as roads, rail, light rail 
or busways. Under current Queensland law, the state cannot grant any rights to hold or have any 
interest in property over a watercourse. Private sector investors and their financiers generally require 
tenure or title over the infrastructure being financed as security against the project’s borrowings. 
Private sector rail projects have therefore experienced difficulty in securing finance for construction of 
linear transport infrastructure, increasing project risk and financing costs—again, terminology 
completely anathema to the Labor Party’s way of thinking. This is a very important, sensible and 
long-overdue amendment.  

While the Department of Transport and Main Roads was able to develop solutions to this 
problem for the Gold Coast Light Rail project, this was seen as an interim measure only and it was 
acknowledged that more permanent changes were needed to future-proof the effective delivery of 
infrastructure projects. Business needs certainty. Business needs confidence in the government being 
able to deliver full tenure, or financiers will look for other projects. It is a very competitive world out 
there. The amendments will provide for licences for watercourse crossings to be recorded on the land 
register and ensure that all types of deeds, contracts and other arrangements can be captured. This 
will also support private sector investment in transport infrastructure where a watercourse crossing is 
involved.  

As all members would be aware, the Newman government is working to reduce the regulatory 
burden on the community and business wherever possible, and after 2½ years here we are with 
another example of a further amendment to an act to try to clean up their mess. It will continue.  

From 1 October 2014 the need to have registration labels on light vehicles such as the family 
car will end. The bill supports this change by amending the Transport Operations (Road Use 
Management) Act 1995 to deter unregistered vehicles and vehicles without compulsory third-party 
insurance being used on the road. This will be achieved by allowing automatic numberplate 
recognition on camera systems to be used to detect these offences.  

Police officers and transport inspectors employed by the Department of Transport and Main 
Roads are currently able to stop unregistered and uninsured vehicles and issue an infringement 
notice on the roadside. The sensible use of an automatic numberplate recognition camera system to 
detect these offences and issue infringement notices will automate this process, meaning a reduced 
amount of time spent by police and transport inspectors physically intercepting these vehicles.  

In the moments remaining to me I will correct the record in relation to some of the issues raised 
by the previous speaker, the member for South Brisbane—service contracts, amendments to section 
51 and QBIC consultation. No doubt some of these issues will be picked up by the minister in his 
reply. Over the past 12 months I have met several times with the members of QBIC in relation to 
many, many issues, including potential reforms to the industry. In fact, only a few months ago I 
attended their conference at Hervey Bay with the local member. I stayed there until about 2.30 in the 
morning addressing their concerns. The little leftie engine who thinks she can has a long way to go if 
she thinks she can solve our transport problems.  

Mr GRANT (Springwood—LNP) (4.55 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Transport and Other 
Legislation Amendment Bill. I will start with the very practical end of life and speak on a small number 
of the very practical amendments contained in the legislation before the House tonight. I am well 
aware of a particular constituent in my electorate who did not have a letterbox at his residence. He 
presented to me the trauma he went through because he did not get licence penalty notices. In fact, 
he described the scenario in which he lost his licence, did not know he had lost his licence because 
he did not receive the notices and went on to lose his business and see his staff dismissed. Of 
course, I will speak first on the changes relating to licence penalty notices that will be made by this 
legislation.  

The Department of Transport and Main Roads will improve the way it deals with customers who 
are facing licence sanctions by changing the way it delivers important notices. Currently, legislation 
requires that formal notices which may require proof of service to a court, such as licence sanction 
notices, may only be served to a residential address, not a postal address. The amendments in the 
bill will allow notices required to be given under transport legislation to be sent to postal addresses.  
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Because I am of a civil and structural engineering background, transport infrastructure 
easements are of interest to me. This bill includes amendments to the Transport Planning and 
Coordination Act 1994 to allow the Department of Transport and Main Roads to make and register an 
easement over land adjoining transport land to ensure the safety of underground transport 
infrastructure such as tunnels. A tunnel relies on the balanced support of the ground above and 
around it to maintain its structural integrity. Owners of land adjoining a tunnel have the potential to 
impact on this support. For example, if land to one side of a tunnel was excavated then support to the 
tunnel would be lost on that side, creating extra pressures on the structure of the tunnel. Transport 
infrastructure easements are designed to ensure that the support required for the tunnel is 
maintained.  

The amendments will allow the department to register transport easements for support on a 
title deed to inform prospective landowners of the existence of the tunnel and requirements. The 
amendments will provide that transport easements for support are enforceable against subsequent 
developers or owners of adjoining land. Ensuring the registration of transport easements for support 
and the continued registration to successors in title ensures the ongoing protection of this 
infrastructure and improves transparency for purchasers and landowners.  

It is surprising to look at a table with respect to go card funds. When we look at the estimated 
funds available for use each year, one only has to look at the dollars that can be sitting there doing 
nothing. Given that in the 2015-16 financial year half a million dollars rapidly increased to $3.5 million 
in the 2016-17 year, it is obvious that we have to do something with the arrangements that are in 
place at the moment. At the present time the unclaimed moneys scheme within the Public Trustee Act 
1978 requires funds on go cards to be transferred to the Public Trustee Office after two years of 
inactivity, but proposed new section 143C will allow funds on go cards that have been inactive for five 
years or more to be invested into public transport. That is just a very practical change indeed. The 
funds cannot be used for purposes unrelated to public transport and any reinvestment must be 
approved by the Minister for Transport and Main Roads.  

The changes will not prevent go card holders from reclaiming or transferring funds at any time, 
even after the five-year period has passed. Latest estimates indicate that the total amount of funds 
available for use over the next four years will be approximately $7.7 million, subject to holders of 
dormant go cards not requesting a refund or balance transfer or using their card. With those brief 
comments on a few minor but important changes, I thank the minister and also the members of the 
Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee for the work that they have done and the 
report and commend the bill to the House.  

Hon. JJ McVEIGH (Toowoomba South—LNP) (Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry) 
(5.01 pm): I rise in support of the Transport and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2014 and wish to 
make a contribution both from the perspective of a regional member of this House and also as 
Minister for Agriculture. In doing so, I will deliberately go into some of the detail of the important 
amendments being addressed in this bill. The bill itself amends eight transport acts and one 
non-transport act to support the delivery of infrastructure projects, improve legislative processes, 
reduce red tape and clarify existing definitions and requirements. The bill also makes consequential 
amendments to the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000. Consequential regulation 
amendments will therefore also be required. I wish to talk about these amendments and others for a 
very important reason—to drill down into the detail of why this bill is so important, because these 
amendments will enable infrastructure projects to proceed with lower costs, provide greater certainty 
and reduce the likelihood of project delays for many Queenslanders across the state. 

The bill provides for amendments to the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 to explicitly authorise 
the Department of Transport and Main Roads to extract from applicable land quarry material reserved 
to the state and administered under the Forestry Act 1959, for which I am responsible as Minister for 
Forestry. This amendment will remove the current uncertainty of whether or not the Department of 
Transport and Main Roads has the authority to extract quarry material from Crown holdings and 
hence an exemption from the requirements of the Forestry Act 1959, and that is yet another way that I 
am so very pleased to be of service to and to coordinate my efforts with the Minister for Transport and 
Main Roads. The notification requirement of this bill will help ensure that the state owned quarry 
material administered by my Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry as well as material for 
all state lands administered by the Department of Natural Resources and Mines are kept informed of 
Department of Transport and Main Roads quarry material requirements and should help ensure that 
any existing third-party’s rights to the quarry material are both respected and protected. 
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I confirm that my department has been consulted, quite appropriately, by the Department of 
Transport and Main Roads on the proposed quarry material related amendments to the Transport 
Infrastructure Act 1994 and my department’s requirements have, I am pleased to say, been 
incorporated, and I thank the minister for that. Amendments to the Transport Infrastructure Act 1994 
will establish the Department of Transport and Main Roads as the agency responsible for providing 
owner’s consent over transport land. These amendments cut red tape through the removal of the 
duplicate owner’s consent applications being made to the Department of Transport and Main Roads 
and the Department of Natural Resources and Mines and again are evidence of the Newman 
government’s desire to provide greater certainty for the development industry regarding, in this case, 
the ownership of transport land. 

This bill will extend the existing compliance management regime, streamlining the delivery of 
transport infrastructure projects to enable faster and more cost-effective delivery. Currently there are 
numerous standards, approvals, permits and authorities that a transport infrastructure project must 
obtain prior to the commencement of work. These amendments will enable a project to be delivered 
with less risk, with greater value, within a shorter time frame and again, as I have said before, will 
reduce red tape and regulatory burden. 

The Transport and Other Legislation Amendment Bill ensures that only properly licensed 
drivers are on our roads, and that is important throughout regional Queensland in particular. The 
transport industry has been in need of a fast and easy way of checking licences of drivers and, 
through an online service that will be delivered as a result of this legislation, they will have access to 
that—a fast and easy way of checking such licence requirements. Transport and trucking companies 
obviously entrust valuable vehicles and loads to their drivers and are responsible for ensuring a safe 
workplace for their employees and of course, most importantly, other road users—in other words, all 
road users. This bill will help to keep all road users, as I have said, both inside and outside the trucks 
on our roads that carry that very important freight task across our state, safe. I therefore suggest very 
strongly in conclusion that the Transport and Other Legislation Amendment Bill is yet another way 
that this government is cutting red tape and keeping Queensland roads safe whilst at the same time 
ensuring the delivery of infrastructure projects, the reduction of red tape and the clarity required for all 
Queenslanders.  

Mrs FRANCE (Pumicestone—LNP) (5.06 pm): I am pleased to take this opportunity to speak to 
this practical and sensible legislation. This bill is broad in scope, addressing and amending a number 
of existing anomalies within our current legislative framework. Amendments affect a number of 
transport and non-transport acts to support the delivery of infrastructure projects, legislative 
processes, reduction of red tape and clarification of existing definitions and requirements to simplify 
the regulatory framework. 

Significant amendments include allowing the Department of Transport and Main Roads to 
redirect unclaimed smart card credit to public transport initiatives while preserving a smart card 
holder’s entitlement to a refund; providing for a watercourse crossing to be noted on land titles to 
support private sector investment in transport infrastructure that crosses over a watercourse; creating 
a statutory easement of support that is enforceable, registrable and permanent to provide protection 
for subterranean transport infrastructure; discouraging the use of unregistered vehicles and vehicles 
without compulsory third-party insurance on the road, particularly due to the removal of registration 
labels for light vehicles from 1 October 2014 by allowing automatic numberplate recognition cameras 
to be used to detect these offences; and ensuring there are sufficient deterrents and penalties for 
drivers transporting commercial quantities of dangerous goods, explosives or radioactive substances 
through tunnels to protect public safety. It is also noted that the current legislative framework for 
service contracts is prescriptive and can limit the government’s ability to negotiate service contracts 
that drive value for money outcomes for government and the community. Amendments to the 
Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Act 1994 will simplify and clarify contracting framework 
under this legislation. 

The go card system was introduced into South-East Queensland in 2008. This system involves 
the use of funds stored on a smart card for the convenient payment of fares on the public transport 
network. The unclaimed moneys scheme within the Public Trustee Act 1978 requires funds on go 
cards to be transferred to the Public Trustee Office after two years of inactivity. Clause 72 of this bill 
inserts a new section 143C into the Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Act. This new 
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section allows funds on go cards that have been inactive for five years or more to be reinvested into 
public transport. The funds cannot be used for purposes unrelated to public transport and any 
reinvestment must be approved by the Minister for Transport and Main Roads. 

The changes will not prevent go card holders from reclaiming or transferring funds at any time 
even after the five-year period. In a linear transport project, infrastructure will often be constructed 
over a watercourse via bridges for road, rail, light rail or a busway. Under Queensland law, the state 
cannot grant tenure over a watercourse. This is the position in all Australian states and many 
overseas jurisdictions owing to the fact that a body of water is not land and, therefore, cannot have 
tenure nor be registered land. As a result, currently, where transport infrastructure passes over a 
watercourse there is no mechanism for registering any interest on a tidal deed for that watercourse. 
The tidal registry cannot record ownership of the attached infrastructure as part of the land and the 
tenure will be interrupted by a watercourse and, therefore, cannot be a continuous corridor. Section 
477F, titled ‘Watercourse crossings’, provides for a licence over a watercourse allowing for continuity 
of transport infrastructure corridors.  

This bill includes amendments to the Transport Planning and Coordination Act 1994, which will 
allow the Department of Transport and Main Roads to make and register an easement over land 
adjoining transport land to ensure the safety of an underground transport structure such as a tunnel. 
A tunnel relies on the balanced support of the ground above and around it to maintain its structural 
integrity. Owners of land adjoining a tunnel have the potential to impact on this support by excavating 
land on one side of the tunnel, therefore, destroying the balance of bilateral support and shifting extra 
pressure onto the structure of the tunnel. Transport easements are designed to ensure that the 
support required for the tunnel is maintained.  

This bill ensures that there are sufficient penalties and deterrents for drivers transporting 
commercial quantities of dangerous goods, explosives or radioactive substances through tunnels to 
protect public safety, transport infrastructure and the environment by creating a new offence to 
address these matters by the use of camera systems installed in our tunnels.  

These amendments will support the Newman government’s commitment to reducing red tape, 
cost and administrative burdens without compromising the objectives of the regulations or the delivery 
of services for our state. All costs incurred in implementing these amendments are essentially 
administrative and fall within the current budget guidelines. This bill is also generally consistent with 
fundamental legislative principles. I commend this sensible and practical legislation to the House.  

Mrs CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (5.11 pm): I rise to speak to the Transport and Other 
Legislation Amendment Bill. Quite a lot of issues are covered by this legislation. However, there are 
just a small number that in the time available to me I wish to discuss. Obviously, Gladstone does not 
have very many tunnels for vehicles to drive through, but in many instances— 

Mr Gibson interjected.  

Mrs CUNNINGHAM: No, not many. We have a couple of tunnels for pipes and things but 
nothing for vehicles. This bill makes some amendments to strengthen the penalties for taking 
dangerous goods through the transport tunnels here in Brisbane—things like commercial quantities of 
dangerous goods, explosives, radioactive substances and the like. I do not live down here, but I have 
family, friends and acquaintances who do. I think they need to know that, if there is ever an incident in 
a tunnel, it will not involve these sorts of things. The potential ramifications and the complexities that 
such an incident with these materials added to the disruption to traffic is more than tunnel users 
should have to put up with. I think it is both a common-sense and a very wise thing to do to make the 
deterrence sufficient for drivers who think, ‘Just this time I’ll duck through the tunnel.’ These 
amendments will give them pause for thought. I think that more robust deterrence is essential 
because of the dangerous situation that an accident with those sorts of goods contained within a 
vehicle could bring, so I welcome that.  

I also welcome the clarification to reporting traffic crashes to police. Please God, I do not wish a 
traffic incident on anybody, but when there has been a bingle people cope with the stress of that in 
different ways. Some people can think quite clearly and have a look and try to determine whether, 
according to that threshold that is in the legislation, the police should be called. But for many it is quite 
a traumatic time. So I think if it is really clear as to when police need to attend or when they do not—
albeit there will always be a grey area because there is a financial threshold that has to be 
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considered—if it is just a small touch on two vehicles, then this amendment will make it clearer as to 
whether the police ought to be attending. I think that anything that will give assistance to people at a 
time when they are already stressed is certainly welcome.  

The final matter that I wish to speak to is something that I think is quite important in our modern 
society and it is in relation to the service of notices to postal addresses. I do not know about other 
people in here but I have found that Australia Post is becoming more and more temperamental to 
deal with. It will not deliver mail if your postbox is in the wrong spot. In rural areas, if it is not where it 
has told you to put it, it will not deliver your mail. It is as simple as that. If it has said—and this has 
happened to me—‘Please move your postbox to the other side of your driveway’ and for some reason 
you have not had the time to do that, it will drop a letter in that says, ‘We will not deliver your mail until 
you do.’ We had to do it. We had to go from where it was to three metres away, it gets a wee bit 
temperamental.  

Additionally, there are places—again in my electorate—where Australia Post does not deliver. 
It is a rural residential area. There was an incident, which this legislation will address, that occurred 
only the other week. A young man, who did not have the best driving history, had a letter from the 
DoT to outline the situation that he was in. He did not receive the letter and he was not made aware 
of a disqualification that he should have been made aware of. The problem was that the letter was 
delivered to his residential address, but Australia Post did not deliver to that address. That address 
was only out the back of Gladstone city. He had a PO box by necessity, because Australia Post does 
not deliver to his house. So for those people it is really important that they can still get their mail 
without the complication of being in breach of legislation because they want to know their 
circumstances.  

Those are the main points in the legislation that I wanted to comment on. Driving and having a 
licence is a privilege, not a right. If we can make it easier for people to understand the situation that 
they find themselves in, what their obligations are, what threat they potentially face because of their 
points aggregation, or whatever, then the easier it is for people to drive with confidence.  

Mrs FRECKLINGTON (Nanango—LNP) (5.17 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Transport 
and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. I would like to thank the Minister for Transport and Main 
Roads, the Hon. Scott Emerson, for bringing such a common-sense bill before the House. I also note 
that the Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee recommended that this bill be passed 
without any further recommendations. This bill makes a raft of changes to the current legislation. 
Overall, its intent is to support the delivery of infrastructure projects, improve departmental processes, 
reduce red tape and clarify existing requirements. What fantastic, good, common-sense legislation 
that is being brought before the House.  

This is what our government is all about. It is about making it easier to do business in 
Queensland and making it easier for everyday people to just get on with what they do. Although there 
are so many excellent amendments in this bill, time precludes me from speaking to them all. I want to 
highlight a couple of amendments. The first amendment that I want to speak to might appear like a 
simple change. It is one that the previous speaker just spoke about. It will have a real impact on the 
people in my electorate—and, indeed, anyone who lives in a regional area. Currently, the legislation 
says that the department must send formal notices to your residential address, not a postal address. 
Thankfully, common sense has come into this legislation. That just simply is not possible for people 
who live in areas such as my electorate who rely on postboxes for their mail delivery as they do not 
have a postal service to their street address or their rural address.  

In the last couple of months an example of something that happened in the electorate of 
Nanango has been brought to my attention. I was so pleased to be able to ring up my constituents 
and tell them that our common-sense government had made this change. I was contacted by a 
couple from Moore, which is a small township a couple of hours from Brisbane on the D’Aguilar 
Highway. Moore has no postal service. There are people who live in Moore but, as the previous 
speaker said, Australia Post has decided not to service that area. They have no postman who 
delivers the mail to their homes.  

A government member: They are not alone. 

Mrs FRECKLINGTON: That is exactly right: they are not alone. The townsfolk rely on the 
generous nature of the local store that takes delivery of that mail. However, some of my constituents 
have chosen to keep a postbox in Kilcoy, which is about half an hour up the road, to ensure that the 
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mail is received on time and they get it regularly. They may work in Kilcoy. In this instance, the couple 
I mentioned did not receive an important infringement notice from the Department of Transport and 
Main Roads. They just did not receive it. They chose to go to court to fight the charge as it involved a 
professional truck driver who prides himself on following the rules. The notice, however, had never 
arrived and they then missed their day in court. This has caused my constituents a great deal of 
stress and anxiety and has cost them time and money. They do not understand why this important 
piece of mail never arrived. While we will never know why it never arrived, it would have been better 
in the first place if the notice had been sent to a postbox in Kilcoy which they check each and every 
day. I am sure that this story could be shared across many rural and regional areas where people 
who are used to collecting their mail from a postal service rather than from their letterbox may have 
missed important mail from the Department of Transport and Main Roads. This legislation will go a 
long way to ensuring this type of scenario does not happen again and constituents like mine from the 
great township of Moore will receive their important Department of Transport and Main Roads mail.  

The second amendment that I briefly want to touch on is the reduction of red tape when it 
comes to checking the status of a driver’s licence. This is a common-sense change. Every day 
around Queensland there are business owners who need to check the status of a licence of an 
employee or potential employee so that they can allow them to drive for their business. Trucking 
companies, delivery companies and bus companies entrust their vehicles, in which they invest a huge 
amount of capital and money, to their employees and want to ensure that this piece of very important 
equipment is being looked after by their employees. These transport companies—and there are some 
fantastic local transport companies that I could talk about, like Seiler’s—have a responsibility not only 
to ensure a safe workplace for their drivers but also to improve safety for all road users. The roads in 
my electorate are very long. The Minister for Transport and Main Roads in our hardworking 
government has spent more money on roadworks in my electorate in the last two years than has 
been spent in the last 10. That is one of the most amazing statistics that I find phenomenal. The 
improvement in the roads in the Nanango electorate are there to be seen. We are currently working 
on delivering three overtaking lanes. I am extremely proud to have already delivered one overtaking 
lane. That will be four overtaking lanes in this term if they are all completed.  

This common-sense legislation will make it easier for our trucking companies as well as make it 
safer for people on our roads. It introduces an easy to use online service that will allow anyone, 
including owners of hardworking trucking companies, car hire companies and individuals, to check the 
status of a licence. This online service will require the person verifying the licence to obtain the 
licence holder details, including name, date of birth and licence number. This is practical information 
that potential employees would automatically have to give to their employer. I think that this is a 
fantastic amendment to the legislation.  

In the short time that I have left I want to congratulate the minister and his hardworking 
assistant minister, the member for Chatsworth, Steve Minnikin, for the work they have put into this bill. 
From 1 October we will not have a registration sticker on our cars and the automatic recognition 
camera system will come into operation. This is common-sense legislation. When I was a candidate 
one of the first phone calls I took was from a gentleman who said to me, ‘Why do we have rego 
stickers on cars?’ This is a question that I put to the transport minister in my first couple of months, 
and the transport minister listened. Many people had said it to the transport minister. This is just 
common sense. Let us get into the new world. From 1 October there will be no registration stickers. It 
seems trivial to say it, but this is another bit of red tape that I am quite sure our transport companies 
will be pleased about as they will not have to take the time to put registration stickers on their 
vehicles. This legislation will help the constituents of the Nanango electorate, as well as everyone 
across our great state of Queensland. This is a hardworking government. I am pleased to stand here 
in the House and support such good, common-sense legislation.  

Mr JOHNSON (Gregory—LNP) (5.26 pm): In rising to speak to this Transport and Other 
Legislation Amendment Bill 2014 I want to take a couple of moments to clarify a couple of points that I 
think are pertinent to the industry at large. I heard the contribution from the member for Nanango 
where she spoke about heavy vehicle operators not receiving mail and the issue of licensing and 
knowing whether you have a licence or whether you have not got a licence. I get it every day. I bet the 
minister gets it every day. Other members of parliament would get it, too. The transport industry is 
one of the few industries where you go to work to get penalised. The transport industry has risen to 
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the occasion of being a professional operation. In the last 25 years that I have been in this place I 
have seen many positive and fruitful changes. Those changes have been brought about by the 
agenda of government implementing positive policy to make certain that our roads are better, as the 
member for Nanango made reference to, and also at the same time that driving conditions are 
adhered to.  

I am not here this afternoon to pay out on foreign motorists, but I notice that a lot of our foreign 
visitors to this country have no understanding at all of the conditions of the roads that they drive on, 
the distances they drive and what lays ahead. I know many of our city people do not understand 
country roads either. At the end of the day, we have to be very understanding of each other’s area. If 
somebody like myself comes to the city, they have to be observant, understand where they are going 
and know the issues. Some of the problems confronting us in this state in relation to road safety 
issues that are hurting us are because people are not aware of the conditions they are driving under. I 
came up the highway the other day from the north coast. I came up behind a car that was only doing 
about 75 kilometres per hour and I thought, ‘What’s going on here?’ As I got up behind the vehicle I 
noticed that it had an L-plate on it. I could see it was a learner driver. I thought, ‘Vaughan, back off 
here.’ You give them a bit of room. People on our roads have to understand their responsibilities to 
the other person. 

The minister is going to wipe certain rego stickers as of 1 October this year and technology will 
be used to address that change. I want to touch on the issue of people taking responsibility for their 
actions. I am afraid to say that many people are irresponsible. We have managed to get most of the 
rust buckets off the roads and people are conscious of things such as the braking systems and other 
safety features of the cars that they drive. It is important that we remember that driving a vehicle that 
is not registered is like handling a rifle when you do not know how to use it: at the end of the day, an 
unregistered vehicle that is not covered by third-party insurance is a time bomb waiting to go off. We 
have to get tough in this area, because it is a constant issue. The police are very vigilant and pay a lot 
of attention to this problem.  

The member for Nanango mentioned heavy vehicle operators. There is no doubt that heavy 
vehicle operators are among the most professional people in the country. I have a family that is 
involved in heavy vehicle operations and I have many friends who work in the industry. I know that 
those people are true professionals. They are truly responsible citizens and they understand the 
conditions of the roads that they drive on. We have had chain of responsibility legislation before this 
House for a while now. Some of the people who dispatch and receive goods have to be made more 
accountable for the terms and conditions under which heavy transport vehicle operators drive and 
work. The operators cannot break the law in relation to time, driving hours, rest times, breakdown 
times, et cetera. They can only do the possible in the time allowed. A lot of pressure has been applied 
to our heavy transport operators by ruthless people who have no understanding of and a do-not-care 
attitude towards general road users.  

I believe that the majority of transport inspectors and police who do inspections on vehicles do 
a very admirable job. However, time and time again I hear about the odd inspector who wants to 
exercise bullyboy tactics and goes right through somebody for a very minor thing. In the heavy 
transport industry, many of our drivers are illiterate men and women. I know a lot of those people. 
They have difficulty filling out logbooks and so on, but they are absolute professionals at what they 
do. They are the best in the business. However, when it comes to logbooks, many of them get 
somebody else to help them properly fill in the details. I ask the minister to, please, pass on down the 
line to his people the message that they need to show understanding. As the member for Nanango 
said a moment ago, if drivers lose three points or six points, or are fined $400, $500 or $600, at the 
end of the week there will not be much left to take home to the family to pay the rent, the mortgage or 
the car instalment. This afternoon I am addressing very serious business and I hope that this does not 
fall on deaf ears.  

I want to talk about the area that I represent—and I see in the chamber some of my colleagues 
who represent similar areas such as the Deputy Premier, the member for Burdekin and others who 
represent rural electorates—and the issue of wide loads in mining areas. Many times I have seen 
people running the gauntlet after-hours, which is a total no-no. This has to be policed more harshly. I 
sincerely hope that we do not have an accident as a result of this practice. I know many wide-load 
operators, especially from around the Emerald region, and they are truly professional people. 
However, a while ago I saw coming through from South Australia wide loads carrying huts that nearly 
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took up the whole road between Jericho, Barcaldine and Alpha. When it is getting towards twilight it is 
simply too late for those vehicles to be on the road. That is a life and death situation. I know one 
operator who recently had a road train of cattle sideswiped and a ladder taken off, but the escort 
vehicle did not have the courtesy to stop. Our transport inspectors and police have to be more vigilant 
and they have to be more understanding of the difficulties that all operators are confronted with on the 
road.  

This is very good legislation that will reduce red tape and detangle some of the processes that 
affect the work being done by councils, developers and private individuals in the construction industry. 
The director-general or relevant people within departments will be able to make decisions that will 
allow projects to go ahead without interference.  

I hope that my contribution this afternoon is advantageous to some departmental officers, 
especially in the area of compliance, because I do not say these words lightly. Road transport 
operators are true professionals in the true sense of the word. You cannot find those sorts of people 
on every street corner on a Monday morning. It comes from a lifetime of experience. Like surgeons, 
they are specialists at what they do. I trust that we can get positive outcomes for those people into the 
future.  

Hon. SA EMERSON (Indooroopilly—LNP) (Minister for Transport and Main Roads) (5.36 pm), 
in reply: I thank all honourable members for their contributions to the debate on the Transport and 
Other Legislation Amendment Bill. As members have heard this afternoon, the bill makes a number of 
important amendments to transport legislation. The bill reduces red tape, supports the delivery of 
infrastructure projects, clarifies existing provisions and improves government process. As noted by 
the Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee in its report on the bill, the grouping of 
matters into one bill has ensured that parliament’s time is used effectively and efficiently.  

I wish to address some of the specific issues raised by members during the debate. In relation 
to the comments of the member for South Brisbane, as the member well knows there is no backlog 
with TTCCs. More than 100,000 tertiary transport concession cards have been processed to date. We 
do not apologise for putting a stop to fare evasion that costs honest public transport users up to 
$8 million a year. Already we are seeing the results, with early passenger figures showing an increase 
in the number of adult go cards through Central Station, while there was also a decline in tertiary 
student go cards.  

I thank the Assistant Minister for Public Transport for his support of this legislation. I also thank 
the assistant minister for his continued commitment to public transport. I thank the member for 
Gladstone for her support of the amendments relating to the new offence for transporting dangerous 
goods in tunnels. I thank the member for her support for the changes around crash reporting and her 
recognition that this is intended to reduce uncertainty and red tape.  

I thank the member for Springwood for his comments in relation to the go card amendments. 
How quickly the member for South Brisbane forgets about the bad old days of Labor and its 15 per 
cent annual fare increases, year after year. We have halved those increases over the past two years 
and announced that fares will be capped at 2.5 per cent per annum for the next three years, which is 
below the inflation rate. That is on top of the highly successful free travel after nine weekly journeys 
that has benefitted more than 78,000 passengers per week. Under our policies, a regular weekly 
passenger travelling between Ipswich and Brisbane is saving more than $800 annually compared to 
what they would have paid under Labor. Unlike the Labor opposition, we have a plan to keep the cost 
of public transport fares down.  

The member for South Brisbane noted that the opposition broadly supports the legislation. In 
response to the member for South Brisbane’s claim that the amendment to move a subsection of 
section 51 to section 41 will result in the provision being interpreted more widely, I advise that this is a 
minor consequential amendment that will not affect existing service contract holders.  

As for the member’s comments about the requirement for declaration for public notice, I can 
advise that we do not currently provide a subscription service to operators, but affected operators 
must be consulted as part of this process regardless of whether they are provided with a subscription 
service. In relation to the member for South Brisbane’s comments, in relation to the amendment to 
section 51 and the removal of the distinction between concessions and discounts, this amendment 
will simplify the legislation by removing the distinction, providing flexibility. It is not the case that the 
department could make an arbitrary decision to change the classes of persons whose concessions 
need to be reimbursed. Any change will need to be prescribed by regulation, which would need to be 
approved by me.  
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The member for South Brisbane claimed in relation to the amendments to sections 203 and 
204 to extend service contracts beyond the current declared areas would result in the retrofitting of 
service contract areas. These amendments are minor in nature and ensure that service contract 
areas and routes reflect the gradual improvements the department has made to the public transport 
network over time. The amendment simply ensures that the current services provided are reflected by 
the service contract areas, recognising current arrangements.  

I can assure the member for South Brisbane that TransLink and my assistant minister meet 
with QBIC on a regular basis to discuss issues across the industry, including amendments to this bill. 
If QBIC has any further issues, I would encourage it to raise them with the assistant minister when 
they next meet.  

As noted by the member, amendments relating to dormant go cards will allow funds on go 
cards that have been inactive for five years or more to be reinvested into public transport. Up to 
81 per cent of unclaimed funds are on unregistered go cards. Approximately 650,000 cards are likely 
to remain unclaimed. Only 150,000 of these cards are registered. Latest estimates indicate that the 
total amount of funds available for use over the next four years is approximately $7.7 million. 
Information about the availability of a refund or balance transfer is provided to registered go card 
holders through an email that is sent to them shortly before the expiry of their go card, advising that 
they need to update their expiry date or can obtain a refund or balance transfer.  

The member for South Brisbane asked for how long a phase-in period will apply for 
unregistered vehicles and vehicles without compulsory third-party insurance. These cameras are 
currently operating and will continue operating to provide warning notices until 30 September 2014. 
The cameras will detect all unregistered vehicles. Warning notices will continue to be issued beyond 
the phase-in period where registration remains unpaid for a period of up to 30 days. Where 
registration has been unpaid for 30 days or more, infringement notices will be issued. This allows a 
reasonable period of time for registration to be paid.  

In relation to the removal of registration labels, the member for South Brisbane asked for 
clarification about whether a certificate of registration will be issued. There will be a change of 
process to what currently occurs. When a registration renewal notice is sent to the customer, the 
certificate of registration will be printed on the reverse. As for whether registration can be confirmed 
on the roadside, this will be able to be checked by police or authorised officers through online 
resources. Further, there will be an online tool available where people can check their registration 
through their phone or mobile device.  

In relation to removing the threshold amounts for reporting traffic crashes, the opposition is well 
aware that this government has increased front-line police resources. However, our police need to be 
focused on the most important duties at any particular time. The Queensland Police Service has done 
a review and decided that the amount of time spent on the minor crashes is not warranted, as these 
crashes often do not involve any criminal conduct and do not require police involvement.  

In relation to the service of notices, the department has received complaints for many years 
from people who use PO boxes that their important legal notices are being sent to their residential 
address rather than their nominated postal address. The amendment in this bill will ensure that 
important notices can be sent to postal addresses. The provisions about services of notice by post 
are longstanding.  

I thank the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry for his support of the changes 
relating to infrastructure, particularly his support for the streamlining of infrastructure project 
processes, recognising how this reduces red tape and will save both the government and industry 
money. I also note the minister’s comments about the extensive consultation undertaken with his 
department.  

In conclusion, this omnibus bill has enabled my department to make assorted changes to 
transport legislation in a single bill. I would like to thank my ministerial and departmental staff and 
officers from the Office of the Queensland Parliamentary Counsel for their hard work and 
professionalism in preparing this legislation. I thank the member for Gregory for his ongoing support 
and leadership of the transport industry and for his comments to the House earlier. I commend the bill 
to the House.  

Question put—That the bill be now read a second time. 
Motion agreed to. 
Bill read a second time.  
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Consideration in Detail 
Clauses 1 to 4, as read, agreed to.  
Insertion of new clause— 
Mr EMERSON (5.46 pm): I seek leave to move an amendment outside the long title of the bill.  
Leave granted.  
Mr EMERSON: I move the following amendment and table the explanatory notes to the 

amendment— 
1  After clause 4 

Page 11, after line 18— 

insert— 

Part 2A  Amendment of G20 (Safety and Security) Act 2013 

4A  Act amended 

This part amends the G20 (Safety and Security) Act 2013. 

4B  Amendment of sch 1 (Application of Act to declared areas and restricted areas) 

(1)  Schedule 1, part 1, from ‘This Act’ to ‘22 September 2014—’— 

omit, insert— 

1  Core declared areas and core restricted areas 

This Act applies to an area mentioned in column 1 of the following table from the date stated in 
column 2 to 22 September 2014— 

(2)  Schedule 1, section 1, table, last entry— 

omit. 

(3)  Schedule 1, part 1— 

insert— 

2  Additional declared areas and additional restricted areas 

This Act applies to an area mentioned in column 1 of the following table from the date stated in 
column 2 to the date stated in column 3— 

Column 1  Column 2  Column 3 
Area  Date from which Act applies  Date Act stops applying 

an area in Cairns declared 
as an additional declared 
area or additional restricted 
area 

 
the date stated in the regulation or order declaring 
the area as the date from which this Act applies to 
the area 

 
the date stated in the regulation or order 
declaring the area as the date this Act stops 
applying to the area 

(4)  Schedule 1, part 2, from ‘This Act’ to ‘17 November 2014—’— 

omit, insert— 

3  Core declared areas and core restricted areas 

This Act applies to an area mentioned in column 1 of the following table from the date stated in 
column 2 to 17 November 2014— 

(5)  Schedule 1, section 3, table, last entry— 

omit. 

(6)  Schedule 1, part 2— 

insert— 

4  Additional declared areas and additional restricted areas 

This Act applies to an area mentioned in column 1 of the following table from the date stated in 
column 2 to the date stated in column 3— 

Column 1  Column 2  Column 3 
Area  Date from which Act applies  Date Act stops applying 

an area in Brisbane 
declared as an additional 
declared area or additional 
restricted area 

 
the date stated in the regulation or order declaring 
the area as the date from which this Act applies to 
the area  

 
the date stated in the regulation or order 
declaring the area as the date this Act stops 
applying to the area 
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(7)  Schedule 1— 
insert— 

Part 3  Other declared areas and restricted areas 
5  Other declared areas and restricted areas 

This Act applies to an area mentioned in column 1 of the following table from the date stated in 
column 2 to the date stated in column 3— 

Column 1  Column 2  Column 3 
Area  Date from which Act applies  Date Act stops applying 

an area that is not in 
Brisbane or Cairns and is 
declared as an additional 
declared area or additional 
restricted area 

 the date stated in the regulation or order declaring 
the area as the date from which this Act applies to 
the area 

 the date stated in the regulation or order 
declaring the area as the date this Act stops 
applying to the area  

 

Tabled paper: Transport and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2014, explanatory notes to the Hon. Scott Emerson’s 
amendments [5764]. 

This amendment inserts a new part 2A into the bill and includes new clauses 4A and 4B. New 
clause 4A provides that new part 2A amends the G20 (Safety and Security) Act 2013. New clause 4B 
amends schedule 1 of the G20 (Safety and Security) Act 2013 to make a number of clarifying 
amendments. Firstly, it amends part 1 of schedule 1 to state that the act applies to an additional 
declared or restricted area in Cairns for the dates from which the act applies and stops applying to the 
area as stated in the regulation or order declaring the area. This amendment clarifies that an 
additional declared or restricted area in Cairns can be declared for a limited period of time, other than 
a period ending on 22 September 2014.  

Similarly, part 2 of schedule 1 is amended to state that the act applies to an additional declared 
or restricted area in Brisbane for the dates for which the act applies and stops applying to the area as 
stated in the regulation or order declaring the area. This amendment clarifies that an additional 
declared or restricted area in Brisbane can be declared for a limited period of time, other than a 
period ending on 17 November 2014.  

Finally, a new part 3 is inserted into schedule 1 to specify that the act applies to an area 
outside of Brisbane or Cairns that is declared to be an additional declared or restricted area for the 
dates stated in the regulation or order declaring the additional area. This amendment clarifies the 
original intent of the act that additional declared or restricted areas outside of Brisbane or Cairns may 
be declared by regulation or order.  

Amendment agreed to.  

Clauses 5 to 19, as read, agreed to.  

Clause 20— 

Ms TRAD (5.49 pm): This clause amends section 754, ‘Offence for driver of motor vehicle to 
fail to stop motor vehicle’, of the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000, or the PPRA, to insert 
the words ‘whether or not any sentence is imposed’, making it mandatory that the court disqualifies a 
driver’s licence for two years even if they do not impose a sentence on the driver. Labor is opposing 
the clause in the bill that makes it mandatory to disqualify a person’s driver’s licence for the reasons I 
have outlined in the second reading debate which I note the minister did not address in his right of 
reply.  

Mr EMERSON: As I indicated earlier, the bill will ensure that the mandatory disqualification 
periods are imposed for serious driving offences. In a number of recent court cases, a mandatory 
disqualification period was not imposed on a person convicted of unlicensed driving based on 
interpretation of the following words in the Transport Operations (Road Use Management) Act 1995: 
the court, in addition to imposing a penalty, must disqualify the person from holding or obtaining a 
Queensland driver’s licence. In those recent cases, magistrates took the view that the unlicensed 
driving offence was trivial and did not impose any fine. The magistrates interpreted the wording to 
mean that since no other penalty has been imposed they did not have to disqualify the defendant 
from holding or obtaining a Queensland driving licence. This was an undesirable outcome as the 
intent of the legislation is that in specified circumstances a person convicted of an unlicensed driving 
offence must serve a period of disqualification. Other serious offences use the same or similar 
wording.  
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To ensure this interpretation is not adopted in future, the wording of these offences is being 
amended to clarify that, if the person is convicted of one of the offences, a disqualification period must 
be imposed. Let us not forget that this provision was introduced under the Labor Beattie government 
by one of my predecessors, Steve Bredhauer. These amendments apply to the following serious 
driving offences: the more serious incident of unlicensed driving such as suspensions and 
disqualifications, being involved in racing and speed trials on roads, drink and drug driving, driving 
outside the terms of a restricted licence, noncompliance with an interlock condition or with restrictions 
on an interlock exemption, applying for a driver’s licence while disqualified and evading police.  

The amendments are not introducing any new disqualification periods and there is no change 
to policy. The amendments merely clarify the wording and original intent of the legislation to make it 
absolutely clear that where a person is convicted of a specified offence the person must serve the 
disqualification. 

Division: Question put—That clause 20, as read, be agreed to. 
AYES, 68: 

LNP, 63—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Berry, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, 
Davies, T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant, 
Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Holswich, Johnson, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Latter, Malone, Mander, 
McVeigh, Menkens, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Newman, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Pucci, Rickuss, Robinson, Seeney, Shorten, 
Shuttleworth, Smith, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Walker, Watts, Woodforth, Young.  

KAP, 2—Hopper, Katter. 

INDEPENDENTS, 3—Cunningham, Douglas, Wellington. 

NOES, 9: 

ALP, 9—Byrne, D’Ath, Lynham, Miller, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

Clause 20, as read, agreed to. 

Clauses 21 to 58, as read, agreed to.  

Clauses 59 to 62— 

Ms TRAD (5.59 pm): These clauses amend the Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) 
Act 1994, TO(PT)A, and make changes to the legislative framework for bus contracting. Contrary to 
the position put by the minister during his reply, the Queensland Bus Industry Council has not been 
consulted on these changes. I did ask the minister during the debate to table for the benefit of the 
House any written documentation that substantiated the assertion in the explanatory notes that the 
Queensland Bus Industry Council had in fact been consulted on these changes, and he failed to do 
so. 

We are opposing these changes because the government has categorically failed to consult 
with industry surrounding the changes. We have legitimate concerns surrounding the true intent and 
motivation behind the amendments. The minister also failed to adequately address in his speech in 
reply the questions I put to him in relation to these concerns. 

As I said, clause 59 provides that a service contract may require the holder to provide improved 
levels of productivity. This provision has been relocated from section 51. Moving the relevant words 
from section 51 to section 41 potentially allows the department to require a condition of efficiency or 
productivity across a broader part of the business and could in fact contradict some of the Public 
Service issues or areas of concern that are also part of the contract. 

Clause 60 provides that the chief executive may declare that a service contract is required 
under section 42 by notice on the department’s website rather than in a newspaper. I take on board 
what the minister said in his response when he said that they will be informed via email. If the minister 
had bothered to talk to the industry, perhaps he could actually look at investigating an alert system. 

The real issue here as well—and I note that the minister did not address this in his reply—is the 
guarantee of reimbursement for concessions provided previously under legislation now in regulation. 
Will the minister guarantee that the government will continue to provide a level of reimbursement for 
the concessions and discounts provided by bus operators through the bus service contracts? The 
minister has failed to respond to that question. I ask him to respond to this question, and I ask him to 
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give a guarantee to the Queensland Bus Industry Council that it will not be offsetting or cost-shifting 
concession costs that the government tried to walk away from during the state budget and putting 
them on the bus industry instead. The minister owes it to the bus industry to come clean. 

Mr EMERSON: As I indicated before, clauses 59 and 61 are just updating the way TransLink 
manages their service contracts. They are streamlining outdated processes and removing red tape. 
There is no change to the level of concession in contracts. As I indicated before, I have met with 
QBIC, my assistant minister has met with QBIC and we will continue to meet with QBIC and discuss 
any further issues they may have. We are always welcome to talk to them. 

Division: Question put—That clauses 59 to 62, as read, stand part of the bill. 
AYES, 68: 

LNP, 62—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Berry, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, 
Davies, T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant, 
Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Johnson, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Latter, Malone, Mander, McVeigh, 
Menkens, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Newman, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Pucci, Rickuss, Robinson, Seeney, Shorten, 
Shuttleworth, Smith, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Walker, Watts, Woodforth, Young.  

KAP, 3—Hopper, Katter, Knuth. 

INDEPENDENTS, 3—Cunningham, Douglas, Wellington. 

NOES, 9: 

ALP, 9—Byrne, D’Ath, Lynham, Miller, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

Clauses 59 to 62, as read, agreed to. 

Clauses 63 to 73, as read, agreed to.  

Clause 74— 

Ms TRAD (6.09 pm): This clause inserts the new section 203 and 204, allowing the 
government to retrospectively declare that an undeclared area or route is taken to be and to have 
always been part of an integrated mass transit area. Industry has raised concerns with me about the 
retrospective nature of these sections and the fact that they bypass the existing sections for declaring 
an area or route. Because of these reasons and the failure of this government and particularly this 
minister to consult with the bus industry, we are opposing this clause. 

Mr EMERSON: Clause 74 and the new sections 203 and 204 are intended to update declared 
service contract areas and routes so they reflect the gradual improvements the Department of 
Transport and Main Roads has made to the public transport network over time. They will ensure the 
declared areas align with current services. The differences in wording between sections 203 and 204 
reflect differences in the contractual frameworks between integrated mass transit service contracts 
and standard service contracts. Basically, we are updating to today’s network. 

Mrs CUNNINGHAM: Can the minister clarify that there is retrospectivity in it and whether, on 
the basis of retrospectivity, people are disadvantaged?  

Mr EMERSON: I thank the member for Gladstone for the question. As I have said, we are 
basically updating where we were to where we are now. Across the entire network we are making, as 
you would expect, gradual improvements throughout the system. As we go through that we continue 
to improve, update and clarify where the system is. We need to ensure that moving forward those 
declared areas align with current services. If we do not do that, we will see those two areas being out 
of sync and we want to make sure that does not happen. Hopefully, that clarifies it for you.  

Division: Question put—That clause 74, as read, stand part of the bill. 
AYES, 61: 

LNP, 61—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Berry, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, 
Davies, T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant, 
Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Johnson, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Latter, Malone, Mander, McVeigh, 
Menkens, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Pucci, Rickuss, Robinson, Seeney, Shorten, Shuttleworth, Smith, 
Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Walker, Watts, Woodforth, Young.  
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NOES, 15: 

ALP, 9—Byrne, D’Ath, Lynham, Miller, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad. 

KAP, 3—Hopper, Katter, Knuth. 

INDEPENDENTS, 3—Cunningham, Douglas, Wellington. 

Resolved in the affirmative.  

Clause 74, as read, agreed to.  

Clauses 75 to 89, as read, agreed to.  

Clauses 90 and 91— 

Ms TRAD (6.17 pm): Clauses 90 and 91 make up part of the suite of clauses that go to 
imposing mandatory licence disqualifications for drivers. The Labor Party has made it very clear that 
we are opposed to mandatory sentencing of any nature. In my contribution to the debate earlier 
tonight I outlined a number of actual examples where charges had been lain but the actual instances 
were so trivial or technical in nature that to disqualify a person’s driver’s licence on that basis would 
be manifestly unfair and unjust. I think that those cases speak for themselves. The Queensland Law 
Society has made a very good submission in relation to this. The government really should heed the 
concerns of the Queensland Law Society and others in relation to the imposition of mandatory licence 
disqualification.  

As I said earlier in my contribution, for many people, particularly tradies, their licence is their 
ticket to work. If the government were to impose mandatory licence disqualification in instances where 
those people have not known that their licence has been disqualified, that they are actually driving 
without a licence, then the government would be compounding a problem as opposed to trying to 
remedy the situation. The Labor Party is very clear in its position in relation to mandatory sentencing 
and that is why we do not support these clauses.  

Division: Question put—That clauses 90 and 91, as read, stand part of the bill. 
AYES, 62: 

LNP, 61—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Berry, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, 
Davies, T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant, 
Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Johnson, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Latter, Malone, Mander, McVeigh, 
Menkens, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Pucci, Rickuss, Robinson, Seeney, Shorten, Shuttleworth, Smith, 
Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Walker, Watts, Woodforth, Young.  

INDEPENDENTS, 1—Cunningham. 
NOES, 14: 

ALP, 9—Byrne, D’Ath, Lynham, Miller, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad. 

KAP, 3—Hopper, Katter, Knuth. 

INDEPENDENTS, 2—Douglas, Wellington. 

Resolved in the affirmative.  

Clauses 90 and 91, as read, agreed to.  

Clauses 92 to 117, as read, agreed to.  

Schedule, as read, agreed to.  

Third Reading 
Hon. SA EMERSON (Indooroopilly—LNP) (Minister for Transport and Main Roads) (6.25 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.  
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Long Title 
Hon. SA EMERSON (Indooroopilly—LNP) (Minister for Transport and Main Roads) (6.25 pm): I 

move the following amendment— 
2  Long title 

Long title, after ‘Adult Proof of Age Card Act 2008,’— 
insert— 

the G20 (Safety and Security) Act 2013,  

The amendment amends the long title of the bill to reflect that the bill now amends the G20 
(Safety and Security) Act 2013 as a result of the insertion of new part 2A. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Question put—That the long title of the bill, as amended, be agreed to. 
Motion agreed to.  
Sitting suspended from 6.27 pm to 7.30 pm. 

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT REGULATION (NO. 1) 

Disallowance of Statutory Instrument  
Mr WELLINGTON (Nicklin—Ind) (7.30 pm): I move— 

That section 4 of the Electoral Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2014, Subordinate Legislation No. 154 of 2014, tabled in the 
House on 5 August 2014, be disallowed.  

Today in my speech on this disallowance motion I will highlight the deviousness of the Newman 
Liberal National Party government and the underhanded way they have gifted $3 million without the 
need for scrutiny and have even backdated its effect to January this year.  

Members can rest assured that without my disallowance motion this evening this disgraceful 
money grab would have flown under the radar and the Liberal National Party would be gloating over 
the ingenious way they had boosted their already bulging coffers. We have all heard about how 
cashed up the Liberal National Party coffers are and how the money is rolling in to the party in 
readiness for next year’s election, yet the Liberal National Party still wants more. Guess what: they 
have looked to the Queensland taxpayer—$3 million worth to be divvied up between three of the 
political parties.  

The Premier is on the record two years ago saying that the state of Queensland was broke and 
comparing us with Spain. Now the Newman government has ripped $3 million from the state budget 
and has handed it over to political parties to use as they wish. Media reports are saying that the gift 
could be as high as $4.6 million. I do not know because I have not spoken with the Auditor-General or 
with other parties, but all of this has happened without the issue undergoing the full scrutiny of this 
parliament. This money has already been handed over and is already in the relevant banks. I say 
again: the money has already been handed over to the parties and is in their bank accounts. The 
most concerning aspect of this matter is that there is absolutely no accountability and no transparency 
as there are no auditing requirements contained in this regulation. The money can be used for 
whatever purpose the recipient parties decide.  

In cases like this where there is a serious concern about the possible content of the authorising 
or enabling regulation, a reasonable government would allow debate of the regulation to occur before 
the money changes hands. There was plenty of time for this to occur and the regulation should have 
been debated, but it was not because this Newman Liberal National Party government clearly did not 
want any detailed scrutiny of the matter.  

The records show that the bill was introduced into parliament in November last year and it sat 
on the Notice Paper until May of this year—six months. Then in May of this year it was brought on for 
debate but still there was silence, or confusion, about the possible contents of the enabling regulation 
we are debating tonight. And there was confusion and silence about the quantum of money involved 
in the enabling regulation we are debating tonight.  

The money was handed over. My disallowance motion today gives us the very first opportunity 
to debate this regulation. I say that is disgraceful. To Queenslanders who are listening I say: look at 
what this government is doing. The evidence shows that the government did not want to give us early 
notice of the quantum and the content of this regulation. That is a fact. The explanatory notes 
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accompanying this regulation claim that this regulation is not inconsistent with the policy objectives of 
other legislation. I say to Queenslanders that that is not a true statement. I say that this regulation is 
clearly inconsistent with other government legislation and that this Newman government has misled 
our parliament.  

Whenever the state government hands over money to a local council or a not-for-profit 
organisation, it requires full accounting of all the money to make sure it has been spent on the 
purpose intended. As I speak, thousands of accountants and auditors around Queensland are all 
auditing accounts—all the time—to send the information to the state government departments 
showing where the government money was spent. Yet in this instance the Auditor-General cannot ask 
what the money was spent on because of the way this regulation has been drafted.  

Parliament has been told that the model we are debating tonight is not unique to Queensland. 
The government’s exact words were ‘it actually applies also in New South Wales’. Well, I researched 
the New South Wales model and I can say that that statement is not true. The New South Wales 
formula and criteria are the exact opposite of the Newman government’s proposal. The New South 
Wales formula and reporting requirements require auditing and only allow for the reimbursement of 
money spent for approved purposes. The New South Wales model expressly prohibits money being 
used for local council and federal government purposes and the New South Wales model requires full 
acquittal of all money claimed to have been spent. I say again: I believe that this government has 
misled our parliament by saying that the model applies in New South Wales.  

The government’s explanatory notes to the regulation also claim that this regulation is 
consistent with the objectives of the Electoral Act, which governs the conduct of parliamentary 
elections in Queensland. Again I say that that is not true. I say that this government is misleading 
parliament. The Electoral Act specifically requires the Electoral Commission to provide the relevant 
minister with a statement in relation to each financial year setting out estimates of the commission’s 
receipts and expenditure, the purpose of the expenditure and receipts and the expenditures for 
previous financial years. It is set out in the act. In other words, the Electoral Commission has to 
account for where it spends its money. Yet here in this regulation, for the first time we are seeing the 
quantum being set by the regulation with no accountability requirements contained in that regulation 
at all.  

The Electoral Act in Queensland is about the accountability of voting—making sure people vote 
only once—and supporting our democratic system of elections to make sure that candidates for 
elections cannot make money from standing for parliament but that they can only get back, as the 
maximum, the amount of money they have spent in their campaigns, and there are formulas to deal 
with that.  

The Electoral Act in Queensland also is about providing equal opportunities for candidates—no 
sweetheart deals, no preferential deals. We see that the quantum set by this regulation will clearly 
disadvantage certain groups and that this is the first time this House has had an opportunity to 
consider the quantum of the payment.  

I anticipate that the minister in his contribution will claim that the quantum in this regulation is a 
cheaper cost to the taxpayer than the cost the previous government placed on taxpayers. That 
argument is not relevant to this debate. Rather, it is only another distraction because tonight we are 
debating a regulation designed solely by the Newman Liberal National Party government. This 
regulation has the Liberal National Party’s DNA all over it which is pure greed and self-interest, and 
the government tried to share the responsibility—share the load—by allowing a few crumbs to go to 
the Katter party and some other funding to go to the Labor Party. This government should take full 
responsibility for this bill and not try to hide behind what another government did in another time. The 
quantum of this regulation disadvantages Independents and minor parties. It is inconsistent—
opposite—to the New South Wales model, which we were informed was similar, and does not support 
or enhance our democratic system of representation in Queensland at all. 

This is another example of the abuse of power by this extreme Campbell Newman Liberal 
National Party government. The quantum set in the regulation is all about preferential treatment for 
some and disadvantage to others and is not consistent with the objectives of the Electoral Act. The 
explanatory notes also claim that there was comprehensive community consultation on the policy 
development fund. That is a joke! Again, I am prepared to say that I believe this Newman government 
is misleading our parliament in relation to the alleged comprehensive community consultation on the 
policy development payment. I acknowledge there was significant community discussion involving 
some other parts of the proposed changes to the Electoral Act, but I will not go into that because we 
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are debating this regulation. But I will challenge anyone in this House to stand up and point to 
comprehensive community consultation involving the debate of this policy development fund—in other 
words, gift fund. While the focus of this debate tonight is about the need to disallow the regulation and 
the $3 million quantum, I acknowledge that one of the incidental consequences of the success of our 
disallowance motion, if perchance that did happen, will be to bring back the previous parts of the 
regulation—namely, clauses 8 to 13. These clauses have, by and large, been rendered redundant 
because the matters that were applicable have now been lifted in importance and have been included 
in the principal act of parliament and not in the regulation. On the issue of possible inconsistency 
between the contents of a regulation and the contents of an act of parliament, my understanding is 
that the clause in the act will always prevail over the clause in the regulation. 

This regulation and its contents do nothing to assist political parties to develop policy because 
there is no accountability mechanism and all we are seeing here is taxpayers’ money, once again, 
being handed over by the Newman Liberal National Party government because it has the power to do 
it. It is a discriminatory regulation because there are no accountability requirements in it and the 
regulation does nothing to support or assist politicians or political parties in Queensland to engage 
with our community because there is no accountability requirement. The money could be spent on 
anything—on anything! The money could even be spent to support a local councillor in a by-election 
or to support a federal government candidate in an election. That has no relevance whatsoever to a 
state government matter. I say that that is an abuse of power that we are seeing here front and centre 
being used by this government. Simply, my submission to members of this House and all 
Queenslanders who are listening to this debate tonight is that this is another example of this 
Campbell Newman government using the power to gift taxpayers’ money to political parties on a 
formula that it chooses and it has tried to share the flak via the formula so that the Katter party can 
get a few crumbs and the Labor Party can as well. I would urge all members to consider the 
implications of my motion to disallow the regulation, stand up for their constituents, be seen to stand 
up for their constituents and join me and other members on the crossbenches to vote in favour of this 
motion.  

Mr BERRY (Ipswich—LNP) (7.44 pm): It is certainly a privilege for me to contribute to this 
debate because I was a member of the committee that recommended the six per cent. I am a little 
disappointed because in fact the recommendation was 10 per cent. I thought that six per cent was a 
fair figure, and I will come back to that in a moment. The member for Nicklin was the deputy chair of 
that committee, so I am a little betwixt and between as to why it is now a controversy. Let us put this 
in perspective. Before I do, I note that there are two members of the Labor Party in the chamber 
tonight. I note that members of the Labor Party are not speaking to this disallowance motion, so it 
appears that it is Independents and other parties. Let us examine why that is the case. This particular 
regulation effectively says that there is $3 million— 

Mr Byrne interjected. 
Mr BERRY: I am sorry, member for Rockhampton. I am happy for you to speak and speak out 

against it. I am sure you are going to support the member for Nicklin because, quite frankly, you owe 
it to him. He supported you as deputy chair. Come on! Stand up and be counted! He is a good mate, 
but I know that is a bit controversial. 

Mr WELLINGTON: Mr Deputy Speaker, with respect, I do not know what the member is talking 
about. Is there an insinuation that what I have done is supported— 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Robinson): Member for Nicklin, is this a point of order? 
Mr WELLINGTON: I find those matters offensive and I ask that they be withdrawn. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Nicklin, what is your point of order? Please get to the 

point. 
Mr BERRY: I withdraw the word ‘mate’. 
Mr WELLINGTON: I find the reference to me offensive and I ask that it be withdrawn. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Okay. I did not hear you say that, if you did say it, because of the 

noise at the back. The member has found it offensive and asks for it to be withdrawn. 
Mr BERRY: Whatever is offensive, I withdraw it. Effectively, this business with the $3 million 

and the formula were all debated in the electoral bill. We were all part of it and we all did it, but let us 
get down to the substance of what this is all about. In terms of what we have here, I am going to call 
upon some experience of the members here because I am not aware of an Independent member 
ever forming government. Please help me. Was there ever an Independent member who actually 
formed government in Queensland? It is quite possible. 
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Government members interjected. 
Mr BERRY: The member for Yeerongpilly is not here; he is one person and he is a party. He 

can benefit by this because he is a party. The member for Nicklin can benefit from this. All he needs 
to be is a party. 

An honourable member interjected. 
Mr BERRY: The Katter party? Yes, indeed. You can actually benefit from this as well. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Ipswich will speak through the chair. 
Mr BERRY: Thank you so much, Mr Deputy Speaker, for your assistance on that point 

because, effectively, what I am going to talk to members about today is really why this is happening. 
This is about $3 million and the member for Nicklin is asking why it is not accountable and if it is not 
accountable therefore the whole thing must be a sham or a fraud or something of that nature. The 
reality of life is that when a party is bidding for government it must develop policy. According to the 
formula in accordance with section 240 of the Electoral Act, only if you achieve 100 per cent in the 
formal primary votes do you get $3 million. If you get a quarter of the vote, then you get a quarter of 
$3 million. We are not talking sheep stations in this House, particularly when you look at the amount 
of policy that the Newman LNP government formulated over the 12 months prior to the last election. 
Let us make it comparable by looking at the position prior to 2012—and we are now 12 months from 
an election—and compare that to what the opposition has done in terms of the amount of policy that 
has been put out. Quite clearly for a party that is dedicated to developing policy, $3 million maximum 
is a drop in the ocean. The member for Nicklin rightly says that Independents do not share in this 
amount of money. The reason for that is, as I have indicated, that it is for the development of policy. If 
you are never going to be in government, there is not much point in actually developing a policy. For 
that reason, it is not appropriate for Independents to be involved in sharing in that sum, although of 
course it may well be possible. If they become part of a coalition, it might be a sharing arrangement 
where they get some of the money to develop policy. 

That is effectively what this disallowance motion is about. The six per cent was part of the act, it 
is part of the formula and, in accordance with section 240, it is an appropriate amount. A proportion of 
$3 million is really not a huge sum of money. When you think that developing policy involves research 
and people formulating policy based on that research, it is not a huge amount of money. After all, that 
amount is paid by the people of Queensland. It is a measured response to ensure that the 
government and the opposition proceed proportionately to develop policy. That is what that amount is 
for. It is really no more than that.  

This disallowance motion challenges in this House something that the Queensland people 
expect. They are entitled to have parties develop their policy. Effectively, this is no different from what 
happens in other places. I did not quite hear the detail in relation to what happens in New South 
Wales. I did not hear that the sum of $3 million or a part thereof was more or less compared to that 
provided in other places. I am not entirely sure where that argument takes us. 

Mr Wellington: That was the evidence that was presented to our committee. You’re the 
chairman. 

Mr BERRY: I will take that interjection. I asked people who appeared at the hearing, ‘What 
percentage would you accept?’ Nobody—not one person—ventured any percentage. Not one! The 
member could have given evidence and presented a percentage. The reality is that everybody just did 
not want to make that commitment. That was the problem. Nobody was prepared to make the 
commitment, yet you come along in here and you have a bit of a tantrum, a dummy spit in relation to 
it. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Robinson): Order! The member— 
Mr Wellington: I put in a dissenting report. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Ipswich— 
Mr BERRY: I remember quite clearly— 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Ipswich, I am trying to get your attention. 
Mr BERRY: I am sorry. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have asked you before to speak through the chair. 
Mr BERRY: Mr Deputy Speaker, I thought I was. I might be looking at the member for Nicklin— 
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Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: A couple of times you addressed him with a personal ‘you’. You need 
to speak through the chair.  

Mr BERRY: I apologise profusely. The point that I was making was that everybody had an 
opportunity to have input into this matter, yet there was silence. So the committee chose six per cent 
and it just so happened that the Attorney-General thought that it was an appropriate percentage to 
accept. Effectively, it means that if you are a party and you get a primary vote that represents a 
proportion of the total vote in Queensland, then you get that proportion of the $3 million. It is very 
clear. The only caveat to that is that you must get six per cent. How can that be— 

Mr Wellington: It is different for parties. 

Mr BERRY: How can that be a disadvantage to groups? How can that be a disadvantage to 
minor parties? Effectively they will receive a share of that sum. That is the reality.  

This is not unique to Queensland. The member for Nicklin indicated that. It is something that 
involves the development of policy. It is something that is measured, clear and appropriate for this 
parliament, because government and opposition parties both work on policy. It is a case that, when it 
comes to developing policy, they are the major players. It is not an inappropriate amount. It is not a 
huge amount by any measure. The maximum is $3 million. Of course, we know that in a very practical 
sense the sum is going to be substantially less than that. Based on the last election, each party would 
be flat out getting $1 million-odd. When you take into account that it takes three or four years to 
develop policy, that sum does not seem to be out of proportion.  

If a person wants to be an Independent, that is fine. I have seen Independents in this House. I 
understand their position. I give full credit to Independents getting elected time after time. But the 
reality of life is that Independents do not make policy.  

Mr Hopper: What about private member’s bills? 

Mr BERRY: I will just repeat that. The Independents do not make policy. They can certainly 
vote on it and make contributions to it, but that is effectively what it comes down to. As harsh as it 
might sound, that is the reality of the position.  

Mr Hopper: That’s the arrogance of the Liberal Party if ever I’ve heard it.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member will cease interjecting. You will have an 
opportunity to speak later.  

Mr BERRY: Indeed, the member has an opportunity to speak. I just noticed that the member for 
Yeerongpilly is not speaking to this motion. That is probably because he is a member of a party. I am 
more than willing to listen to the member who is interjecting because, quite frankly, I am at a loss to 
understand why this contribution was not made earlier at an appropriate stage when, in fact, a 
contribution was required—not at this late stage. I just cannot understand why it is happening today.  

(Time expired)  

Mr KNUTH (Dalrymple—KAP) (7.54 pm): I support this disallowance motion moved by the 
member for Nicklin. I congratulate the member for Nicklin for moving this motion, because that is what 
the member for Nicklin was elected to do. He has been a member of this place for 16 or 17 years. 
The people of the electorate of Nicklin have continually put their faith in the member for one particular 
reason. They have put him in here so that he can hold governments to account because his 
electorate has lost faith in the political process. That is why he has moved this motion. For the past 10 
minutes we have heard a government member of parliament condemning the member for Nicklin for 
doing something that his electorate has voted him to do.  

Not all the voters of Queensland want to vote for the major political parties. That is why we 
have Independents and minor parties. That is why the KAP has introduced six private member’s bills. 
The member for Nicklin and the member for Gladstone have done the same thing year in, year out. 

The government has continually introduced legislation to legislate the small parties—the small 
players, the small Independents—out of existence. That is why the member for Nicklin has moved this 
disallowance motion. It is not the member saying, ‘How dare you do this?’ He is doing what the 
people of his electorate have asked him to do.  
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In relation to section 4 of the regulation and policy development payments, the regulation is 
setting the particular amount to be used in the formula to calculate policy development payments. The 
explanatory notes to the Electoral Amendment Regulation (No. 1) state— 
Amount of policy development payment to which eligible registered political party is entitled—Act, s 240  

For section 240(1) of the Act, the amount prescribed for definition A is $3m.  

But the explanatory notes make no mention of that payment going to an Independent. So this 
regulation discriminates against Independent representatives of parliament, who were democratically 
elected. When people go to the polling booth to vote, the first thing they see on the ballot paper is the 
name of the person, not the political party. They do not go in there and vote for the political party first; 
it is the name of the candidate they see. So although people may tick the box that means that they 
are voting for an Independent, the government is discriminating against that person. If a candidate’s 
name on the ballot paper has the name of a major political party next to it, that person is going to be 
very well looked after. That is why the member for Nicklin is moving this disallowance motion, 
because he wants fairness. All of us want fairness.  

The funds for policy development have been provided in this regulation. That was never part of 
the reforms to the Electoral Bill. It was hidden. This is a way in which the government can feather its 
own nest. It gives it more funds. That is why the former member for Stafford left this place. He could 
see that it was about pork-barrelling and he could see that that was not what he was elected to do. 
We have to ask ourselves why. I think that the electors of Queensland are asking the same question. 
The government will attempt to legislate any opposition out of existence. At the same time it keeps on 
talking about debt. All we hear is debt, debt, debt, but it is spending.  

Mr HART: I rise to a point of order. This is a disallowance motion, Mr Deputy Speaker. This is 
just rambling incoherence. 

Opposition members interjected.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Robinson): Order, members! I am listening closely to the speech. 
By and large, in my opinion, the member has been addressing the motion. I will continue to monitor 
that should relevance be an issue. The member for Dalrymple has the call.  

Mr KNUTH: In section 240(1) of the act, the amount prescribed for the definition is $3 million. 
This was not part of the Electoral Reform Amendment Bill. It talked about a slush fund, but it did not 
describe it in detail. The people of Queensland have the right to know this. There must be 
accountability. Those opposite keep preaching that we are in debt but there is a hell of a lot of money 
going into slush funds. The member can rise to a point of order, but this money is going into slush 
funds. We are seeing tens of millions of dollars going into Strong Choices campaigns and the 
Queensland Plan in these last six months. What people are asking for is not government to put in 
legislation to legislate out any opposition to ensure that the Independents are driven down, the only 
thing that they are asking for is good governance. That is not much to ask for.  

The regulation explanatory notes state— 
The Electoral Act provides for a policy development payment each financial year to be apportioned between eligible registered 
political parties (as defined in that Act) according to their relative electoral support. Section 240 provides that the amount to be 
made available for policy development payments must be prescribed by regulation.  

Section 4 of the amendment regulation replaces section 8 of the Electoral Regulation to provide that the amount to be made 
available for policy development payments is $3 million.  

It is not consistent with the policy objectives of the authorising law because, as the member for 
Nicklin stated, all other states asked for it to be accounted for. This is not accounted for. We have 
good people like the member for Nicklin bringing to the attention of the people of Queensland how the 
government is sneaking through money for itself so it can look after its own interests and use it for 
political promotion. It is not about good government or good governance, but to save their political 
hide. That is why the member for Nicklin has put this forward. There is no acquittal process and no 
accountability. It is about blowing that money by whatever means necessary. It could go to anything: 
billboards, campaigns or political ads. It is about saving their political hide.  

Under ‘Consultation’ it states— 
Comprehensive community consultation was undertaken on the amendment act.  
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This is laughable. This is comical. My goodness! The member for Hinchinbrook realises it is a 
bit of a mockery himself. The Premier apologised for not being accountable. He was going to try to be 
accountable and upfront. He acknowledged that the way he has been in the last two years was 
inappropriate. This was done before the Premier apologised. I have to say that, yes, fair enough, it 
was comical, but this is the way the LNP was before the apology. I do not know how long it is going to 
last. I commend the member for Nicklin. I hope that the LNP acknowledges the error of its ways and 
supports the member for Nicklin in disallowing this unjust regulation. Five minutes before Christmas 
break up the government introduced legislation to take away $1 million of staff support funding from 
the KAP. This is an opportunity for the government to redeem itself and show that it acknowledges 
the error of its ways.  

Miss BARTON (Broadwater—LNP) (8.04 pm): I rise to contribute to the debate on the 
disallowance motion as moved by the member for Nicklin. At the outset I say that it pains me that 
there is one thing that the member for Dalrymple said that I agree with. The member for Dalrymple 
said that the people of Queensland want good governance. Yes, Mr Deputy Speaker, the people of 
Queensland want good governance which is why it is important that the major political parties in this 
state that are capable of forming government—the Liberal National Party or the Labor Party—are 
empowered and enabled to develop sound public policy. The reality is that in the lead-up to election 
time and throughout the election cycle, both the LNP and the opposition need to be able to present to 
the people of Queensland a manifesto on which they can be judged. The LNP has clearly already 
indicated that it has a strong plan for a brighter future. At this stage we are yet to see what the 
manifesto of the Labor Party will be. The reality is that whilst I appreciate that independents make a 
very significant contribution in terms of the management of this House and the passage of legislation, 
particularly the member for Gladstone during the Borbidge government—I appreciate and 
acknowledge the work that the member for Gladstone did and I know it cannot have been an easy 
time when she had both sides of politics gunning, so to speak, for her vote—but I think it is important 
that we also acknowledge that only the Labor Party or the Liberal National Party are capable of 
delivering government in this state.  

At this particular point in time I think it is fair to say that when it comes to the development of 
public policy the only thing that we need to do is find a way to empower political parties to do that. 
The reform of the electoral legislation needed to happen. I am sure that all would agree that after the 
pre 2012 election amendments that sought to simply impose draconian restrictions on expression of 
political freedom, amendments needed to be made. One of the things that had to be considered was 
how do we support and empower political parties to develop political manifestoes.  

The member for Nicklin raised the issue of accountability. I would simply put to the member for 
Nicklin that each and every single member of this House, all 89 of us, have a test of accountability. It 
is on election day. That is the time at which the people of Queensland will judge the manifesto that 
either the Labor Party put forward, if it decides to put one forward, or the Liberal National Party put 
forward with regard to its strong plan for a brighter future. The reality is that there is accountability in 
this measure because the people of Queensland are the ones who will hold political parties 
accountable. It is not the role of this parliament to do that, with all due respect, member for Nicklin.  

The people of Nicklin will have a chance to make a judgement call on the representations that 
the member may or may not have made in this parliament. That is appropriate, as it is appropriate 
that the people of Queensland are the ones who judge how appropriate the policy development fund 
will be. It is appropriate that the people of Queensland make that judgement, not the members of this 
House. It is not for us or bureaucrats to make a judgement call on how that policy is developed. All 
major political parties will have different ways of doing that. For example, the LNP has always had a 
very inclusive way of developing policy, which we have seen throughout our term in government. We 
are incredibly supportive of consultation with our membership so that we can make sure that we 
develop sound policy.  

I believe that the establishment of a policy development fund is one of the most significant 
advancements in the electoral reform legislation, because it means that the people of Queensland will 
be able to appreciate that the policy has been well developed. In order to develop policy, political 
parties need to be able to do research and they need to be able to hire experts who can provide 
advice. As I have said, it is not for members of this House, such as the member for Nicklin or the 
member for Gladstone, to make a judgement call on how that has been done; it is for either the 
membership of the political party or the people of Queensland. As I have said, that is what they will 
do.  
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I believe that the policy development fund must continue. I appreciate that the member for 
Nicklin is frustrated that he will not be able to have a finger in the pie. I appreciate that the member for 
Nicklin has taken the opportunity to introduce private member’s bills, as is the right of any member of 
this House. However, the reality is that, whilst the member for Nicklin was able to help the Labor Party 
form government in 1988, as an individual he is not able to form government. That is the role of 
political parties, which is why it is incumbent on us, as a government, to ensure that major political 
parties in this state that are capable and able to form government can do so with sound policy 
platforms and manifestoes. It all comes down to an ability to deliver strong and good government. 
Yes, there will be times during the election cycle when people may disagree with the platform, the 
manifesto and how they are being realised. However, it is important that both major political parties 
have the opportunity and are enabled and empowered to present a solid, well-thought-out and 
developed manifesto to the people of Queensland. This fund will enable them to do that.  

The people of Queensland will hold the major political parties, the Independent members and 
other members of the crossbenches accountable at the next election. However, they must be able to 
do so in the full knowledge that the LNP and the Labor Party have put on the table their manifestoes, 
their philosophies and their policies, and this fund enables them to do that. I appreciate that the 
member for Nicklin is very passionate about this issue. However, I cannot support the disallowance 
motion of the member for Nicklin because I think it is more important to enable and empower political 
parties to develop strong sound public policy that will deliver to the people of Queensland the good 
governance that, with all due respect, as an Independent he is not able to provide.  

Again I congratulate the Attorney-General on the work that he has done in delivering real 
reform in this space to the people of Queensland. Ultimately, we need to empower our democracy 
and disallowance motions such as this do nothing to empower our democracy. They seek to withdraw 
from the people of Queensland their right to hold major political parties to account when it comes to 
the development of their political policies and their manifestoes.  

Mr KATTER (Mount Isa—KAP) (8.13 pm): I rise in support of the disallowance motion moved 
by the member for Nicklin. I wish to pick up on a couple of comments made in the last speech. The 
key words that I kept hearing were ‘major parties’. I do not know if anyone has noticed the pendulum 
swinging at the last few elections, federal and state, or that the swing has become very violent as 
there is deep dissatisfaction with the major political parties. We could spend all day debating why that 
happens, but there is major dissatisfaction. The Liberal Party started small and the National Party 
started small. Everyone starts small. However, with this fund we are widening the gap and lessening 
the opportunity for anyone else to break into the market by increasing the advantage to the major 
parties so that they can dominate that space. No-one has the right to dominate that space.  

If you keep creating and increasing advantage, you are quarantining that space from other 
people. Money can affect elections. The big guys think they have the mortgage on good ideas. I will 
admit that the last two governments brought some good legislation into the parliament and we have 
voted for a lot of it. However, that does not mean that it can think for a minute that it has the mortgage 
on good policy and good ideas. We have introduced some excellent things into the parliament. If 
people had the freedom to vote how they wanted, I am sure that a lot of them would have voted for 
things such as the fair milk mark. We will be introducing another bill that has come from LNP policy. It 
was generated from the government’s own policy and we are going to bring it back to the House.  

There are a lot of ways in which we can be effective in this House. It is not right for a member 
to stand here and say that we are ineffective and that we play no role in policy development. The 
whole idea of policy development is outcomes in this House. We have generated outcomes here. I 
believe we have had some effect on the outcomes. It is pretty arrogant to say that we have no effect 
and that we play no role. It is not right to say, ‘We need the advantage increased, so you stay where 
you are but we’ll have a greater advantage to develop our policy.’ The fact is that a lot of this does not 
have to go to policy development at all. It is not acquitted for. It can go into buying election ads and 
maintaining your place and increasing your space in the market, and I think that is crude. I did not like 
the whole act from the start. As we said, it was done on the basis that it was the same as the New 
South Wales model, but we proved that it was not.  

In essence, the government is saying, ‘Small guys don’t have the ability. We just want the big 
guys to get this, because we have the mortgage on good policy and good ideas, so just leave it up to 
us. You guys don’t have any good ideas, so you just stay where you are’. I cannot help but think of an 
analogy with sport. I grew up in the small town of Charters Towers. Often we would travel to Brisbane 
with the footy team or the cricket team. A lot of the time we would lose because we did not have the 
depth of players, but every now and again we would win because, pound for pound, we had talent. 
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We had good players amongst us. On our day, we could match it. It is the same with minor parties 
and Independents. We have good ideas, we have good contributions to make and we can play a role 
in here.  

I commend the government for coming up with some good ideas and I am happy to support 
them. However, it should not for a second think that it has the mortgage on that and it should have all 
the funds to produce policy so that people only have the choice of voting for its policies and ideas. I 
think that is terribly arrogant and it would be the sign of a sick system. I think a wonderful part of our 
parliament is the Independents and the minor parties. There should be more of it and the public is 
demanding more of it, which is why at every election we see violent swings away from the major 
parties. What we have heard tonight is the expression of a terribly arrogant attitude and I am pretty 
insulted by some of the things that have been said, although some fine contributions have been made 
by members from this part of the parliament. This was a very crude implementation of funds and it will 
be used by whoever wants to bolster their place in the marketplace. I say good on the member for 
Nicklin for introducing this motion. I will be supporting it.  

Mrs CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (8.18 pm): I rise to support the disallowance motion. We 
sit in this place as a privilege. We stand in this place and speak to exercise that privilege and no-one 
has a greater right to a say than anyone else. That is tantamount to saying that one part of the state, 
one electorate in this state, is of greater importance than another. We are here and, for three years, it 
is a gift to us to be here. At any one time, 89 people out of the state are here. For any group—major 
party, minor party or Independent—to believe that they are of greater worth is a deception on their 
part. When the major bill was debated, I voted against the fund. The fund is fundamentally wrong. If 
the government of the day, which has the numbers, is going to put such a bill through, it should be 
equitable. In this debate that is all I am going to talk about in terms of equity, because I believe that 
the premise for the fund is flawed. It is on that basis that I am going to vote in support of this 
disallowance motion.  

Each of us here is required to be accountable. When this fund was established and backdated 
the way it was I found that appalling. I asked the Treasurer in the estimates committee hearings how 
that money would be acquitted because, let us be honest, we are all required, even more so now, to 
acquit funds that are given to us by taxpayers. We have seen major changes to our allowances. We 
are required to acquit them, and they are significantly less than this. If we do not spend our electorate 
and administration or information and communication allowances for the designated purpose then we 
have to hand the money back. Equally, if we are going to be consistent, that same argument should 
be used with regard to the policy development fund. If it is not used for that purpose then it should be 
given back.  

I have a more fundamental problem with being paid funds from a policy development fund. I do 
not like parties. I have never liked parties. However, one of the fundamentals of being in a party, I 
would have thought, is to develop policy. Should they have to be paid a special payment to do that? 
No.  

It is already the case that if a person is a member of a major party their flights and their 
accommodation are paid if they go to a party event, as is explained here, to develop policy. When 
they fill out their form which says why they need a flight it is because, if they are in a party, they are 
going to a party event. Presumably some of those love-ins were actually for policy development. 
There is already an advantage, but it is not one that, in terms of the electorate, is as noticeable as this 
one.  

When I asked the Treasurer how this money would be acquitted, because our other allowances 
have to be, his reply—and he did it quite civilly, I acknowledge—was that the acquittal of this will 
occur at elections. Voters will determine through the ballot box whether the money was acquitted well. 
I am sorry, but most voters have hardly enough time to scratch themselves because they are trying to 
survive. Are they going to drill down into a party member’s activities and a party’s activities through a 
term to see whether that $3 billion has been properly spent? Of course they are not going to do that. It 
is puerile to say that. If members talk, as I did, to members of the community and ask, ‘Should parties 
be paid $3 million to develop policy?’ they would see that they just about spit their teeth out. They are 
offended that this grab for money has occurred.  

The other argument that has been used is that it is cheaper for Queenslanders than the former 
government’s grab for cash. The irony of that is that that is not right either. So because it is cheaper it 
makes it right? I do not think so. If Queenslanders fully understood the partisan nature of this funding 
they would be disgusted. As I have said, those I have spoken to who understand it are disgusted.  
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We are a great country when it comes to giving everybody a fair go. Following on from what the 
member for Mount Isa said, this is far from that. This is about entrenching the major parties. It has 
nothing to do with the adequacy of individual candidates. It has everything to do with entrenching the 
party system.  

Can I say that the consultation in relation to this policy development fund was nil. It may have 
been dressed up in the guise of consultation on the Electoral Reform Bill, but I will lay odds that there 
was not one conversation—maybe one, but I doubt it—that related directly to the policy development 
fund. There were absolutely conversations on the other electoral reforms. There were some very 
controversial provisions in there. I would be very surprised if there were specific conversations 
outside in the community initiated by a member of the government or the Labor Party that related to 
this policy development fund. If there were everybody would understand how offensive it actually is.  

It has been said that if a party wants to form government they must develop policies. As I said 
earlier, this has always been a requirement. At candidate information nights or get-to-know-you nights 
with candidates the community does not say to an Independent, ‘You’re an Independent, we do not 
want to hear from you.’ They want to know from all candidates, ‘What is your view on this issue? 
What are you going to do about that? Are you going to support the closure of this railway station? Do 
you support such and such?’ Call it a policy, call it a moral stand, call it whatever you like, but it is a 
value upon which a candidate stands in their community and their voters determine whether they will 
support them on the basis of their answers to those questions. You can call it whatever you like; it is 
still policy in the long run.  

As I said earlier, each one of us who comes into this place should endeavour to influence the 
legislation that goes through this House to benefit not ourselves—that is why we have pecuniary 
interest registers—and not our parties, theoretically they are not supposed to be in it for the profit, but 
the people of Queensland. Independent members as well as members of parties have had bills 
passed.  

Finally, it is my understanding that the policy development fund—and I do stand to be corrected 
on this—in New South Wales applies to parties and Independents who are not forming government. It 
is to have better opposition or, I think more accurately, to better hold the government to account. It is 
not about bolstering the party in government.  

It is all about a better outcome for the people of the state. That is what we are here for. It is not 
to create slush funds for the LNP, the ALP, the Katter party, PUP or Independents. We should be 
here to bring about good government for the community. We should be here to better what people 
come home to every day. We should be here to make safer, stronger, better futures for our 
communities. This fund does not do that. I am sorry, this fund is about lining the pockets of a small 
group of people to the detriment of others. The others are the people of Queensland. I support the 
disallowance motion.  

Mr HOPPER (Condamine—KAP) (8.27 pm): I will be supporting the disallowance motion 
moved tonight by the member for Nicklin. I congratulate him on his speech. I would like to speak 
about the unfairness of the policy development fund. There are 89 members of parliament—89 
equally elected members of parliament. Each member has to face probably 30,000, 32,000 or 35,000 
voters and ask if they can be a member of this institution. As has been said, they expect performance 
from that member.  

Politicians need resources. There is no doubt about that. That is why the opposition has 20-odd 
staff. That is why there is staff to help the government. Ministers have staff. I agree with that. When 
the Liberal Party had three members they had staff. What happened to us? As soon as we had three 
members these greedy, arrogant people legislated to take our staff away. Why? Because they wanted 
to take our resources away. Why can Independents not have the same resources, on a percentage 
basis, as every other member of this institution when it comes to public money like that in the policy 
development fund? I heard the member for Ipswich saying that Independents cannot make policy. 
What do you call a private member’s bill? The Katter party has already put six before this House. We 
put those bills forward on our policy. The Independents can do exactly the same thing.  

Mr Wellington: We changed the law.  
Mr HOPPER: The member for Nicklin has twice changed the law in Queensland. That is what I 

am talking about tonight: the unfairness of this. As I said before, figures should be divided by 89 and if 
a party has 10 members multiply that figure by 10 and then those resources can be equally 
distributed. There is no accountability whatsoever in this money. They could put the $3 million into the 
seat of the Attorney-General with no accountability whatsoever. That is what is so wrong with this. 
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This money could be gifted to a local council election. That is what is so wrong with this: it is public 
money and it should be for policy development. With our electorate allowance we have to do our 
acquittals. Every cent is accounted for. We have had politicians going to jail for buying a toilet brush.  

Mr Stewart: What?  
Mr HOPPER: Yes. Have a look—back in the old National Party days. These poor young people 

who have not been here for long.  
Mrs Miller: It was a hairbrush.  
Mr HOPPER: It was a hairbrush, was it? It might have been a toilet brush that she used as a 

hairbrush. I was pretty close to the mark anyway. She was a National Party member.  
All we and the member for Nicklin are asking for is a fair go. There has been no fair go with this 

government. Look at what they did to the opposition. When they were in opposition, they had offices 
and facilities—and there was not much difference in numbers. The National Party had 11 when they 
were in opposition. As soon as the Labor Party came in with a few members, they took even those 
resources away and stuck them up there in those tiny offices. That is the arrogance of this Liberal 
government. This legislation demonstrates the exact same arrogance of this Liberal government. It 
has not listened to the people of Queensland. It is not listening to the people of Queensland now. 
That is why there have been two by-elections with massive swings against them. That is why we have 
all these backbenchers filling out their resumes now wondering what they are going to do after the 
next election. Most of them should be out doorknocking at this very moment. I do feel very sorry for 
them.  

What I would ask with this legislation and where it has come from is please keep the leadership 
we have in government. Please do not change the leadership. Do not let Lawrence Springborg come 
anywhere near it. Please keep Geoff Seeney there. Please keep Campbell Newman there and the 
Attorney-General. Those three must be in leadership, not to mention Tim Nicholls. This is the most 
arrogant, unfair legislation using taxpayer funded money, and I support the member for Nicklin.  

Dr DOUGLAS (Gaven—Ind) (8.33 pm): I, too, support the disallowance motion. The payment 
is indefensible. I say so because it is described as a policy development fund and it is not. I know 
about these matters as a former member of the party that has proposed this. Policy development is 
done by the members in a voluntary capacity following resolutions at state conference. No member is 
paid, nor should they be. The party machine raises funds via fundraising, charging members a fee to 
attend conferences and be members. They also charge parliamentarians a franchise fee and sell 
them services for being members. Certain groups sponsor events and revenue is derived. This goes 
to the party; it all works.  

This is a direct non-acquitted grant to a slush fund and it should be called that. The secretariat 
of political parties are usually supported by membership fees. They build up assets and they derive 
income from those assets. Why should the public blindly pay for political activity for any party that 
they have not chosen to be a member of when that is over and above the funds derived for payment 
per vote received at the election? This policy development fund is being paid over and above the 
revenue per vote if the candidate gets over six per cent of the total vote. Previously it was four per 
cent.  

The dreadful precedent here is not that it is just called a policy development fund when clearly 
all it is is a direct transfer of public funds to a private entity for political purposes, but the mere 
payment of the money itself. It bypasses the need for all these parties to go through what I agree is 
an adventurous fundraising process, but it is the process of how we elect governments. The 
taxpayers of this state become donors by default. This is antidemocratic and it reinforces the status 
quo—there was a discussion of the major parties holding government—when clearly that is against 
the public interest. It fails the critical test of that of the public interest and, therefore, it is not 
satisfactory and it should not go ahead. 

I listened to the arguments put forward by the member for Broadwater. She should have 
exercised more care in what she said because this is not in the public interest. To see both Labor and 
the LNP—and I acknowledge the KAP—be given money and backpaying themselves is offensive. It 
insults all Queenslanders at a time of great personal hardship, a severe 100-year drought and record 
debt. It is an affront to all that is good in the state and we must not do it.  

At this stage I must implore all members to demand their parties donate the funds to 
community groups which have been rejected, had a 10 to 20 per cent cut from their budgets, been 
dissolved or been imposed upon by virtue of their being the only charity which would support those 
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being cut off unreasonably by a heartless government. Nothing else would be fair and reasonable. 
Community groups and charities are going without while political parties just top up their financial 
machines. I have been involved in parties for a very long time, and this is not the process that should 
be used for fundraising. This is the very reason why I am not part of this disgusting government. 
Queenslanders are not donors and they must never be placed in that position.  

Every dollar in a government treasury belongs proportionately to every Queenslander. Money 
must be spent to better Queensland—that is, for the greater good and for the genuine endeavours of 
the state. This is not genuine policy development money. This is money that has been milked where 
there is no accountability for it, despite what has been said. When there are donations received, there 
is a formal process of acquittal and it does not mean there is a debt owed by virtue of that donation, 
but these types of payments make such donations exactly that and every member who has been here 
for several years knows exactly that. 

I think the contempt shown for this disallowance motion by the members of the government 
benches says it all here tonight. There is a minimal or meagre number on the roster. There have been 
a couple who have walked through who knew this disgusting payment was being discussed here 
tonight who held their heads down. Two have spoken and there is one still to speak. Members need 
to understand this is an excessive lurch for taxpayers’ funds and it is not being ignored by 
Queenslanders. Despite what has been said by government members that voters can consider it at 
the time of the election, clearly, as has been said by the member for Gladstone, a very experienced 
politician, there are many things they have to consider at ballot time. This is but one of them. But they 
do not ignore what is being done here tonight. This payment and the disguise in which it is delivered 
is not missed by any one of the public, despite it not being in the newspapers, but it is being 
discussed. For those oncers amongst you, when you are wondering why you missed out, why you did 
not carry on, you need to ask yourselves: why did you not say or do something when you could?  

If governments really have faith in themselves and their supporters have faith in them, then 
there is no need to rob the hand that feeds them, as this payment does. These actions show 
contempt for the public. They are greedy and they reflect a government that is governing for itself, 
and governments that do that do not deserve the trust of the public and they deserve to be tossed 
out. 

Today in ICAC, the ninth member of the New South Wales Liberal government was claimed. 
The government here tonight says the system is the same as New South Wales—and I acknowledge 
what has been said by a variety of speakers—but, if that is so, it does not seem to have reduced 
corruption, it has increased it. If people do not think that is as good an example as any of why this 
should not go ahead, then go ahead and do it and see what happens as a result.  

Hon. JP BLEIJIE (Kawana—LNP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice) (8.40 pm): In 
speaking to the disallowance motion this evening, can I say that, to be lawful, subordinate legislation 
must be within the scope of the act under which it purports to be made. Section 392 of the Electoral 
Act 1992 provides that the Governor in Council may make regulations under the act. The Electoral 
Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2014, which is the amendment regulation made under section 392 of 
the Electoral Act, is within the scope of the act. The amendment regulation facilitates the 
implementation of recent reforms of the Electoral Act made by the Electoral Reform Amendment Act 
2014. These reforms include introducing a proof of identity requirement in order to vote in a 
Queensland state election and providing for the payment of policy development payments to 
registered political parties. The amendment regulation sets out acceptable proof of identity 
requirements for the purposes of the Electoral Act, provides the amount to be available for policy 
development payments and makes consequential changes to the Electoral Regulation 2013 to 
remove the requirements relating to financial disclosure and reporting, which are now dealt with within 
the Electoral Act itself. 

I note the member for Nicklin is seeking to disallow section 4 of the amendment regulation and 
is particularly concerned with the provision of an amount to be made available for policy development 
payments, so I will focus on that particular amendment. Part 11 division 5 of the Electoral Act 
provides for a policy development payment each financial year to be appointed between eligible 
registered political parties according to their relative electoral support. Section 240 of the Electoral Act 
provides for the calculation of the amount of the policy development payment to which an eligible 
registered political party is entitled for a financial year. Section 240(1) provides that the amount to be 
used in that calculation is to be prescribed under regulation. Doing this by regulation provides the 
flexibility to set an amount, taking into account the economic climate of the time. 
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Accordingly, section 4 inserts new section 8 into the Electoral Regulation to provide that the 
amount to be made available for policy development payment is $3 million. I note that under the 
electoral reforms made by this government the amount of public electoral funding, including the 
$3 million prescribed by the amendment regulation payable by taxpayers, is a significant reduction on 
the funding payable under the former Labor government’s regime. In fact, I think it was $24 million. 
The payments will ensure political parties can continue to engage fully in developing and shaping 
policy throughout the electoral cycle whilst continuing to effectively represent the community. The 
amendments made by section 4 of the amendment regulation are consistent with the Electoral Act 
and within the power. The government opposes the disallowance motion. 

If we look at why the Independents are excluded from the policy development payments, I can 
say that those payments are made to registered political parties in recognition of the costs involved in 
the important role parties play in setting the policy agenda. Independents who are not members of 
political parties do not incur these particular costs. The member for Nicklin has raised this 
disallowance motion for nothing but political opportunism in his electorate. Because he has nothing 
else to add to any debate in this House, he uses these opportunities to get a bit of press. He said that 
this is the first time we can consider this issue. Where was he a month or two ago when we debated 
the legislation allowing for the payment of policy development payments? It is actually in the 
legislation. Where was the member for Nicklin? Also, last night in another debate, he said, ‘I haven’t 
had an opportunity to talk about the Safe Night Out Strategy,’ despite the fact it has been out there for 
18 months. Again, he said tonight that he has not had an opportunity and that this is the first 
opportunity we have considered this. We know that the member for Nicklin just engages in popular 
politics on a local level. He puts his little press release out, gets a headline and then thinks he has 
done his job. The people of Nicklin are waking up to the fact of what their local member is about. They 
are waking up to the fact that their local member is not a real local representative. He is just— 

Mr WELLINGTON: Mr Deputy Speaker, quite frankly, I find those comments offensive. They 
are untrue, and I ask that they be withdrawn. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Robinson): The member has asked for the comments to be 
withdrawn. 

Mr BLEIJIE: I withdraw. The member for Nicklin is coming to the realisation that his own 
constituents find him incompetent, lazy, unable to conduct the duties of the House— 

Mr WELLINGTON: Mr Deputy Speaker, I find those comments offensive and untrue and I ask 
that they be withdrawn. The minister is repeating offensive comments. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Minister, you have been asked to withdraw. 
Mr BLEIJIE: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. It is my assessment that the member for Nicklin 

is not a true representative— 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Attorney-General, I must have missed that, but I did not hear a clear 

withdrawal. 
Mr BLEIJIE: I withdraw. It is my assessment, as a member based on the Sunshine Coast and 

as I see what the member for Nicklin does, or in this case does not do, that he just uses these little 
political pot shots to get a headline grab. That is what he has been doing for years. So he wants to 
know why he does not get money. 

Mr WELLINGTON: Mr Deputy Speaker, I find those comments offensive. They are untrue and I 
ask that they be withdrawn. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member has found the comments offensive and he has asked 
the Attorney to withdraw. 

Mr BLEIJIE: I withdraw. The member for Nicklin wants to know why the Independents do not 
get money. I can guarantee to the members of this House that if the member for Nicklin was getting 
money through policy development payments he would not be objecting to it. He is not objecting to 
the philosophy of policy development payments; he is objecting because he is not getting the money. 
That is the issue. 

Mr WELLINGTON: Mr Deputy Speaker, I find those comments offensive. They are untrue and I 
ask that they be withdrawn. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Attorney, the member has found your comments to be offensive and 
has asked for them to be withdrawn. 
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Mr BLEIJIE: I withdraw. Mr Deputy Speaker, this is a House of debate. If the member for 
Nicklin does not want to engage in debate or does not want other members to have a say, then what 
are we all here for? If the member for Nicklin is going to rise on a point of order every second— 

Mr Wellington: Relevance. 
Mr BLEIJIE: Well, okay, let us go through it. The member for Nicklin asked for relevance. I just 

said that the Independents do not get the policy development payments. It is your disallowance 
motion about policy development payments, so I think Independents and policy development 
payments are fairly relevant to the disallowance motion. I take the interjection because, as I said, I 
think the member for Nicklin and his contributions over the last few years in this House are quite 
irrelevant actually. So I am being relevant to the fact that you are irrelevant to this House. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Attorney-General will speak through the chair. 
Mr BLEIJIE: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. 
Mr WELLINGTON: Mr Deputy Speaker, I find those comments offensive and untrue. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member has found the comments offensive and has asked for 

them to be withdrawn. 
Mr BLEIJIE: I withdraw. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Can I add that it would help the House if the Attorney-General could 

stick to the debate on the motion and perhaps tone down the level of offensiveness, as the Attorney 
has been reminded several times about offensiveness to other members. 

Mr BLEIJIE: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. Let us deal with the facts. The member for Nicklin 
was a member of the Liberal Party and I think he was a member of the National Party at some stage 
as a political party member—not as a member of the House but as a political party member. That is a 
fact. We know that he was elected as an Independent member. Having been in the Liberal Party and 
the National Party, he was then elected as an Independent. That is a fact. We know in 1998 he threw 
his support behind— 

Mr WELLINGTON: Mr Deputy Speaker, can I ask you to rule on the issue of relevance? I have 
had specific advice earlier in relation to relevance. I believe this has no bearing in relation to the 
regulation which we are debating tonight. 

Mr BLEIJIE: Mr Deputy Speaker, if I may— 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the Attorney-General could just take his seat, I will consult. The 

Attorney-General has the call and I ask the Attorney-General to return to the motion. 
Mr BLEIJIE: The motion seeks to disallow section 4 of the regulation, which deals with the 

amount of the policy development payment to which eligible registered political parties are entitled. I 
think it is important for the House to understand that the member’s objection to this particular debate 
is because it relates to political parties and he is an Independent member of the House. For historical 
purposes—and you will see where I am going, Mr Deputy Speaker—I inform the House that the 
member for Nicklin is a former member of the National Party and the Liberal Party. Then he became 
an Independent member of parliament but supported the ALP in 1998 to form government. Then 
when they did not need his support, he returned to being an Independent. Let’s not forget that in 2012 
the Independent member for Nicklin put his hand up and said to the opposition leader, Annastacia 
Palaszczuk, ‘I’m happy to serve in your shadow cabinet if you want me there.’ So he was happy to 
then get back to— 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Robinson): Order! Attorney-General, get to the point.  
Mr BLEIJIE: My point is that in the Sunshine Coast Daily the member for Nicklin actually said 

that his vote is with Clive. The member for Nicklin is doing everything to say that he is a member of a 
political party, but he is objecting to the policy development payment. The Katter party members who 
objected to this actually receive the $196,000 policy development payment. The Katter party receives 
$196,000 under the policy development payment. I heard them objecting to it but I did not hear what 
they have done with the money. Have they taken the money? Has the Katter party taken the 
$196,000? If they have and they are voting for the disallowance motion, maybe they want to donate it 
to the Labor Party, the LNP or the Independents. That is on the basis that they have accepted the 
money of which I am not sure. I am advised that the Katter party is entitled to $196,000. Where is the 
money? They vote— 

Mr Hopper interjected.  
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Mr BLEIJIE: I can see the member for Condamine laughing. He is going red because he is 
voting for a disallowance motion tonight but he has possibly already banked the $196,000. Where is 
the money? Are they going to donate it to the Labor Party or to Peter Wellington, the Independent 
member for Nicklin? I look forward to their explanation as to where the money has gone. If they have 
it, where are they putting the money and what are they spending it on? If they do not want to develop 
policy, if they do not want the policy development payment, what are they spending the money on? 
Who knows?  

The fact is that political parties develop policy. Queenslanders want governments that govern. 
They want governments that protect Queenslanders. They want governments like this government 
that believe in the four pillars of the Queensland economy: tourism, construction, resources and 
agriculture. To do that, political parties—and I also include the Labor Party which I note objected to 
the Electoral Act amendments but on the evening did vote for the clause giving the policy 
development payment to the Labor Party—like the Labor Party, develop policies. They have systems 
and they have conventions, just like the LNP have conventions. Policies are developed. They have an 
administration team around the development of the policies—something which the Independents do 
not have. They do not have the structure behind the policy development because it is not their 
intention to form government.  

The LNP took a clear policy to the 2012 election that we wanted Queensland to be the safest 
place to raise a family. We did that by introducing some of the strongest laws in the nation dealing 
with sex offenders. We did that by introducing the most comprehensive reform dealing with alcohol 
and drug related violence which I am very happy passed through the parliament last night. 
Developing those strong policies takes a strong team and a lot happens behind the scenes. All of our 
members here have the benefit of their constituents and also the members of the grassroots political 
party. They all developed a policy and there is a fundamental foundation behind the parties and that, 
of course, is the administration. This government actually cut administration funding to political parties 
in our first budget. We saved the taxpayer when we had to introduce some strong measures in the 
budgets in the first couple of years of government. We introduced those measures. We saved the 
money. The Labor Party introduced a system between 2009 and 2011 which cost $24 million. It cost 
the taxpayers $24 million in political funding. We have now reintroduced the policy development 
payment, but we have saved the taxpayers millions of dollars during that time. It is not as expensive a 
policy as was the case under the Labor Party.  

Most Independents, with the exception of the member for Gladstone—and the member for 
Gladstone is in the chamber. I am not referring to her. I do have a lot of respect for her and those on 
this side of the House also have a lot of respect for her. I refer to other Independents and minor 
parties who create chaos. That is the compare and contrast. There are governments with strong plans 
that make strong decisions and there are Independents who are only in here to create chaos. We see 
it at the federal level. I will throw out some names for honourable members on this side of the House. 
Let’s look at some names. There is Carl Judge, the member for Yeerongpilly; Alex Douglas, the 
member for Gaven; Robbie Messenger—do members remember him—there is the Katter party and 
the Palmer United Party. What do they all have in common? They all have in common Peter 
Wellington, the Independent member for Nicklin, because he has tossed and turned with all of them. 
He backs whomever is popular at the time. That is the member for Nicklin— 

Mr WELLINGTON: I rise to a point of order. I find those comments offensive. They are untrue 
and I ask that they be withdrawn.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Attorney-General, you have been asked to withdraw those comments 
that were unnecessary.  

Mr BLEIJIE: I withdraw, Mr Deputy Speaker.  
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Attorney-General, I ask you to return to the motion yet again.  
Mr BLEIJIE: The disallowance motion moved by the member for Nicklin is a political stunt as is 

always the case— 
Mr WELLINGTON: I rise to a point of order. I find those comments offensive. They are untrue 

and I ask that they be withdrawn.  
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Attorney-General, the member finds the comments offensive and has 

asked for them to be withdrawn.  
Mr BLEIJIE: I withdraw. The member for Nicklin has moved the disallowance motion. It is 

obvious that he does not want to give others the opportunity to have a genuine debate about— 
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Mr WELLINGTON: I rise to a point of order. I find those comments offensive. They are untrue 
and I ask that they be withdrawn.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member has a point of order. He has found the comments 
offensive and has asked them to be withdrawn. Attorney-General, it would help if you would withdraw 
the comments.  

Mr BLEIJIE: I withdraw, but I also say— 
Mr WELLINGTON: I rise to a point of order. That is not an unconditional withdrawal. I ask that 

the comments be withdrawn  
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Member for Nicklin, I am waiting to hear what the 

Attorney-General is about to say to see whether it is an unconditional withdrawal.  
Mr BLEIJIE: I withdraw unconditionally. I believe the member for Nicklin is now abusing the 

standing orders in this place with his repetition and continual interruption of a member who is 
speaking. I have withdrawn, but I make the point that I think the member for Nicklin is abusing the 
standing orders with his repetition, interruptions and pointless points of order.  

The government will not be supporting the disallowance motion moved by the member for 
Nicklin because, as I have said, political parties, whether they be the LNP or the ALP, have structures 
around the parties. They develop policies and the policy development payments are about ensuring 
that, whatever side of politics is in government or not in government at the time, genuine policies can 
be debated and the ideas can be debated in the public domain. Political parties rely on the structures 
behind the scenes to assist with the policy development and the formulation of those policies. We will 
be opposing this political stunt of the incompetent member for Nicklin. Hopefully his constituents have 
lost interest and they vote for the LNP candidate for Nicklin at the next election, who has a strong plan 
and is part of a strong team.  

Division: Question put—That the motion be agreed to. 
AYES, 7: 

KAP, 3—Hopper, Katter, Knuth. 

PUP, 1—Judge. 

INDEPENDENTS, 3—Cunningham, Douglas, Wellington. 

NOES, 74: 
LNP, 65—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Berry, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, 

Davies, T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant, 
Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Holswich, Johnson, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Langbroek, Latter, Malone, 
Mander, McVeigh, Menkens, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Newman, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Powell, Pucci, Rickuss, Ruthenberg, 
Seeney, Shorten, Shuttleworth, Smith, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Symes, Walker, Watts, Young.  

ALP, 9—Byrne, D’Ath, Lynham, Miller, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad. 

Resolved in the negative. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 
Resumed from 3 June (see p. 1948).  

Second Reading 
Hon. DF CRISAFULLI (Mundingburra—LNP) (Minister for Local Government, Community 

Recovery and Resilience) (9.05 pm): I move— 
That the bill be now read a second time.  

I am pleased to stand in the House to read the Local Government Legislation Amendment Bill 
2014. Since the government came to power in 2012, the delivery of critical local government reform 
has been comprehensive, planned and systematically implemented after years of neglect. In just 
2½ years the government has achieved what successive Labor governments failed to do for over a 
decade. 

Before the last election the government released the Empowering Queensland Local 
Government policy, which clearly set out for all Queenslanders the government’s blueprint for local 
government reform which contains no surprises, but a detailed plan with a vision that goes well 
beyond the next election to ensure that Queensland local governments are, and continue to be, 
autonomous, sustainable, efficient, responsible, accountable, and responsive to local needs.  

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_210511
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A critical element of the government’s Empowering Queensland Local Government election 
policy was to give local governments the choice to run their own quadrennial local government 
elections under defined circumstances so that electoral decisions can sensibly be made at the local 
government level. With the passage of the bill, the government will empower the CEO of a local 
government to be the returning officer of a local government election. Simple electoral decisions, such 
as the location of a polling booth or deciding if savings are to be made by appointing local 
government employees or contractors to perform electoral duties, will be made by the CEO at the 
local level.  

In my introductory speech I detailed the key local government electoral reforms that the bill 
delivers and I do not intend to repeat those details here today; however, you will recall that the bill 
aligns the Local Government Electoral Act 2011 with the Electoral Act 1992 to implement electronic 
voting and voter identification. For the Stafford by-election the Electoral Commission set up special 
eAssist kiosks to enable vision impaired electors who require assistance to cast their vote 
independently and in secret. The eAssist system allowed voters to mark and print a ballot paper by 
following audio prompts.  

In relation to voter identification, contrary to the patronising predictions that Queenslanders 
would struggle with remembering to bring along proof of identity on voting day, the Electoral 
Commission has advised that only 202 uncertain identity declaration votes were issued for the 
Stafford by-election compared with 21,764 voters who had no problem with proving their identity.  

I now turn to the Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee’s report on the bill. The 
government has carefully considered the submissions and the committee’s report on the bill, tabled in 
the House on 18 August 2014. In reply, I am pleased to table the government’s response to the 
report.  
Tabled paper: Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee: Report No. 50—Local Government Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2014, government response [5765].  

The committee made seven recommendations of which the government supports three, 
including the first recommendation for the bill to be passed. I thank the committee for its 
recommendation that the bill be passed and I thank in particular the chair of the committee, the 
member for Warrego, Howard Hobbs, for its timely and thorough consideration of the bill. 

The government does not support the committee’s second recommendation to amend the bill 
so that the CEO cannot withdraw from being the returning officer without the council resolving to 
support the CEO’s withdrawal notice. The government considers that the CEO’s decision to withdraw 
from the role of returning officer must be an independent one. The local government electoral reforms 
evidence the government’s commitment of returning autonomy to local governments to make 
electoral decisions suitable to local needs, but autonomy must be balanced with appropriate levels of 
accountability and transparency. The bill delivers the appropriate level and a fine middle ground.  

The government supports the committee’s third recommendation to outline here today the 
steps that I and the Department of Local Government, Community Recovery and Resilience intend to 
take to ensure that voters in mayoral elections in undivided local governments are aware of the 
different ballot papers and vote-counting methods to be used. The bill continues to provide for the 
Electoral Commission of Queensland to be responsible for the overall conduct of local government 
elections. That responsibility includes educating the electorate to ensure voters are fully informed 
about how to cast a formal vote and how votes are counted using the optional preferential or 
first-past-the-post systems. The Electoral Commission will continue to provide instructions to electors 
on the ballot paper on how to cast a formal vote by way of polling staff but, sensibly, the responsibility 
for vote counting remains with the experts at the Electoral Commission.  

As detailed in the explanatory notes, the Electoral Commission will carry out educational 
programs and training for electoral staff, including training for CEO returning officers. These changes 
also align with voting provisions at a state level and allows for a vote to be formal, whether the person 
chooses to vote 1 or by providing their preferences.  

The government supports the committee’s fourth recommendation to amend the bill to retain 
the current requirement for an elector to vote for the number of candidates to be elected in undivided 
local governments using the first-past-the post system. The bill proposed to simplify the voting rules in 
first-past-the-post elections by giving electors the option to vote for less than the number of 
councillors to be elected, up to, or for more than the number of councillors to be elected if sequential 
numbering is used. The bill proposed to reduce the potential for casting an informal vote and to allow 
electors to show a clear intent, including a clear intent not to vote for a particular candidate.  

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5414T5765
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However, the government acknowledges the committee’s concerns about the impacts the 
proposed changes may have on the outcome of elections if a majority of electors choose to vote for 
less than the number of councillors to be elected and recognises that the proposed changes could 
potentially inadvertently encourage electors to ‘just vote 1’, which may lead to unintended electoral 
consequences. The committee put forward sensible suggestions. We have listened. Accordingly, I 
propose to move amendments during consideration in detail which will give effect to the committee’s 
recommendation 4. I thank the chairman for that suggestion.  

The government does not support the committee’s fifth recommendation, to remove from the 
bill the automatic disqualification of a councillor who is serving a suspended sentence, consistent with 
the provisions applying to members under the Parliament of Queensland Act 2001. The government 
considers that it is not appropriate to compare local government legislation with the parliament in this 
respect as local government does not have the same powers as parliament to deal with misconduct of 
members. For example, the Legislative Assembly has the power to deal with a person for contempt of 
the Assembly, including the power to fine the person and impose imprisonment on the person in 
default of payment of the fine. Let us be perfectly clear about the severity of offences for which a 
sentence may be suspended. We are not talking about non-custodial sentences, where penalties do 
not include time in prison. A custodial sentence involves going to prison. If a person is sentenced to 
up to five years in prison and has a conviction recorded, the court may suspend all or part of the 
sentence for a set period. The government considers that a councillor’s ability to demonstrate high 
ethical and integrity standards is compromised if the councillor is found guilty of an offence and 
sentenced to a term of imprisonment, even if the sentence is suspended.  

In response to the committee’s sixth recommendation—for the legislation to be reviewed with a 
view to providing appropriate powers to all local governments to deal with misconduct—as I 
mentioned earlier, the government has undergone a comprehensive, planned and systematic reform 
of local government. The first bill I presented to parliament was about empowering local communities 
and local governments representing them. However, with this increased responsibility comes 
increased accountability. We have introduced a new offence for insider information—I know that that 
is exciting a couple of my colleagues; thank you for your interest—that carries a maximum fine of 
$113,850 or two years imprisonment and have increased the penalties for those who deliberately fail 
to update their register of interests. As I have said previously, we will continue to review the Local 
Government Act; however, the focus of this act was to amend the electoral provisions.  

The final recommendation of the committee is to change the bill to provide that evidence of a 
failure to vote without a sufficient excuse does not include the failure to provide the Electoral 
Commission with the appropriate form by the required date. The failure to provide the form is only one 
piece of evidence used by the courts to establish whether a person failed to vote at the election 
without a sufficient excuse. The bill merely seeks to rely on the same evidentiary requirements that 
apply at a state level, and that is consistent with many of the changes today.  

The government has recently heard from 80,000 Queenslanders participating in the 
development of the Queensland Plan, recognised as the largest community engagement activity of its 
kind in Australian history and one of the largest in the world. Isn’t it amazing how you can get the 
member for Glass House interested all of a sudden? The Queensland Plan is a shared 30-year vision 
for the state that goes way beyond the next election and plans for local government to continue to 
invest in local communities into the future as we strive to make Queensland Australia’s most resilient 
state.  

In closing, I would like to thank those who made submissions on the Local Government 
Electoral Act Review discussion paper—46 submissions in all—and thank those who made 
submissions to the Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee. I greatly appreciate the 
time and effort taken by everyone to communicate their concerns and suggestions on the discussion 
paper and subsequently on the bill. I would also like to thank the Electoral Commission of 
Queensland, the Local Government Managers Australia, Queensland branch, and the Local 
Government Association of Queensland for their advocacy for improvements to the local government 
electoral system and for their open and constructive partnering with the government to ensure the 
interests of local communities are represented.  

Finally, I would like to thank officers from the Department of Local Government, Community 
Recovery and Resilience, in particular Bronwyn Blagoev and Josie Hawthorne, for their fearless and 
frank advice and, indeed, officers from the Queensland Parliamentary Counsel for their work in 
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developing the legislation. As the minister I am very proud to serve the people and I am proud of the 
achievements of the government in delivering local government reform. I commend the bill to the 
House.  

Hon. TS MULHERIN (Mackay—ALP) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (9.14 pm): I rise to 
contribute to the debate on the Local Government Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. The opposition 
will not be supporting this legislation. While the opposition does not oppose every element of this bill, 
we have serious concerns about key parts of the bill. I will be articulating the opposition’s concerns 
and pointing out the issues raised during the departmental briefing and public hearing. I encourage 
the minister to take these questions seriously and actually address the areas that are at stake in the 
area of public policy. 

As the bill and the explanatory notes outline, the proposed changes contained in the 
government’s bill include empowering the chief executive officer of a local government to be returning 
officer for a local government election, rather than having an ECQ official conduct the election; 
allowing the Electoral Commission of Queensland to direct a CEO returning officer and approve the 
CEO returning officer’s election plan; changing voting for mayors in undivided local governments from 
first past the post to optional preferential voting and changing voting for candidates in 
first-past-the-post elections; providing for the ECQ to declare the election of the mayor separately to 
the declaration of other councillors; and introducing the recent changes to the Electoral Act that 
change the conduct of state elections to the conduct of local elections. Disappointingly, this includes 
the introduction of voter ID requirements that could see people discriminated against and ultimately 
disenfranchised.  

The Labor opposition believes that the municipal level of government should not be treated like 
a poor cousin. Truly independent electoral commissions are used to ensure the integrity of state and 
federal elections, obviously through the ECQ and AEC respectively. Even industrial ballots such as 
elections by members for leadership roles in governing bodies of unions are run through the ECQ. So 
it follows that local government should also be seen as a legitimate and important level of government 
that should have the same independent and transparent integrity requirements.  

There are several key areas of this bill that give cause to be concerned about the integrity of 
the proposed system for elections that could undermine faith in local government elections and mean 
that local government is seen as a lesser form of government. Having the CEO of a council run the 
elections for that council could pose a risk of conflict of interest, either real or at least perceived. As 
many people in this chamber would know, CEOs at the local government level work very closely with 
the mayors or councillors of their jurisdictions. In some cases CEOs work side by side with mayors on 
a daily basis, implementing the agenda and decisions of the mayor. For this reason there are 
particular risks of conflict of interest for incumbent mayors who are running for re-election, with a CEO 
they have a close working relationship with also then tasked to run an independent election process—
a process that should be free from conflict or perceived bias.  

The council CEO is ultimately responsible for operating the council and its activities. In this 
context, appointing a council CEO as a returning officer is analogous to appointing the 
director-general of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet as the Electoral Commission of 
Queensland Electoral Commissioner to run the Queensland general election. Some councils across 
the state can be quite small and there could be a range of relationships between CEOs and others 
who work in the council, whether elected representatives or other support and front-line staff.  

The legislation provides that a CEO cannot be appointed as a returning officer if they are a 
member of a political party. However, it was confirmed under questioning from the member for 
Woodridge, Mrs Desley Scott MP, during the public hearings that this prohibition did not extend to 
people who were recently active members of a political party. In fact, the department confirmed that 
as long as the CEO is not a member of a party on the date an election is called they can be the 
returning officer. Or if they resign their membership the automatic trigger is removed and they can still 
be appointed returning officer. This issue raises further concerns about independence or otherwise of 
appointing CEOs as returning officers. It is a reminder that under these proposed changes there 
would be differences between the standard requirements for council CEOs acting as returning officers 
and those imposed on ECQ or AEC officials.  

Despite some of the wild claims over the years from people like Clive Palmer, generally across 
our community the independence of the ECQ, or the AEC for that matter, is not brought into question. 
Placing those responsibilities onto CEOs—people who, by the very nature of their work, could be 
perceived as lacking true independence from the elected mayor—runs serious risks. I ask the minister 
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to address this concern. It was raised during the committee process and I raise it again tonight and 
look forward to the minister addressing these concerns in his reply. I note that the LGAQ has raised 
some concerns about previous changes, especially around the costs of running elections through the 
ECQ. I acknowledge the LGAQ’s input into this debate and I commit that if we were elected we would 
sit down with the LGAQ to discuss this issue to see if we could work through an alternative or a 
compromise. I would be happy to work with the LGAQ to seek alternatives for cost and efficiency of 
elections. Another proposed change is to alter the mayoral voting system for undivided councils from 
first past the post to optional preferential voting. The rationale for this change, as claimed in the 
explanatory notes, is to remove the inconsistency between the election of mayors in undivided 
councils and state elections. However, the LGAQ opposes this change because it would make the 
election method for mayor and councillors in undivided councils inconsistent. So we have two 
competing inconsistencies—to solve one, another is created. The LGAQ made the valid point in its 
submission that— 
The Change introduces a new inconsistency between the systems of voting for mayors and councillors in undivided local 
governments, with the former changing to optional preferential voting and the latter remaining with first past the post. Arguably, 
voters will be more confused about this inconsistency, potentially leading to higher levels of informal voting, than 
aforementioned inconsistencies which the change aims to resolve.  

The LGAQ submitted that its own research survey conducted in 2013 found that 90.32 per cent 
of mayors supported maintaining the current option. I think the minister is yet to adequately explain 
why the inconsistency between mayoral elections in undivided councils and state elections is more 
important to address than the inconsistency and possible confusion created by councillors being 
elected by first-past-the-post voting while the mayor in that very same council would be elected under 
the optional preferential vote. The changes allow voters to preference fewer candidates than 
vacancies and still be considered a valid vote in undivided councils. For example, if there are seven 
councillor positions to be filled across an undivided council, a voter could number one to four and it 
would be considered valid up to exhausting the fourth preference. The LGAQ in its submission has 
said that allowing voters to vote for fewer candidates than vacancies in undivided council elections 
would be expected to lead to skewed outcomes. By the circulation of his amendment, this is a risk 
that the minister appears to have addressed given the matters raised. I thank the minister for 
accepting that recommendation of the committee and the recommendation from the LGAQ. 

Finally, the bill also copies some of the recent changes to the Electoral Act, including the 
imposition of voter ID. This is an unfair imposition on voters’ democratic rights. The Labor opposition 
takes great offence at these changes at the state level and at the local government level. The Leader 
of the Opposition spoke during the debate on the Electoral Reform Amendment Bill that introduced 
these measures to state elections. She said on 21 May 2014— 
These proposed photo ID requirements are a barrier to people exercising their fundamental right to vote. The government is 
making these changes under the guise of protecting against electoral fraud, but there is absolutely no evidence that I can see 
of electoral fraud in the current system. The Attorney-General’s own discussion paper states— 

There is no specific evidence of electoral fraud.  

The intention is to target voters who are marginalised and vulnerable.  

We on this side were opposed to these unfair and undemocratic changes then and we oppose 
the imposition of these unfair and undemocratic changes now. The government should not 
double-down on unfair electoral rules that target the most vulnerable in our community. In a local 
government sense, the various elements of this bill combine to pose particular problems for some 
councils. Imagine a council CEO who has worked in a community for years. He or she is then 
appointed returning officer and is in charge of a polling booth on election day. Some of these council 
communities are pretty tight-knit communities. This legislation could actually place a CEO in the 
position where an individual he or she knows well is asking to exercise their right to vote and the CEO 
has to deny that right because they cannot confirm their identity. Despite knowing the individual, if 
they do not have ID the CEO will have to deny the vote to an otherwise lawful, legitimate voter just 
trying to exercise their democratic vote. For those reasons, the opposition will be, as I mentioned at 
the beginning, opposing the bill.  

Mr HOBBS (Warrego—LNP) (9.25 pm): Tonight I am pleased to rise to speak to the Local 
Government Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. I want to thank the Transport, Housing and Local 
Government Committee for the great work that has been done. We have done over 50-odd reports so 
far and there is more coming, but this was one of the many bills that we have had to consider. I also 
want to thank the people in the local government department and the minister and his office. We 
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worked pretty closely and worked well during this process. The way I see it, the committee system is 
working really well. It is a robust system. It is not necessarily a rubber stamp for government. We truly 
analyse the issues, talk them through and make recommendations. The minister looks at those and 
assesses them and makes a decision and they can be accepted, considered or rejected. I think it is a 
good system. At the end of the day, we end up with an outcome that I believe is good. We do not 
have an upper house in Queensland, but this is a true mechanism that allows for good, free and frank 
debate and allows for decisions to be made based on some facts and some science and some deep 
reasoning. 

The committee looked at this issue and made a number of recommendations, the first one 
being the CEO of a local government being the returning officer. That is an important issue and I am 
sure other members will talk more about that tonight. The minister is quite right when he says that he 
wants the CEO to be an independent person and able to make a decision that is not forced upon him. 
The committee believed that the council should have some input into this, but we accept the 
minister’s determination in that regard and we believe it will be a good system. The Electoral 
Commission has not had roaring successes in relation to local government elections over the years. It 
has done a much better job of state elections, but I have to say that it is getting better. I think local 
governments genuinely believe that it is costly and that they could do a better job themselves, and 
this bill allows them to do that and that is very important. It empowers the Electoral Commission of 
Queensland to direct a CEO returning officer and approve the CEO returning officer’s election plan, 
and that is also good. 

There was a lot of discussion in relation to changing the voting system for mayors in undivided 
local governments from first past the post to optional preferential voting. The committee debated this 
issue. At the end of the day, we need to have a system that is consistent in that mayors in divided 
councils were first past the post but those in undivided councils were not. This mechanism makes it 
consistent, and that is a good outcome for all councils. The most important thing is for the government 
and the Electoral Commission to ensure that people understand the difference when they go to the 
polls, and it will not take long for them to get their minds around that and understand that system. In 
terms of the cut-off date for local governments to apply for a full postal vote by 1 July prior to the 
election, this is not rocket science but it is a date. It is a line in the sand when decisions have to be 
made. 

The other issue that was discussed—and the minister conceded that there needed to be a 
change—was that, when voting for councillors, a full ballot should be conducted. I think that would be 
a good outcome in that it would ensure that, when a ballot is conducted, everyone will have a chance 
to have a vote on every councillor. There may be a situation in which people may well know nine out 
of 10 councillors, but do not know the remaining councillor. Therefore, someone gets elected on a 
very few number of votes. I think this change will work out pretty well. The bill closely aligns the Local 
Government Electoral Act with the Electoral Act of Queensland in relation to roll closures, ballot 
papers, special postal votes et cetera. I think that will also be a good thing.  

Generally speaking, this bill will improve local government. I believe that it is a further step 
forward in the democratic process of local government. It will allow local governments to go on to 
bigger and better things. I thank the minister for his consideration of the committee’s determinations. I 
am sure that local government will be the better for this legislation going through the House.  

Mr GRANT (Springwood—LNP) (9.31 pm): At the outset, in speaking in support of the Local 
Government Legislation Amendment Bill, I would like to pass on my appreciation to the officers of the 
department and also the minister. This committee gave this bill a good working over. I thank the 
departmental officers for the work that they put into the process. I also thank the minister for 
considering all the committee’s recommendations and his deliberations on them.  

As I speak tonight, I draw upon 13 years of experience in local government. Obviously, I have 
the view of someone who has worked in the south-east corner but I appreciate the variations in local 
government throughout the state. With respect to CEOs being returning officers, my experience has 
been that election after election has been run at a very high level of competence, integrity and 
efficiency under CEO Gary Keller and subsequently CEO Mr Chris Rose. Over many years in Logan 
City, those elections were run beautifully without any glitches. In 2008, it was rather heartbreaking to 
see the Queensland Electoral Commission take over. It really could not compete with the job that the 
local CEOs had done because of their local knowledge and could not compete on a cost basis in any 
shape or form. In relation to a CEO being able to run elections and being allowed to pull out if he or 
she chooses to do so, on occasions there are very good reasons a CEO will choose to withdraw. The 
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obvious cases are if they are members of a political party. There are other circumstances, such as 
workload or simply not having the experience to do so that a CEO may choose to withdraw. This bill 
allows for that type of eventuality as well.  

I want to speak briefly about the new voting system for mayors in the 54 undivided local 
governments. An education process will have to be undertaken, because councillors in those 
undivided areas will be elected via first past the post, but the mayors will be elected via optional 
preferential voting. I think it is a good move, but education will be required and that will be 
forthcoming.  

I want to speak about the requirement of proof of identity when voting. I think that this particular 
change is invaluable. The old saying of Labor stalwarts at every election is ‘vote early, vote often’. Is it 
any wonder that the opposition would oppose this change? It is no wonder whatsoever. This change 
will see a new day of integrity that the Labor Party and people are going to have to get used to. To 
claim that this change is unfair to the disadvantaged is utter rubbish. People of all walks of life will 
have a choice to use any of the following documents as proof of identity: a credit card, a current bank 
account card, a concession card, an Australian passport, a Medicare card, a pensioner card or a 
current driver’s licence. I do not see very much disadvantage to anyone in that particular scenario. 
Voter identification was first applied at the Stafford by-election in July and a broad range of 
acceptable proof of identity documents were available to be used. That by-election went mostly 
without incident. So this indeed is a good change.  

Another change that this bill will introduce is that how-to-vote cards will become regulated. That 
is a very good change indeed. Specifically, the bill requires how-to-vote cards to be lodged with the 
Electoral Commission for scrutiny instead of with the returning officer. That empowers the Electoral 
Commissioner to reject a how-to-vote card if the card is likely to mislead or deceive an elector in 
voting. It requires the Electoral Commission to give written reasons for rejecting the card. It enables 
the how-to-vote card to be revised or resubmitted and requires how-to-vote cards to be made 
available for public inspection before polling day on the relevant local government’s website.  

Perhaps one of the most controversial changes is the possibility of disqualification of 
councillors. Once again, I draw upon my experience in local government. Over the past 10 years the 
authority and powers of state government to deal with misconduct of its members has shone quite 
brightly, but in the past local government has not had the powers to deal with misconduct or to 
discipline its members for misconduct. The changes proposed in this bill will certainly empower local 
governments to be able to deal with these matters. Clauses 4 and 8 of the bill propose to amend the 
definition of ‘prisoner’ at section 154 of the City of Brisbane Act and the Local Government Act 
respectively to clarify that a councillor who is subject to a suspended sentence is disqualified from 
being a councillor immediately upon the sentence being handed down. The department further 
advised the committee in the following words— 

If the councillor is currently under a suspended sentence, when this legislation comes into force, if this legislation comes into 
force, they automatically will stop being qualified as a councillor.  

One should expect a standard of character and behaviour of their elected members to be upheld by 
such changes. The minister also advised the committee— 

As the current legislation is unclear, the Bill amends sections 154 of the City of Brisbane Act 2010 and the Local Government 
Act 2009 to clarify that a councillor, sentenced to a term of imprisonment suspended for a fixed operational period (that is, a 
councillor serving a suspended sentence) is a ‘prisoner’. As such, the person automatically stops being a councillor when the 
person becomes a prisoner.  

He went on to say— 

It is unfair to compare this legislation to that of the Parliament of Queensland. Local Government does not have the same 
abilities as the Parliament to deal with the misconduct of its members.  

Those changes and the many other changes contained in this bill that I have not spoken about 
will indeed give significant benefits to local government so that it can conduct its affairs locally, 
effectively and efficiently. I very much look forward to the tightening up of voting with the proof of 
identity requirements. I would like to refute the earlier comments from Labor members. The Senate 
inquiry found that there was significant rorting of the voting system via the ‘vote early and vote often’ 
mantra. This bill should put paid to that. With those words, I support the bill and thank all concerned 
for bringing it to this point.  
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Mrs CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (9.39 pm): I rise to speak to the Local Government 
Legislation Amendment Bill 2014. There are some significant matters dealt with in this legislation. 
However, can I perhaps go one step back to just after this government was voted in when the current 
local government minister visited the local councils throughout the state and reiterated to them that he 
would treat them with respect. I know that that was greatly appreciated and valued. I know that by the 
final months of the Labor government that not all Labor members were disrespectful to council, but 
certainly the cabinet had acted very disrespectfully towards local councils over a period of time. I 
know that for many councils the change in attitude was welcome. That is not to say that they do not 
have disagreements with the minister, and I will not go into that, but I do know that the change in 
attitude of the current minister was welcome.  

I want to deal with a few of the matters that are covered by this legislation. In relation to the 
voter ID, I note with interest the difficulties that have been listed by the minister in relation to the 
Stafford by-election where, whilst it is not a local council election, it was an election using voter ID on 
a population that is the same as a vote for local council, and that there had not been any major 
problems. I think even prior to the ID requirement there would be times when voters would turn up 
and their names would not be on the voting roll and therefore there would be some confrontation at 
the booths. I am sure that that could translate to the voter ID if ID was inappropriate. A lot of that can 
be easily managed by the manner of the person in charge of the booth and the way in which they 
manage that voter. I imagine, and maybe the minister can clarify this, that in those circumstances at a 
local council election where there is some dispute about the voter ID that the voter will still be able to 
cast a vote albeit one that is subject to future approval or acceptance.  

I welcome the changes in relation to the CEO now acting as returning officer. The changes to 
the structure of elections were made when the minister at that time was constantly criticising and 
undermining the character and credibility of local councils. There are CEOs who should recant their 
role as a returning officer, either because of their overt political affiliation, because of perhaps 
previous actions by that CEO that could give cause for concern within the community or just that the 
CEO does not feel that they are appropriate for that role. I am advised that if the CEO does withdraw, 
other arrangements can be made. Irrespective of whether the CEO is the returning officer or not, the 
ECQ will retain oversight of that electoral process. The local council is best placed to know where 
booths are most central, most effective and most appropriate and also things like the number of ballot 
papers that are required. Outside the south-east corner, and I cannot speak for Redlands and those 
places because I do not live there, councils, mayors and CEOs are very closely attuned to their 
community. They know where the communities gravitate, whether it is for shopping or community 
events and which community hall is used more regularly. I think it is practical to return that decision 
making to the local council area.  

In relation to the preferential voting for mayors, I guess that is something that will be, as the 
previous speaker, the member for Springwood, said, a matter of education. However, it should be 
noted that voters are not silly. They vote optional preferential—if I had my way it would be fully 
preferential—for state elections so it is not an unknown quantity. The recommendation that the 
minister has accepted in relation to requiring the voter to number sufficient squares for the number of 
vacancies that have to be filled I believe shows not only the maturity of the minister but also the 
practicality of the committee’s recommendation. The other change that I wish to comment on is in 
relation to the Electoral Commission having to approve the how-to-vote card not the CEO. In this age 
of electronic to-ing and fro-ing it is helpful, but I speak as an Independent at an election. When a 
person stands as a party member that is all done by the head office, it is not done by the candidate, 
as far as I am aware. When I stand in my electorate I have to take my how-to-vote card to the 
returning officer who has habitually been the clerk of the court. That person has a look at the 
how-to-vote card to check that it is appropriate and sends it off to the Electoral Commission. Having 
this change requiring the Electoral Commission to approve the how-to-vote card, speaking as an 
Independent, is quite an onerous task and it is a time issue as well. As I said, the parties have all that 
done centrally. I believe they also have all their how-to-vote cards across all of the electorates printed 
centrally. Whereas if you are, as most councils are, a bunch of Independents standing, you have to 
look after all of that printing yourself. There is a time issue. Up in Gladstone I have worked with a 
wonderful printing firm that has been really responsive to my needs as an Independent. They are the 
same with anyone who stands for election who uses a local printer. There is a time pressure getting 
that form off to the Electoral Commission, getting it approved and getting it back. The form cannot be 
approved until nominations close. You have to get a mock-up done, then that has to go to the 
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Electoral Commission and then it has to come back and you have only a short amount of time in 
which to get all of that printing done. There is a time pressure and it does mean that everybody has to 
be on the ball. That will be an adjustment, albeit on the surface it does not appear to be one.  

In relation to the disqualification of councillors who are serving a suspended sentence, I think 
any voter is entitled to have the best representative that they can have. It could always be argued that 
it depends what that suspended sentence is about, although I would have to say that if it is an offence 
where a custodial sentence was appropriate, albeit suspended by the magistrate or the judge at the 
time, it has to be a more serious offence. I think generally voters will accept this change because it 
protects the integrity of the people who seek selection as their representatives.  

I will listen with interest to the rest of the debate. I reiterate that one of the chief things that this 
government had to do was re-instil the confidence that local governments across Queensland could 
have that the Minister for Local Government and, by default, the cabinet and the party in government 
actually respected councils because that had been significantly undermined previously. To that extent 
I know that there is a great deal of appreciation in the community for the re-establishment of that 
respect.  

Hon. DF CRISAFULLI (Mundingburra—LNP) (Minister for Local Government, Community 
Recovery and Resilience) (9.49 pm), in reply: I take this opportunity to hopefully clarify a few of the 
issues raised and also to discuss what I see as some of the key contributions. I will do it in the batting 
order in which they came and start with the member for Mackay. I thank him for his conversation prior 
to the commencement of this debate on the legislation. I go to the heart of the issue, which is the 
reticence of the opposition to allow the chief executive officer of a local government to be given the 
opportunity to be the returning officer. By anyone’s reckoning, and we only have to go back in time to 
see this, in terms of process and cost efficiencies the last two local government elections have not 
been a roaring success. In this state, historically councils have run their own elections. In reaching the 
point that we reached, I believe we did what good governments do, which is to find a sensible middle 
ground. One school of thought was that the Electoral Commission should continue to run local 
government elections and source the on-the-ground-resources right across the state, which is always 
a challenge. The other school of thought was to go back to allowing councils to run the elections 
themselves. I believe that the government has found the perfect middle ground, which is for the 
Electoral Commission to run the election as the overarching body, but for the chief executive officer of 
the council to use local know-how to ensure, for example, that ballot papers are in sufficient supply, 
that the right ballot papers go to the right regions and that some people do not receive multiple ballot 
papers while others receive none. It is about bringing in a bit of local knowledge with the oversight of 
the Electoral Commission.  

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition made a comment that I cannot let go without correcting. 
He implied that somehow some small councils would be incapable of providing the level of integrity 
that is needed. I reject that categorically. I know the CEOs of those communities and I know the 
communities themselves. In tonight’s debate the only comment that should be made about the size of 
councils is how difficult it is in smaller communities to get somebody who is not the CEO to be the 
returning officer. That is the only connection between size of a council and the returning officer that 
can be credibly made. To somehow suggest that it is not possible to have somebody impartial 
because of the size of the community shows a lack of understanding of local government and a lack 
of understanding of small communities.  

I thank the Deputy Leader of the Opposition for acknowledging the change that has been made 
in regard to the undivided council. I thank him for his comments. I also thank the member for Warrego 
for the suggestion that he put forward. I will touch quickly on the preferential voting option for mayors 
in those councils. I do not believe anybody could have a problem with the parliament giving every 
voter the opportunity to express, as best as they possibly can, their desired intention. If that desired 
intention is to place the number 1 on a ballot paper to select the mayor, that is great. If they want to 
put numbers 1, 2 and 3 on the ballot paper, that is fine. Let us give people the best opportunity to 
have their intentions labelled as clearly as possible when they cast their vote.  

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition mentioned voter ID. That scare may have resonated a 
few weeks ago, but we have had the first test of this. As I mentioned, the results from Stafford clearly 
show that the scare campaign was not based in fact. With all due respect to the by-election, which I 
know was very important for the people of Stafford, I would say that there was a greater awareness of 
the council election than the by-election, yet still a low percentage of people turned up without ID.  
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The member for Warrego made an excellent contribution. He spoke clearly about the wonderful 
contribution made by the committee system. I know that the member for Coomera shares the view 
that the committee system is wonderful. In fact, through hand gestures, he is telling me how excited it 
makes him to have a committee system that operates in a way that, as the member for Noosa clearly 
says, is leading us towards a great outcome in the government.  

The member for Springwood is a great friend of local government. He spoke about his 
experience with chief executive officers. He debunked many of the things that the member for Mackay 
said. The member for Springwood spoke in detail, but two words that he said resonated with me: 
competency and efficiency. He also touched on voter ID.  

I will conclude my comments by discussing the contribution of the member for Gladstone, 
which was excellent. She started by speaking about respect. As a former representative at that 
special level of government and as a representative of her community, she has great respect for local 
government. She also spoke about voter ID, the chief executive officer being the returning officer and 
optional preferential voting. The member for Gladstone spoke about something that no-one else 
spoke about in their contributions, which is the issue of the suspended sentence. Tonight we are 
clarifying the situation that exists at present. There is a grey area in the current law. While many 
would argue that these provisions already exist, this legislation clarifies the matter and puts it beyond 
any doubt. As the member for Gladstone so articulately said, if an elected official commits a crime of 
a magnitude that deserves a suspended sentence, the community deserves to have the protection 
that comes from knowing that that person cannot represent them. I am delighted to have made my 
contribution to this debate and I am most pleased with the quality of the submission from the 
committee.  

Division: Question put—That the bill be now read a second time. 
AYES, 70: 

LNP, 64—Bates, Bennett, Berry, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, Davies, T 
Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant, Grimwade, Gulley, 
Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Holswich, Johnson, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Langbroek, Latter, Malone, Mander, McVeigh, 
Menkens, Minnikin, Molhoek, Newman, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Powell, Pucci, Rickuss, Robinson, Ruthenberg, Seeney, 
Shorten, Shuttleworth, Smith, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Symes, Walker, Watts, Young.  

KAP, 3—Hopper, Katter, Knuth. 

INDEPENDENTS, 3—Cunningham, Douglas, Wellington. 

NOES, 10: 

ALP, 9—Byrne, D’Ath, Lynham, Miller, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad. 

PUP, 1—Judge. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

Bill read a second time.  

Consideration in Detail 
Clauses 1 to 14, as read, agreed to.  

Clause 15— 

Mr MULHERIN (10.04 pm): As I outlined in the second reading debate, the opposition has a 
concern that there is a perceived or real risk associated with making the CEO of a local government 
the returning officer of elections to that council. As I outlined in my speech, CEOs work closely with 
mayors and other councillors. Bias, perceived or real, could be aimed at the council. So for those 
reasons, as outlined in my speech during the second reading debate, we will be opposing clause 15.  

Mr CRISAFULLI: As I outlined, the chief executive officer had run council elections for many, 
many decades. What we saw when the change occurred was that, because of a lack of local know-
how, there was an increase in costs and there were some complications with elections. As a result, 
we have chosen a sensible middle ground. That is what good government is about—finding sensible 
middle ground. There will still be the oversight that comes with the Electoral Commission of 
Queensland having oversight of the election, but it will have the local know-how that comes with 
having people on the ground as returning officers. That strikes the right balance. 
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Division: Question put—That clause 15, as read, stand part of the bill. 
AYES, 66: 

LNP, 64—Bates, Bennett, Berry, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Choat, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, 
Davies, T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant, 
Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Holswich, Johnson, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Langbroek, Latter, Malone, 
Mander, McVeigh, Menkens, Minnikin, Molhoek, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Powell, Pucci, Rickuss, Robinson, Ruthenberg, Seeney, 
Shorten, Shuttleworth, Smith, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Symes, Walker, Watts, Young.  

INDEPENDENTS, 2—Cunningham, Wellington. 
NOES, 14: 

ALP, 9—Byrne, D’Ath, Lynham, Miller, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad. 

KAP, 3—Hopper, Katter, Knuth. 

PUP, 1—Judge. 

INDEPENDENTS, 1—Douglas. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 
Clause 15, as read, agreed to.  
Clauses 16 to 47, as read, agreed to.  
Clause 48— 
Mr MULHERIN (10.11 pm): I raise this issue on behalf of the LGAQ. In changing the voting 

system for mayors in an undivided council from first past the post to optional preferential voting, there 
is a risk that it creates an alternative inconsistency with our councillors in the same council elected. 
The LGAQ points out that, rather than simplifying the system for voters, this change could create 
confusion amongst voters in the local government area.  

Mr CRISAFULLI: It is very difficult to suggest that there could be confusion from any system 
that increases the opportunity for somebody to exercise their right and express an opinion. In this 
case, if somebody wants to put a 1 in one box they can. In somebody wants to put a 1 and a 2, they 
can. If somebody wants to put a 1, 2 and a 3, they can—in the same way they might have chosen to 
do for the election of the member for Mackay. It is a very simple proposal.  

The reason I am so passionate about this change is that it does two things. The first is that it 
enables people to have every opportunity to express their vote. The second and most important 
reason is that at a local government level— 

Mr Judge interjected.  
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Member for Yeerongpilly, your interjections are not being 

taken. Please cease your interjections. The minister has the call. 
Mr CRISAFULLI: At a local government level, whether it be Brisbane, the Sunshine Coast or 

wherever the member for Yeerongpilly will be next week, people deserve the right to exercise every 
right to express that vote. There might be three people and they may particularly like two and not like 
a third. If that is the case, they should be entitled to exercise that opinion. 

Clause 48, as read, agreed to.  
Clauses 49 and 50, as read, agreed to.  
Clause 51— 
Mr MULHERIN (10.14 pm): Once again, as outlined in my contribution to this debate, the 

opposition is opposed to voter ID. We have heard from experts, including the Electoral Commissioner, 
who gave evidence at committee hearings that there is no concerted voter fraud in our electoral 
system. At the last state election there was one suspect voter who was referred to police. There is no 
overwhelming view that there is corruption in the voting system. So we are opposed to the imposition 
that is put on people exercising their democratic right.  

Mr CRISAFULLI: The campaign of fear and misinformation had so much more credibility 
before it was tested.  

Mr Judge interjected.  
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Member for Yeerongpilly, I have already asked you to cease 

your interjections.  
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Mr CRISAFULLI: It was tested and the results were clear. People were able to find some form 
of identification. It is fair, it is reasonable and it aligns the provisions in the Local Government 
Electoral Act with those of the state act. 

Clause 51, as read, agreed to.  
Clauses 52 to 64, as read, agreed to.  
Clause 65— 
Mr CRISAFULLI (10.15 pm): I move the following amendments— 

1  Clause 65 (Amendment of s 84 (How electors must record a vote on a ballot paper—first-past-the-post voting)) 

Page 46, line 4— 

omit, insert— 

Section 84— 

2  Clause 65 (Amendment of s 84 (How electors must record a vote on a ballot paper—first-past-the-post voting)) 

Page 46, lines 12 to 31 and page 47, lines 1 and 2— 

omit. 

I table the explanatory notes to my amendments.  
Tabled paper: Local Government Legislation Amendment Bill 2014, explanatory notes to Hon. David Crisafulli’s amendments 
[5766]. 

Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 65, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 66, as read, agreed to.  
Clause 67— 
Mr CRISAFULLI (10.16 pm): I move the following amendments— 

3  Clause 67 (Amendment of s 87 (Formal and informal ballot papers—first-past-the-post voting)) 

Page 47, line 10— 

omit, insert— 

Section 87(4)(b), ‘an application’— 

4  Clause 67 (Amendment of s 87 (Formal and informal ballot papers—first-past-the-post voting)) 

Page 47, lines 13 and 14— 

omit. 

Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 67, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 68 to 113, as read, agreed to.  
Schedule, as read, agreed to.  

Third Reading 
Hon. DF CRISAFULLI (Mundingburra—LNP) (Minister for Local Government, Community 

Recovery and Resilience) (10.17 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. DF CRISAFULLI (Mundingburra—LNP) (Minister for Local Government, Community 

Recovery and Resilience) (10.18 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.  
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ADJOURNMENT 
Mr STEVENS (Mermaid Beach—LNP) (Leader of the House) (10.18 pm): I move— 

That the House do now adjourn.  

Redbank Plains State High School; Choices Not Chances Program 
Mrs MILLER (Bundamba—ALP) (10.19 pm): I rise to speak of the great work undertaken in 

Redbank Plains State High School. I recently visited the school and looked over their new year 7 
building progress but took the time with the principal, Llew Paulger, to check out other initiatives in 
this very progressive school and to catch up on the progress of the award-winning Choices not 
Chances program—a federal Labor government initiative. It is a great team effort in the Choices not 
Chances program, with great work from staff Mary Anne Watterson, head of senior school; Mike 
Winton, the coordinator; Amy Luxton and Andrew Stretton, from the senior study room support; and 
the great contribution of Chris Lologa, who goes beyond the call of duty as a teacher aide. 

In the first two years of the program, 87 per cent gained employment as a direct result of 
participating in GenR8. All gained their QCE and certificate II in logistics. Some of this year’s group 
have already had offers of employment when they finish school in November. As a result of these 
results, Choices not Chances has achieved the following: a state winner at the Showcase Awards for 
Excellence in Education in 2012; a National Australia Bank Schools First impact award winner in 
2013, where they were one of 25 nationally; and the regional winner at the Showcase Awards for 
Excellence in Education in 2014. 

The industry partners with Redbank Plains State High School are Allied Pickfords, TNT, Easter 
transport, Young Guns, Penske and Westside Bus. I would like to congratulate all of those 
businesses for being part of a very innovative training program at the school. Since 2011, Choices not 
Chances has connected over 300 members of the local community with training and employment. 
The latest course is being facilitated by Strategix Training Group and has 23 local participants in a 
Certificate III in Driving Operations plus a HR licence upgrade. 

What it means for our young people is immense. In fact one female student started at Allied 
Pickfords doing the removals and was given the opportunity to work on reception. She did so well that 
she was promoted into sales. Other students have been working there after the program for two and 
three years and are now buying their own cars. This is fantastic. For another student working there, 
her father joined the adult program and is now driving the school bus. That added two incomes to a 
struggling Pacifica family who are now in their own home and moving forward. The opportunities are 
immense and something that Llew, Mike and the team at Redbank Plains State High School should 
be very proud of. I would like to encourage all other businesses in our local community to support the 
Choices not Chances program. It is a program that we in federal and state Labor are very proud of.  

Twomey, Mr R 
Mr HATHAWAY (Townsville—LNP) (10.22 pm): I rise tonight to place on the public record in 

this House the dedicated service of a recently farewelled assistant commissioner of the northern 
region of the Queensland Fire and Rescue Service, Mr Ron Twomey. It was with a fair bit of sadness 
that we let Ron go on his retirement, but I think it is well deserved. Ron spent his career looking after 
the interests and community safety of Australians for over 40 years. He commenced his career at the 
Melbourne Metropolitan Fire Brigade and spent 16 years there. He had a significant influence there, 
particularly with new methods of road safety and road rescue. 

We farewelled Ron at a very well-attended night in North Queensland and we gave him our 
thanks for protecting us over the last 24 years of his professional life. The night was attended by 
many luminaries from the North Queensland region. More importantly, many officers from the 
Queensland Fire and Emergency Services attended and showed their honest and healthy 
professional respect for the service that Ron gave and the leadership he no doubt brought to the 
region. One of the interesting points that I learnt, which I was unaware of, was that Ron also 
represented both the state of Victoria and Australia in lacrosse. He still maintains very good fitness to 
this day and I am sure he will enjoy his retirement. 

For the record, I note that Ron made many contributions to many aspects of community safety, 
including, as I mentioned earlier, road rescue in Victoria. There are also many legacies from his 
initiatives in North Queensland that will continue to serve my region extremely well for many years 
after his retirement, in particular, the standardisation of training for firefighters both in North and Far 
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North Queensland, the establishment of the Townsville communications centre, the development of a 
mobile training unit and the establishment of the combined emergency services centre on Palm 
Island. That investment of Ron’s skills and leadership has paid well and has protected us through 
many disasters, not the least of which was Cyclone Yasi. Ron has received a number commendations 
and medals, including a ministerial award, a National Medal with two bars of service, a National 
Emergency Medal for the Queensland floods and Tropical Cyclone Yasi and a QFRS Diligent and 
Ethical Service Medal. 

Ron, I thank you for your service in community safety to Queensland, and in particular North 
Queensland, and to Australia. I wish you well in your retirement. We begrudgingly give you back to 
your family so you can enjoy your time with them.  

Toowoomba South Electorate, Events 
Hon. JJ McVEIGH (Toowoomba South—LNP) (Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry) 

(10.25 pm): I rise tonight to share with the House some details of some very significant community 
events held in my electorate of Toowoomba South in the last week or so. First of all, I want to refer to 
the Endeavour Foundation of Toowoomba and the recent opening of their new training room which I, 
as the member for Toowoomba South, had the great honour to attend. The Endeavour Foundation of 
Toowoomba provides an excellent facility for assisted employees. They do very fine work in the 
recycling and food packaging industries, and this means a lot to our local community and our local 
industries including, I am pleased to say, the agriculture and food portfolio that I represent for this 
government. 

It was good to join with the manager of the facility, who is an old friend of mine, Mr Ross Faint, 
and catch up with him on the work at the Endeavour Foundation. The mayor and numerous 
councillors were also involved. It was great to officiate at the opening of the training room and 
recognise the contributors, including the state government through the Jupiters Casino Community 
Benefit Fund, Arrow Energy, Power Tynan solicitors, the Suncorp call centre and the Brazil Family 
Foundation. The Endeavour Foundation continues to do a tremendous job in Toowoomba for our 
local community through the efforts of their assisted employees. 

Secondly, I want to refer to the Woomba Women event on Friday, 15 August. It was good to 
join there with some of the Aboriginal elders in our community, including in particular Uncle Darby 
McCarthy, and the Multicultural Development Association—the MDA—in celebrating one year of 
settlement of Afghan women and other refugee women from diverse backgrounds in Toowoomba. We 
were also marking 25 years of the Women at Risk Visa Program, which was introduced in Australia in 
1989 in recognition of priority given by the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees. Since it 
was introduced, Australia has helped more than 13,000 women. We celebrated on that day the 
strong, resourceful women in the Afghan community—some 200 in total, including their children—who 
have joined our community. It was certainly heart-warming. What they bring to our community is very, 
very significant. 

Lastly, I want to refer to the citizenship ceremony on Thursday, 21 August, where we 
celebrated 95 new citizens from European, Asian and African countries. It was great to join with 
Mayor Paul Antonio and Deputy Mayor Mike Williams in welcoming these new citizens to our 
community. 

So whether it is those who need support in our community at present, those who have fled 
tough conditions elsewhere around the world to become part of our community or those freely taking 
up citizenship, we continue to be a welcoming community and one that benefits from their presence. 

(Time expired)  

Newman LNP Government, Members 
Hon. TS MULHERIN (Mackay—ALP) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (10.28 pm): As 

shadow minister for racing, I am a supporter of regional meets. That is why it gives me great pleasure 
today to speak about the Maiden Plate in Mackay set to be held this Thursday, 28 August. So far, 13 
horses have nominated for this 1,200 metre race with a $10,000 prize pool. For me, the best bets are 
Sunny Chief and Rapid Command who have confidence to lead the field on Thursday. 

However, when I look at those opposite, there is no clear leader—no ‘Sunny Chief’ who is a 
definite to run the race to the end for the LNP. The ‘Ashgrove Galloper’ lacks the discipline and 
staying power to see out the race. By all reports, he has trouble settling in the barriers but is okay 
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once the trainers administer the anti-rearing bit. He was good for a sprint but is running out of spirit 
and puff and losing fans fast. Perhaps that is why he is favoured to fall well short of the finish line and 
buck the rider from the saddle, leaving him without a seat. At $1.22 to lose the seat on Sportsbet, the 
‘Ashgrove Galloper’ is far from the favourite to lead the field in March.  

The ‘Clydesdale from Callide’ is looking a little long in the tooth for the win and, while he is in 
the field, he has blown out to $8.00 and looks happy to settle for a place. The only thing more 
impressive than the magnificent mane of the ‘Contender from Surfer’s Paradise’ is the odds, but at 
$7.50 he is a long shot indeed. At $7.00, the ‘Stanthorpe Stallion’ is an experienced runner and a 
good roughie for any keen punters out there. However, it should be noted that he has attempted the 
big race three times before. Each time he has failed to finish well and spectators and stable mates 
judged his performance poorly.  

The big runners in this race are the two SEQ specials. There is the ‘Tanned Chestnut from 
Indooroopilly’, who seems happier to follow and has not had much time at the head of the pack. He 
may be able to break through and is excellent odds at $2.75, but others are expected to block his run. 
It is the ‘Colt from Clayfield’ who is the favourite. He is leading the run and fast emerging as the one 
to lead the pack in March. At just $2.10, now is a good time to get on him because the odds will only 
shorten as the race day nears. He does have the weight of mass Public Service sackings hanging 
about his neck, but has box seating to take the lead. I can hear the call from the bookies, ‘Who wants 
to get on the ‘Two-Buck Treasurer’? No doubt the ‘Ashgrove Galloper’ will protest, but I suspect he 
will be blocked by the rest of the field and he will find few friends in the stewards. Just who will lead at 
the end of the race and who will even be in the field in a few weeks remains to be seen.  

Moreton Bay Regional Council, Planning Scheme; Bribie Island, Bridge Duplication 
Mrs FRANCE (Pumicestone—LNP) (10.30 pm): I rise tonight to talk about the Moreton Bay 

Regional Council planning scheme, which is down to its last two days of being on display. This 
planning scheme has certainly been a big issue in my electorate of Pumicestone, and rightly so. The 
fact that 4,000 pages have been dumped on the internet for our residents to review with very little 
consultation has caused a lot of alarm amongst our residents. There is any number of reasons to be 
alarmed with this plan. It could be acid sulfate soils, building heights, bushfire hazards, environmental 
areas and corridors, extractive resources, flood hazards, rural residential lot sizes—the list goes on. 
The more you look at this plan on the internet, the more you find.  

I am very happy to stand here tonight and raise this issue again. It is something that has been 
coming up a lot in my electorate—every single day while this plan has been on display. I look forward 
to working with my councillors on addressing the community’s concerns about this plan. So far we 
have had numerous community meetings held by me and other state government representatives. I 
would like to acknowledge Kerri-Anne Dooley of Redcliffe, who has certainly been bringing up this 
issue in her community and making sure that people are aware of the Moreton Bay Regional Council 
plan and the impacts it will have on them.  

I would personally like to thank the Deputy Premier for getting involved in this issue and 
stepping in to support our community and their concerns with this plan by making his views known to 
the mayor and the Moreton Bay Regional Council that, while these issues still exist with this plan, the 
state government will not be signing off on it. It is the council’s responsibility to address the concerns 
that are being raised by their community and ensure that they are addressed and our community is 
communicated with regarding these concerns.  

Where to from here? We have two days left on this plan. Council has to take into consideration 
all of the concerns that have been raised by the community and then will be responding to the 
residents. This document is likely to go out for another round of consultation. I look forward to rallying 
my community to make sure that their concerns are addressed by council going forward.  

On another issue, I am very happy to say that the Bribie Island bridge duplication fight 
continues. We have now seen the concept planning study come out. In the next few weeks I look 
forward to being able to release that information. It is looking at the duplication of the Bribie Island 
bridge on the northern side. The proposal is for a four-lane bridge with a four-metre-wide pedestrian 
and cycle access. We have moved through the first stage, which was my commitment to delivering on 
that concept planning study. I look forward to moving onto securing the corridor.  
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Meals on Wheels; Seniors Week 
Mrs SMITH (Mount Ommaney—LNP) (10.33 pm): Today is national Meals on Wheels 

Volunteer Day, and what a great job the organisation does. I would like to make special mention of 
both the local organisations in my electorate: our Sherwood-Oxley branch and our Centenary branch. 
They are so highly respected in our community. Last week I attended the AGM. I congratulate the 
incoming committee and make special mention of Greg and Marie Franklin, who have done such a 
wonderful job over the last couple of years. They have been able to adapt to changes with the 
clientele and meals. They now have a new supplier. Today I went out with the Walkers—Mrs Walker 
has been providing a volunteer service to Meals on Wheels for 20 years.  

A government member interjected.  

Mrs SMITH: Not you, Ian Walker. They are great. When we went around with Mrs Walker the 
customers were saying what wonderful meals they were and that they really do enjoy the visits from 
the Meals on Wheels volunteers.  

I would also like to take the opportunity to inform the members of the delightful activities that 
have been occurring in the electorate of Mount Ommaney in the past week. It was Seniors Week last 
week. That is a great opportunity to celebrate our seniors and thank them for all that they have done 
and continue to do. As the minister mentioned last night, over 210 events celebrating our seniors 
were held across Queensland last week. As I said, I had the opportunity to attend a couple of those 
events. I hosted a morning tea for the second year and what a great get-together it was. Over 200 
attendants came along and were entertained by a wonderful junior choir from the Jamboree State 
School who were happy to dance and perform for us the Peppermint Twist and the song Happy 
Together by the Turtles. They were also entertained by the incredibly talented choir from the 
Centenary State High School, which is the only state school from Queensland to be competing in the 
national a cappella school finals. That is a great achievement. 

The former Lord Mayor Sallyanne Atkinson was a guest speaker as well as the acting Deputy 
Commissioner, Peter Martin. The residents had the opportunity to hear firsthand the results that are 
being achieved in Mount Ommaney which are being delivered by our police and by this government. 
Our crime statistics are down. I have to say that I do not think a higher compliment can be paid to a 
government than when the acting deputy commissioner gets up and says—and he said this—‘The 
one thing, I am a policeman, not a politician. But working with this government has enabled us to not 
only get the tools and the legislation we need but they have given us the power to do our job.’  

(Time expired)  

Glass House Electorate, Events; Small Business Week 
Hon. AC POWELL (Glass House—LNP) (Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection) 

(10.36 pm): It is a great privilege to reflect on a couple of events that have occurred in the electorate 
of Glass House over the last couple of weeks. On Friday a week ago I was able to host one of my 
afternoon tea times—Glass House tea times—where we catch up with a number of locals from 
around the patch. It was time to visit the community of Glasshouse Mountains itself. The afternoon 
tea was held at the Glass House Lookout Cafe, owned by Bill Rogers, who also has Glass on Glass 
House—just to get the word in there a few more times. It is a great tourism facility in the Sunshine 
Coast hinterland. Also there were Bob and Margaret McLean. Bob recently gave up the role of 
president of the chamber. There were also Elaine Reeves from Friends of Bankfoot House, Craig 
Stevens from Hanson Quarries and Julian King-Salter from the International Dzogchen Buddhist 
community on Glass House-Woodford Road. It really is a fantastic way for me to touch base with 
some of the locals and hear what is concerning them. We talked about everything from road 
improvements, resilience around flooding through to community needs in the town of Glass House. It 
was a great opportunity.  

On Wednesday of last week we hosted Minister Walker in the electorate. It was fantastic to 
have him there for the entire day. We kicked it off with a visit to the Crohamhurst Observatory. That is 
very close to both our hearts—mine because it is heritage listed, and Minister Walker’s because of 
the link to Inigo Jones and also to Lennox Walker, his student, who subsequently took over his work. I 
understand Lennox Walker is actually a distant— 

Mr Walker: No relation.  
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Mr POWELL: No? There is no connection. We were trying to work that out on the day. I 
commend Ross Tindle, the owner, and his wife who are looking at opening up that observatory to the 
broader community, particularly those weather buffs who chase weather anomalies all around the 
world. They will be descending on the observatory as we work with him to get it open for the public.  

We went on to an arts afternoon tea and finished off with a tour of the very innovative Gourmet 
Gardens in my home town of Palmwoods. Again, I thank CEO Nick White for the time he gave to both 
Minister Walker and me to show us through that fantastic factory and see the amazing products that 
they are now distributing to more than a dozen nations around the world.  

I wish to pause and reflect that next week is Small Business Week. Saturday, the 6th is Buy 
Local Saturday. Again, we got in a bit of PR early with Spencer Shaw, the Maleny Chamber of 
Commerce President; Rob Outridge, owner of the Maleny IGA; Paul O’Mara from Glasshouse 
Country Auto Body Repairs; and, as I said, Bob McLean, the outgoing president of the Glass House 
Chamber of Commerce.  

On Saturday the 6th, Spencer and I will be back at the Maleny IGA behind the checkouts doing 
the ‘checkout chick’ thing. We had our L-plates on when we did some of the training, but we think we 
might progress to our provisionals. Buy locally Saturday.  

Malanda-Upper Barron Road, Upgrade 
Mr KNUTH (Dalrymple—KAP) (10.40 pm): Yesterday I asked the Minister for Transport and 

Main Roads, ‘Is the Malanda-Upper Barron Road being considered for upgrading under the recent 
funding announcement aimed at getting Queenslanders home safer and sooner?’ The minister raved 
on about what a wonderful job they are doing on the Bruce Highway, but that is a long way from the 
Malanda-Upper Barron Road. I ask the minister this question because this road is a major tourism 
destination and a major arterial link to and from south and western Queensland, but the sealing of this 
priority road has continually been rejected. This state government road is important to road users, but 
it is boycotted because of its severe danger. I will read some letters, but I first want to table some 
pictures of the shocking state of the road as a result of usage and high rainfall.  
Tabled paper: Bundle of photographs depicting an unsealed road [5767]. 

I will also read a letter from Trevor Pearce of Telpara Hills, who has the Brangus and Charolais 
stud. He says— 
We are one of Australia’s leading seed stock producers in the beef cattle industry and are located at the Upper Barron on the 
Tablelands.  

... 
Our location and cattle business has over the years been increasingly impacted upon by the failure of State Government to 
agree with local council to upgrade the gravel section to bitumen from the Kennedy Hwy\Malanda-Upper Barron Rd.  

The state of the surface of this section is not only an extreme safety hazard causing accidents, near misses, crossovers, 
broken window screens and even vehicles becoming bogged from slippery conditions. It is an embarrassment to our business 
and the Atherton Tablelands image.  

I will table that. I will also read a letter from Tami Palmer of Tropical Peat. She says— 
I would like to make an official complaint about the maintenance of the Upper Barron Road and the entrance to Belson Road in 
Upper Barron.  

We are a raw materials business trading as Tropical Peat at 12 Belson Road, specialising in bulk raw materials. We regularly 
use the Upper Barron Road to go to Townsville and Cairns with big trucks and we also deliver small truck deliveries all over the 
tablelands.  

On the 17th March 2014, one of our employees turned off Upper Barron Road into Belson Road and hit a large pot hole which 
jarred the steering wheel and the air seat when down which pushed the drivers elbow up and into his neck. He has now had to 
lodge for worker’s compensation as it has not healed and he is unable to work. He may still require surgery.  

I will table this. This letter comes from Richard Holme, who states— 
The worst road in Queensland exists just 18 kilometres from Atherton and 8 k from Malanda. The 4 kilometre section of gravel 
out of the 13.5 kilometres of Upper Barron Road could only be described as appalling.  

I will table that. I also table a letter from the Tablelands Regional Council.  
Tabled paper: Bundle of letters in relation to the sealing of Upper Barron Road, Atherton Tablelands [5768]. 
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Mayor Rosa Lee Long states— 
I write to extend my strong support to complete the sealing of the Upper Barron Road, which is within the boundaries of 
Tablelands— 

(Time expired)  

Broadwater Electorate, Events 
Miss BARTON (Broadwater—LNP) (10.43 pm): It gives me great pleasure to rise this evening 

to update the House on some of the goings-on in the great electoral of Broadwater. As I am sure 
many of my colleagues on this side of the House know, the electorate of Broadwater has 
approximately 11,000 residents who are over the age of 65, which means that Seniors Week is, of 
course, a very significant week in my community. It was great for me to go out and celebrate Seniors 
Week with a number of organisations, including the Multicultural Communities Council of the Gold 
Coast as well as the U3A youth brigade, who celebrated a great number of events. I would particular 
like to pay tribute to the U3A north Gold Coast, who not only were able to put on a fantastic art show 
but had some lovely entertainment. I would like to pay tribute to the choir, many of whom have never 
sung before but who were able to put on what I thought was a fantastic show for those of us attending 
the art show.  

I am a big believer that Seniors Week gives us an opportunity to thank those members of our 
community who have, over the years, made significant contributions and sacrifices so that people like 
me and other members of this House are privileged to lead the lives and have the way of life that we 
have. It was an honour and a privilege for me to be able to, as a younger member of the community, 
express my thanks and appreciation to the seniors in our community who have made sacrifices on 
our behalf in the past.  

On the weekend I had the great pleasure of heading over to South Stradbroke Island, which is 
in my electorate, to celebrate the 60th anniversary of the Dux Anchorage, which is co-owned by the 
Southport School and the Southport Yacht Club. The Dux Anchorage has been a significant home for 
the Southport Yacht club and TSS over the years, and what was once a very simple place for them to 
go and put up a few tents and have a few fires on the beach while camping is now quite a significant 
place. It was great for me to be able to officially launch and open their new pontoon, which was 
something that I worked very hard with the Southport Yacht Club and TSS to ensure that we were 
able to see happen, particularly given that the Gold Coast Waterways Authority is keen to ensure 
there are more destinations on the Broadwater.  

Finally, I would like to acknowledge and pay tribute to Acting Senior Sergeant Steve Keeling, 
who was the acting officer in charge of the Runaway Bay Police Station. On Thursday of last week we 
had a medal awards ceremony with the Queensland Police Service, and I would like to acknowledge 
that Acting Senior Sergeant Keeling received not only the Australian Police Medal but also he 
received the 30-year clasp to his Queensland Police Medal. Acting Senior Sergeant Steve Keeling 
has been a very prominent member of our local community, working with Neighbourhood Watch and 
the police consultative committee, and I would like to put on the record my appreciation for the work 
that he has done for all of Queensland over the past 30 years as he has served them as a 
Queensland Police Service officer.  

Roses in the Ocean 
Mr CAVALLUCCI (Brisbane Central—LNP) (10.46 pm): Madam Speaker, I rise tonight to speak 

about a special organisation in my electorate called Roses in the Ocean, which is an organisation 
which I have been a passionate supporter of as it delivers important initiatives for a very important 
topic. Tragically, as few people are aware, in Australia we lose seven people a day to suicide and 
there are approximately 62,000 suicide attempts made each year. Suicide is the largest cause of 
death in our young men and far exceeds the national road toll. Roses in the Ocean is a not-for-profit 
organisation that exists to change the way that suicide is spoken about, understood and prevented. It 
is founded on the voices of people with a lived experience of suicide and strives to raise awareness, 
encourage help-seeking behaviour and reduce the stigma that surrounds suicide.  

CEO Bronwyn Edwards is a tireless organiser and promoter of awareness on this topic, and I 
was pleased to recently support her and Roses in the Ocean at their annual fundraising event last 
week, which was attended by hundreds. In addition to its role with the National Suicide Prevention 
Lived Experience Speakers Bureau, Roses in the Ocean hosts events that connect local communities 
with useful, practical information and service providers, providing a vital link for the general public to 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_224313
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_224615
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_224313
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20140827_224615


2846 Attendance 27 Aug 2014 

 

 

help that is relevant. One important upcoming event which I have been very happy to assist in 
organising is to be held in my electorate on 10 September for World Suicide Prevention Day, with this 
year’s theme being ‘One World Connected’. A number of local suicide prevention services will come 
together in the newly refurbished Brunswick Street Mall in Fortitude Valley and provide information 
about the help and services available to them in the Brisbane Central electorate and elsewhere. The 
day will include presentations from each service provider, live music, chalk art, a remembrance wall 
and a rose garden of hope.  

The event will allow public interaction with the Valley’s creative and commercial district and 
community members, with a great display of useful and practical information on this important issue. 
Groups participating include: Mates in Construction, a highly regarded suicide prevention and 
intervention initiative within the construction industry; National Standby Response, a national service 
providing immediate and ongoing support to those who are bereaved through suicide; Lifeline; the 
Gay and Lesbian Welfare Association; Clinic 30, which is supported by the Queensland AIDS 
Council; Fortitude Valley Police Service representatives; the Australian Institute for Suicide Research 
and Prevention; and the Life Promotion Clinic’s Dr Angelo De Gioannis.  

I commend the ongoing and tireless efforts of Bronwyn Edwards and all of the organisations 
that I have mentioned, and I look forward to hosting the event in the Valley mall on 10 September—
World Suicide Prevention Day.  

Question put—That the House do now adjourn. 

Motion agreed to. 

The House adjourned at 10.49 pm. 
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