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WEDNESDAY, 14 SEPTEMBER 2016 
____________ 

 
The Legislative Assembly met at 2.00 pm. 

Mr Speaker (Hon. Peter Wellington, Nicklin) read prayers and took the chair.  

SPEAKER’S STATEMENTS 

Visitor to Public Gallery 
Mr SPEAKER: Order! I am informed that we have Councillor Jonathan Sri, the councillor for the 

Gabba Ward, in our gallery observing our proceedings. Welcome.  

Order in the House 

Mr SPEAKER:  Honourable members, I have reviewed yesterday’s proceedings and I believe a 
number of important matters relating to order need to be emphasised to members. Firstly, I remind 
members that when I am on my feet I expect all members, regardless of where they sit in this House, 
to sit down immediately and fall silent, as is required by standing order 244(3). If that does not happen, 
then I will have no hesitation—and I expect that the House will support me—in taking action against the 
offenders. 

Secondly, when a member is speaking and I call that member by office or electorate, so as to 
indicate that I am interrupting for a matter, I expect the member to stop speaking. I do not intend to 
engage in shouting matches with members with my calling their office or electorate and their ignoring 
my call. Once again, if a member ignores my call and tries to speak over me, I will have no hesitation—
and I expect that the House will support me—in taking action against the offender. 

Lastly, I would like all members to reflect on their collective behaviour. I remind members that 
each day we are viewed by many people via the webcast and from the gallery. Let us set a good 
example. This should be a place of vigorous and passionate debate, not a place for shouting over each 
other.  

PETITIONS 

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

Wellington Point, Birkdale Road and Main Road, Pedestrian Crossing 

Dr Robinson, from 155 petitioners, requesting the House to upgrade as a matter of urgency the pedestrian crossing at Birkdale 
Road and Main Road, Wellington Point [1508]. 

Bowen Hospital, Maternity Services 

Mr Last, from 1,256 petitioners, requesting the House to investigate the return of services, particularly maternity services, to the 
Bowen Hospital providing a safer maternity model for Bowen families [1509]. 

Warrego Highway, Upgrade 

Mr Weir, from 112 petitioners, requesting the House to extend the consultation period of the Warrego Highway upgrade project 
taking into consideration the effect of the seven sets of traffic lights, and the possibility of two additional sets, with heavy vehicles 
travelling along the Warrego Highway through the township of Dalby [1510]. 

Warrego Highway, Upgrade 

Mr Weir, from 1,525 petitioners, requesting the House to extend the consultation period of the Warrego Highway upgrade project 
taking into consideration the effect of removing front of business parking access along Drayton Street, which forms part of the 
Warrego Highway, and to reconsider submitted options and alternatives to removing these parking bays [1511]. 

Petitions received. 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_140143
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_140204
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5516T1508
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5516T1509
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5516T1510
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5516T1511
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_140104
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_140143
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_140204
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TABLED PAPER 
MINISTERIAL PAPER 

The following ministerial paper was tabled by the Clerk— 

Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and Minister for Training and Skills (Hon. D’Ath)— 
1512 Response from the Attorney-General and Minister for Justice and Minister for Training and Skills (Hon. D’Ath) to two 

ePetitions (2588-16 and 2607-16) sponsored by Hon. Jones, from 154 and 125 petitioners respectively, requesting the 
House to adopt, in principle, the well-established and effective Australian Capital Territory’s Civil Law (Sale of Residential 
Property) Act 2003 in Queensland to ensure that home buyers are better protected from unscrupulous sellers 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 

Tourism Industry 
Hon. A PALASZCZUK (Inala—ALP) (Premier and Minister for the Arts) (2.04 pm): Queensland 

is the place to be. Our tourism sector is firing up, which means jobs and economic activity across the 
entire state. We recently held our Connecting to Asia forum in Cairns, and in late October we will be 
hosting the DestinationQ conference in Mackay. By working together, we can maximise our tourism 
opportunities, attracting visitors domestically and internationally. The evidence shows that our collective 
approach is already working. 

Today I joined the Minister for Tourism and the Attorney-General, as the minister responsible for 
training, to announce the latest tourism data. It is very good news for Queensland. Tourism Research 
Australia data revealed $950 million extra had been spent by domestic travellers in the Sunshine State 
over the past year. Australian visitors spent $14.6 billion in Queensland over the past year. That is an 
increase in expenditure of seven per cent on the previous year or almost $1 billion. 

Across holiday-makers, people visiting friends and family, and business travellers, we saw 
20 million visitors come to Queensland. For a population of fewer than 4.7 million, we are proud to 
welcome so many visitors to our state. There were 35 million holiday nights spent in Queensland, and 
to cater for those visitors we need to upskill our workforce. It is forecast that we will need 10,500 more 
hospitality workers by 2020, which is why the programs run in our TAFE system are so crucial to the 
tourism industry. Our message that Queensland is a fantastic destination for all types of international 
and domestic travellers is clearly working and it is important that we continue to deliver that message.  

That is why we are investing in programs like the Queensland Asia Tourism Strategy to tap into 
big Asian markets as well as encouraging people to holiday at home right here in Queensland. Tourists 
are coming into Queensland by planes, trains and automobiles, but they are also coming by ship. A 
record 329 cruise ships visited Queensland in 2015-16. That is a 20 per cent increase and more ships 
than any other state. Passenger numbers have already increased by more than 100,000 on the previous 
year to 776,000, contributing more than $260 million to the Queensland economy. 

The Port of Brisbane had a 22 per cent increase with 148 calls. Cairns received 50 cruise ship 
visits, while the Whitsundays had 43; Moreton Island, 33; Port Douglas, 29; Mooloolaba and Thursday 
Island, seven; Gladstone, four; Cooktown and Townsville, three; and the Fraser Coast, two. Many of 
our ports will double the number of cruise ship arrivals over the next 12 months. I congratulate the 
Minister for Tourism for working so hard to attract visitors to Queensland. After all, it is good for 
Queensland jobs, for Queensland businesses and for Queensland’s economy.  

Whitsundays, Community Cabinet 
Hon. A PALASZCZUK (Inala—ALP) (Premier and Minister for the Arts) (2.07 pm): My 

government is committed to governing for all of Queensland. We have made it a priority to listen to 
Queenslanders and reflect their views in our decision-making. Prior to the state budget, our Working 
Queensland Cabinet Committee toured the regions. As a result, our budget had a strong focus on 
infrastructure and employment in regional Queensland. Almost half of the $10.7 billion Capital Works 
Program is committed to the regions and our $100 million Back to Work program is dedicated to support 
employers taking on people who are out of work. 

The tourism figures I just mentioned showed tremendous growth in tourism in Northern 
Queensland including the Whitsundays. In that part of Queensland over the last financial year the 
number of visitors is up 30.6 per cent, with 2.2 million nights and expenditure of more than half a billion 
dollars. Today I have even more good news for the people of the Whitsundays. I can announce that my 
cabinet will meet in the Whitsundays region on 23 and 24 October. A community forum will be held on 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5516T1512
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_140523
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_140816
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_140523
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_140816
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the 23rd and cabinet will meet the following day. The community forum will be held at Proserpine State 
High School. I look forward to visiting the school and inspecting the work done on behalf of the students 
and the school community.  

Today I have spoken to the Whitsunday mayor, Andrew Willcox, and I look forward to meeting 
with him and his colleagues about the challenges and opportunities facing the region. He is very excited 
that the cabinet is coming to the Whitsundays. Community cabinet gives Queensland communities a 
chance to speak directly with me and ministers and raise issues that really matter to them. This 
community cabinet meeting will follow the earlier meetings we have held in Townsville, Rockhampton, 
the Brisbane southern suburbs, Bundaberg, Gladstone, northern parts of Brisbane, the Gold Coast and 
the Royal Queensland Show. My ministers have had almost 800 deputations at our community cabinet 
meetings to date. We look forward to meeting with residents from across the Whitsundays region. 

Regional Arts Development Fund 
Hon. A PALASZCZUK (Inala—ALP) (Premier and Minister for the Arts) (2.10 pm): My 

government is committed to supporting arts and culture in Queensland. Queensland has become an 
arts hub, with our state playing host to the Brisbane Writers Festival, and the Brisbane Festival is in full 
swing at the moment. No matter where you live in this great state—from Boigu Island to Coolangatta—
my government is one that supports connected and vibrant communities. 

In July I had the pleasure of visiting the Torres Strait, one of the most unique and beautiful places 
in the world. This week the Torres Strait region is buzzing, with their biennial Winds of Zenadth Cultural 
Festival underway from 13 to 16 September. The region’s cultures and traditions on display are more 
energetic, colourful and vibrant than ever, with the festival bringing the community together. The Winds 
of Zenadth Cultural Festival is the most significant cultural gathering in the region, with more than 5,000 
people celebrating and sharing traditional Torres Strait culture.  

My government is providing $95,000 to support this year’s festival, including support through Arts 
Queensland’s Backing Indigenous Arts initiative. I also want to thank the Minister for Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander Partnerships, the honourable the Treasurer, whose department is also pitching in 
to help with this festival. I also acknowledge that the Minister for Communities, as the ministerial 
champion for the Torres Strait, will also be visiting the Torres Strait later this week to attend this very 
important festival on behalf of the government.  

Access to arts is not just for our major cities. I always say that it does not matter where you live; 
it is your right to have the quality of services that our major capital cities have access to, and the arts is 
no exception. That is why I can announce today that regional communities throughout Queensland will 
access up to $4 million in arts funding for communities throughout our state. This funding has been 
made possible through the Arts Queensland Regional Arts Development Fund. The RADF is a 
partnership between the Queensland government and 59 local councils to support arts and cultural 
activities throughout the state. I am quite sure the Deputy Premier, as the Minister for Local 
Government, will also be encouraging the councils to get on board for this very important initiative. This 
partnership promotes the role and value of arts, culture and heritage as key drivers of inclusive 
communities and strong regions.  

Ministerial Call-In Powers 
Hon. JA TRAD (South Brisbane—ALP) (Deputy Premier, Minister for Infrastructure, Local 

Government and Planning and Minister for Trade and Investment) (2.12 pm): I rise to report to the 
House on two proposed call-in notices I have issued in recent weeks. The first is in relation to the West 
Village development application on the Absoe site in West End. I can inform honourable members that 
I have decided today to exercise my ministerial call-in powers. There are key state interests affected by 
this proposed development relating to our economy, the environment, the South East Queensland 
Regional Plan, the provision of liveable communities and housing supply and diversity. This site is a 
significant urban renewal project and it is imperative that we get the planning right. This is particularly 
the case as the preliminary approval being sought by the proponent effectively overrides the planning 
scheme and in doing so will limit the ability of the community to contribute to the urban renewal project 
over its 10-year delivery time frame. 

This call-in does not affect the existing stage 1 approval, and the developer has already 
commenced early works for the first two residential towers. More than 700 representations on the 
proposed call-in notice were received and all were considered carefully before deciding to call in the 
application. The majority of submitters supported the view that state interests were affected and 
called— 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_141023
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_141238
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_141023
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_141238
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Mr Seeney interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: I do not need your assistance, member for Callide.  
Ms TRAD: The majority of the 700-plus submitters supported the view that state interests were 

affected and called on me as planning minister to exercise the call-in power. This decision is based on 
whether the development affected state interests which warrant state involvement—and it does. I want 
to make clear that it is by no means unusual for call-in powers to be contemplated in relation to 
proposals of this nature. We have seen development applications of this nature called in before, such 
as the Jewel mixed-use development on the Gold Coast, which was called in by the former deputy 
premier, and the inner-city urban renewal project— 

Mr Seeney interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Member for Callide, you will be warned if you persist, under standing order 253A 

or 252.  
Ms TRAD:—known as the Milton Transit Oriented Development. Each year there are 

approximately 20,000 development applications throughout Queensland, and this is only the third time 
I have used ministerial call in-powers. It is important for all parties to understand that the call-in 
process— 

Opposition members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Members, the ministerial statement is relevant. I will name people if I can identify 

who they are. 
Ms TRAD: It is important for all parties to understand that the call-in process does not allow me 

as planning minister to start with a blank slate. It is a process whereby the proposed development is 
reassessed against all relevant planning instruments, including Brisbane City Council’s neighbourhood 
plan. As I have established in past call-in deliberations, my reassessment of this project will be based 
solely on planning merit. 

The second proposed call-in notice I would like to report to the House relates to the development 
application for stage 2 of the Roma Flood Mitigation Project. The Maranoa Regional Council, which 
considers this project vital to the safety of the people of Roma, has requested this application be called 
in. After careful consideration, I decided to issue the proposed call-in notice. This is a community which 
has seen repeated flooding as recently as 2010, 2011 and 2012, and the council sees this project as 
crucial in minimising the impact of future floods. During the most recent event in 2012, the town suffered 
one fatality and more than 1,000 properties were flood affected. 

Stage 1 works were completed in early 2015, resulting in 490 properties being better protected 
from inundation. It is estimated that if stage 2 is fully implemented a further 55 buildings will be better 
protected from flooding. Stage 2 works are currently subject to an appeal in the Planning and 
Environment Court after council granted development approval in June this year. The project has also 
been facilitated through significant government funding. Representations close on the 26th of this 
month, and I look forward to informing the House of my final decision. 

Global Outlook and Exports 
Hon. CW PITT (Mulgrave—ALP) (Treasurer, Minister for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 

Partnerships and Minister for Sport) (2.17 pm): While global conditions remain challenging, there are 
signs that prospects for Queensland’s mineral and energy exports have been improving. Spot prices 
for premium hard coking coal, Queensland’s largest export, have more than doubled since the 
beginning of the year. Thermal coal spot prices have also increased 47 per cent since the start of the 
year. While we welcome the increase in price, we still await confirmation that this can be sustained. 
Further, prices for some of Queensland’s major metals exports—zinc, lead and aluminium—have 
increased since December, up 45 per cent, seven per cent and five per cent respectively. 

Although the majority of Queensland remains in drought, recent rainfall and weather patterns 
have improved, and prices for Queensland’s major agricultural products have been increasing. The 
latest climate outlook released by the Bureau of Meteorology indicates that the El Nino pattern is over 
and conditions are likely to remain neutral for the remainder of 2016-17. Most of Queensland has 
received above average rainfall over the past three months, and the latest outlook indicates there is a 
fair chance of this continuing through November.  

International prices of Queensland’s major agricultural exports have increased since the 
beginning of the year, with sugar prices up 38 per cent, cattle prices up 22 per cent and cotton prices 
up 11 per cent. Queensland’s LNG exports are continuing to ramp up, with five out of the six LNG 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_141707
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_141707
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production trains now exporting. ABS data indicates that $5.1 billion worth of LNG was exported from 
the port of Gladstone in 2015-16. This is forecast to grow to over $9 billion in 2016-17 and to over 
$13 billion by the end of the forecast period. The lower Australian dollar is also supporting activity in 
key services export sectors. 

Queensland’s international tourism industry is performing well, as we have heard, with 
international tourist nights up 9.2 per cent in 2015-16. A combination of a sustained lower Australian 
dollar and the ever-growing middle class in Asia is expected to continue to drive growth in the sector. 
The international education sector in Queensland is also benefiting from a lower Australian dollar, rising 
incomes in Asia and increased demand for higher education from developing Asian countries such as 
China and India. So far in 2016, international student enrolments have grown by 7.5 per cent, driven by 
increased vocational and higher education enrolments. The value of Queensland goods exports rose 
$1.1 billion in 2015-16, the largest rise in the nation.  

When combined with some recovery in domestic activity, this strong growth in exports underpins 
forecast growth of four per cent in the Queensland economy in 2016-17, the strongest in the nation. In 
fact, midyear consensus forecasts show that the Queensland economy is outperforming other 
advanced economies including the United States, the United Kingdom, the eurozone, Japan and South 
Korea. It is encouraging that new export sectors have grown and our traditional export products are 
experiencing a rebound in prices. From day one, the Palaszczuk government has recognised that the 
diversity of the Queensland economy is one of its key strengths. It is this diversity that has ensured that 
the Queensland economy is turning the corner.  

Mr SPEAKER: Before I call the health minister, I am informed that we have students and 
teachers from the Emmaus College in Rockhampton in the electorate of Rockhampton present in the 
gallery. 

Mental Health Services 
Hon. CR DICK (Woodridge—ALP) (Minister for Health and Minister for Ambulance Services) 

(2.19 pm): In May last year, I announced a statewide clinical review of mental health sentinel events to 
review our mental health system and make recommendations to improve it. The aim of the review was 
to identify how the government’s systems and practices could be improved to prevent homicides and 
other fatalities involving people with a mental illness. I table a copy of the review report. 

Tabled paper: Queensland Health: When mental health care meets risk: A Queensland sentinel events review into homicide and 
public sector mental health services [1513].  

Since the review report was completed in April, extensive work has been done to identify any 
personal information contained in the report and redact it accordingly to protect the privacy of 
individuals. In the period since then, the government has also prepared a detailed response to the 
report, and I also table a copy of Queensland Health’s response. 

Tabled paper: Queensland Health Response to the Final Report: When mental health care meets risk: A Queensland sentinel 
events review into homicide and public sector mental health services [1514]. 

Our government acted proactively to commission this review to identify how we can improve the 
delivery of mental health services across Queensland. The review confirms that Queensland has made 
genuine efforts and significant progress in mental health clinical and system reform since the 2005 
report commissioned by the Beattie government, Achieving balance: report of the Queensland review 
of fatal mental health sentinel events. It is important to remember that, while these cases are the worst 
possible outcome of mental illness, the vast majority of people with mental illness are not violent. I 
stress that the situation in Queensland is no worse—and in some ways, better—than in other states. 
Rates of homicide by mentally ill offenders are lower in Queensland than the national average, and this 
rate has declined over the period 2003-04 through to 2011-12. However, in this very difficult area of 
mental health, we cannot be complacent.  

The review committee made 11 key findings and 63 recommendations regarding improvements 
in strategic policy and clinical practice. I thank the review committee for its important work. I can inform 
the House that the government has, in principle, accepted all 63 recommendations of the report. These 
recommendations include the creation of a statewide mental health quality assurance committee to 
provide continuous oversight in this area and to monitor the implementation of the recommendations of 
this report. We are already reviewing and upgrading training and risk assessment procedures so that 
clinicians on the front line have the best possible chance of detecting any issues. In addition, we have 
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already made important changes to information systems within Queensland Health to increase the 
availability of clinical information, including the prominence of clinical alerts. We will also expand the 
provision of mental health clinicians within the police command centre to ensure that police can have 
ready access to professional mental health expertise.  

While it is not always possible to predict or prevent tragedies, I am confident the outcomes of this 
report will help ensure our services and systems continue to improve. It is estimated that nearly half of 
all Queenslanders will experience mental illness at some stage in their lives. Our government will 
continue to work very hard to create a brighter and better future for people living with mental illness.  

Tourism Industry 
Hon. KJ JONES (Ashgrove—ALP) (Minister for Education and Minister for Tourism and Major 

Events) (2.22 pm): As the Premier has said, today’s tourism numbers are great news for Queensland. 
In the last 12 months more Australians have chosen to take a holiday in Queensland than ever before. 
In fact, in the last 12 months Australian visitors spent an extra $1 billion here in Queensland. The latest 
Tourism Research Australia numbers in the year to June 2016 show that 20.2 million Australians visited 
Queensland and spent $14.6 billion—a seven per cent increase. The delightful news for all of us is that 
this growth rate is significantly higher than our southern counterparts in Victoria and New South Wales. 

It is also great news for thousands of tourism operators and tourism jobs in Queensland. Our 
biggest gains were made in holiday-makers. We saw a 13 per cent increase, with eight million people 
spending their holidays here in Queensland. We saw a huge 22 per cent increase in visitors from 
Melbourne coming to Queensland, and who can blame them? A total of 1.3 million visitors from 
Melbourne chose Queensland as their holiday destination during the last three months, including my 
brother. Tropical North Queensland led tourism growth. Cairns in the Far North recorded the highest 
growth of 24 per cent, which I know is music to the Treasurer’s ears, reaching $2.3 billion in spending 
followed by the Whitsundays, growing at 21 per cent. I know that is music to the ears of my good friend 
the member for Whitsunday. Here in Brisbane we welcomed a record 1.6 million holiday visitors, an 
increase of 16.7 per cent. The Gold Coast and the Sunshine Coast also recorded strong growth. 
Interstate visitors to the Gold Coast increased by 19.7 per cent to one million.  

Our government is relentless in creating new opportunities and new jobs in tourism. Our record 
speaks for itself. This new data is even more great news when it comes to tourism in Queensland.  

Cape York, Road Infrastructure 
Hon. MC BAILEY (Yeerongpilly—ALP) (Minister for Main Roads, Road Safety and Ports and 

Minister for Energy, Biofuels and Water Supply) (2.24 pm): In the same vein of expanded job 
opportunities through tourism just outlined by Minister Jones, I would like to update the House on the 
fantastic work being done on the $260 million joint state-federal Cape York regional package and in 
particular the Peninsula Development Road. The main road into the cape used to be a dirt track, making 
access difficult. However, I am pleased to report that 78 kilometres of the road has now been sealed, 
driving the economy with better access for freight, locals and tourists. This year 180 jobs have been 
generated, providing skills and work for Indigenous trainees, employees and businesses.  

Transport and Main Roads recently posted a before and after video on their Twitter and Facebook 
pages of the work being done in this catalyst project. Feedback to date includes the Cape York Land 
Council saying in the Cairns Post that they were pleased so far with the work done. I recently received 
a letter from Mayor Aileen Addo of the Mapoon Aboriginal Shire Council. She said— 
I have been privileged to drive this route over the years and I note recent works have improved the experience immensely. As 
you are well aware, this road is the life blood to our region and the conditions change according to the seasons—impacts by wet 
and dry conditions. I commend the department for the projects have been completed and I look forward to driving on the new 
roads when they are completed.  

I table the letter from Mayor Addo, who was very kind to let us know her views. 
Tabled paper: Letter, dated 24 August 2016, from the Mayor of Mapoon Aboriginal Shire Council, Councillor Aileen Addo, to the 
Minister for Main Roads, Road Safety and Ports and Minister for Energy, Biofuels and Water Supply, Hon. Mark Bailey, regarding 
appreciation for projects aligned to the Peninsula Development Road [1515]. 

I also met today with the Mayor of Lockhart River, Wayne Butcher, who was also very praising 
of the project for his community. These projects are improving the safety of Cape York’s road network 
and strengthening the local economy. Importantly, they are providing training, jobs and economic 
development opportunities for local Indigenous communities.  
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Contracts have been awarded for the 2016 Peninsula Development Road program of works. 
Koppens Developments were awarded the Coen South contract. I note that Minister Grace recently 
met with them in Cairns to discuss the positive impacts of the Palaszczuk government’s Back to Work 
regional jobs package. Robinson Civil Constructions FNQ were awarded the Archer to Wolverton 
contract. I am very pleased to report that the Cape York based and Indigenous owned NQ Civil 
Engineering Contracting has been awarded the contract to seal a five-kilometre section of the Peninsula 
Development Road between Little Laura and Fairview. As well as the three contracts recently awarded 
by TMR, RoadTek were awarded the Musgrave contract and will provide targeted development of 
Indigenous businesses to assist them in seeking future prequalification.  

Economic and job opportunities for Indigenous people have been increased across all facets of 
the Cape York region package. Just one excellent example is that of the three former construction crew 
members from the Hope Vale Aboriginal Shire Council who have hired their own grader, roller and 
water truck and are now subcontracting to the council. Alongside RoadTek, they are working on stage 4 
of upgrading the Endeavour Valley Road. As the sealing continues across the cape so, too, do the 
tourism, job and economic opportunities in this unique part of our state.  

Townsville, Youth Crime 
Hon. CJ O’ROURKE (Mundingburra—ALP) (Minister for Disability Services, Minister for Seniors 

and Minister Assisting the Premier on North Queensland) (2.28 pm): Earlier today I convened a 
roundtable meeting of directors-general to take decisive action so we can break the youth crime cycle 
in Townsville. This requires— 

Honourable members interjected.  

Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, members, we will wait.  
Mrs O’ROURKE: This requires a coordinated approach across government, which is why key 

agencies were represented at the meeting. Also in attendance were the members for Townsville and 
Thuringowa. Roundtable members discussed immediate actions as well as longer term strategies 
addressing community safety, service delivery, housing, education, training and health.  

It is important that our response is tailored to the community and service delivery is intensive and 
focused. As an example of our immediate actions I am pleased to announce today that starting from 
next week the Queensland Police Service will deploy an additional 30 police officers to Townsville for 
one month. This is in addition to the 15 police recruits who will be deployed to Townsville by the end of 
the year, which I referred to in the House yesterday. Police are not, and cannot, be the only answer to 
youth crime. As we know, the causes of youth crime are complex. These young people are facing 
abuse, violence, neglect, drugs, alcohol, mental or other health issues, lack of education and a sense 
of not really fitting in. Our goal is to have a strong solution that will break the cycle of crime and ensure 
safe and productive lives for our young people.  

This morning directors-general and I discussed a comprehensive plan of action outlining what 
we need to do to address youth crime in Townsville. The plan covers five priority areas agreed to by 
the roundtable members. These areas are targeted policing; local community driven responses; 
addressing causes of offending; boosting jobs, training and education; and improving collaboration and 
integration of services. Central to the plan we will be identifying at-risk youth and providing tailored, 
locally led services for intensive case management. To ensure the targeted and tailored delivery of 
service we will collocate government services in Townsville. Information sharing between agencies is 
also critically important, and collocating these services will facilitate this.  

Finalisation of the actions in the plan will be driven by the Townsville strike force group, which 
will be based in Townsville to ensure the initiatives are locally led and will work on the ground. This will 
include representatives from local and state governments as well as non-government organisations. A 
dedicated coordinator role will be established immediately. Based in Townsville, the coordinator will 
work with the group to ensure a whole-of-government approach. Townsville is a city with a bright future, 
and this is something that I am extremely passionate about. This plan of action will ensure that 
Townsville’s cohesive and vibrant community can continue to thrive.  

Child Protection Week 
Hon. SM FENTIMAN (Waterford—ALP) (Minister for Communities, Women and Youth, Minister 

for Child Safety and Minister for the Prevention of Domestic and Family Violence) (2.32 pm): We know 
that protecting children and young people is everyone’s business, and that was the message heard far 
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and wide during Queensland’s Child Protection Week. More than 100 events and activities were held 
across Queensland to celebrate the 30th anniversary of Child Protection Week. I was lucky enough to 
celebrate at multiple events throughout the week including with Bravehearts, the Kingston East 
Neighbourhood Group and MercyCare. At the Queensland Child Protection Awards exceptional 
Queenslanders were recognised for the important role they play in keeping our children safe. Award 
winners included great organisations like Next Step After Care and dedicated individuals such as Ronny 
Taylor, a senior practitioner at the Bundaberg Child Safety Service Centre.  

I was moved to join the Premier and survivors of childhood abuse in institutional settings at the 
Remembrance Day ceremony. During the week I also announced the next stage of our $60 million 
hands-on family support package, which will create an additional 128 front-line jobs. I also announced 
a new $2 million community campaign in partnership with NAPCAN to call on Queenslanders to play 
their part in keeping children safe. We are committed to supporting our most vulnerable families so they 
can continue to stay safely together.  

In fact, Queensland is leading the way when it comes to innovative, driving reform in this area to 
save lives. Reforms such as our First 1000 Days program will provide vulnerable mums with extra 
support from conception until their child’s second birthday, and the Bravehearts Turning Corners 
program helps young people who are exhibiting sexual behaviours. This morning I launched the 
world-first ReNew pilot, which is a program to help boys aged 10 to 18 and their mothers and to give 
them the skills to stop using violence as a form of control in their relationships.  

Our stakeholders are supportive of our reforms. QATSICPP CEO Natalie Lewis welcomed our 
$1.5 million investment in the First 1000 Days program because, as she said, there is great potential to 
make a positive impact on the futures of our most vulnerable children and families. NAPCAN President 
Teresa Scott said that it was exciting to see a state government prioritising the need for prevention. I 
want to take this opportunity to thank Act for Kids and the Child Protection Week committee for another 
outstanding effort. Although Child Protection Week has come to an end, I want to remind everyone that 
protecting children is the responsibility of all of us and we all have a role to play in keeping children 
safe.  

Quad Bike Safety Campaign 
Hon. G GRACE (Brisbane Central—ALP) (Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations, 

Minister for Racing and Minister for Multicultural Affairs) (2.35 pm): The Palaszczuk government’s quad 
bike safety campaign is getting results. Over the last 15 years more than 70 people have been killed 
using quad bikes in Queensland, and every year there are around 300 quad bike related 
hospitalisations, 600 emergency department presentations and more than 200 ambulance attendances. 
These numbers are far too high, and we want to reduce the number of deaths and injuries associated 
with quad bikes. Our statewide quad bike safety campaign aims to get the message out about quad 
bike safety while bringing about much needed cultural change amongst users. It reminds quad bike 
users to always wear a helmet, get proper training, do not overload vehicles and never allow kids to 
use adult sized bikes.  

Our statewide plan features a public awareness and advertising campaign, and I was pleased to 
launch the second phase of the Ride Ready campaign last month with quad bike crash survivor young 
Domenic Cocco and his family at their home in Atherton. These advertisements have been running on 
social media and in newspapers in the lead-up to the school holiday period. They will continue through 
the school holidays, when quad bike related injuries and fatality statistics traditionally peak. 
Independent market research into the effectiveness of the first phase of the advertising is extremely 
promising. There was a heartening improvement in people who believe helmets are a must when riding 
a quad bike. More people now recognise that doubling is dangerous and believe that formal quad bike 
training is valuable and will reduce injuries. The research indicates regular riders may be gradually 
changing their behaviours when it comes to quad bike safety. The research also shows more people 
are prepared to always wear a helmet, never overload a quad and never allow kids to ride adult bikes.  

The campaign is supported by a short film about Dominic Cocco, who was only seven years old 
when he nearly lost his life on a quad bike. With no helmet to protect his head, his injuries came close 
to killing him. Thankfully, due to the excellent health care he received he has made a full recovery. The 
adverts and the Cocco family’s film have been viewed by about 300,000 people so far, and more than 
350 quad bike riders have completed our online Ride Ready challenge. I want to thank the Cocco family 
for lending us their story, and I want to encourage all quad bike users to take care when using these 
vehicles by becoming ‘ride ready’. 
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Asia, Trade Mission 
Hon. LE DONALDSON (Bundaberg—ALP) (Minister for Agriculture and Fisheries) (2.38 pm): I 

am pleased to say that my trade mission to Jakarta, Hong Kong and Beijing was a productive one. It 
focused on strengthening our important trade relationships and pursuing new opportunities for 
Queensland. Firstly I want to acknowledge the outstanding behind-the-scenes work of my department 
and Trade & Investment Queensland.  

I was pleased to meet and hold discussions with a range of stakeholders throughout the trip who 
are interested in importing high-quality Queensland produce and investing in Queensland, including 
Indonesia fresh fruit and vegetable importers; the Governor of Jakarta; directors from PT Gunung Sewu; 
Meat & Livestock Australia; Genius Link Assets Management; New Hope; AusCham; and the Shunxin 
Group. I know that Queensland delegates formed some beneficial relationships which have the 
potential to open up new markets for them.  

One thing that struck me at almost every meeting, event or networking opportunity that I attended 
was the message that the growing middle class wants clean, green, sustainable, safe and high-quality 
premium Queensland produce. A highlight for me was launching the Horticulture Innovation Australia 
stand at Asia’s largest and best fresh produce expo, the Asia Fruit Logistica in Hong Kong. It was great 
to see Queensland produce at the forefront of the Australia stand. 

Ms Palaszczuk: It would be the best! 
Ms DONALDSON: It was the best! I will take that interjection, thank you, Premier. It was also 

wonderful to see Bundaberg producers there showcasing our region’s fantastic produce.  
I also hosted a networking lunch for Queensland exhibitors and delegates to meet with the 

movers and shakers of Asia’s produce industries. I am informed that the original lunch was to be for 
30 people, but this quickly swelled to over 70, requiring a change in room, because so many people 
wanted to hear about Queensland produce. I am also told that a State of Origin foe was holding a similar 
event at the same time. Just as with the League, Queensland came out on top, with reportedly more 
than double the attendees at our Queensland showcase event, highlighting the significant opportunities 
for our producers.  

The important connections made at these events between government representatives, 
producers, importers and investors certainly made the trip worthwhile, opening opportunities for new 
investment, new export chains, e-commerce sharing and to continue the promotion of some already 
popular exports such as Capilano Honey, based in Inala, Bundaberg Brewed Drinks, our premium beef 
products and horticulture produce. As we heard from the Treasurer earlier, the Palaszczuk government 
is working hard to help Queensland producers build on its successful trade partnerships and open up 
new export opportunities.  

Koala Protection 
Hon. SJ MILES (Mount Coot-tha—ALP) (Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection and 

Minister for National Parks and the Great Barrier Reef) (2.40 pm): I am pleased to provide the House 
with an update on the work of Queensland’s koala expert panel. The Queensland government has 
appointed a panel of experts to explore ways to better protect koalas in the wake of a recent report 
confirming that populations continue to decline in South-East Queensland. The panel will provide expert 
advice on an appropriate response to the continued decline of koalas in the state’s south-east.  

The panel is chaired by Associate Professor Jonathan Rhodes from the University of 
Queensland, with Dr Alistair Melzer from the Central Queensland University’s Koala Research Centre 
and Dreamworld Wildlife Foundation’s director Mr Al Mucci. Ms Antra Hood from Minter Ellison has 
since joined the panel to ensure there is a representation of planning expertise.  

One of the key roles for the panel will be to provide recommendations on existing regulatory 
options, particularly to link into the planning and South East Queensland Regional Plan reviews that 
are currently underway. The panel will also provide advice on various immediate actions which would 
not pre-empt future changes in policy direction but would allow us to continue gathering important data 
through surveying and modelling.  

The panel has received in-depth briefings on immediate actions and how the planning process 
can best protect koala habitat. Consultation will also be conducted over the next few months to provide 
input to the review process. While the panel has an excellent breadth of experience, we recognise that 
there is a wealth of knowledge in the community and we need to capture that knowledge and ensure a 
balance of perspectives is considered.  
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Terms of reference for the panel have been prepared that outline the role of the panel and the 
timeframes for deliverables. An interim report from the panel is expected by the end of this year and a 
final report in mid-2017.  

Public Transport, Infrastructure 
Hon. SJ HINCHLIFFE (Sandgate—ALP) (Minister for Transport and the Commonwealth Games) 

(2.42 pm): The Palaszczuk government is committed to improving public transport infrastructure by 
investing in the future. I wish to advise the House of the Palaszczuk government’s investment, 
announced last week, of more than $67 million to revitalise Queensland Rail’s Brisbane Central station 
to protect its rich history and deliver a fresh new look. The three-year program of works will support 750 
construction jobs across a range of professions. Not only will Brisbane’s busiest station get a fresh new 
look; the upgrade will make it easier for passengers to move around the station, with more accessible 
platforms including new lifts and escalators to reduce congestion. These improvements are essential 
to cater for growth and build the railway services we need for the future.  

The upgrade of Central station is only one element of Queensland Rail’s $767.8 million capital 
investment program for 2016-17 that will see improved infrastructure right across its network. This 
investment includes $460 million for improving network assets across the state and $247 million for 
rolling stock related investment that will ensure Queensland Rail continues to provide customers with a 
safe, efficient and reliable service.  

There are also a number of major projects on the go, including the European Train Control 
System, the new signalling system that will completely modernise the inner-city rail network, boosting 
rail capacity by 20 per cent and allowing an extra 12,000 commuters through the CBD during peak rail 
periods. Some $100 million is being invested to improve efficiency and reliability on the north coast line 
by extending passing loops. These upgrade works will further increase productivity and efficiency for 
freight transport.  

Queensland Rail also continues to deliver the $212 million Station Accessibility Upgrade 
Program, which started in the 2015-16 financial year, to upgrade 14 stations over five years. Major 
construction works are already underway at Alderley, Newmarket, Dinmore, Graceville and Nambour 
stations. The improvements to the stations include new footbridges and lifts, high-level platforms to 
provide easier access where the assisted boarding point is located, accessible toilets, extended waiting 
shelters and a range of other accessibility features such as hearing aid loops. Upgrading these stations 
will improve transport options for passengers with accessibility requirements and help ensure all 
passengers can travel on Queensland Rail’s network safely and easily. Planning works are underway 
to upgrade Strathpine, Boondall and Morayfield stations, with works expected to commence next year. 
The Palaszczuk government’s investment in Queensland Rail demonstrates its commitment to building 
a better Queensland.  

NOTICE OF MOTION 

Crime 
Mr LAST (Burdekin—LNP) (2.45 pm): I give notice that I shall move— 

That this House condemns the police minister for blaming victims of crime rather than keeping them safe.  

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 

Ministerial Call-In Powers 

Mr WALKER (Mansfield—LNP) (2.46 pm): We have now heard the Deputy Premier’s much 
anticipated announcement regarding the call-in of stage 2 of the West Village development, 
coincidentally located in the Deputy Premier’s own South Brisbane electorate. This is unsurprising but 
still hugely disappointing. The uncertainty on this development has been caused by the Deputy 
Premier’s obsession with pandering to Greens voters. It is just another example of how this government 
is anti business and anti jobs. When the announcement was first made in July, Jen Williams from the 
Property Council commented— 

Whether the Deputy Premier proceeds with the call in or not, this announcement will impact on the industry’s confidence to invest 
in Queensland.  
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This decision is another example to the people of Queensland of the views of the powerful Left 
faction of the Labor Party, led by the Deputy Premier, and a window onto the world we would all live in 
again if the Left got hold of the premiership of this state, just as we saw when Anna Bligh was premier 
before Labor’s monumental election loss in 2012.  

Members should make no mistake: this is all about Greens preferences and the battle for South 
Brisbane at the next election. The radical left-wing agenda which panders to the minority interests of a 
few residents in her own electorate goes to show exactly what it will mean if the Deputy Premier 
succeeds in her plans to take the job of the person to her left, the member for Inala.  

There are clearly conflict of interest issues in this call-in, and the Deputy Premier knows it. That 
is why she is doing everything she can to avoid media scrutiny and questions from the gallery as to the 
nature of and background to this decision. Why did she not get up earlier today, at a one o’clock press 
conference, and submit herself to the scrutiny of the media gallery and therefore the people of 
Queensland? Instead we saw her make the announcement here, coincidentally with Councillor Sri 
looking straight over her shoulder making sure she got it right!  

We have seen other examples of how the Deputy Premier puts the interests of her job over the 
interests of Queenslanders more broadly. We saw the comments in the Australian today. It states— 
Investors and business leaders will take cold comfort from the fact they are being given the chance to attend seminars on state 
planning laws organised by the Environmental Defenders Office and Deputy Premier and Planning Minister Jackie Trad ...  

The Australian continues— 
Coincidentally or not, the EDO is run by Jo Bragg, a former Greens candidate in Ms Trad’s South Brisbane seat, where Greens 
preferences are vital to Labor.  

I table that editorial.  
Tabled paper: Editorial from the Australian, dated 14 September 2016, titled ‘State fades to pallid green: Queensland should not 
discourage productive investment’ [1516]. 

Despite her feigned attempt to walk both sides of the fence on this issue when she proclaimed 
that the call-in could ultimately speed up the development, Queenslanders know what this Deputy 
Premier is all about, and I suspect that most of her colleagues know as well. Chris Mountford from the 
Property Council recently said— 
All these costs associated with those delays will ultimately be passed on to homebuyers.  

Whether it is the scrapping of the Logan Renewal Initiative or the delay and uncertainty over this 
development in South Brisbane, these decisions kill off investment and destroy jobs in Queensland at 
a time when other states like New South Wales and Victoria are powering ahead.  

(Time expired)   

Defence Industry 
Hon. AJ LYNHAM (Stafford—ALP) (Minister for State Development and Minister for Natural 

Resources and Mines) (2.49 pm): The Palaszczuk government has a battle plan under development to 
make Queensland the go-to centre for the defence industry and for the Defence Force’s billion dollar 
computer control and surveillance systems. Queensland companies have already cornered a proportion 
of this market, with Queensland businesses winning $3.8 billion worth of new national Defence 
contracts in 2015-16. One of those successful Defence suppliers is Craig International Ballistics, which 
featured in yesterday’s Gold Coast Bulletin. I have seen its work at Arundel, where it is filling a 
$49 million Australian Army contract for 20,000 sets of body armour. 

This government is determined to see Queensland companies successfully competing for a 
bigger share of Defence dollars. Our state has a critical mass of high-technology organisations 
supporting Defence in the areas of battle management system integration, cyber and C4ISREW—the 
defence insider’s term for command, control, communications, computers, intelligence, surveillance, 
reconnaissance and electronic warfare. If the Australian Defence Force was a human body, then 
C4ISREW would be the body’s nervous system. C4ISREW is the future of defence, and in Queensland 
we have a critical mass of high-technology organisations ready to supply this in a concentrated corridor 
from the Brisbane Airport west to the RAAF Base Amberley. The government is currently exploring how 
to best leverage this capacity to ensure Queensland is acknowledged as the premier location for the 
cutting-edge technologies a modern military needs. 

One recent C4ISREW success story is Brisbane based Boeing Defence, which recently recruited 
nearly 200 new staff locally, mainly engineers, to provide an enhanced, integrated battlespace 
communications system to deployed Australian land forces. There are small local companies such as 
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Micreo Ltd—one of our high-tech gems. It designs and manufactures radio frequency microwave 
communication products and subsystems for global defence companies—products used in several of 
the world’s frontline military aircraft and ships—at its premises at Eight Mile Plains. One of the top 10 
defence companies globally, L-3 Communications has recently acquired Micreo—tangible recognition 
of the innovative work of a local advanced manufacturer. Securing more work aligns with the 
government’s Advance Queensland strategy to create the knowledge based jobs of the future. This 
market is only going to grow and I want those business opportunities and jobs for Queensland, and that 
is what I am fighting for. 

Business and Investment 
Mr EMERSON (Indooroopilly—LNP) (2.52 pm): Today we have again seen another body blow 

to business and investment in Queensland. Yesterday’s NAB survey showed that Queensland business 
conditions were in the pits under Labor. It is clear that Labor’s anti jobs and anti investment policies 
have hurt businesses because they are recording weak conditions. The Palaszczuk-Pitt government 
has been branded anti business, and this latest survey backs up that view and today’s decision backs 
up that view. Business conditions—a measurement of what is actually happening in the economy at the 
moment—are worse than every other state except Western Australia. We have a new anti-jobs property 
investment tax, the Logan Renewal Initiative axing and now the calling in of West Village—an 
$800 million project, putting at risk potentially more than 3,000 jobs. That is what that decision does 
today—put at risk more than 3,000 jobs. Businesses want to invest in Queensland. They want to invest 
in Queensland because it is a great state, but Labor is not providing the right conditions to encourage 
that investment. 

Queensland’s domestic economy shrunk by $4 billion last financial year. Queensland was one 
of only two states whose domestic economy shrunk, and that has happened under Treasurer Curtis 
Pitt’s watch. Employment has now fallen for six straight months, and what will the decision today do to 
that? People are giving up looking for work according to the ABS. Private capital investment has 
declined every quarter since the Palaszczuk Labor government came to office. Less investment means 
fewer opportunities for Queenslanders. Less investment means lower wages. Less investment means 
fewer jobs. Employment, as I said, has fallen for six straight months. People are giving up looking for 
work under Labor. 

The CCIQ economic update confirmed that employment is likely to be further impacted in coming 
months with a decline in construction jobs. What does today’s decision do for that sector? What was 
the government’s solution? Put a new tax on investment—that is its solution—and to call in projects 
that create 3,000 jobs worth $800 million. Just when the economy needs those jobs and when it needs 
that investment, that is what we have seen. The report also confirmed that Queensland continues to 
fall further and further behind the rest of Australia. In fact, since the Palaszczuk government came to 
office, the gap between Queensland and the rest of Australia on seasonally adjusted employment has 
doubled—the gap has doubled. We blame this Labor government and this do-nothing Premier who will 
not get rid of this Treasurer, who is hurting our economy. 

(Time expired) 

Palaszczuk Labor Government, Achievements 
Hon. KJ JONES (Ashgrove—ALP) (Minister for Education and Minister for Tourism and Major 

Events) (2.55 pm): What crocodile tears from a former minister who sat around a cabinet table that saw 
unemployment rise to 7.1 per cent in this state. The highest unemployment figures that we have seen 
in more than a decade were under the watch of those who now sit opposite, and they sit opposite 
because they promised one thing before the election and when they got into government they did 
exactly the opposite. They slashed jobs and they put people on the unemployment scrap heap. The 
Premier and I were at a TAFE today and met one of the women who was sacked by the LNP 
government but who is now being employed by our government and contributing to the economy 
working at TAFE. That is their record.  

We heard a lot of statistics from the member for Indooroopilly, but what he did not want to talk 
about was state final demand. The reason he did not want to talk about that is because in the last two 
quarters of this year under this Treasurer we have finally seen growth after it stagnated and went 
backwards under those opposite. The Leader of the Opposition’s record was state final demand at 
0.3 per cent. That is right: it went backwards under those opposite. That is why Queenslanders voted 
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with their feet at the last election and said that they wanted a government that is focused on the future, 
that is focused on jobs, that is focused on growing the Queensland economy. The state final demand 
figures clearly show that we have turned the corner. 

Today’s tourism data also shows that we are seeing growth in the key industries which will be 
the future for the Queensland economy. We are also seeing growth in international education—
something which the former government scrapped. It cut funding for international education at a time 
when it was seen across the globe as a growing future economy. We have restored that funding and 
we are now seeing record growth in international education. As the Treasurer said in his comments 
today, we are also seeing growth in exports. In actual fact, exports in Queensland are growing faster 
than any other state in Australia. When we compare the record of those opposite and their continued 
and repetitive talking down of Queensland’s economy, we will fight for Queenslanders and we will fight 
for their jobs. We will fight to grow tourism in this state. We will stand up to ensure that we are getting 
the lion’s share of international education. We will also be working to ensure that we are providing the 
environment so that people have the confidence to put on additional workers in their workplace. In terms 
of what we said we would do before the election, we are doing it day in and day out and we are providing 
jobs for Queenslanders. Do not come in here, member for Indooroopilly, and cry crocodile tears about 
jobs when those opposite allowed unemployment to get as high as 7.1 per cent. It is shameful what 
they did. We are restoring economic confidence, we are restoring jobs and we are fighting for 
Queenslanders right across this state. 

(Time expired) 

Logan Renewal Initiative 
Mr NICHOLLS (Clayfield—LNP) (Leader of the Opposition) (2.58 pm): Mr Speaker, you will 

recall that the opposition has pursued the issue of the cancellation of the Logan Renewal Initiative now 
for a number of weeks in this House and I want to take this opportunity to explain why we are doing so, 
because this is an important matter. I have just listened to the member for Ashgrove talk about jobs. 
This is a project that was going to provide hundreds and hundreds of jobs for people in the Logan area. 
Indeed, on Saturday together with the member for Chatsworth I met someone who had moved his entire 
family to Queensland in order to work with the non-government sector to provide that Logan housing 
renewal initiative but who is now out of a job because of this government. 

When the member for Ashgrove talks about jobs, she should do what the member for Chatsworth 
and I do, and that is speak to the people who have lost them because of the capricious decisions made 
by this government.  

The cancellation of the Logan Renewal Initiative represents the triumph of ideology over good 
policy. Just six months before his decision to cancel the project the Minister for Housing extolled the 
virtues of the project. I table a letter that he signed in January of this year. 
Tabled paper: Letter, dated 25 January 2016, from the Minister for Housing and Public Works, Hon. Mick de Brenni, to the Chair, 
Logan City of Choice Leadership Team, Ms Jude Munro AO, regarding the Logan Renewal Initiative [1517]. 

The letter states— 
As you are aware, the Logan Renewal Initiative is the first of its scale in Australia and is a key priority for the Queensland 
Government.  

A couple of paragraphs later the letter states— 
I agree that the Logan community should be given a measure of certainty concerning when Logan City Community Housing will 
commence services.  

In the letter the minister talks about assessing the program and then the letter states— 
This Committee will provide valuable insight and guidance that will support the successful delivery of the initiative over the 20-year 
term.  

That was the letter from the minister, dated 25 January this year. Putting aside for one moment 
the impact on the reputation of Logan, which has already been commented on by the mayor and by 
Jude Munro from the City of Choice Leadership Team, putting aside the impact on business 
confidence—and the shadow Treasurer has just outlined what this government does to business 
confidence—the real losers in this terrible decision are the voiceless, the so often forgotten members 
of our community who rely on social housing, the people who were going to benefit from new housing 
that was age appropriate, that was location appropriate and that saw people move out of aged, tired 
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and old housing, simply because this minister is beholden to the dictates of his union mates. It is 
ideology triumphing over good policy, jobs being lost, business confidence being lost and people not 
being provided with modern housing.  

(Time expired)  
Mr SPEAKER: Members, question time will finish at one minute past four.  

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

Logan Renewal Initiative 
Mr NICHOLLS (3.01 pm): My first question is to the Minister for Housing. On 25 January, the 

minister signed a letter—and this is the letter that I have tabled—that stated— 
As you are aware, the Logan Renewal Initiative is the first of its scale in Australia and is a key priority for the Queensland 
Government.  

On 20 July, the minister scrapped the Logan Renewal Initiative on half an hour’s notice. How can 
Queenslanders rely on anything this minister says when he says one thing and does exactly the 
opposite?  

Mr de BRENNI: Let me explain to the Leader of the Opposition how government works— 
Honourable members interjected.  
Mr de BRENNI: Let me explain to all the members of the opposition— 
Mrs Frecklington interjected. 
Mr SPEAKER: No, it is not it, Deputy Leader of the Opposition. You will have ample opportunity 

to put a question if feel you want to. 
Mr de BRENNI: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Let me explain. At the point where the government, 

which was led by Tim Nicholls, Campbell Newman and Tim Mander, signed up to one of the riskiest 
schemes to give away public housing in Logan and then proceed to do it across the state—throw away 
the keys—this government came to power on a platform of not privatising— 

Mr NICHOLLS: I rise to a point of order. I find the minister’s comments offensive and I ask that 
he withdraw  

Mr SPEAKER: Members, the standard rule is that, if a member finds a comment personally 
offensive, the member needs to withdraw. 

Mr de BRENNI: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I withdraw. This government came to power on a 
platform of promising to deliver essential services to all Queenslanders in every community across the 
state, including in my home town of Logan. This government believes in the delivery of public housing 
as an essential service. What the people of Logan can rely on is that we will continue to deliver housing 
for them—for vulnerable Queenslanders, for Queenslanders with a disability, for Queenslanders 
escaping domestic and family violence.  

I will go to the comments of the Leader of the Opposition in his private member’s statement just 
before question time in which he talked about a job for somebody from Sydney. Let me talk about the— 

Mr NICHOLLS: I rise to a point of order on relevance. The question was pretty clear: how can 
people believe this minister when he says one thing and does exactly the opposite?  

Mr SPEAKER: I will allow the minister to continue. I think it is relevant to the intent of the 
question. 

Mr de BRENNI: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The people of Logan rely on this government to continue 
to provide essential services, such as housing. They can believe that, because we have already 
commenced discussions with the development sector for the delivery of precinct-by-precinct 
redevelopment in Logan that will deliver more houses for people in Logan and more houses for people 
across Queensland.  

The Leader of Opposition Business reflected on us taking time to think. I have reflected and 
thought overnight about why those opposite failed to listen, because yesterday we announced record 
spending, since Labor was last in government in this state, in terms of maintenance and upgrades for 
those homes in Logan. Just yesterday, the Premier announced the continued contribution of 
$100 million by this government, where we will deliver 400 homes to vulnerable Queenslanders through 
public housing. If we want to talk about who can be trusted on housing in Logan, let me talk about the— 
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Honourable members interjected.  

Mr SPEAKER: Pause the clock. Minister, I am having difficulty hearing you. I urge members to 
allow me to hear the minister. The minister’s answer is relevant to the question. 

Mr de BRENNI: Thank you, Mr Speaker. There was never a hint before the election that saw the 
government led by Campbell Newman come to this place, but what did public housing tenants find in 
their neighbourhood in terms of new construction? In 2012, zero new homes. In 2013, zero new homes.  

Honourable members interjected.  

Mr SPEAKER: Pause the clock. Minister, one moment. That was not an invitation to have an 
argument with the member’s question. Do you have anything further that you would like to add? 

Mr de BRENNI: Thank you.  

Logan Renewal Initiative 
Mr NICHOLLS: My second question is to the Premier. I table a post from the Minister for 

Housing’s Facebook account. 
Tabled paper: Extract, dated 10 December 2015, from the Facebook page of Mr Mick de Brenni for Springwood, regarding the 
Logan Renewable Initiative [1518]. 

I quote— 
The Logan Renewable Initiative is our chance to recast our community through innovative, modern living solutions.  

Today, I chaired the inaugural ministerial committee which can be considered a historic step forward for our city with more to 
come.  

Can the Premier explain why the minister scrapped this historic step forward and how can anyone 
rely on anything this minister says?  

Ms PALASZCZUK: I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question.  

Mr Seeney: I bet you do. 
Ms PALASZCZUK: I do not need your help. 

Honourable members interjected.  

Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, members. The Premier took the interjection from the member for 
Callide.  

Ms PALASZCZUK: I am glad I had a chance to look at that post, because it was in December 
last year. Let us be up-front and frank about when that Facebook post was taken. Let us not go behind 
the facts. At least it is not a Christmas card about Strong Choices. We all remember that, do we not? 
That is it: a smiling Tim Nicholls wanting to sell our assets, letting the people of— 

Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, Premier. Can you come back to the topic, please?  

Ms PALASZCZUK: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The housing minister made a decision based on the 
direction that this government wanted to take when we are talking about social housing.  

Honourable members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Premier, I apologise for interrupting. Members, the Premier’s answer is relevant 

and I will name members and refer them to the various sections if they continue to interject 
inappropriately.  

Ms PALASZCZUK: Thank you. As the minister said, he has already been meeting with 
contractors about a way forward in terms of developing social housing in Logan and right across the 
state. What did we announce the other week in this House? One hundred million dollars towards social 
housing across the state. Once again, my government is delivering for the people of Queensland.  

I find it highly hypocritical of those opposite coming into the House today to dare criticise this 
government when the facts of their time in government speaks volumes. Their record of cuts: 14,000 
job cuts under their watch. 

Mr Nicholls interjected.  

Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, Premier. Thank you, Leader of the Opposition. We are not going to 
have an argument. Premier, do you have anything further to add?  
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Ms PALASZCZUK: Yes, I do, Mr Speaker. In relation to Logan, the minister has outlined very 
clearly that there is going to be $17 million in funding for the construction of 70 new homes over the 
next three years. That has been allocated. This is a minister who will work with the community and the 
members of the Logan area to make sure that we deliver for housing in this state.  

Once again, whilst I am on my feet, I will remind members of the House of the track record of 
those opposite when it came to housing in this state. They should hang their heads in shame over the 
way they treated people who live in social housing like second-class citizens. 

Honourable members interjected.  

Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, Premier. Thank you, members. I do not want to have a debate with 
the opposition. Do you have anything further in relation to the question?  

Ms PALASZCZUK: Yes. They treated people who live in social housing like second-class 
citizens, making them apply to go on holidays, asking them to share with other people— 

Mr SPEAKER: Pause the clock. Premier, I think that is off the topic. I know you want to talk about 
it, but that is not what the question is about.  

Jobs 
Mrs GILBERT: My question is of the Premier. Will the Premier update the House on the 

government’s initiatives to create jobs in regional Queensland? 
Ms PALASZCZUK: I thank the member for Mackay for that important question because there is 

one thing that drives this government—every single member of my government—each and every day 
and that is delivering jobs across South-East Queensland and across regional Queensland. That is why 
we have listened to regional Queensland. We know that people are hurting in regional Queensland due 
to the downturn in the commodities market. That is why my government has firmly put in place 
$100 million to help people get back into work. Over the last few weeks I know that the Minister for 
Employment, Grace Grace, has been out extensively across regional Queensland talking to employers 
who want to be part of this really important program. Recently, following the budget, Minister Donaldson 
was with myself and Minister Grace in Bundaberg talking once again to people who want to utilise this 
program to get people into work.  

I am pleased to advise that already we have 84 employers from across regional Queensland 
supporting over 145 jobseekers in new work. That is just in a few weeks of the program being opened. 
This is the right program. This is the right project to get people back into work.  

Let us contrast our record of getting people in work to what those opposite did under the 
stewardship of the member for Clayfield when he was the Treasurer. Once again I remind the House 
that this is the fourth anniversary of that dreadful budget that was handed down when 14,000 people 
lost their jobs across the state. I will back my government’s record when it comes to jobs against theirs 
any day of the week.  

When it comes to Back to Work, I am also pleased to see that it appears that it is not just members 
on this side of the House who support the Back to Work program. I am quite sure that the member for 
Mount Isa and the member for Dalrymple will also support the Back to Work program because it means 
jobs in their regions as well. I could not help but come across the Morning Bulletin article in 
Rockhampton. Who is Minister Grace Grace standing there with—of course there are some people who 
have got some work—but the member for Gregory! I table that for the House. 
Tabled paper: Photo in the Rockhampton Morning Bulletin, dated 13 September 2016, including the Minister for Employment and 
Industrial Relations, Minister for Racing and Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Hon. Grace Grace, and the member for Gregory, 
Mr Lachlan Millar MP [1519]. 

I would like to thank the member for Gregory for standing up for the Back to Work program in this 
state. What a good member for Gregory he is. He is following a fine tradition of former members for 
Gregory who have actually taken a very— 

(Time expired). 

Logan Renewal Initiative 
Mr EMERSON: My question is to the Minister for Housing. Can the minister confirm his terribly 

bad decision to scrap the Logan housing renewal initiative has meant vulnerable Queenslanders have 
lost access— 
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Mr HINCHLIFFE: I rise to a point of order. Mr Speaker, the preamble to the member’s question 
included an inference and I would ask for your guidance to him to potentially re-word the question.  

Mr SPEAKER: I will allow the question. I call the member for Indooroopilly. Can you get to your 
question, please?  

Mr EMERSON: As I said, can the minister confirm his terribly bad decision to scrap the Logan 
housing renewal initiative has meant vulnerable Queenslanders have lost access to $150 million of 
Commonwealth rental assistance?  

Mr SPEAKER: Minister, do you wish to answer the question? I call the minister.  
Mr de BRENNI: Of course, Mr Speaker. I can tell members what public housing tenants in Logan 

have not lost; they have not lost the support of this Palaszczuk Labor government that has committed 
to take care of them, committed to find a roof to put over their head. I will go to the question of what 
public housing tenants and others pay in rent in just a moment. Public housing tenants do not pay rent 
based on Commonwealth Rent Assistance. People in the private sector pay that rent. Tenants in our 
homes never received Commonwealth Rent Assistance, but what they will continue to receive from this 
government is an investment in making sure that we build more homes for them, making sure that we 
build more age-appropriate and need-appropriate homes for them and that our homes are maintained 
and upgraded through the record investment that we have had.  

I heard the question before allude to the loss of jobs. As I indicated, a record since Labor was 
last in government, $30 million over two years in terms of maintenance and upgrades was delivered by 
between 85 and 100 local contracting companies that this government has had a longstanding 
relationship with that employ people in our community on real jobs. Those companies that I have met 
with are very excited, very pleased and very, very confident that they will continue to be able to provide 
those services to the Department of Housing and Public Works. They are local jobs; they are real jobs.  

I am quite happy to stand up in front of the tenants of public housing in Logan in my community, 
as I do regularly. When I talked about this issue with Michelle, a nurse, in her home where she has lived 
for some time with her two children she was very confident in this government’s ability to make sure 
that she had somewhere safe to raise her family. When I spoke with Lesley in her home on Saturday, 
she was pleased that this government was going to continue to be responsible for the provision of those 
homes. Those opposite wanted to have nothing to do with Lesley, they wanted to have nothing to do 
with Michelle. It all got too hard. They wanted to take the keys to public housing and throw them away 
forever and say it was somebody else’s problem. 

An opposition member interjected. 
Mr SPEAKER: No, you will be fired in a minute. Minister, do you have anything further to add?  
Mr de BRENNI: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Vulnerable Queenslanders who live in our homes have 

not lost from this. They will win from this. The only loss that we have heard from those opposite is one 
person who came from Sydney, possibly to take the job of a Queenslander. 

Mr Mander interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Member for Everton, you will have an opportunity to put your question shortly. 

You have had a pretty good go all morning, non-stop.  

Jobs  
Ms FARMER: My question is to the Premier. Will the Premier please advise the House on ways 

a federal funding injection of $170 million would help create jobs in Queensland?  
Ms PALASZCZUK: I thank the member for Bulimba for that very important question. Like all 

members on this side of the House, I know that $170 million from the federal government could go a 
long way towards delivering road projects and projects dealing with health and the delivery of other 
services right across our state. The reason I bring this up today is very clear: at the moment in the 
federal parliament, Malcolm Turnbull is considering whether or not to have a plebiscite and that 
plebiscite is going to cost the taxpayers around $170 million.  

I firmly believe in marriage equality. In fact, it was my government that reintroduced civil unions 
in this state. I also firmly believe that across this parliament there would be strong support for marriage 
equality. As a member of parliament, you are elected to make decisions. I am very disappointed that 
the Prime Minister of Australia, Malcolm Turnbull, is taking not only Queenslanders but all Australians 
down the path of a costly plebiscite.  
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A sum of $170 million could go a long way towards very important issues, such as tackling 
domestic and family violence and mental health issues, not just in South-East Queensland but across 
regional areas, where we know there is a huge issue with the drought and people going through various 
personal issues. That money could be put towards the M1. That money could be put towards roads in 
the outback. It could be put towards helping with schools.  

I say very clearly that, as a member of parliament, you are elected to make important decisions. 
There is probably a growing consciousness across the Australian public that marriage equality— 

Honourable members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, members. The Premier is not taking your interjections.  
Ms PALASZCZUK:—that marriage equality— 
Honourable members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, members. Pause the clock. We will wait. The Premier has time.  
Ms PALASZCZUK:—that marriage equality is the right thing to do. Personally, I do not want to 

see people or families victimised during a lengthy and costly plebiscite. Today, my message to Malcolm 
Turnbull is: forget the plebiscite; do the right thing; have a vote in the Australian parliament; stand up 
for what you believe in; stand up for equality; stand up for what is right in this nation; show strong 
leadership and vote for marriage equality.  

Mr SPEAKER: Member for Hinchinbrook, you are warned under standing order 253A.  
Mr Cripps: That is a fair cop, Mr Speaker.  
Mr SPEAKER: I think it is a very fair cop.  

Logan Renewal Initiative 
Mr BENNETT: My question without notice is to the Minister for Housing. I table a letter signed by 

five different public tenant housing champions, which is in addition to the already tabled letter from 
Aunty Betty McGrady. Given the minister’s terribly bad decision to scrap the Logan Renewal Initiative, 
how does the minister intend to explain to the public housing tenants of Logan that they are no less 
important than his mates in the union?  
Tabled paper: Bundle of letters, dated August 2016, regarding the cancellation of the Logan Renewal Initiative [1520]. 

Mr de BRENNI: I go to the member’s reference to ‘mates’. Members on this side of the House 
are very happy to be mates with the local contractors in Logan and right across the state who provide 
services in our homes, rather than some bloke from Sydney or Newcastle which is where their mates 
come from. We are happy to be mates with the developers who do work for us in terms of building new 
homes across Queensland for vulnerable public housing tenants. I am happy to be mates with the 5,000 
people who live in our homes in Logan and across the state. I am very happy to be mates with the 45 
staff at the Woodridge Housing Service Centre and I am very happy to be mates with the 720 housing 
service centre staff across the state who support vulnerable families. I am very happy to be mates with 
people such as Nora and Peter for whom we found public housing, and people such as Michelle and 
Les. I am very happy to be mates with them.  

However, we have heard a lot of references to vulnerable Queenslanders. I take this opportunity 
to set the record straight. Those opposite have been coming into this place, making wild accusations 
and allegations about people— 

Honourable members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Pause the clock. I am having difficulty hearing the minister.  
Mr de BRENNI: A few weeks ago, the member for Everton came into this place and referred to 

Aunty Betty. On 17 August, he asked this question— 
My question is to the Minister for Housing and Public Works. With so much uncertainty about the future of public housing in 
Logan, can the minister explain why he is having closed-door meetings with property developers to discuss the sale of 
government land rather than meeting with social housing tenants like Aunty Betty?  

Honourable members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Members, I will allow the minister to answer the question. He has time on the 

clock.  
Mr de BRENNI: I am happy to be mates with Aunty Betty, but what the House should know is that 

Aunty Betty is not a social housing tenant.  
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Mr Mander: She is a tenant champion.  
Mr SPEAKER: Pause the clock. Member for Everton, you are warned under standing order 

253A. If you persist, I will take the appropriate action.  
Mr de BRENNI: The reference from former minister Mander was to a social housing tenant. Those 

opposite will stoop to any depth to pursue their campaign— 
Honourable members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Pause the clock. I am having difficulty hearing the minister. Member for Mount 

Ommaney, you are warned under standing order 253A and I will take the appropriate action if you 
persist. Minister, you have time on the clock.  

Mr de BRENNI: I find the statement made by the former minister, the member for Everton, on 
17 August to be deliberately misleading. I will be writing to you accordingly, Mr Speaker. I finish on this 
point: I am very happy to be mates— 

Honourable members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Order! I call the minister. Do you have anything further to add?  
Mr de BRENNI: I have one final thing to add. I and all members on this side of the House are very 

happy to be mates with the Building and Asset Services staff who support the maintenance and 
upgrades of our homes across the state.  

Ageing Queenslanders 
Ms PEASE: My question is to the Deputy Premier. Will the Deputy Premier please update the 

House on any steps being taken to help address the challenges of Queensland’s ageing population?  
Ms TRAD: I thank the member for the question. I know that the issues around ageing and place 

will increasingly become a social policy dilemma for governments of all persuasions. Over the next 
25 years, the number of Queenslanders aged over 65 will increase by 20 per cent. This will place a 
considerable burden on local communities to accommodate a bigger cohort of senior Queenslanders. 
That is why in February I announced the Regional Ageing in Place Strategy to help Queenslanders in 
regional communities stay in their towns, close to family and friends.  

Today, for the benefit of the House I am happy to announce that seniors in Cloncurry, Barcaldine 
and Ravenshoe will be the first to benefit from this initiative through a $2.4 million project. We will be 
working with local councils that have themselves identified initial sites for development that are close 
to town centres and within walking distance of key services. I hope to be in a position to announce the 
fourth site very soon.  

It is expected that the Ageing in Place housing project will show the development and 
construction industry that there is a market for adaptable and accessible housing in regional areas. 
Importantly, each project will provide up to 20 people with local jobs. That will be an economic boost to 
local trades and services where possible, and where possible we will provide an apprentice training 
opportunity for people.  

Three homes will be built at each site and they will be available for sale at market value. They 
will be low-set homes. They will have wider hallways and wider doorways to accommodate wheelchairs. 
Kitchen benches will be set at different heights and personal safety switches will be installed in the 
homes. Being able to stay in a familiar environment surrounded by the people and places you love is a 
very important aspect for people as they enter their later years.  

Of course, some members on the other side of the House have been pioneering ageing in place 
for many years now. I am not going to name names, but the new generation of LNP MPs know exactly 
who I am talking about. They have grown old in this place and so have their ideas. I know on some 
days that younger members of the LNP might just wish they would go away, but I urge them to listen to 
their senior members because they have decades of experience in opposition to share with them.  

Logan Renewal Initiative 
Mr BLEIJIE: My question is to the Minister for Housing. Will the minister confirm that he scrapped 

the Logan Renewal Initiative on the orders of Alex Scott of Together union, which, I note, donated 
$88,000 to the Labor Party in the last six months?  

Mr de BRENNI: I thank the member for Kawana for this question. There is only one thing worse 
than a member— 
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A government member: For Kawana.  
Mr de BRENNI: That is true. I take that interjection. There is only one thing worse than someone 

getting accused of running a protection racket and that is someone who promises a protection racket 
and then never delivers on it. That is what the member for Burnett, the shadow minister for housing, 
did— 

Opposition members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: Minister, I would urge you not to provoke the opposition. Can you come to the 

answer please.  
Mr de BRENNI: When it comes to who is ordering whom, it was a decision of this government to 

maintain our responsibility for the delivery of public housing. That was a cabinet decision made in July.  
What did the member for Burnett say to the Building and Asset Services colleagues of his in 

Bundaberg? He said, ‘Don’t worry about your jobs.’ I remember the LNP saying before the last election, 
‘Your jobs will be safe. Trust us.’ They established the racket and the minute they were elected they 
ditched— 

Mr SPEAKER: Minister, I urge you not to debate the issue and come back to answering the 
question. Do you have anything further to add? 

Honourable members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: I do not need your assistance, members.  
Mr de BRENNI: There were no instructions.  

Queensland Economy 
Mr PEGG: My question is to the Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to comments on the Queensland 

economy— 
Opposition members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: One moment please, Member for Stretton. I am having difficulty hearing. You 

have a support base in the opposition.  
Opposition members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: He has a strong support base.  
Mr Bleijie interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: And the member for Kawana is encouraging him.  
Opposition members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: We will move on. Member for Stretton, could you ask your question.  
Mr PEGG: My question is to the Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to comments on the Queensland 

economy by members opposite, and ask: will the Treasurer advise how those comments contrast with 
available hard data and key economic indicators?  

Mr PITT: I thank the honourable member for a question about the economy.  
Opposition members interjected.  
Mr SPEAKER: We will wait a moment. I cannot hear the Treasurer and he is very close to me.  
Mr PITT: I thank the member for the question. Yesterday we heard even more unwarranted 

negativity from the opposition. Do members know what? They have never been happier— 
Mr Nicholls interjected.  
Mr PITT: Including the Leader of the Opposition. They have never been happier than when they 

can find some positive news about the economy and twist and contort it and turn it into something deep, 
dark and not reflecting reality.  

When we consider the previous government and their record when looking at figures in the 
economy they tried to dress things up so much so that they actually hid things from public scrutiny. We 
know that their plan all along was to make sure that people thought that there was an inevitability about 
asset sales. Earlier I heard the Leader of the Opposition talking about the Logan Renewal Initiative and 
the suggestion that people would have to move away for employment.  
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A little birdie told me that there have absolutely been multiple occasions of this for bankers, 
consultants, contractors and anybody who was involved with the expectation that Strong Choices was 
going to be successful. We know that Strong Choices was the wrong choice. There was such an 
inevitability put forward by those opposite that that was actually going to happen that people moved 
from New South Wales to here. They moved their families up here because, as we found out later, 
$100 million had been spent by those opposite on it. Ahead of the election they were asking people’s 
opinions and comments about it.  

I find it absolutely galling that the Leader of the Opposition is able to have a go at the Minister for 
Public Works and Housing about that particular issue when they are the worst at pre-empting 
something. When it comes to looking at things in the previous government’s life we know that there was 
this fantastic book written. The book is titled can do. This book is a perennial finalist in the Queensland 
literary awards. It was written, of course—wait for it—by the acclaimed author Gavin King. It shows that 
the former treasurer wanted to do much more than actually ended up happening with the asset sales 
that were on the auction block with Strong Choices. It states— 
The full suite of asset sales proposed by the Commission of Audit was backed by Tim Nicholls.  

Apparently he wanted to sell everything that was not nailed down. We know that they moved to 
saying that it was a lease and not a sale—blah, blah, blah, blah, blah. They spent three years telling 
everyone we had to sell them because it was the only choice. Now the Leader of the Opposition is shy. 
He has gone shy. He will not even talk about asset sales. We cannot get anything out of him. What has 
happened to the once vibrant member for Clayfield? Please bring your voice back, member for 
Clayfield!  

Logan Renewal Initiative 
Mr MANDER: My question is to the Minister for Housing and Public Works. Can the minister 

guarantee that no compensation will be payable for terminating the contract between his department 
and Logan City Community Housing for the Logan Renewal Initiative?  

Mr de BRENNI: I thank the member for Everton for the question. It is an odd question because if 
the member had read the contract he signed he would know that the arrangements in terms of 
termination of a contract are outlined therein.  

Queensland Health, Consultants and Contractors  
Ms LINARD: My question is for the Minister for Health and Minister for Ambulance Services. Will 

the minister update the House on the use of consultants and contractors by Queensland Health?  
Mr DICK: I am delighted to take that question from the member for Nudgee. There is a role in 

the public sector, in Queensland Health and other departments and agencies, for contractors and for 
outside expertise that is often brought in. Sometimes an effective way to proceed is to use expertise 
and consultants and contractors to get things done.  

What I did find when I came to government was that some governments are a little more 
enthusiastic in their use of contractors and consultants than others. What I found on becoming the 
health minister was that in 2014-15 the office of the director-general in the Department of Health spent 
$6.9 million on consultancies. I am pleased to report to the House that in 2015-16—the first full year of 
our government—that figure has dropped to $633,000, a drop of 90 per cent.  

The reason you have to use consultants is when you sack people. If you remove 4,140 people 
from the public sector you have to find someone to do the work. On Sunday the Leader of the Opposition 
had the cake out for the fourth anniversary of the budget—he had the four candles on there all lined up. 
In Budget Paper No. 2 he sacked 4,140 people. That was the number of people he removed from 
Queensland Health. The hero of the workers over there, the member for Southern Downs, said it was 
only going to be 2,754. They were fighting then and they are fighting now.  

I also found that contractors were given special political tasks in the previous government. We 
know that Mark Textor was out the back in the treasurer’s office when the member for Clayfield was 
there—Crosby Textor—doing all the Strong Choices work. What a waste of public money. It was good 
for Mark Textor and good for Sir Lynton Crosby—another Knight of the Realm up there in the treasurer’s 
office doing the consultancy on a failed program.  

I also found that $1,500 a day was spent in Queensland Health to lead ‘strategic initiatives 
including the wait-time guarantee program’—$1,500 a day. What I also found recently was that the 
program was to start the day after the election—how convenient. It never delivered one thing except 



3474 Questions Without Notice 14 Sep 2016 

 

 

sucking money out of taxpayers. It never delivered anything, but there is the member for Moggill with 
his ‘plan to get Moggill moving’—appropriate from a doctor—saying in his report, ‘Labor has scrapped 
the LNP’s highly successful Wait Time Guarantee,’ the wait-time guarantee— 

Mr Hinchliffe: Never started! 
Mr DICK:—that never started. I take the interjection from the Leader of the House. It never 

operated. It was so successful that it was scrapped. What a joke. I table that document.  
Tabled paper: Flyer from the member for Moggill, Dr Christian Rowan MP, titled ‘A plan to get Moggill Moving’ [1521]. 

I do not know what parallel universe the member for Moggill lives in, but how you can scrap a 
program that never started is beyond me— 

(Time expired)  

Minister for Housing and Public Works 
Mrs FRECKLINGTON: My question without notice is to the Premier. Does the Premier retain 

confidence in her Minister for Housing and Public Works?  
Ms PALASZCZUK: Yes.  

State Schools Construction 
Mr STEWART: Will the Minister for Education inform the House how the Palaszczuk government 

is building new school facilities and creating jobs throughout the state and specifically in Townsville, 
where the Palaszczuk government is also building a new stadium?  

Ms JONES: You are not going to win on Friday—just saying. Mr Speaker, as you know, I get very 
excited about my portfolio—in particular, as we have already heard today, we have great tourism data. 
Also, as you know, one of the things that we committed to was a record investment in schools. We are 
building right now: more than half a billion dollars worth of infrastructure is under construction in 
Queensland schools right across this state. The reason we are putting additional support into our 
schools through infrastructure is that we know not only that it improves schooling but also that it provides 
jobs right across regional Queensland.  

As the honourable member just said, we have a brand-new school that will be delivered at 
Burdell—I know this is supported by the member for Hinchinbrook as well—which is catering for the 
growth in that region, particularly in Townsville. In addition to that, last week I went to Cairns and 
inspected construction of the Cairns Special School—a new $25 million investment in Cairns. I know 
this is something that has been welcomed by the whole Cairns community. Already we have had 
families expressing an interest in being there. Slabs and block work is now completed. When I was 
there talking to the, I think, eight apprentices I met that day, Premier—in actual fact, 20 apprentices are 
working on that project because of our policy of ensuring that we are creating those opportunities for 
apprentices on our work sites.  

It is not just in Cairns and Townsville but right across Queensland that we are seeing an 
investment in school infrastructure. In the electorate of Albert, a $5.2 million contract has been awarded 
to Evans Built to build a new eight-classroom block at Highland Reserve State School.  

Mr Boothman interjected.  
Ms JONES: I take that welcome interjection from the member for Albert. Thank you for your 

support of that wonderful project. In Bulimba, Hutchinson Builders are delivering a $7 million project 
including 10 new classrooms and a resource centre at Bulimba State School. This is a school that is 
doing fantastic things and I know they will be put to great use.  

Mr Boothman interjected.  
Ms JONES: Is that someone—what is that? He obviously voted for Lawrence Springborg. In 

Caloundra, planning is underway for a $9 million 13-classroom block at Currimundi Special School. 
Construction will start in 2017. In the honourable member for Indooroopilly’s electorate, in the great 
western suburbs, at Ironside State School $7 million in works are progressing on 10 new classrooms. 
Hutchinson Builders are contracted to do that work. In the Ipswich electorate, we have major upgrades 
to classrooms underway at Claremont Special School and at Ipswich West Special School.  

As members can see, we are building half a billion dollars worth of new infrastructure, creating 
new classrooms and new facilities in our schools, because we know that investing in education is an 
investment in Queensland’s future. By providing the best possible education that we can, we are lifting 
the quality of the people going through—hi, Robbie. How are you going?  

(Time expired)  
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Mr SPEAKER: Before I call the member for Mount Isa, member for Gaven, you are warned under 
standing order 253A. Member for Albert, you are also warned under standing order 253A. I note that 
the minister took a couple of your interjections but, quite frankly, you did not stop. I do not know how 
the minister was able to concentrate because I could hear your interjections from here. You are both 
warned under standing order 253A.  

North-West Queensland, Air Services  
Mr KATTER: Hello, Minister. My question without notice is to the Minister for Transport and the 

Commonwealth Games. Given that many north-west families are severely burdened by the unjustifiable 
and consistently high prices gouged by air service providers like Qantas and have no alternative other 
than to drive a gruelling 20 hours to Brisbane or 10 hours to Townsville, will the minister commit to an 
independent inquiry or study into the clear abuse of market position perpetrated by commercial route 
air service providers in the north-west?  

Mr HINCHLIFFE: I thank the member for his question and his continued interest in air services in 
north-west Queensland which are clearly very important to him and his constituents and, indeed, to 
Queenslanders more generally. I can advise the member for Mount Isa that flights which operate direct 
from Brisbane or Townsville to Mount Isa are not regulated by the Department of Transport and Main 
Roads and therefore are priced according to the operator and what they perceive as the demand and 
pricing conditions.  

Certain Far North Queensland routes are regulated under the Local Fare Scheme to improve the 
standard of living of local residents by allowing them to access health, education and employment and 
to remain connected. The scheme makes it more affordable for transport for isolated residents in 
communities of Cape York and the Torres Strait to move around more frequently, resulting in social 
and recreational benefits which, in turn, help boost the local economy. It is important to note that 
regulated air services only allow a single operator to service certain routes and the operator sets prices 
for fares subject to demand. Regulated routes generally restrict competition. For this reason, regulation 
only exists in transport disadvantaged communities where a commercial air service cannot be 
sustained.  

Currently, direct flights between Mount Isa and Townsville are operated by Qantas. However, 
any commercial airline can provide passenger transport services on these routes. Unregulated routes 
allow any operator to enter the market and, subject to demand, encourage lower and more competitive 
fares for customers. Airport owners, equally, are responsible for applying airport fees which directly 
increase the prices of flights.  

With reference to the member’s question of whether this could be reviewed and the potential of 
a study into the cost of airfares to Mount Isa, I note that a 2014 review of air routes did add some routes 
for deregulation. This included the Townsville-Cloncurry-Mount Isa route. Throughout 2013, DTMR 
conducted a review of all aviation and coach long-distance passenger services throughout regional 
Queensland. The review was completed and handed down in 2014 which resulted in those contracts 
commencing 27 routes on 21 January 2015.  

DTMR does recognise that since 2013 there has been a considerable downturn in the resources 
sector affecting regional Queensland. This, combined with the effects of drought, has affected 
patronage and demand for services. Therefore, I can advise that DTMR have advised me today that 
they have decided to refresh the 2013 long-distance passenger services review and assess whether 
service levels are still set correctly for regional Queensland. I am happy to keep the House advised of 
this work and the way it progresses and also, of course, keep the member for Mount Isa advised.  

Biofutures 
Mr PEARCE: My question is to the Minister for State Development. Will the minister advise on 

progress towards the government’s goal of creating a $1 billion industrial biotechnology and 
bioproducts sector in Queensland?  

Dr LYNHAM: I thank the member for Mirani, a young and vibrant member of this House with a 
young and vibrant vision for his electorate. The Palaszczuk government shares that vision. We share 
a vision for a $1 billion future in biofutures for this state. We have a $19.7 million Queensland Biofutures 
10-Year Roadmap and Action Plan, and that will assist us to achieve this vision. Biofutures refers to the 
industrial biotechnology and bioproducts sector, utilising feedstock inputs like agricultural residues and 
municipal wastes and applying advanced production technologies and facilities. It looks at supply chain 
and logistics, research and demonstration programs for production of a range of advanced bioproducts.  
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At the heart of the biofutures sector is biorefining, which converts biomass to fuel, power, heat 
and value-added chemicals. Last week I was in Maryborough where they are looking at cogeneration 
and producing that mass into animal feedstock. There is a wide array of different products that can be 
derived from biomanufacturing techniques. 

We want to see this vision happen as quickly as possible. That is why we have also invested 
$4 million into an acceleration program to get this up and running. Starting tomorrow, my department 
will begin several weeks of discussions with key stakeholders in the biorefining supply chain in 
Queensland to better understand potential opportunities and developers’ experiences in developing 
these products. We will be talking to the existing and emerging biorefining industry participants—from 
the people who supply the feedstock through to the researchers in universities, the entrepreneurs and 
investors who can make this happen on the ground.  

This essential research into the impediments and potential solutions will help us identify what 
needs to be done to attract significant private sector investment into these industries. These industries 
are the jobs of the future. These industries are visionary with a government that has a vision to a 
sustainable future. We have already taken steps. The proof is in the pudding. We have Southern Oil 
developing an advanced biofutures hub in Gladstone. The Premier is personally involved in talks with 
the United States Navy in San Diego. I am supporting the Premier: I will be going overseas in October 
back to North America with a trade mission where I will meet with developers and investors who are 
interested in supporting us in our vision of a sustainable future for Queensland.  

West Village Development 
Mr WALKER: My question is to the Deputy Premier. I refer the Deputy Premier to her decision 

today in calling in the West Village project. Can the Deputy Premier assure the House that her decision 
was not influenced by the widespread rumour that Councillor Jonathan Sri, helpfully in the gallery 
earlier, will contest the seat of South Brisbane at the next election?  

Ms TRAD: Yes.  

Advance Queensland 
Ms BOYD: My question is to the Minister for Innovation, Science and the Digital Economy and 

Minister for Small Business. Will the minister update the House on how Advance Queensland is helping 
to create the jobs of the future and turn Queensland into a global innovation hub?  

Ms ENOCH: I thank the member for her question. I know that the member for Pine Rivers is 
incredibly passionate about ensuring her community and Queenslanders across our great state are 
prepared for the future. The Queensland government recognises that it has a vital role to play in 
supporting innovation in our state. As the global environment changes, it is clear we need to diversify 
the economy. That is why we opened the Advance Queensland Ignite Ideas Fund earlier this year to 
help businesses deliver products and services to market faster, boosting business growth and creating 
jobs for Queenslanders now and in the future.  

The response to the first round of Ignite Ideas funding was extraordinary, with more than 350 
applications received, proving not only the incredible talent in our state but also the incredible appetite 
of that talent to grow their idea here in Queensland. Through a highly competitive and independent 
selection process, 39 small businesses around Queensland are receiving $5.65 million in grants to 
bring their innovative new products and services to the market.  

Successful round 1 recipients came from a diverse selection of industries and platforms including 
health, biotechnology, information technology, clean energy, agriculture and food, engineering, virtual 
reality, sensors and big data. This included businesses like Surgical Performance, which is creating a 
feedback platform to deliver improved surgical outcomes for patients, and Coral Sunscreen, which is 
using collaborative research to deliver the first innovation in the sunscreen industry in 20 years. I was 
lucky enough to be in Townsville recently with the member for Mundingburra and the Minister Assisting 
the Premier on North Queensland to congratulate personally Larissa Bright from Coral Sunscreen 
whose company has developed groundbreaking technology for sunscreens and filters mimicking the 
natural characteristics of coral. Some of the other projects we have funded are a dust suppression 
system for the mining sector, a mobile soil-testing device for farmers, and mass production of a healthy 
gluten-free flour made from green bananas. I congratulate the 39 successful businesses that received 
funding in round 1 and look forward to following their innovations through the testing and market-ready 
phases.  
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Today I can inform the House that round 2 of the Ignite Ideas program is open for applications. I 
encourage small businesses right around Queensland to take part in the program as I am keen to see 
even more Queenslanders turn their innovative ideas into reality. All of the information about the 
program is available on the Advance Queensland website. The program targets businesses with fewer 
than 200 staff that have a working prototype boasting enough features to support testing and further 
development on the path to market success. Supporting high-growth potential businesses to take their 
innovative ideas to the market will lead to jobs for Queenslanders right around the state.  

Far North Queensland, Crocodile Management 
Dr ROWAN: My question is to the Minister for Environment. I refer the minister to the delay in 

implementing the government’s crocodile management strategy and increasing concerns in North 
Queensland about human safety, and I ask: why is the minister more concerned about Greens 
preferences in Brisbane than he is about keeping people safe in North Queensland?  

Dr MILES: I welcome the question from the member for Moggill and his interest in crocodile 
management. I do note that some pretty outrageous claims are being made in Cairns at the moment—
some crackpot schemes. There is a developer floating around and a local councillor who say they can 
remove all the crocodiles from crocodile country. Of course they cannot. I have talked at length about 
this matter with particularly the member for Barron River, who I know is a strong and sensible voice in 
favour of public safety and proactive crocodile management in Queensland.  

The fact is this: no government has ever done more on crocodile management than the 
Palaszczuk Labor government. This government committed $5.8 million over three years to increase 
and improve crocodile management. Those opposite will howl, but the truth is that our government has 
removed more crocodiles from the Cairns region than in any year under which crocodile management 
has existed including when those opposite were in charge.  

We have made the wildlife officers—who do a very difficult and sometimes unsafe job—
permanent. They were temporary officers under those opposite. We increased the number and we 
made them permanent. We have created more jobs in regional Queensland. We have expanded the 
crocodile management areas to cover a larger area. We have funded for the first time a comprehensive 
scientific survey to better inform our approach to crocodile management which of course was the great 
weakness of the plan implemented by those opposite. They invested nothing in the science. They did 
nothing to assess what they could do to manage crocodiles better in crocodile country. 

I am pleased that there are politicians in Cairns like the member for Barron River who can be a 
strong and sensible voice, who can emphasise that we cannot remove all crocodiles from crocodile 
country but we can have a responsible crocodile management plan—one that continues to remove 
crocodiles that are aggressive and that are over two metres in size. This government has done much 
more on crocodile management than those opposite ever have. Their temporary, short-sighted, 
ill-informed scheme has been fixed by this government.  

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I think we have heard the answer.  

Queensland Multicultural Month 
Mr RUSSO: My question is directed to the Minister for Multicultural Affairs. Will the minister 

update the House on Queensland Multicultural Month, the Queenslanders who make such a 
tremendous contribution to multiculturalism and any alternative proposals?  

Mr SPEAKER: There are two minutes until the end of question time. 
Ms GRACE: August was the hugely successful Queensland Multicultural Month, headlined by 

the Queensland Multicultural Awards. These awards were established by the then multicultural minister 
and now Premier, Annastacia Palaszczuk, and recognise the valuable contributions of those who 
contribute to Queensland’s multicultural success story. The health minister, the member for Stretton 
and the member for Sunnybank—who has a keen interest in multiculturalism, not only in his electorate 
but throughout Queensland—attended the awards that were held in Logan. 

I had the difficult job of choosing a winner for the Minister’s Multicultural Award amongst many 
well-renowned finalists. The Multicultural Community Centre based at Newmarket won this award for 
its efforts to assist migrants, refugees and disadvantaged members of the community through 
settlement services, training and employment support. I know that the MCC is supported by both sides 
of this House. I would also like to mention the winner of the Outstanding Volunteer Award, Naseema 
Mustapha, who was recognised for her efforts in helping bridge the gaps between the Muslim and the 
wider Brisbane community. 
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We attended many fantastic multicultural events, including the great Australian Italian Festival in 
Ingham, the fantastic Gold Coast Multicultural Festival and the Mareeba Multicultural Festival. Right 
around Queensland people were getting together to celebrate Queensland’s successful multicultural 
community. A number of respected elders of the multicultural community are coming forward because 
they are very concerned at the moment for two main reasons: firstly, that the LNP nationally want to 
water down the race hate laws; and, secondly, that the LNP in this state cannot wait to get into bed with 
One Nation and wind the clock back 20 years, where the One Nation party espoused the dangers of 
swamping the country with Asian immigrants. 

Mr SPEAKER: Question time has concluded.  

ADOPTION AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 

Introduction 
Hon. SM FENTIMAN (Waterford—ALP) (Minister for Communities, Women and Youth, Minister 

for Child Safety and Minister for the Prevention of Domestic and Family Violence) (4.02 pm): I present 
a bill for an act to amend the Adoption Act 2009, and the acts mentioned in schedule 1, for particular 
purposes. I table the bill and the explanatory notes. I nominate the Health, Communities, Disability 
Services and Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Committee to consider the bill. 
Tabled paper: Adoption and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 [1522]. 
Tabled paper: Adoption and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016, explanatory notes [1523]. 

Adoption is a sensitive, complex and deeply personal issue that affects people in profoundly 
different ways. During my time as minister, I have met many people whose lives have been impacted 
by adoption in some way and each of these people has experienced a very different journey. My 
department has worked closely with many of the key adoption stakeholder groups to undertake a review 
of the operation of the Adoption Act 2009 to ensure that it continues to provide a contemporary 
legislative framework to support adoption practices in Queensland.  

I would like to thank our stakeholders, many of whom I know will be carefully watching and 
reading the debate in this House and will be active participants when the committee considers the bill. 
I thank them for their ongoing commitment to working with us to ensure that we continue to improve 
adoption practices so that we learn from and do not repeat past mistakes. I would also like to particularly 
thank those people who shared personal stories of their own experiences with adoption. I appreciate 
that for some people this would not have been easy. The overarching finding of the review was the act 
is operating as intended; however, a number of opportunities to further improve Queensland’s adoption 
practices were identified and are implemented through this bill. 
Eligibility to make an expression of interest 

Since commencement of the Adoption Act, community expectations across Australia and 
internationally have shifted in line with evolving notions of family. Queensland is now out of step with 
other states and territories of Australia when it comes to fair and equitable eligibility criteria. There is 
clear evidence that same-sex couples and single people can provide loving and nurturing family 
environments within which to bring up children, including those who are adopted. The bill recognises 
the need to provide fairness and equity and amends eligibility criteria to enable same-sex couples, 
single people and people undergoing fertility treatment to adopt a child. This will result in a broader and 
more flexible pool of people from which to select for assessment as suitable adoptive parents. 
Importantly, this change will mean more options will be available for matching a child to prospective 
adoptive parents who will best meet the child’s individual needs. 
Contact statements 

The bill also makes changes with respect to contact statements. A contact statement allows an 
adopted person or a birth parent to outline their wishes about being contacted. They may not wish to 
be contacted at all or may wish for contact to only occur in a particular way. Contact statements are still 
being used by a number of people as a way to express their preference around contact. My department 
heard strong views about contact statements, particularly from those people impacted by forced 
adoption policies and practices, and the unnecessary trauma and fear created by the legislated 
penalties for breaching a contact statement. These penalties apply to adoptions that took place before 
June 1991. 

To align with community feedback and changes in other jurisdictions such as Victoria, the bill 
retains contact statements but removes the offence and associated penalty for a breach of a contact 
statement. This change will also allow for the consistent operation of all contact statements in 
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Queensland. My department has a legislative obligation to explain the wishes set out in a contact 
statement to people who apply for information. To provide balance and protect the rights and interests 
of those who wish to maintain their privacy, this obligation will continue.  

Access to information  

The bill improves support to adopted persons to enable them to learn about their birth family, 
history and the circumstances of their adoption by improving access to information while continuing to 
acknowledge and respect people’s right to privacy. It extends the definition of ‘relative’ as it relates to 
people who may access information on behalf of another person and who may consent to the release 
of information on behalf of another person. ‘Relative’ is extended to include grandparents, grandchildren 
and people who are recognised as parents and children under Aboriginal tradition or island custom. 
This amendment will allow an extended group of people to obtain adoption information if birth parents 
or the adopted person is deceased, cannot be located after reasonable enquiries, or if they do not have 
the capacity to give consent to the release of information. 

The bill also grants the chief executive the discretion to waive the need for consent to the release 
of adoption information in exceptional circumstances. This amendment is considered necessary and 
appropriate to allow for the preservation of a person’s identity and family history and acknowledges the 
difficulties in locating relatives of parties to an adoption, which can sometimes take many years after 
the adoption has been finalised. I know that many people welcome these changes to strengthen 
adoption practices in Queensland. My department will continue to work closely with those people 
accessing information to ensure they are provided with the necessary support. 

Retaining name and identity 

The bill also makes some important changes to assist adopted people with retaining their identity. 
During consultation, strong views were provided affirming the right of a person to know and keep their 
identity. The bill improves guidance to the courts regarding the importance of retaining a child’s first 
given name when a final adoption order is made. The bill makes it clear that the court should only 
consider changing a child’s first name in exceptional circumstances. The bill also removes any doubt 
that face-to-face contact between a child and their birth parents can occur during an interim adoption 
order through the use of an adoption plan. This will support a child’s transition to adoption while retaining 
oversight by the chief executive and only facilitating contact if it is in the best interests of the child.  

Further five-year review 

In recognition of the continuing evolution of adoption practices and community expectations, the 
bill requires a further review of the operation of the act in five years time. The review will enable the 
government to look at the effects of the changes made by this bill and ensure they are having their 
intended impacts on the children and families who are party to adoptions in Queensland.  

Conclusion 

This bill will provide Queenslanders with a more contemporary and flexible adoption system that 
will continue to promote the wellbeing and best interests of adopted persons for years to come. I 
commend the bill to the House.  

First Reading 
Hon. SM FENTIMAN (Waterford—ALP) (Minister for Communities, Women and Youth, Minister 

for Child Safety and Minister for the Prevention of Domestic and Family Violence) (4.09 pm): I move— 
That the bill be now read a first time. 

Question put—That the bill be now read a first time.  

Motion agreed to. 

Bill read a first time. 

Referral to the Health, Communities, Disability Services and Domestic and Family 
Violence Prevention Committee 

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms Linard): Order! In accordance with standing order 131, the bill 
is now referred to the Health, Communities, Disability Services and Domestic and Family Violence 
Prevention Committee. 
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Portfolio Committee, Reporting Date  
Hon. SM FENTIMAN (Waterford—ALP) (Minister for Communities, Women and Youth, Minister 

for Child Safety and Minister for the Prevention of Domestic and Family Violence) (4.09 pm), by leave, 
without notice: I move— 
That under the provisions of standing order 136 the Health, Communities, Disability Services and Domestic and Family Violence 
Prevention Committee report to the House on the Adoption and Other Legislation Amendment Bill by 26 October 2016.  

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

AUSTRALIAN CRIME COMMISSION (QUEENSLAND) AND OTHER 
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 

Resumed from 24 May (see p. 1938).  

Second Reading 
Hon. WS BYRNE (Rockhampton—ALP) (Minister for Police, Fire and Emergency Services and 

Minister for Corrective Services) (4.10 pm): I move— 
That the bill be now read a second time.  

The Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee has examined the Australian Crime 
Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 and it tabled its report on 
2 August. I would like to take the opportunity to thank the committee for its consideration of the bill and 
for the valuable work that the committee undertakes. In its report, the committee made one 
recommendation, namely, that the bill be passed, and I thank the committee for its support of the bill.  

I will indicate at this time that I intend to propose one amendment to the bill. This amendment 
has been circulated in my name. The amendment relates to clause 12, replacement of section 439 of 
the bill. The clause redrafts section 439 of the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 to allow the 
judiciary discretion to admit evidence of admissions or confessions where there is noncompliance with 
the relevant safeguards. The committee report contained a government members’ statement of 
reservation which recommended the bill be amended to delete the proposed amendment to section 
439 of the PPRA.  

The Palaszczuk government places the utmost respect in the committee process and is 
committed to comprehensive consultation with the legal community when it comes to changing laws 
which are perceived to reduce evidentiary safeguards. Accordingly, in deference to the committee 
process, the amendment I have proposed is the omission of clause 12 from the bill. Any changes to 
section 439 of the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 need to be carefully considered in full 
consultation with legal and law enforcement stakeholders.  

The bill addresses issues within a range of acts including the Australian Crime Commission 
(Queensland) Act 2003, the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000, the Weapons Act 1990 and 
the Fire and Emergency Services Act 1990. I will briefly comment upon these amendments in turn.  

In the current global climate it is imperative that we have the capability to detect threats to our 
community at the earliest opportunity. Accurate and timely information sharing with other law 
enforcement agencies assists in achieving that objective. Consequently, this state’s relationship with 
organisations that facilitate this information sharing is paramount.  

On 1 July of this year, the Australian national police information sharing agency, CrimTrac, 
merged with the Australian national crime intelligence agency, the Australian Crime Commission. I am 
proud to say that Queensland has been a leader among other Australian jurisdictions in the timely 
introduction of legislation that assists in the inception and recognition of this collaborative agency. This 
bill ensures that the sharing of information with other agencies will continue.  

The bill will also amend the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act to allow a firearms and 
explosives detection dog to be used in more public places. This will assist in delivering a safe and 
secure Commonwealth Games as well as generally adding to the security capability of Queensland and 
the safety of the community more broadly.  

Police are increasingly using new technology and methods of detecting offences. The ability of 
a police officer to instruct another officer to make an arrest will be valuable where, for instance, the 
instructing officer views an offence from a police helicopter or via CCTV and is then able to instruct an 
officer in a better position to make an arrest. This power is an important addition in meeting the needs 
of front-line police. 
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Additionally, this bill makes clarifying amendments to the Weapons Act. The government 
acknowledges that many people in our community carry knives for a legitimate purpose, whether it is 
work related or for a range of other lawful reasons. However, these amendments will ensure that 
criminals who have no legitimate reason for carrying a knife or a weapon in a vehicle in public will cease 
to have free reign to do so. Police will also be provided with a clear power to search a vehicle where it 
is reasonably suspected a vehicle contains knives that are possessed unlawfully. These changes serve 
to protect the community and provide police with the resources needed to perform their duties.  

Finally, this bill changes the Fire and Emergency Services Act to allow Queensland Fire and 
Emergency Services to request information about the identity of the person responsible for fire safety 
in a building from the Residential Tenancies Authority or any other person who may be able to provide 
that information. The Queensland Fire and Emergency Services will often investigate persons in charge 
of premises who are not complying with fire safety installations through provision of functional smoke 
alarms, access to fire escapes and adequate emergency lighting. This investigative power will ensure 
the safety of the community and visitors to our state from those providers of accommodation who place 
profits ahead of safety.  

This bill provides the necessary legislative framework to ensure police have the capacity and 
capability to respond to issues relating to public safety so that they can continue to keep all of us safe. 
I commend the bill to the House.  

Mr MANDER (Everton—LNP) (4.16 pm): I rise to speak on the Australian Crime Commission 
(Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 and lead off the second reading debate for 
the LNP opposition. The bill is required because CrimTrac, the Commonwealth government executive 
agency responsible for developing and maintaining national information-sharing services between 
state, territory and Commonwealth law agencies, was merged with the Australian Crime Commission’s 
intelligence agency on 1 July 2016. By way of background, in 2003 the Australian Crime Commission 
(Queensland) Act was established following the 2002 Leaders Summit on Terrorism and 
Multi-jurisdictional Crime in Canberra. That summit recommended that the Australian Crime 
Commission be established to replace the National Crime Authority and incorporate the Australian 
Bureau of Criminal Intelligence and the Office of Strategic Crime Assessments. This new framework 
for the establishment of the Australian Crime Commission was agreed to among police ministers in 
August 2002.  

Ensuring national information and intelligence operations is underpinned through a national 
cooperative statutory scheme and each state implementing complementary legislation. The objective 
of the overarching legislation is to extend Queensland offences that have no federal aspect by 
conferring certain duties, powers and functions on the Australian Crime Commission.  

In relation to the current bill, amendments are included to allow the CEO of the Australian 
Transaction Reports and Analysis Centre, or Austrac, which was formed in 1989 to combat money 
laundering, organised crime, tax evasion, welfare fraud and terrorism, to be added to the Australian 
Crime Commission board as resolved by the board. This increases the number of the ACC board from 
14 to 15 and also adjusts the quorum required to constitute a meeting of the board. These changes are 
reflected in the bill.  

As I said in a recent debate on counterterrorism laws, the LNP will always support sensible 
measures that keep our community safe. It is vitally important that the government is guided in its 
decision-making by our key law enforcement agencies. That was our guiding principle in government 
and that should be important for any government.  

In this regard we are supportive of the changes in the bill which obviously ensure that our 
reciprocal legislative arrangements reflect the national changes which have occurred in the federal 
parliament. Fighting terrorism, cybercrime and organised crime are issues that need to be addressed 
across borders and through multiple agencies, and we have seen the results of what happens when 
you have that level of agency cooperation. The bill before the House also covers off on a number of 
other issues as well. As stated in the explanatory notes, these include— 
1. Amending Queensland Acts that currently refer to ‘CrimTrac’ to refer to the new agency, ‘the ACC’; 

2. Increasing the quorum at ACC Board meetings from seven to nine members in the ACCQA; 

3. Permitting police to use an explosives detection dog, without warrant, to carry out explosives detection operations at 
licensed premises, where an event is being held or in a public place; 

4. Redrafting section 439 of the PPRA to allow judicial discretion to admit evidence of unrecorded admissions or confessions 
where the admission of the evidence is in the interests of justice; 
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5. Ensuring it is lawful in the PPRA for a police officer to arrest a person without warrant at the instruction of another police 
officer, where there are lawful grounds for the arrest; 

6. Providing police with the power to search a vehicle, without warrant, where it is reasonably suspected the vehicle may 
contain a knife, not in the lawful possession of a person; 

7. Defining ‘public place’ in section 51 of the Weapons Act to clarify the definition of ‘public place’ with respect to a knife 
being possessed within a vehicle in public, without reasonable excuse; 

8. Defining ‘public place’ in section 57 of the Weapons Act to clarify the definition of ‘public place’ with respect to particular 
conduct involving possession of a weapon within a vehicle in public, without reasonable excuse; 

9. Permitting an authorised fire officer of QFES to require information that will identify or help identify a person reasonably 
suspected of contravening FESA or chapter 7 or 7A of the Building Act 1975. The authorised fire officer may require the 
information from a government entity, an occupier of the premises, or a person who may reasonably be expected to give 
the information; and  

10. Creating an offence provision for the failure to provide information that is required by an authorised fire officer, without 
reasonable excuse.  

While the LNP members of the committee agreed with the elements in the bill and all members 
of the committee made one recommendation—that the bill be passed—there have been some 
developments on one particular aspect of the bill; that is, in relation to the amendments to the Police 
Powers and Responsibilities Act, or the PPRA, to allow judicial discretion to admit evidence of 
unrecorded admissions or confessions where the omission of the evidence is in the interests of justice. 
This follows on from a 2010 Supreme Court decision where the applicant was charged with unlawfully 
trafficking dangerous drugs. The explanatory notes to the bill state— 
During an interview with police the applicant expressed reservations about answering questions, citing a fear of retribution if 
recorded incriminating others. The interview concluded and it was after the recording had stopped, but before the police and the 
applicant left the interview room that the applicant made admissions. Oral testimony of the police officers regarding the 
admissions was subsequently excluded from evidence due to the drafting of section 439 of the PPRA. Subsequent cases such 
as R v Wayne Robert Purnell [2012] QSC 60 have reiterated the need to redraft the section. The Bill will redraft section 439 and 
omit references to the term ‘record’ in order to resolve this issue.  

Only one submission was received on the bill, and that was from the Queensland Council for 
Civil Liberties, the QCCL, about this very issue. The QCCL raised concerns that amending this provision 
will reintroduce ‘verbals’ back into Queensland law enforcement agencies’ standard operations, a 
practice that was prevalent in the pre-Fitzgerald report era. It is important to note that neither the 
Queensland Law Society nor the Bar Association has made a submission about this provision. The 
court retains inherent jurisdiction to determine whether the evidence is admissible. The provisions in 
the bill would again put the court in this invidious position; however, this may be resolved through other 
means.  

It is obvious that this bill is another example of how divided Labor are on so many things. Whether 
it is vegetation management, bikie laws, inquiring into the re-emergence of coalminers’ black lung or 
the lockout laws, Labor are obviously bitterly divided within cabinet, within the backbench, and between 
cabinet and the backbench. Despite agreeing that this bill be passed, the government members of the 
committee lodged a statement of reservation to the committee report which stated that— 
The government members note the lack of broad community consultation on this bill and the reduction of evidentiary safeguards 
as proposed by changes to section 439 of the PPRA.  

Government members are not convinced by the argument that due to circumstances beyond the control of police, QPS may not 
be in full compliance with evidentiary safeguards. And as such, the proposed amendment to section 439 of the PPRA, allowing 
the judiciary to admit evidence where there is noncompliance or insufficient evidence of compliance with relevant safeguards is 
neither desirable nor necessary.  

Government members recommend the bill be amended to delete the proposed amendment of section 439 of the PPRA.  

We have to wonder what happened during this process. This bill would have gone to cabinet on 
two occasions with an authority to prepare and authority to introduce, and it is obvious that the police 
minister has been rolled by three Labor members of the Legal Affairs and Community Safety 
Committee. One has to ask the question: what was it that convinced them that these amendments in 
relation to section 439 of the PPRA should be deleted from the bill, when it either was not picked up or 
was not widely discussed in the cabinet? We might forgive the police minister in this instance for 
standing up for what the department has put forward, but where are all the lawyers and the so-called 
defenders of the Fitzgerald principles like the Premier, the Attorney-General, the health minister and 
the Deputy Premier? Maybe it was the case that the police minister rolled these members in cabinet. 
We have all read how often that is happening.  

It is obvious that I am not aware of what happens in caucus, but one would think that when the 
caucus was briefed on this bill and before it was introduced into the parliament these elements would 
have been raised by those who were concerned about it. Again it begs the question: what was it that 
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convinced the three Labor members of the parliamentary committee that seemingly no-one else in the 
Labor Party picked up on? I look forward to the contribution of these committee members during the 
debate. Perhaps they can enlighten us as to what made them go against the other 39 members of 
caucus and demand that these provisions be withdrawn. There is obviously disharmony within the 
cabinet and the party room about these particular elements of the bill. In this case the minister has been 
rolled on something that he wanted to help support the police. This is indicative of the turmoil on the 
government side of the House, and it is something that needs to be explained by the three Labor 
members of the committee who so vigorously opposed what the minister wanted in the legislation.  

Mr FURNER (Ferny Grove—ALP) (4.28 pm): I rise to support the Australian Crime Commission 
(Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 as it is proposed to be amended, and I thank 
the minister and those government members for their support in examining this particular bill. The 
committee recommended that the Australian Crime Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2016 be passed. As has been pointed out, only one submission was received. That is 
not generally indicative of what happens in committee hearings, but in some cases only one or a few 
submissions are received so you act on the evidence before you. That is the nature of a true bipartisan 
committee when examining particular matters such as this. Furthermore, the Queensland Police 
Service, the Public Service Business Agency and the Queensland Fire and Emergency Services 
provided an oral briefing to the committee on 15 June 2016. The QPS also provided a response to the 
submission received.  

I will not restate the objectives of the bill as I understand that they have been ventilated, but I will 
touch on a few of the amendments proposed by the bill. I turn first to the CrimTrac agency merger into 
the ACC. The merger will have a number of benefits including improved quality and timeliness of 
information and intelligence delivered to operational police officers.  

I now turn to the amendments to the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000. In relation to 
the amendment relating to explosives detection dogs, the committee heard— 
The bill amends the places at which an explosives detection dog can carry out explosive detection to align it with the places that 
a drug detection dog can currently operate in. The bill also changes reference to ‘explosive detection dogs’ to ‘firearms and 
explosive detection dogs’ to provide consistency in the use of terminology throughout the PPRA, the Police Powers and 
Responsibilities Act, and to better reflect the duties that police dogs perform.  

I now touch on the amendment relating to authorising a police officer to arrest. It was argued before the 
committee that this proposed amendment highlighted a gap between the current legislation and 
methods used in contemporary policing. The committee heard— 
There are a number of circumstances that you can imagine where a situation like that would unfold. A police officer ... reviewing 
CCTV ... may very well witness an event occurring that is tantamount to an offence and forms the suspicion in their own mind, 
but currently the legislation is such that the police officer is not able to direct another police officer to take action. The amendments 
to this bill will ultimately recognise the fact that the world has moved on and technology plays a very significant part in the detection 
of offences and, importantly, this will address that very significant oversight.  

I now turn to the point on which government members found there needed to be an amendment 
made to the bill. That is in respect of section 439 of the PPR Act. As I indicated earlier, this was the 
only provision about which government members raised concerns, particularly having heard the 
evidence from the Queensland Council for Civil Liberties. The committee report states— 
The QCCL did not consider this proposed change to s 439 of the PPRA was minor or technical, instead arguing that the change 
would foster the re-emergence of ‘verballing’, a practice identified as rife in Queensland criminal investigation prior to the 
Fitzgerald Inquiry. The QCCL stated:  

To open up the possibility 26 years after the Fitzgerald Inquiry that police will be able to be more energetically engage in 
a verbal is a significant worry.  

The QCCL relied upon the case of R v Smith when dealing with permissible evidence and suggested— 
To allow in such evidence here would be to ignore the safeguards for those the subject of the police investigation and questioning 
provided by ... the Act and to risk a return to an earlier less accountable period when police evidence of verbal admissions was 
regularly challenged in the Courts as fabricated, often with justification.  

Having read the report, on 9 August the Queensland Law Society wrote to the minister indicating— 
The Criminal Law Committee supports the government members’ statement of reservation ...  

It also said— 
The society is of the same opinion with regard to the reduction of evidentiary safeguards which that proposed amendment would 
make. Allowing the judiciary to admit evidence where there is noncompliance or insufficient evidence of compliance with the 
relevant safeguards is neither desirable nor necessary.  
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I table that correspondence from the Queensland Law Society.  
Tabled paper: Letter, dated 9 August 2016, from the President of the Queensland Law Society, Mr Bill Potts, to the Minister for 
Police, Fire and Emergency Services and Minister for Corrective Services, Hon. Bill Byrne, regarding the Australian Crime 
Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 [1524]. 

Not only did the government members consider the evidence put before the committee; we also 
considered fundamental legislative principles. In some cases when committees consider bills they tend 
to skip over the FLPs and do not necessarily concentrate on what might be an issue. Given that we are 
a unicameral parliament, it is important for committees to reflect on FLPs as they apply to particular 
cases. Under the heading ‘Potential FLP issues—procedural fairness—evidentiary provisions’ the 
committee report states— 
Legislation should be consistent with the principles of natural justice which are developed by the common law and incorporate 
three principles. Of relevance here is the third principle, being that ‘procedural fairness’ should be afforded to the person, meaning 
fair procedures that are appropriate and adapted to the circumstances of the particular case.  

In relation to procedural fairness, justification is required for relaxation of the normal rules of evidence applicable to legal 
proceedings.  

Clause 12 seeks to replace current section 439 with new section 439 which omits references to the term ‘record’ in order to allow 
judicial discretion to admit evidence where there has not been full compliance by police in the recording of an admission or 
confession.  
The explanatory notes state— 
The Bill redrafts section 439 and omits the use of the term ‘record’. This will allow oral testimony of a confession or admission 
where it is in the interests of justice. This arguably breaches an individual’s rights due to noncompliance or insufficient evidence 
of compliance with safeguards pertaining to confessions and admissions.  

Based on the evidence before the committee, consideration of FLPs and the amendments sought 
to section 439, government committee members exercised their impartial judgement to recommend 
that the proposed amendment be deleted from the bill. I am not certain about those opposite. I listened 
briefly to the member for Everton’s contribution. All committees should operate in an impartial manner 
and examine legislation in its totality to make sure they act in the interests of all Queenslanders affected 
by the relevant bill. It is not a case of members being beholden to ministers or shadow ministers, as 
was indicated during the last sitting week. Committee members are to exercise their true judgement. In 
the last sitting week the shadow police minister opposed a bill that all members of the Legal Affairs and 
Community Safety Committee recommended be passed. Members opposite talk about being 
dysfunctional or about leadership challenges. Someone was trying to line up the member for Everton 
in his attempts to have another shot at the leadership of the opposition. Last sitting week he came in 
here and made an absolute fool of himself. He did not read the report and did not look at the facts on 
which the committee made the decision to endorse the bill in its entirety. He came in here and fumbled 
and stumbled like a complete—what I want to say would probably be unparliamentary so I will not say 
it.  

Mr Mander: Feel free.  
Mr FURNER: No, I have more respect for the member for Everton.  
I turn to the provisions relating to the power to search a vehicle for a knife. The committee report 

states— 
Under section 31 of the PPRA, a police officer who reasonably suspects any of the prescribed circumstances for searching a 
vehicle without warrant exist may:  
(a) stop a vehicle  
(b) detain a vehicle and the occupants of the vehicle  
(c) search a vehicle or anything in it for anything relevant to the circumstances for which the vehicle and its occupants are 

detained.  
The committee felt that the amendment was reasonable and accepted evidence on the balance of the 
requirements sought.  

In relation to the amendments to the Weapons Act 1990 the committee report states— 
The bill inserts the same clarifying definition of public place into sections 51 and 57. This creates conformity between sections 50, 
51 and 57 of the Weapons Act, such that a person who unlawfully carries a short or long firearm, a knife, or another type of 
weapon in a vehicle, in public, is committing an offence under the Act.  
Finally, in relation to the amendments to the Fire and Emergency Services Act 1990 the committee 
report states— 
The bill inserts a new section 58D (Power to require information about identity of occupier) into FESA to permit an authorised fire 
officer to require information that will assist in identifying the occupier of a premises, so as to investigate a contravention of fire 
safety measures.  
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In conclusion, government members certainly appreciated the evidence about FLPs and made a 
clear, conscious decision, based on what was provided, to accept the bill with only one amendment to 
safeguard the interests of Queenslanders. I commend the bill to the House.  

Mrs STUCKEY (Currumbin—LNP) (4.39 pm): I rise to add my contribution to the debate of the 
Australian Crime Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 introduced on 
24 May of this year by the honourable member for Rockhampton and Minister for Police, Fire and 
Emergency Services. The bill was referred to the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee of 
which I am a member. I recognise the efforts of all committee members and our hardworking secretariat. 
The committee reported back in early August with just one recommendation—that the bill be passed. 
However, in a strange twist in procedure, government members added a statement of reservation. Only 
one submission was received prior to submissions closing on 24 June and that was from the 
Queensland Council for Civil Liberties. It expressed its strong disapproval at the restricted consultation 
process and the intention to amend section 439 of the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act. The 
policy objectives of this bill are defined as follows: to facilitate the merger of CrimTrac, Australia’s 
policing information sharing agency, into the Australian Crime Commission, the ACC, the national 
criminal intelligence agency; and to address operational priorities of the Queensland Police Service and 
Queensland Fire and Emergency Services. CrimTrac ceased to exist as an entity from 1 July this year 
and, according to its website— 
The Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission commenced operations from 1 July and is uniquely equipped as Australia’s 
national criminal intelligence agency with investigative, research and information delivery functions.  

This bill amends nine pieces of legislation to achieve these objectives, and I will not list them all. 
Police will be permitted to use an explosives detection dog without warrant to carry out explosives 
detection processes in licensed venues where an event is being held or in a public place. As we heard 
from the minister, we need to make sure that all of our public places, particularly in the lead-up to the 
Commonwealth Games, have the best protection they possibly can. Police will be granted powers to 
search a vehicle without warrant where it is reasonably suspected the vehicle may contain a knife not 
in the lawful possession of a person; ensure it is lawful in the PPRA for a police officer to arrest a person 
without warrant at the instruction of another police officer where there are lawful grounds for the arrest; 
and section 439 of the PPRA will be redrafted to allow judicial discretion to admit evidence of 
unrecorded admissions or confessions where the admission of evidence is in the interests of justice. 

Lack of consultation is becoming a recurring theme with this Labor government, so it was not a 
huge surprise that public consultation was not undertaken during the drafting stage of the bill. 

Government members interjected. 
Mrs STUCKEY: Read the committee report please, honourable members. Labor says it will be 

inclusive, but usually it only includes its union mates in consultation. In this case it was only law 
enforcement agencies that were invited to be a part of these discussions. 

Government members interjected. 
Mrs STUCKEY: Read the committee report. However, it is the revised new section 439 that has 

agitated the Council for Civil Liberties, which voiced its concerns that it has the potential to reintroduce 
verbals. Proposed new section 439 allows judicial discretion to admit evidence of unrecorded 
admissions or confessions where the admission of the evidence is in the interests of justice. An example 
given is listed as the case R v McMillan 2010, which the shadow minister has already mentioned. 
However, I do think it is an important case to reflect on. It relates to an applicant being charged with 
unlawfully trafficking dangerous drugs. The applicant was fearful of retribution if the incriminating 
comments he made were recorded during a police interview. Subsequently, the interview was halted 
and the recording stopped. However, the applicant then made the admissions to police whilst still in the 
interview room. The oral testimony of the police officers was excluded from evidence as it was outside 
the drafting of section 439. 

Since then there have been other similar cases which have prompted the need to change this 
section and references to the term ‘record’ will be removed. It is not only the Queensland Council for 
Civil Liberties that believed that the changes to section 439 were of concern. Government members 
stated their objection in a statement of reservation that reads as follows— 
The government members note the lack of broad community consultation on this bill ...  

I repeat that— 
The government members note the lack of broad community consultation on this bill and the reduction of evidentiary safeguards 
as proposed by changes to section 439 of the PPRA.  
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It continues— 

Government members are not convinced by the argument that due to circumstances beyond the control of police, QPS may not 
be in full compliance with evidentiary safeguards. And as such, the proposed amendment to section 439 of the PPRA, allowing 
the judiciary to admit evidence where there is noncompliance or insufficient evidence of compliance with relevant safeguards is 
neither desirable nor necessary.  

They go further with their statement to say— 

Government members recommend the bill be amended to delete the proposed amendment of section 439 of the PPRA.  

Here we have a situation where government committee members are not only critical of the 
minister and cabinet for a lack of consultation but they also disagree with the proposal to amend section 
439, and I note that the minister has an amendment before the House now that will omit the changes 
to this section. 

As the member for Currumbin since 2004, I am well aware of the importance my local community 
places on living in a safe, law-abiding environment, particularly as we sit right on the New South Wales 
border. Our location presents ongoing challenges for police and emergency service operators as well 
as many other agencies like schools, transport, health and social services. It has been easy for 
offenders to simply cross the road to be in another state with different laws and frequently escape the 
arm of the law. Therefore, I welcome measures that assist law enforcement agencies to share 
information and align legislation. Over the years I have hosted numerous meetings with officers from 
New South Wales and the Queensland Police Service to discuss ways to manage issues affecting our 
cross-border community—issues like cross-border arrests and extraditions, child protection and 
domestic violence orders. While some progress has been made—and I am heartened by the willingness 
of parties on both sides of the border to work together—the need for a more integrated communication 
and information system is a must. As I have said, the contents of this bill offer some improvements, but 
we are still waiting for the revised memorandum of understanding between New South Wales and 
Queensland that the Premier was meant to sign on 11 August. What is keeping her? Perhaps she has 
been too busy trying to appease the demands of disorderly, out-of-control union members who are 
literally holding our great state to ransom as they flex their power, disrupting construction sites and 
marching through Brisbane streets chanting obscenities. 

Mr BYRNE: I rise to a point of order. I always enjoy these journeys we go on, but I ask that we 
stay relevant to the long title of this bill please. 

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Ms Linard): Thank you, Minister. Member for Currumbin, please 
keep your comments relevant to the bill. 

Mrs STUCKEY: Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. I am really pleased to have the opportunity 
to express how important exchange of information with law enforcement agencies such as the one 
being formed in this bill is to the people of Currumbin. The existing MOU, which does have some law 
enforcement statements in it, is little more than a motherhood statement and I sincerely hope that the 
new MOU has some real initiatives with performance benchmarks attached. Given the delays in 
announcing this revised MOU, there is a degree of expectation it will contain actions to improve service 
delivery, assist with cross-border infrastructure and local transport that can carry passengers across 
borders plus provide child protection, access to schools and streamline law and order issues. In closing, 
without doubt this bill has merit, particularly in relation to strengthening the national response to law 
enforcement intelligence and sharing. However, Labor’s proposed amendment to section 439 of the 
PPRA was unconvincing and I am very pleased to see that it is going to be changed. This is yet another 
example of divisiveness in Labor ranks and further criticism of a lack of consultation with regard to yet 
another bill.  

Mr BROWN (Capalaba—ALP) (4.48 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Australian Crime 
Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill. I note that the objectives of the bill 
have been run through by the minister, so I will not go over them here tonight but focus my contribution 
on the statement of reservation made by the Labor members on the committee. I want to thank 
committee members for the work that they put into this bill and the secretariat. Before doing that I want 
to address a comment made by the member for Coomera during his contribution to the debate on the 
Public Safety Business Agency and Other Legislation Amendment Bill. He said— 
One of the members opposite—I think it was the member for Capalaba— 

Mrs Stuckey interjected.  
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Mr BROWN: I will get to that. I ask the member to please indulge me. Madam Deputy Speaker, 
the member’s comment relates to the statement of reservation, so if you could please afford me one 
minute? The member for Coomera continued— 
commented that in the report we supported the passing of the bill. I make the point that we listened to the evidence, as did those 
members opposite. I will remind them of this as we go on in our roles as committee members. We listened to the evidence, and 
in the broadest terms we felt that, as a committee with the evidence that had been presented to us, we would let the bill go 
through as a recommendation from the committee. That is not to say that the opposition is not going to disagree with aspects of 
the bill. At the end of the day that is what it is about, but do you see the fine difference between what we do and what those 
opposite do? We do not go running back to the shadow minister saying, ‘What do you want us to do, Mr Shadow Minister? Do 
you want us to do this? Do you want us to do that?’ We do not do that: we look at the evidence.  

I say to the member for Coomera that we looked at the evidence that was put forward by the 
Queensland Council for Civil Liberties and the Queensland Law Society. Yesterday, we were in this 
place enshrining the committee system. The very next day, the members opposite came in here and 
attacked it. As committee members, we looked at the evidence and we put forward a statement of 
reservation. I am backing the statement by the member for Coomera, because I know that he was rolled 
on this one. We have a minister who listens to the backbench and we have a minister who has regard 
to the committee process that we went through. The committee came up with a great amendment—a 
fantastic amendment—that strengthens this bill.  

The amendment that I am talking about is to section 439, which was to omit the word ‘record’. In 
relation to that amendment, the Queensland Council of Civil Liberties did not consider that this proposed 
change to section 439 of the PPRA was minor or technical. Instead, it argued that the change would 
foster the re-emergence of verballing, a practice identified as rife in Queensland criminal investigations 
prior to the Fitzgerald inquiry. As the Queensland Council of Civil Liberties stated in its submission— 
To open up the possibility 26 years after the Fitzgerald Inquiry that police will be able to more energetically engage in a verbal is 
a significant worry.  

I note that, although the Queensland Law Society did not make a submission on the bill to the 
committee, it wrote to both the minister and the member for Everton—which I note that, in his 
contribution to the second reading debate, he ignored. He is the shadow minister. He notes that the 
Queensland Law Society did not make a submission on the bill to the committee, but forgets to say in 
his contribution that the Queensland Law Society wrote to him on this matter. Why does the member 
want to ignore the Queensland Law Society? Although the Queensland Law Society is an expert in the 
field, the member chooses to ignore completely a letter that he received from them. The Queensland 
Law Society in its letter stated— 
The proposed amendment takes away the protection afforded in law to both the public and the police. The public will be at risk 
of being ‘verballed’ by police. The police will be at risk of having unrecorded verbal admissions challenged. In R v Smith ... the 
President of the Queensland Court of Appeal— 

I believe it was Judge McMurdo— 
stated: 

To allow in such evidence here would be to ignore the safeguards for those the subject of police investigation and 
questioning provided by Ch 7 of the Act and to risk a return to an earlier less accountable period when police evidence 
of verbal admissions was regularly challenged by the courts as fabrication, often with justification.  

The committee went through a process and produced a report. I refer to the Fitzgerald report. It 
is funny that those opposite did not support this recommendation, because it is referred to in the 
Fitzgerald report. I remember that, when we were debating the change to compulsory preferential 
voting, the members opposite referred to the Fitzgerald inquiry 21 times. When it comes to their own 
jobs, when it comes to voting preferences and worrying about Greens preferences it is, ‘Fitzgerald this, 
Fitzgerald that.’ Compulsory preferential voting is not even referred to in the Fitzgerald report. When it 
comes to making sure that innocent people do not go to jail, the members opposite do not want to 
support that. 

I refer members to what the Fitzgerald report says on verballing. It states— 
Juries have become increasingly sceptical of police evidence. Defendants commonly allege that they were ‘verballed’, that 
firearms or drugs were ‘planted’ on them by police, and that police got them to sign false statements by coercion and intimidation 
or violence.  

The members opposite do not want to support something that is referred to in the Fitzgerald 
report, but when it comes to compulsory preferential voting, they refer to the Fitzgerald report. When it 
comes to the recording of confessions, even back then—26 years ago—the Fitzgerald report stated— 
It is clearly essential that some reliable, independent record of such an interview is made and available at a trial.  
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Twenty-six years later, we have much improvement in technology. We have body worn cameras 
and many more recording devices are available to the Police Service.  

The Fitzgerald report raised this important issue, which I think the opposition members should 
consider. I refer to the contributions that were made by the opposition members in the consideration of 
the Electoral (Improving Representation) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill. In that debate the 
member for Southern Downs stated— 
The Fitzgerald process is a matter of convenience for the Labor Party in Queensland. Indeed, just as the bill that we are debating 
in its substantive form before the parliament had its genesis in the Fitzgerald inquiry process in 1990 and 1991, what Labor is 
proposing to undo with these amendments was also recommended against by the Fitzgerald process in 1990 to 1991.  

When it comes to their own jobs, when it comes to compulsory preferential voting, the members 
opposite rely on the Fitzgerald report, but when it comes to making sure that innocent people do not go 
to jail, those opposite completely forget the Fitzgerald report.  

I thank the committee for its work. I commend the measures that are contained in the bill. I also 
commend the minister for taking the time to respect the committee’s process, to respect the views that 
were put forward by the Labor members on that committee in the statement of reservation, to listen to 
the concerns, to consider the views that were put forward by the Queensland Council for Civil Liberties 
and the Queensland Law Society and for proposing to make an amendment to the Australian Crime 
Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill. I commend the amended bill to the 
House.  

Mr McARDLE (Caloundra—LNP) (4.58 pm): I rise to make a short contribution to the debate on 
the bill before the House. The only point that I wish to raise is in relation to the amendment to 
section 439 of the PPR Act, which was to provide judicial discretion to admit evidence of admissions or 
confessions. This amendment is covered in some detail at pages 7 to 9 of the committee’s report.  

Historically, section 439 commenced its life in section 104(13) of the PPR Act 1997. In that 
section, the court was given wider power to admit evidence in the special circumstances of the case if 
it would be in the interests of justice. The 2000 amendment rewrote the section to allow a ‘record of 
questioning or a record of a confession or admission’ to be admitted in evidence. The difference in the 
two sections exists owing to the word ‘record’ appearing in the 2000 amending legislation.  

The committee in its report quotes a number of decisions dealing with section 439, including a 
decision of the Court of Appeal. In the matter of R v Smith when dealing with this section, Her Honour 
Margaret McMurdo stated— 
To allow in such evidence here would be to ignore the safeguards for those the subject of police investigation and questioning 
provided by ... the Act and to risk a return to an earlier less accountable period when police evidence of verbal admission was 
regularly challenged in the courts as fabricated, often with justification.  

President McMurdo refers to an earlier time when allegations of verballing were often made. This 
takes me back to the days of Kev Hooper. Kev Hooper was an ALP member for Archerfield and a strong 
advocate for the protection of witnesses against verballing. I remember the papers of the day covering 
a number of such events. I read of Kev Hooper’s actions in support of Senior Constable Lorelle 
Saunders who spent 10 months in prison as a consequence of fabricating a tape recording. I also refer 
to the case of Walter John Anderson who served 22 years for murder and Kelvin Ronald Condren who 
served 17 years for offences, both as a consequence of false confessions. This is, indeed, the history 
Justice McMurdo spoke of, a history we do not want to return to and, indeed, must not return to.  

This is perhaps what is meant by the government’s reservation statement, where the members 
say they are not satisfied with the argument of the QPS and the amendment to section 439 is not 
‘desirable’ and the bill should be amended to delete the proposed amendment. The minister, it is stated 
in the committee’s report, in introducing the bill said the amendment addresses concerns that without 
this discretion people guilty of serious crimes ‘may go free’. The decision of R v McMillan is used as the 
basis of the amendment. It is used as an example that the law as it currently stands fails.  

There was only one submission to the committee and that was from the Queensland Council for 
Civil Liberties through Terry O’Gorman. We in this House often find uncomfortable the words of 
organisations such as the Council for Civil Liberties, yet it is critical such bodies exist and raise points 
that we as a body must consider. I recall Al Gore used the phrase ‘an inconvenient truth’ and it may 
well apply to such organisations as the council. Terry O’Gorman’s firm acted for McMillan in the case 
and is well placed to comment on it. He is scathing of the approach by the government, particularly in 
failing to consult widely—a point picked up by the government members in their statement of 
reservation. The argument raised by the minister in relation to the proposed amendment that the actions 
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or inactions in McMillan of the police were such that, if a discretion did exist, the evidence in that case 
was such that it should be included. However, when you read the decision of the court at page 8 it deals 
squarely with this issue. It discusses whether the police complied in any way with the requirements of 
the law at that point. It found as follows— 
The non-compliance was extensive: indeed, it was complete. It was also deliberate, not the product of inadvertence or an inability 
to perform the s 437 duties.  

... 
In short, compliance was both practicable and not unduly bothersome.  

The case is hardly a situation where even basic compliance occurred, rather the court found that 
no compliance happened with the requirements of section 437 that may trigger section 439. I note the 
letter from the president of the Queensland Law Society tabled today reads, in part, on page 2 as 
follows— 
The amendment in the Bill is proposed in the context of recent media reports which indicate that the Queensland Police Service 
has ordered 2,200 body-worn cameras to augment the reported 500 cameras already deployed to front line police officers. 
Further, every police station in the State has electronic interview rooms or, in the alternative, recording devices. The ubiquity of 
electronic recording devices in contemporary society leads to an expectation that there should be no reason why statements of 
such import would not be recorded.  

The government members rightly raise the question of section 439 and correctly refute the 
arguments for its amendment. The history in this state clearly lends to ensuring no repeat of past 
injustices and I commend the minister for moving the amendment to amend the amendment. 

Ms PEASE (Lytton—ALP) (5.04 pm): I rise today to speak to the Australian Crime Commission 
(Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016. On 24 May 2016 the Minister for Police, Fire 
and Emergency Services and Minister for Corrective Services, the honourable Bill Byrne MP, introduced 
this bill into Queensland parliament. The Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee were given 
the bill to review. The committee invited written submissions from the public and from identified 
stakeholders. Only one submission was received and that was from the Queensland Council for Civil 
Liberties. The Queensland Police Service, the Public Safety Business Agency and Queensland Fire 
and Emergency Services provided an oral briefing to the committee on 15 June 2016. The Queensland 
Police Service also provided a response to the submission that was received.  

The objectives of the bill are to facilitate the merger of CrimTrac, Australia’s policing information 
sharing agency, into the Australian Crime Commission, the national criminal intelligence agency. The 
bill also aims to address operational priorities of the Queensland Police Service and the Queensland 
Fire and Emergency Services.  

The bill proposes to introduce a diverse range of amendments and achieves the policy objectives 
by: amending Queensland acts that currently refer to CrimTrac to refer to the ACC; increasing the 
quorum at ACC board meetings from seven to nine members; permitting police to use an explosives 
detection dog, without warrant, to carry out explosives detection operations at licensed premises where 
an event is being held or in a public place; ensuring it is lawful in the PPRA for a police officer to arrest 
a person without warrant at the instruction of another police officer, where there are lawful grounds for 
the arrest; providing police with the power to search a vehicle, without warrant, where it is reasonably 
suspected the vehicle may contain a knife not in the lawful possession of a person; defining ‘public 
place’ in section 51 of the Weapons Act 1990 to clarify the definition of ‘public place’ with respect to a 
knife being possessed within a vehicle in public without reasonable excuse; defining ‘public place’ in 
section 57 of the Weapons Act to clarify the definition of ‘public place’ with respect to particular conduct 
involving possession of a weapon within a vehicle in public without reasonable excuse; and permitting 
an authorised fire officer of the QFES to require information that will identify or help identify a person 
reasonably suspected of contravening the Fire and Emergency Services Act 1990 or chapter 7 or 7A 
of the Building Act 1975. The authorised fire officer may require the information from a government 
entity, an occupier of the premises or a person who may reasonably be expected to give the information. 
Also, the bill creates an offence provision for the failure to provide information that is required by an 
authorised fire officer without reasonable excuse.  

The bill will also amend other legislation, including the Animal Management (Cats and Dogs) Act 
2008, the Australian Crime Commission (Queensland) Act 2003, the Australian Crime Commission 
(Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016, the Child Protection (Offender Reporting) 
Act 2004, the Fire and Emergency Services Act 1990, the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000, 
the Police Powers and Responsibilities Regulation 2012, the Police Service Administration Act 1990 
and the Weapons Act 1990.  
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Having given a brief outline I will now go into more detail on the changes. This bill will facilitate 
the merger of CrimTrac, which is Australia’s policing information sharing agency, into the Australian 
Crime Commission, Australia’s national criminal intelligence agency. The collaboration of the agencies 
will provide significant law enforcement and national security benefits. The bill introduces a range of 
amendments such as amending, as I have already said, Queensland acts that currently refer to 
CrimTrac to refer to the ACC. Alongside the merger there will be an increase in the Australian Crime 
Commission’s board membership from 14 to 15 members and an amendment to the Australian Crime 
Commission (Queensland) Act 2003 to increase the quorum at board meetings from seven to nine 
board members so as to constitute a majority. The increase in the quorum will ensure a more even 
representation between Commonwealth representatives and representatives from each state and 
territory on the ACC board.  

The bill will make various amendments to the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000. 
These will include an amendment that will give the Queensland Police Service the power to use firearms 
and explosives detection dogs without warrant to carry out explosive detection operations at licensed 
premises where an event is being held, in a public place or a tattoo parlour, and will enable a firearms 
and explosives detection dog to carry out consistent detection at the same places as drug detection 
dogs. The bill will also change the reference to ‘explosives detection dogs’ to ‘firearms and explosives 
detection dogs’. This will ensure terminology is consistent in the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 
2000 and will better reflect the duties that the dogs perform.  

The Australian Crime Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Bill will also amend the 
PPRA to authorise a police officer to arrest a person without warrant upon direction or instruction from 
another police officer. This amendment will enable, for example, police officers in Polair 2 or an officer 
witnessing an event on CCTV or from a distance to direct an officer to arrest a suspect. There are a 
number of safeguards to ensure that the power to instruct is used only when reasonably necessary, 
such as in an emergency or at the closure of a large police operation.  

The bill will provide an opportunity to address operational priorities within the public safety 
portfolio. One of the primary concerns of the Queensland Fire and Emergency Services is to ensure 
that the Queensland community and visitors to the state are accommodated in buildings compliant with 
fire safety standards. Students, backpackers and itinerant workers, such as those in the fruit picking 
industry, are vulnerable to being housed in accommodation that does not conform with fire safety 
standards relating to maximum occupancy, exit access and lighting, the maintenance of fire safety 
equipment such as extinguishers and the provision of functioning smoke alarms. QFES will seek to 
identify the owner or person in charge of accommodation in order for the safety breaches to be rectified 
and, in cases where there is continued transgressions, commence a prosecution. Unfortunately, too 
often people responsible for maintaining fire safety who are aware of QFES’s scrutiny will actively avoid 
identification.  

The bill will provide power for an authorised fire officer to require information about the identity 
of an occupier, where it is reasonably suspected a contravention of the Fire and Emergency Services 
Act 1990 or chapter 7 or 7A of the Building Act 1975 has been committed in relation to the premises. 
The authorised fire officer can then require information, which will identify or help identify an occupier 
of the premises, from a government entity, an occupier of the premises or a person who may reasonably 
be expected to give information. This bill creates an offence for failure to comply with the information.  

During the committee’s consideration of the bill, government members raised some concerns 
about the reduction of evidentiary safeguards as proposed by changes to section 439 of the PPRA. 
These changes would allow judicial discretion to admit evidence, unrecorded admissions or 
confessions where there is noncompliance with the relevant safeguard. Government members’ 
concerns were noted and the Queensland Law Society supported the government members’ statement 
of reservation in relation to the redrafting of section 439. I am pleased to see that the minister has 
amended the bill to reflect those concerns by omitting the redrafting of section 439 of the PPRA.  

Like my colleagues, I feel very proud to be a member of a government where each of us is given 
the opportunity and the ability to voice our concerns and that our concerns are listened to, reflected 
upon and acted upon. I thank the minister for taking part in that discussion.  

At this point, I would like to take the time to thank my fellow members of the committee. I thank 
Mr Mark Furner, the chair and member for Ferny Grove, and Mr Don Brown, the member for Capalaba. 
I thank the non-government members: Mrs Jann Stuckey, the member for Currumbin; Mr Michael 
Crandon, the member for Coomera; and Mr Jon Krause, the member for Beaudesert. Unfortunately, 
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they are not in the House at the moment. In particular, I thank the secretariat who worked very hard, as 
always, to produce wonderful documentation and to support the committee in our process of 
deliberation. I thank the Queensland Police Service, the Public Safety Business Agency and the 
Queensland Fire and Emergency Services for their comprehensive oral briefing and also thank the QPS 
for the submissions that they provided. I thank them for their ongoing support of the communities in 
which we all live and work, and for their dedication and the care they provide to us. I commend the 
amended bill to the House.  

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Elmes): Order! Before I call the member for Morayfield, and I am 
not directing this comment at the member for Lytton, I would say this: a minute or so ago, some 
comments were made about members who are not in the House. I remind members that you do not 
refer to members who are not in the House.  

Mr RYAN (Morayfield—ALP) (5.15 pm): I rise to contribute to the debate on the Australian Crime 
Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 and I would also like to talk to 
report No. 32 of the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee. Firstly, I acknowledge the good 
work of the committee in respect of their report. In particular, I acknowledge the efforts of the chair and 
the government members of the committee, who have obviously put a lot of thought into the report and 
have made some very good contributions to this debate. I highlight the contribution of the member for 
Capalaba, which I thought was very well researched and considered in respect of this particular debate.  

I note that, in a way, this bill is an omnibus bill because it amends a number of pieces of 
legislation. Quite a diverse range of amendments are contained in the bill, which I will quickly highlight. 
The bill implements some changes that follow an agreement of the Law, Crime and Community Safety 
Council in 2015 with all Australian ministers with responsibilities for law and justice, police and 
emergency services in respect of CrimTrac, by merging the features and functions of CrimTrac into the 
Australian Crime Commission and making some changes to the ACC board by increasing the number 
of members from seven to nine. Other changes are given effect by this bill, including permitting police 
to use an explosives detection dog without warrant to carry out explosive detection operations at 
licensed premises, where an event is being held or in a public place; ensuring that it is lawful for a police 
officer to arrest a person without warrant at the instruction of another police officer where there are 
lawful grounds for the arrest, and I will come back to that particular amendment in a few moments; 
providing police with the power to search a vehicle without warrant where it is reasonably suspected 
that the vehicle may contain a knife not in the lawful possession of a person; making changes to the 
definition of ‘public place’ in section 51 of the Weapons Act to clarify the definition of ‘public place’ with 
respect to a knife being possessed within a vehicle in public without reasonable excuse; permitting an 
authorised officer of the Queensland Fire and Emergency Services to require information that will 
identify or help identify a person reasonably suspected of contravening the relevant act, that is, the Fire 
and Emergency Services Act or the Building Act 1975; and, finally, creating an offence provision for a 
failure to provide information that is required by an authorised fire officer without reasonable excuse.  

I mentioned that I would come back to the particular amendment that relates to ensuring that it 
is lawful for a police officer to arrest a person without warrant at the instruction of another police officer. 
That follows the Court of Appeal decision in Bulsey and the State of Queensland 2015. In that case, 
the arrest of the appellants was ordered by the Court of Appeal to be unlawful as the officers who had 
arrested those people had done so on the direction of a senior police officer rather than by forming their 
own reasonable suspicion. That has a number of applications when it comes to large police operations 
where the arresting officer might not necessarily be the one who has all the information to form a 
reasonable suspicion that the person who is being arrested has committed an offence. I would like to 
particularly touch on that because it is a critical amendment in terms of how complex police operations 
are conducted in Queensland and relates directly to the prospects of particular arrests and criminal 
court proceedings in Queensland.  

The bill will enable a police officer who has formed the requisite reasonable suspicion about the 
commission of an offence to instruct another police officer to arrest an offender. This is an important 
and practical addition to the powers of front-line police officers. For example, it will give a police officer 
who has witnessed an offence from a police helicopter or via CCTV the option of providing an instruction 
to arrest to an officer who is in a better position to make the arrest. As we see greater use of surveillance, 
greater use of CCTV, greater use of police helicopters—Polair—to gather information that an offence 
has taken place we need to make sure that that information can be used in a legally enforceable way, 
the officer making the arrest is able to make the arrest in a legally enforceable way and the arrest sticks, 
the charge can proceed and those people who are responsible for committing those offences are held 
accountable.  
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Incidentally, there is a similar provision to the one we are proposing today in this bill in respect 
of clarifying those powers of arrest already in existence in New South Wales and Victoria. The provision 
includes safeguards to ensure that instructions are only issued where reasonably necessary. Those 
safeguards include: in order for a police officer to instruct another officer to make an arrest, the 
instructing officer must hold the requisite reasonable suspicion to make the lawful arrest; it is not 
practicable for the instructing officer to personally arrest the person; and it is not practicable, because 
of an emergency situation or other particular circumstances, for the arresting officer to personally form 
their own reasonable suspicion about the commission of an offence. Further, if a person is arrested 
because of an instruction under the new section that is proposed by this bill, the instructing officer must 
make a record of the instruction and the reasons for giving the instruction. The instructing officer must 
take reasonable steps to give a copy of the record to the arresting officer.  

The new section also requires the instructing officer to inform the arresting officer at the earliest 
reasonable opportunity should the instructing officer stop holding a reasonable suspicion in relation to 
the arrest. The term ‘instruction’ has been preferred over the term ‘directed’. This is more compatible in 
situations where a junior officer may be assisting a senior officer by instructing them as to the identity 
of a person to be arrested. It is also consistent with an officer’s historical discretion to arrest and does 
not bind them to make an arrest if, in the circumstances, the officer has reservations about making the 
arrest.  

All in all, this power will benefit police by providing flexibility where it is needed and, at the same 
time, maintaining an appropriate level of safeguards that protect the officer providing an instruction, the 
arresting officer and, just as importantly, the person being arrested. A challenge which was established 
as a result of some court proceedings in 2015, the Bulsey case, will now be addressed by the proposed 
amendment in the bill before the House today.  

I will briefly speak about another amendment. That is the amendment which allows police the 
power to search a vehicle without warrant where it is reasonably suspected the vehicle may contain a 
knife not in the lawful possession of a person. I was thinking about those circumstances where police 
might have that reasonable suspicion. I was thinking that maybe there had been a witness who might 
have seen a knife used in a particular offence which is then dumped in a car or hidden in car. The power 
for police to access the vehicle to find that knife may help solve the offence or provide the evidence 
that is needed to support an arrest of a person who may have been involved in that particular offence.  

There are numerous amendments in this bill. All of them are very worthy amendments. I note in 
particular the hard work of the government members of the committee in identifying those aspects which 
need to be supported by this House and by making the particular recommendations to this House as 
contained in their statement of reservation in the report. I encourage all members of the House to 
support the bill.  

Ms FARMER (Bulimba—ALP) (5.25 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Australian Crime 
Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016. The objectives of the bill are: 
to facilitate the merger of CrimTrac, Australia’s policing information sharing agency, into the Australian 
Crime Commission, Australia’s national criminal intelligence agency—I will refer to that as the ACC 
from here on in; and to address operational priorities of the Queensland Police Service and the 
Queensland Fire and Emergency Services.  

I note that the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee invited written submissions from 
the public and from other identified stakeholders. There has already been reference to the fact that only 
one submission was received. That submission was from the Queensland Council for Civil Liberties. 
The Queensland Police Service, the Public Safety Business Agency and Queensland Fire and 
Emergency Services provided oral briefings. I also note, as there has been some discussion about this, 
that the explanatory notes state that public consultation was not undertaken during the drafting stage 
of the bill as the amendments were either technical in nature or sought to clarify legislative intent.  

Before I go to some of the details of the bill, I congratulate the Legal Affairs and Community 
Safety Committee. They have a very heavy agenda. They are producing reports thick and fast on the 
bills that come before the House that fall within their responsibility. They are doing excellent work. I see 
that they turned this report around in six weeks. Well done to them! 

I will go into particular aspects of this bill. One of them is the merger of CrimTrac into the 
Australian Crime Commission which will bring together Australia’s national criminal intelligence and 
information capabilities. I understand that this was the key driver for the bill. The combined resource 
will enhance the national understanding of criminal activity not only across serious and organised crime 
but also with regard to volume crimes such as domestic violence.  
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I was not familiar with the term ‘volume crimes’ and was speaking to the minister about this 
before. He explained to me that these are crimes which we, unfortunately, know only too well and are 
reported at high frequency. I think all in this House are familiar with the statistics around domestic 
violence. I will speak a little on how this particular amendment is going to help in the fight against 
domestic violence. This combined resource will inform policymakers and enable more effective, 
evidence based decisions in response to crime. The merged entity will provide all police officers with 
access to important databases such as National Vehicles of Interest, including the National Exchange 
of Vehicle and Driver Information System. This will allow police to view interstate driver’s licence and 
registration details, as well as any interstate warnings concerning vehicles that may be carrying wanted 
persons or are being utilised to commit serious crime.  

Other databases include the National Names Index. This will provide police with a quick way of 
checking to see whether a person has a criminal history, warnings or is a person of interest interstate. 
I also mention the National Firearms Licensing and Registration System, which provides access to 
details of interstate weapons or licence holder details. In their daily duties police interact with a number 
of persons and vehicles. It is absolutely critical for officer and community safety that information 
provided by the national database is available to them.  

Specialised areas of law enforcement will also utilise the intelligence and information-sharing 
benefits of the merged entity. For instance, under section 68 of the Child Protection (Offender 
Reporting) Act 2004, the Police Commissioner must establish a child protection register. The Australian 
Crime Commission will maintain the Australian National Child Offender Register, which can be 
accessed by police attached to the Child Protection Investigation Unit.  

Under section 492 of the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000, the Police Commissioner 
will be able to transmit to the Australian Crime Commission information kept in the Queensland DNA 
database for inclusion in the National Criminal Investigation DNA Database for comparison purposes. 
Everyone in this House wants to make sure that our police officers have the best resources at their 
disposal to carry out their increasingly complex duties. It is excellent to hear that these very practical 
measures are going to make such a difference.  

I referred earlier to the assistance that this particular amendment will provide in our fight against 
domestic violence. We are all very familiar in this House with the 140 recommendations that were made 
by Dame Quentin Bryce in the Not now, not ever task force report. We have steadfastly been going 
about our business in implementing a number of these recommendations. This particular one is quite 
pertinent.  

CrimTrac has been tasked with developing the National Domestic Violence Order Information 
Sharing System, or the NDVOISS. In fact, recommendation 112 of the Not now, not ever report was to 
support CrimTrac to develop this sharing system. To support this, Queensland recently introduced the 
domestic and family violence amendment bill, which includes legislation to provide automatic mutual 
recognition of DVOs across Australia under the National Domestic Violence Order Scheme. The 
NDVOISS will support the National Domestic Violence Order Scheme to ensure that all key agencies 
have access to information regarding DVOs. I think we can all see just how beneficial this is going to 
be. This supporting legislation is currently being implemented across the states. CrimTrac has been 
tasked by COAG with developing the NDVOISS including an interim solution while the long-term 
response is being developed.  

A further amendment around this matter is in regard to the quorum required for ACC board 
meetings. The Australian Transaction Reports and Analysis Centre, Austrac, provides valuable 
information regarding money laundering and the financing of terrorism to the ACC and the broader law 
enforcement community. To further strengthen this partnership, the ACC board resolved to add the 
CEO of Austrac as a member of the ACC board. Increasing the board’s membership from 14 to 15 
members requires amendment to the quorum at board meetings from seven to nine board members so 
as to constitute a majority. The increase in the quorum will ensure a more even representation between 
Commonwealth representatives and representatives from each state and territory on the ACC board. 
This government has moved quickly to facilitate this merger and ensure front-line police are receiving 
and acting upon the most up-to-date and accurate information available.  

I also want to go to a couple of other aspects of this bill. While Australia is acknowledged 
worldwide for the steps it has taken to lower gun crime, it is important that we do not lose sight of the 
damage that knives and other types of weapons can inflict. The amendments to the Weapons Act and 
the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act surrounding the possession of knives and other types of 
weapons send a very clear message that the possession of weapons without legitimate reason will not 
be tolerated. This bill sends an extremely clear message overall to that effect.  
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The bill covers matters about explosive detection dogs and a range of other matters. I know the 
amendment about the explosive detection dogs is going to be of particular importance with Queensland 
hosting the Commonwealth Games in 2018 and the need for an enhanced security platform for 
large-scale events. I commend this bill to the House.  

Ms LINARD (Nudgee—ALP) (5.35 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Australian Crime 
Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016. The omnibus bill addresses 
issues within a number of acts including the Australian Crime Commission (Queensland) Act 2003, the 
Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000, the Weapons Act 1990 and the Fire and Emergency 
Services Act 1990. The amendments before the House are about enhancing public safety in 
Queensland.  

Our law enforcement and public safety agencies are operating in an increasingly dynamic and 
challenging environment. It is imperative these agencies have access to accurate, timely and integrated 
information and intelligence in order to respond to serious and organised crime and identified threats. 
The merging of CrimTrac and the Australian Crime Commission data holdings in July of this year will 
assist to this end. CrimTrac delivered and maintained national information-sharing solutions that 
enabled Australia’s police and law enforcement agencies to share information across state and territory 
jurisdictions. The Australian Crime Commission was the Commonwealth’s national criminal intelligence 
agency with specialist investigative capabilities now, along with CrimTrac, known collectively, following 
the merger, as the Australian Criminal Intelligence Agency. The bill before the House will assist in the 
inception and recognition of this collaborative agency in Queensland, ensuring that the sharing of 
information with other jurisdictions will continue.  

The nation’s law enforcement agencies, including our own Queensland Police Service, will be 
able to use a single data entry point to feed in and out of the national IT capabilities where research, 
operational data and intelligence will provide a big data view of law enforcement information—
information not only of major and organised crime but also in regard to national firearms licensing and 
registration, national driver licensing information system and national vehicles of interest, and volume 
crime such as domestic violence, the last of which will make an appreciable difference to the many 
submitters to our committee regarding jurisdictional information sharing in regard to domestic violence 
information and orders. I note my colleague the member for Bulimba mentioned the bill currently before 
my committee in this regard earlier. Information gathered by front-line law enforcement officers will be 
available to intelligence officers monitoring the National Criminal Target List, creating an around-the-
clock Australia-wide intelligence-sharing network.  

The bill will also amend the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act, the PPRA, to allow a firearms 
and explosives detection dog to be used in more public places. Currently, drug detection dogs can be 
used to carry out detection duties at a public place, a place at which an event is being held, licensed 
premises or a tattoo parlour. An explosives detection dog can only carry out explosives detection at a 
tattoo parlour. The bill will extend this to the same places as drug detection dogs.  

Additionally, a police officer who witnesses the commission of an offence through CCTV or from 
a distance will be provided with the ability to lawfully instruct another police officer to make an arrest 
where the instructing officer holds the requisite reasonable suspicion to make a lawful arrest. The bill 
will place a number of safeguards around the provisions, including that the instructing officer must make 
a record of the instruction and the reasons for giving it and provide the name, rank and station of the 
instructing and arresting officer on release of the person arrested from custody. The new section 
provides flexibility for police when dynamic circumstances arise or the use of technology makes it 
difficult to abide by a traditional method of arrest but also seeks to strike the balance with the imposition 
of appropriate safeguards. 

The bill also makes clarifying amendments to sections 51 and 57 of the Weapons Act to clarify 
the definition of ‘public place’ to include a vehicle that is in or on a public place. Currently, under 
section 51 of the act it is an offence to possess a knife in a public place or school without reasonable 
excuse. Also under section 57 of the act, particular conduct involving a weapon in a public place is 
prohibited without reasonable excuse such as carrying a loaded firearm or a weapon capable of being 
discharged. 

The amendments in the bill in regard to sections 51 and 57 will have the effect of ensuring a 
person who unlawfully carries a short or long firearm, a knife or another type of weapon in a vehicle in 
public will not be immune from the reach of the law. Importantly, the bill maintains protection of people 
with a legitimate reason to possess knives or weapons in a public place while closing a loophole on 
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those who do so without reasonable excuse. The bill also inserts the power for a police officer to search 
a vehicle where it is reasonably suspected an occupant of the vehicle is in unlawful possession of a 
knife. 

Each of these amendments provide police with additional powers or tools to complement, 
broaden and strengthen the options currently available to them. Our officers work in extremely dynamic 
conditions, and I want to acknowledge Inspector Mark Jones, Inspector Mick O’Dowd, Acting Senior 
Sergeant Leonie Scott and Inspector Craig White from the Boondal and Hendra police divisions and 
West Gateway Patrol Group and their team of officers who keep my community safe. Inspector White 
has recently been promoted and has now taken a position in Toowoomba, so Nudgee’s loss is South 
Toowoomba’s gain. 

Finally, the bill changes the Fire and Emergency Services Act. Sadly, as we know, some 
providers of budget accommodation are putting profit before the safety of those who stay in 
accommodation that does not conform with fire safety standards relating to maximum occupancy, exit 
access and lighting, maintenance of fire safety equipment, and provision of working smoke alarms. The 
amendment will provide Queensland Fire and Rescue Services with access to owner or occupier 
information from the Residential Tenancies Authority to enable them to appropriately investigate such 
contraventions of fire safety measures. 

I take this opportunity to thank our police, fire and emergency service personnel for their efforts 
in keeping our community safe. They do an extraordinary job, often in extraordinary circumstances, and 
are services to be proud of. I also acknowledge the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee for 
its deliberations on the bill and resulting report. I thank the minister for ensuring that our protection 
agencies are provided with the tools and flexibility to carry out their role and for enhancing public safety 
in Queensland. I commend the bill to the House.  

Mr MADDEN (Ipswich West—ALP) (5.42 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Australian Crime 
Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill. Before I do so, I would like to thank 
my former colleagues in the legal affairs committee who reviewed the bill. As mentioned by previous 
speakers, the objects of the bill are to facilitate the merger of CrimTrac, Australia’s policing 
information-sharing agency, into the Australian Crime Commission, Australia’s national criminal 
intelligence agency, and to address operational priorities of the Queensland Police Service and the 
Queensland Fire and Emergency Services. CrimTrac is a national information management system 
which enables Australia’s law enforcement agencies to share information. In November 2015, all 
Australian jurisdictions agreed that CrimTrac should be merged with the ACC. This will bring together 
Australia’s national criminal intelligence and information capabilities.  

The bill contains amendments to various Queensland statutes, including the Police Powers and 
Responsibilities Act 2000, the Weapons Act 1990 and the Fire and Emergency Services Act 1990, to 
facilitate this proposed merger. As of 1 July 2016, the CrimTrac agency will cease to exist as an entity. 
The integration of Australia’s national information in CrimTrac and intelligence capabilities of the ACC 
is vital to ensure law enforcement and protection agencies have access to accurate information and 
intelligence in their response to immediate threats. 

The Australian Transaction Reports and Analysis Centre, Austrac, provides valuable information 
regarding money laundering and the financing of terrorism to the ACC and the broader law enforcement 
community. To further strengthen this partnership, the ACC board resolved to add the CEO of Austrac 
as a member of the board. 

In 2013 the PPRA was amended by the Tattoo Parlours Act 2013. Currently under section 35 of 
the PPRA, a drug detection dog can be used in relation to the search of persons at licensed premises, 
where an event is being held and in regard to a person who is in a public place or who is in a tattoo 
parlour. However, a firearms and explosives detection dog can only be utilised in relation to the tattoo 
parlour. This bill amends the particular places where a handler may, without warrant, use a firearms 
and explosives detection dog to be consistent with the places handlers can currently use a drug 
detection dog to carry out drug detection.  

The bill also makes consequential amendment to section 36 of the PPRA to provide that police 
officers and detection dogs may enter and remain in particular places to reflect the amendments to 
section 35. The bill also amends references to ‘explosives detection dog’ by replacement with the term 
‘firearms and explosives detection dog’ to ensure the consistent use of terminology throughout the 
PPRA and to better reflect the duties which explosives detection dogs perform. Internationally, there 
have been a number of incidents where explosives have been used or attempted to be used at major 
sporting events such as the Boston Marathon and the attempts of suicide bombers to enter a soccer 
stadium in Paris.  
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The use of firearms and explosives detection dogs where large numbers of the public are 
congregating and at events with an international audience, such as the upcoming Commonwealth 
Games in 2018, will add to the security capability of Queensland and the safety of the community. The 
Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee as a whole recommended that the bill be passed but 
government members put forward a statement of reservation concerning section 439 of the PPRA. 
Section 439 is designed as a residual provision to allow a confession to be admitted under special 
circumstances where it would be in the best interests of justice to do so. I applaud the government 
members of the committee for their strong stance on this issue. I am perplexed that, although the 
committee report indicates that all three non-government members supported the bill unamended, only 
one of the three opposition committee members chose to speak in support of the bill.  

As we all know, match fixing of Rugby League games is becoming more and more of a problem, 
and I hope this bill will go some way to address this issue. We can only hope that law enforcement 
agencies will keep this scourge out of the game. In saying that, I wish the Ipswich Jets all the best in 
their Brisbane Rugby League grand final against the Redcliffe Dolphins to be played at the Bob Bax 
Field at Bishop Park on Saturday the 17th commencing at 3.30 pm. Ipswich are the defending premiers 
and it promises to be a great game of Rugby League. I commend the bill, as amended, to the House. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Elmes): Order! I am pleased all of that was relevant to the bill.  

Hon. WS BYRNE (Rockhampton—ALP) (Minister for Police, Fire and Emergency Services and 
Minister for Corrective Services) (5.48 pm), in reply: Can I start by thanking all members for their 
contribution to this debate and their support for the bill. The bill represents practical improvements in 
the powers of police and the authorised fire officers, which will have immediate positive impacts on 
front-line services. I think that is widely acknowledged. It is important that state borders do not inhibit 
the free flow of information and intelligence between Australian law enforcement bodies, and the merger 
of CrimTrac into the Australian Crime Commission ensures valuable information will be delivered to 
front-line police, allowing an effective and timely response. 

Firearms and explosives dogs do important work in the sweeping of areas prior to large 
gatherings of people in public places. The expansion of public areas in which these dogs can operate 
is a significant public safety enhancement. This bill also addresses issues surrounding searches for 
knives in vehicles. A knife attack—it is becoming more obvious and prevalent—and even the threat of 
a knife can have a devastating physical and mental consequence upon the victims. The use of a knife 
in armed robberies is prevalent in this state due to the easy accessibility of knives. While access to 
knives cannot be halted completely, those people who carry a knife in a vehicle in public without a 
legitimate reason should not have the availability of a knife to opportunistically commit crime. 

People who do have a valid reason for carriage of knives and that type of weapon have nothing 
to fear and are protected by this legislation. The carrying of knives for primary production, fishing, 
normal utility purposes and a range of other purposes is not threatened by this legislation. The carrying 
of knives in public by gangs, drug couriers and others, such as would-be armed robbers, is a target for 
this legislation and it will be effective in that regard. 

The power will not noticeably increase the search of vehicles by police. Section 32 of the PPRA 
already prescribes numerous circumstances where police can search a vehicle without a warrant—for 
example, where it is reasonably suspected a person possesses unlawful dangerous drugs, stolen 
property, weapons or explosives. These matters are already addressed in current legislation. The 
circumstances are primarily linked to a reasonable suspicion of the commission of an offence. To stop 
and search a vehicle without a warrant for a knife, police will need to reasonably suspect that a vehicle 
contains a knife unlawfully in the physical possession of the occupant of the vehicle. The inclusion of 
possession of a knife alongside existing powers to search a vehicle for explosives, firearms and other 
types of weapons will ensure police have clear powers to search for any item unlawfully possessed that 
may be used to cause harm to the public. 

I would now like to specifically address some of the points raised by members in the debate. 
Clearly, the central issue is the clause that has been largely reflected on by those in the House. The 
approach that I have taken and the government has taken is that we want to see the committee process 
operate. A piece of legislation that goes through this House should be appropriately scrutinised by a 
committee, and particularly so in the circumstances of this parliament not having an upper house. I 
think we all recognise there is a contribution to be made by a committee; otherwise, what is the point in 
having a committee process if a committee is not able to act in the fashion that is expected and provide 
advice to government and people such as me about the veracity of pieces of legislation? 
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I am entirely comfortable with a bill that has my fingerprints on it going forward to a committee 
and the recommendations from that committee coming back and causing further consideration by 
government and by me. I see nothing unreasonable in that. That is exactly what the committee process 
is about. The essential component of this is about removing this clause, and I will speak to that during 
consideration in detail. What I can say is that this bill in its current form is widely supported. We are not 
necessarily going to step away from the elements of the clause we choose to remove. I just think there 
are probably grounds there to go forward and do a full consultation on the elements of that amendment 
that we are withdrawing from the bill. On that basis, 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.  

Consideration in Detail 
Clauses 1 to 11, as read, agreed to. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Elmes): Order! I note that the minister’s amendment No. 1 proposes 

to omit clause 12. Therefore, the minister should oppose the clause. 
Clause 12— 
Mr BYRNE (5.54 pm): I have already reflected on the rationale that we have for wanting to 

remove this clause. As I said, it does not mean that there is not merit in the clause; it is simply 
inappropriate for it to go forward at this point without it being fully considered more broadly. That is my 
intention moving forward—that that element be taken out and consulted much more broadly before it is 
brought back in. The recommendations and the report from government members in the committee 
report prompted that decision, and it is one that I am very comfortable with. I would like to table our 
explanatory notes. 
Tabled paper: Australian Crime Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016, explanatory notes to 
Hon. Bill Byrne’s amendment [1525]. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: I remind members that the government will be opposing clause 12. 
Clause 12, as read, negatived.  
Clauses 13 to 18, as read, agreed to.  
Schedule, as read, agreed to.  

Third Reading 
Hon. WS BYRNE (Rockhampton—ALP) (Minister for Police, Fire and Emergency Services and 

Minister for Corrective Services) (5.56 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. WS BYRNE (Rockhampton—ALP) (Minister for Police, Fire and Emergency Services and 

Minister for Corrective Services) (5.56 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.  

MOTION 

Crime  
Mr LAST (Burdekin—LNP) (5.57 pm): I move— 

That this House condemns the police minister for blaming victims of crime rather than keeping them safe.  
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The headline says it all—and here it is—‘Crimewave is your fault’. I table that. 

Mr SPEAKER: Pause the clock. We are aware of the rules in relation to props. That has now 
been tabled.  

Mr LAST: What a disgrace it is for the police minister to lump the blame for the rampant crime in 
Townsville on its residents, on the families who are going about their business to make our city a great 
place to live, on the people who are doing the right thing by locking up their houses and their cars but 
are still victims of crime. Let me say that again—victims of crime. I am a proud North Queenslander 
and I have called Townsville home for the last 16 years, so it hurts me to say that Townsville is the 
crime capital of Queensland. It is not a tag that we want, and it is certainly not a tag that we want to 
keep. The headlines keep coming—‘City now tops state for key crimes: Crim reality’. I table that. 

Today’s paper has this headline—‘City’s worst young crims’. I table that. 
Tabled paper: Bundle of media articles, dated September 2016, relating to crime in North Queensland [1526]. 

The statistics speak for themselves. For the last 12 months, there has been a 43 per cent 
increase in homicides, a 17 per cent increase in assaults, a 29 per cent increase in robberies, a 27 per 
cent increase in unlawful entry and a massive 67 per cent increase in unlawful use of a vehicle. The 
residents of Townsville have had a gutful. I received a call last week from a gentleman who had his car 
stolen and he was threatening to take matters into his own hands. That is what it has now got to in 
Townsville. We are now having people talking about becoming vigilantes, and that is the last thing we 
need. Why have we got to this? It is because this do-nothing government has taken a soft approach on 
crime and failed to look outside the square when it comes to options for dealing with these young 
offenders. 

Last week we read the story of a young family who had to hire a car because their family car was 
stolen and trashed. Crime is rampant in Townsville and, despite the best efforts of our hardworking 
police officers, it continues to rise to unacceptable levels. We have senior police now saying that their 
resources are stretched to the limit trying to deal with this issue, yet they are locking up increasing 
numbers of offenders. Why is crime spiralling out of control in Townsville?  

Together with the member for Everton I attended a crime forum back in June when all sorts of 
promises were made by the Attorney-General and the police minister. Here we are three months on 
still waiting on the response as to how we are going to stop these young offenders breaking into houses 
and stealing property.  

What has our police minister done? First of all, he went out and blamed the victims of crime. He 
blamed those people who are minding their own business in their own homes for this crime wave. Is it 
any wonder the community is up in arms? Instead of focusing on apprehending and locking up these 
young criminals, the focus has turned to a doorknocking campaign by police recruits—recruits, I might 
add, who have no powers of arrest and are already stretched to the limit completing an intensive training 
course.  

The time for action is now. Is it not ironic that, after intense lobbying and highlighting of this issue 
from the members on this side of the House, the Minister Assisting the Premier on North Queensland 
has finally announced today some action to address the crime issue in Townsville? It is about time, 
because the people of Townsville are sick of waking up to find their car has been stolen or their house 
has been broken into. They are fed up with having the privacy of their own home violated by juvenile 
offenders who continue to thumb their noses at the law. They deserve better than to have a police 
minister come into town and blame them for a crime rate spiralling out of control.  

Last week we were told by the minister that everything was in hand. Now we have a community 
advisory committee and a five-point plan to address this issue. Obviously the minister’s doorknocking 
plan was seen for what it was: a knee-jerk reaction, a bandaid approach to an issue that is biting deep 
in the Townsville community.  

I certainly hope that it contains programs aimed at getting kids to school and making parents take 
responsibility and that it gives our police officers the tools and the framework they need to address the 
crime that is going on in Townsville at the moment. The minister is responsible for policing in this state 
and the people of Townsville and Queensland expect results, not blame.  

Hon. CJ O’ROURKE (Mundingburra—ALP) (Minister for Disability Services, Minister for Seniors 
and Minister Assisting the Premier on North Queensland) (6.02 pm): I rise to oppose the motion. Once 
again, those opposite have shown with this motion that they are not interested in creating real change 
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in relation to crime. All they are interested in is political point-scoring. Their only answer to the issue of 
crime was boot camps, which we know do not work. Lock these kids up and throw away the keys—
clearly that is not the answer, either. What does work is early intervention—a holistic approach that 
incorporates all levels of— 

Honourable members interjected.  

Mr SPEAKER: Pause the clock. One moment, Minister. I apologise. Members, please, I want to 
hear the minister and I do not want to have to warn members and take the necessary action.  

Mrs O’ROURKE: What does work is early intervention—a holistic approach that incorporates all 
levels of government, non-government organisations and the community. Early intervention is 
absolutely vital. We know how serious this issue is. It is an issue that requires more than one solution 
and it needs a whole-of-government, cross-community approach. We have taken immediate action 
through the Townsville Strikeforce deploying an extra 30 police to Townsville next week. This is in 
addition to an extra 15 police recruits who will be on the ground by the end of next year.  

Local police are already doing a fantastic job through initiatives like Project Booyah, the Rapid 
Action Patrol, the Tactical Crime Unit and longstanding crime prevention initiatives. These immediate 
efforts will be complemented by long-term holistic strategies that look at all aspects of, and contributing 
factors to, youth crime. There is no quick fix here. We know that, but we will not shy away from this 
issue. I have heard the concerns of my community loud and clear and enough is enough.  

As I said earlier, we have established the Townsville Strikeforce action group in Townsville with 
a dedicated coordinator and representatives from local and state governments as well as 
non-government organisations that will work directly with the community policing board. By focusing on 
these areas, we will not stop working to drive down crime rates using evidence based solutions that 
work.  

While the LNP are obsessed with boot camps and temporary solutions, we are making the tough 
decisions and focusing on long-term solutions that will acknowledge existing programs and initiatives 
that work and include new improved initiatives based on evidence. We are looking at the solutions for 
young people already in the cycle of offending, detention and release and that is to break the cycle, to 
put in place strong case management to include housing, education, training, employment, health, 
therapeutic services and relearning life skills. Then we can identify those kids who are at risk and can 
be supported through early intervention. We are focusing on every corner of the community to deliver 
outcomes to give our local young people a new path, to give them opportunities to succeed and 
contribute in a positive way to our society. There is a responsibility for everyone in the community if we 
are to deliver real change.  

I am a proud Townsville local and, quite frankly, I am sick of the doom and gloom we hear from 
those on the other side of the House. All they want to do is talk down Townsville and talk down the 
north at a time when we want to attract tourism, innovation and jobs to our regions. They cannot— 

Mr Costigan interjected.  

Mr SPEAKER: Member for Whitsunday, you are warned under 253A. If you persist, I will take 
the appropriate action.  

Mrs O’ROURKE: They cannot offer up any solutions that work. It is time we saw a more 
bipartisan, solutions based approach from the LNP in this space. Enough really is enough. Townsville 
deserves better and that is exactly what we will deliver. Through Townsville Strikeforce, our beautiful 
city will remain the thriving community that we all love.  

Mr BOOTHMAN (Albert—LNP) (6.06 pm): Tonight I rise to join my colleagues to hold this 
incompetent government to account. Therefore, I rise to support the motion moved by the member for 
Burdekin. Time and time again I have stood in this chamber to highlight the massive population growth 
in the northern Gold Coast and the desperate need we have for additional services. We do not need a 
minister who blames victims of crime instead of keeping our communities safe.  

My electorate takes in one of the fastest growing regions in Australia. Areas around Pimpama 
are growing at the rate of 20 per cent per year. This massive growth is predicted to continue for the 
next decade or two. On top of this, we hear rumours—and these rumours are rife in my community—
about the possible closure of my local police beat. These police beats are the corner stones of my local 
community. They give officers the opportunity to work with the community and obtain local knowledge 
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of the area. They are seen as the community cops, friends of the community, someone who is there 
and is always available. The very notion of closing down these critical hubs is absolutely ridiculous at 
best. These rumours are coming from serving officers and they are rife in my local community.  

I say to the minister: we do not want police cuts; we need more police in my area. If we look at 
the statistics for the Gold Coast over the last 12 months, we see that homicide rates have increased by 
27.3 per cent; assaults are up 47.4 per cent; robberies, 13.9 per cent; unlawful entry, 20 per cent; and 
unlawful use of motor vehicles, 20 per cent. We only need to look at our local newspapers to see 
headlines such as ‘Gold Coast in the grip of a new crime wave and police say tourists and new residents 
to blame’.  

A criminologist from Bond University highlighted the surge of 28 per cent in offences involving 
property, and that is up 21 per cent on the Gold Coast and does not correspond across the rest of 
Queensland. He says that the number of assaults have increased by 44 per cent on the ‘glitter strip’ 
and that senior police are shocked at the increase in reported crime but they blame it on increased 
population and tourist numbers. Time and time again my colleagues and I have written to the minister 
seeking additional police resources for our area: 14 April 2015, 27 July 2015, 20 November 2015 and 
6 July 2016. On 6 July I had to thank the minister for giving us a measly 20 more officers when we 
requested 50 to put us on par with other police districts. 

Gold Coast Bulletin headlines state: 25 August, ‘Gold Coast risks getting a Beirut brand unless 
a crackdown is launched on ice attacks’; 29 August, ‘Police arrest Ormeau woman and young male 
after four-day crime spree on Gold Coast and M1’; 30 August, ‘Family describe terror as masked men 
stormed their home and threatened to shoot them’; and lastly, ‘Gold Coast teens are out of control with 
four arrested in just 24 hours’. This just shows that this government and this minister are completely 
out of touch.  

Hon. WS BYRNE (Rockhampton—ALP) (Minister for Police, Fire and Emergency Services and 
Minister for Corrective Services) (6.11 pm): Obviously the government opposes the motion which has 
been put forward this evening. It represents another Homer Simpson moment from the member for 
Burdekin. As Homer Simpson says, ‘Why do things that I love always burn?’ What we have seen so far 
from the debate tonight probably validates that.  

The fact that the opposition prepared this motion and is prepared to repeat yesterday’s nonsense 
is reminiscent of the Charge of the Light Brigade going into the guns. Let me deal with the nonsense 
which was presented yesterday and reinforced by this motion. Lock it or Lose it is a Queensland Police 
Service initiative, and it is a good one and it is a longstanding one. Yesterday’s exhibition from those 
opposite, in an attempt— 

Mr SPEAKER: Minister, one moment. Minister for Industrial Relations, you are warned under 
standing order 253A for your unnecessary interjections. I know there is provocation on both sides.  

Mr BYRNE: I am sorry for provoking them; I just want to put some facts on the table. Yesterday’s 
exhibition from the opposition, in an attempt to connect a longstanding QPS antitheft doorknocking 
initiative called Lock it or Lose it to bashings—which is what those questions yesterday represent—is 
perhaps one of the lowest and most disgraceful things I have seen in this House, and I have seen a lot 
under the last administration. They have learned nothing and the points they have brought forward are 
ridiculous in the extreme. Let us talk about this program, which has been running for a while. What have 
other people said? Let us look back to March 2014. The then member for Cairns, Gavin King, is quoted 
as saying— 
Offenders are literally walking around for hours, walking past cars, seeing what’s on the front seat and seeing what cars are 
unlocked.  

We can have a significant reduction in this type of opportunistic crime, if people were to think about security before they leave 
their cars.  

He said that the police need to be freed up and he further stated— 
... we need them out on the streets, we need them tackling the types of crime ...  

In 2014 Gavin King was supporting Lock it or Lose it initiatives in Cairns. There was the community 
police doorknock initiative. In 2013 the Townsville myPolice blog warned motorists to ‘lock it or you’ll 
cop a fine’. It is a long-running program. Noosa Today referred to the Lock it or Lose it program. The 
Morning Bulletin referred to the Lock it or Lose it program. The Townsville myPolice blog referred to the 
program in April 2014 and April 2013. This program was being run under those opposite. They 
supported this in government. We stand up— 
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Mr SPEAKER: Pause the clock. I remind the member for Whitsunday that he has already been 
warned under standing order 253A. Member for Nanango, Deputy Leader of the Opposition, you have 
been repetitive in your disruptive interjections. You are now warned as well under standing order 253A.  

Mr BYRNE: That is what was said. We have members opposite or their predecessors who 
backed this police initiative, and that is exactly what we did in Townsville. We backed a police initiative 
that has been running successfully up in Townsville and is well regarded. The community feedback has 
been extremely positive. They like seeing the police. They like the advice given and, by the way, they 
give very good advice and information to the Police Service when they are doing it. It is a very proactive 
and very productive program which is led by the police. My role as minister is to back them.  

The commentary coming from those opposite attacks this program. What did I actually say? I 
said that the problem can be greatly reduced if people take responsibility for their own residences and 
their cars. It is an important aspect of an individual’s responsibility to their community. Everybody in the 
community has a responsibility, and we are trying to encourage members of the community to help us 
reduce problems. Those comments were translated into what has been bandied around by those 
opposite: a complete and utter nonsense. The fact that the fourth estate chose to run that piece is of 
no consequence to me. I know what I said. I have backed exactly what the Queensland Police Service 
have been doing, and I will continue to back the Police Service and continue to back the Lock it or 
Leave it campaign.  

If you took the opposition’s point of view, I took my life savings, put them under my bed at home 
and left the doors wide open. If someone comes and knocks it all off, it is the government’s fault. It is 
the government’s fault that I have left my life savings under the pillow and left my house open. It is the 
government’s fault that I am not taking responsibility for my possessions at some level. That is the level 
of contribution we got from those opposite. It is about time they said something sensible in this debate.  

Mr CRIPPS (Hinchinbrook—LNP) (6.18 pm): What escalating crime rates are we talking about? 
The ones that are being reported in Townsville—the very real and the very serious situation that is 
happening in Townsville and cities like the Gold Coast at this very moment. What a flippant attitude 
from the Minister for Police, who stands up and says, ‘There is nothing to see here. There is no problem.’ 
The Minister for Police could have equally gone to Townsville last week during his little public relations 
exercise and sat down and acknowledged the fact that the situation created by the soft-on-crime policies 
pursued by those opposite were creating a real and significant social problem and that the community 
in that city and the communities in cities like the Gold Coast are saying exactly the same thing.  

I am happy to stand up and support the motion moved by the member for Burdekin tonight 
because I thought that the Minister for Police was made of sterner stuff and that he would have owned 
the problem and he would have made a commitment to work towards solutions to the problem; but that 
is not the case— 

Mr SPEAKER: I apologise, member for Hinchinbrook. Member for Logan, you are warned under 
standing order 253A. If you persist I will take the appropriate action. I know the member for Gaven is 
being provoked as well, so if you persist you will also get the appropriate attention.  

Mr CRIPPS: This motion could equally have condemned the attitude of the Minister Assisting the 
Premier on North Queensland after she made an extraordinary ministerial statement this afternoon, 
denying the fact that we have a problem on our hands in Queensland’s northern capital—an 
extraordinary attitude to the unmitigated disaster that Labor’s policies are causing for the community in 
North Queensland. The Minister Assisting the Premier on North Queensland has come into this House 
again and defended the policies Labor has put in place in the face of the unmitigated anger of the 
people she is supposed to represent.  

The member for Burdekin has already pointed out the content of yesterday’s Townsville Bulletin, 
in which it was reported that Townsville, unfortunately and regrettably, ranks first in the state for murder, 
second for assaults, third for robberies, first for unlawful entries, first for drug offences and first for car 
thefts.  

Mr Mander: No problem there!  

Mr CRIPPS: Yet there is no problem. ‘Nothing to see here,’ say the Minister for Police and the 
Minister Assisting the Premier on North Queensland. It is quite extraordinary. Earlier this afternoon the 
member for Mundingburra blindly and bizarrely offered excuses for Labor’s soft-on-crime policies. 
Yesterday, during matters of public interest, the member for Thuringowa attacked the opposition for 
scrutinising the government for these extraordinary results on crime— 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_181816
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20160914_181816


3502 Motion 14 Sep 2016 

 

 

Mr Mander: And the paper.  

Mr CRIPPS: And he attacked the Townsville Bulletin. The member for Thuringowa shot the 
messenger. He is ignoring and defying the people of his own electorate, who are calling out for some 
action on this extraordinary issue.  

Those opposite all have form. Earlier this year the member for Mundingburra, the member for 
Thuringowa and the member for Townsville, who is about to speak, all marched into this chamber and 
watered down the juvenile justice regime in Queensland. They all filed in behind the Attorney-General 
and went weak-kneed on juvenile crime. All members opposite do that. The people of Townsville have 
lost confidence in these three stooges.  

It is quite extraordinary to see what is going on in relation to today’s announcement that 30 
additional police officers will be sent to Townsville as part of a ‘strike force’—the member for 
Mundingburra referred to it as a strike force—to address a problem that apparently does not exist. I do 
not know when, in the history of Queensland, a strike force has been deployed to address a problem 
that does not exist. ‘Nothing to see here! There is no problem, but don’t worry. Even though there is no 
problem, we will send a strike force to address nothing.’ This is something that those opposite would 
like to go quiet on, sweep under the carpet and pretend is a secret.  

Those opposite are having forums and talk fests here and there, but they are doing nothing about 
this problem. They are taking no action. They are going to doorknock—they are going to send 15 
recruits to doorknock—and they are sending a strike force. What is the strike force going to do? Is it 
going to be deployed knocking on doors as well? Not only does the Minister for Police need to be held 
responsible for this issue; the members for Mundingburra, Thuringowa and Townsville need to be held 
responsible for it also.  

Mr STEWART (Townsville—ALP) (6.23 pm): I rise to oppose this motion. The former LNP 
government has no credibility on policing. The Lock it or Lose it campaign that this motion is all about 
is exactly the same campaign the LNP ran in 2014. Those opposite supported it then but it is not 
politically convenient for them to support it now. The Palaszczuk government supports our hardworking 
police officers, along with the measures that were announced today by the Minister Assisting the 
Premier on North Queensland, the member for Mundingburra.  

Again, the LNP has no credibility on law and order issues. It was the Newman-Nicholls 
government that abolished the positions of 106 senior police officers in Queensland. Getting rid of 
experienced police officers does not represent a strong choice; it represents a betrayal of the people of 
Townsville. Tonight the LNP is playing cheap tricks and easy politics—easy politics from the cheap 
seats.  

Throughout the years it has been Labor governments that have introduced or expanded 
community policing programs such as police beat, police shopfronts and Neighbourhood Watch. It is 
Labor that has always recognised the value of working with communities. The Minister for Police was 
upholding this longstanding Labor tradition with his visit to Townsville last week to talk to the community. 
Labor will continue to work with the community.  

Ask any police officer if police alone can prevent crime and the answer will be a resounding no. 
There is no argument from the Palaszczuk government that the hard work needs to continue, and the 
hard work will continue. We on this side of the House know that crime prevention is not done only by 
police. The LNP has embarked on a deliberate fear campaign using crime statistics that have been 
deliberately cherrypicked for its own political purposes. It smacks of hypocrisy. When in government 
the LNP refused to release the annual crime statistics. How about that? It refused to let people know 
what it was doing in their communities. They are Wizard of Oz tactics: ‘Nothing to see here. Don’t look 
behind the curtain.’  

In the interests of integrity and accountability, the Palaszczuk government reinstated the Annual 
Statistical Review to give Queenslanders a clear picture of what is going on in their communities.  

Mr Watts interjected.  

Mr STEWART: I take that interjection because I will provide those in a moment. These statistics 
speak volumes about the efforts of hardworking police in targeting crime and keeping our communities 
safe. Those opposite are using raw crime data. It is what police call point-in-time data and it does not 
tell the full story. What is important, police say, is trends over time. I am informed that for the Townsville 
police division official police crime statistics over the past decade reflect a downward trend in crime. 
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Over the past 10 years in the Townsville police division, overall offences and offences against the 
person have dropped by around 20 per cent per 100,000 people and property offences have dropped 
by more than 35 per cent.  

The opposition’s politically motivated campaign can serve only one purpose: damage. That is all 
they are good for: damage to Townsville’s reputation as a popular tourist destination, damage to local 
businesses and damage to the local economy. They are the wrecking ball of good policing and good 
communities like mine of Townsville.  

The member for Everton visited Townsville on the same day the Minister for Police came to my 
city. He was like the wrecking ball in Townsville. The member for Everton is the Miley Cyrus of making 
a mockery of policing in Townsville. I paraphrase Miley Cyrus when I say that the member for Everton 
came in like a wrecking ball. For those who have not seen Miley Cyrus’s Wrecking Ball video, she is 
sitting naked on a swinging wrecking ball. I will leave the rest up to members’ imaginations when it 
comes to the member for Everton and the Miley Cyrus video—swinging naked on that wrecking ball.  

The politically motivated comments of those opposite undermine the efforts of hardworking police 
in my city of Townsville. It is a direct criticism of those hardworking officers and we will not stand for it.  

Division: Question put—That the motion be agreed to. 
AYES, 41: 

LNP, 41—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Bleijie, Boothman, Costigan, Cramp, Crandon, Cripps, Davis, Dickson, Elmes, 
Emerson, Frecklington, Hart, Janetzki, Krause, Langbroek, Last, Leahy, Mander, McArdle, McEachan, Millar, Minnikin, Molhoek, 
Nicholls, Perrett, Powell, Rickuss, Robinson, Rowan, Seeney, Smith, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stuckey, Walker, Watts, 
Weir. 

NOES, 42: 

ALP, 41—Bailey, Boyd, Brown, Butcher, Byrne, Crawford, D’Ath, de Brenni, Dick, Donaldson, Enoch, Farmer, Fentiman, 
Furner, Gilbert, Grace, Harper, Hinchliffe, Howard, Jones, Kelly, King, Lauga, Linard, Lynham, Madden, Miles, Miller, O’Rourke, 
Palaszczuk, Pearce, Pease, Pegg, Pitt, Power, Russo, Saunders, Stewart, Trad, Whiting, Williams. 

INDEPENDENT, 1—Gordon. 

Pair: Ryan, Simpson. 

Resolved in the negative. 

Sitting suspended from 6.33 pm to 7.33 pm.  

TRANSPORT AND OTHER LEGISLATION (HIRE SERVICES) AMENDMENT 
REGULATION  

Disallowance of Statutory Instrument  
Mr POWELL (Glass House—LNP) (7.34 pm): I move— 

That the following provisions and parts of provisions of the Transport and Other Legislation (Hire Services) Amendment 
Regulation 2016, subordinate legislation No. 161 of 2016, tabled in the House on 13 September 2016, as described below be 
disallowed— 
(a) Section 8(1), the words— 

‘67(1)’ and ‘70(2)’ only; 

(b) Section 20—in its entirety; 

(c) Section 22, the words— 

‘67 to’ only; 

(d) Section 23—in its entirety.  

What a bungled process we have seen from this transport minister and this Palaszczuk Labor 
government when it comes to taxi and ride-booking services in the state of Queensland. First it was 
asleep at the wheel—as usual—doing nothing for nine months as the Queensland taxi strategy came 
to an end. Then it spent a further 12 months on a review into ridesharing, leaving the industry and 
passengers in limbo. The transport minister announced his policy but no detail on the regulatory 
changes, with little consideration given to the flow-on effects. When it finally got to it, it was policy on 
the run—a hallmark of this government. Quite literally, the government made its regulation public on 
the Friday before the changes were to come into effect. 
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As Queenslanders would expect us to do, the LNP considered the detail and consulted with 
stakeholders and I can assure members that it did not take us 18 months to notice some of the gaping 
holes in this minister’s policy. It was clear that all of the safety concerns had not been thought through 
clearly. Let me be clear: the LNP has always supported innovation and competition in the personalised 
transport industry, but we also want a fair playing field for the drivers and for the operators but also with 
the priority—always a priority—around passenger safety. We were alarmed by some of the issues 
raised with us by stakeholders as we consulted on the government’s regulatory changes. That is why 
this evening we are seeking to disallow three provisions of this regulation: the removal of the maximum 
age limit on hire vehicles; the removal of the requirement to remove identifying features from vehicles 
that are no longer being used as taxis; and the removal of the extra charges provisions. 

Turning to the removal of the maximum age limit for taxis and ride-share vehicles, the 
government has removed any age limit for a taxi or a ride-share vehicle. Previously, a taxi had to be 
newer than six years old or eight years for a wheelchair accessible taxi. Now taxis or ride-share vehicles 
can be any age and passengers will not be able to choose whether they order a service and all of a 
sudden a 15-year-old car turns up. I can just picture it: a Mitsubishi Sigma or, even worse, something 
like my first car, a Holden Camira, rocking up to pick up some unknowing customer who has ordered a 
vehicle. 

There are better ways, Minister, for determining the roadworthiness of a taxi or ride-share car 
such as the kilometres travelled or the safety standards of that vehicle. What we are saying is that a 
‘no look pass’ approach to the age and safeness of a vehicle is not in the passenger’s best interests. 
This is a ham-fisted approach and this minister needs to go back to the drawing board, because it may 
not be the taxi owners or Uber or GoCatch who abuse this regulatory removal. It will be the backyard 
operator seeking to make a quick buck, and that is what we in the LNP fear most for passengers across 
Queensland. 

Before the government changes, taxis that have been decommissioned and taken out of service 
have to be stripped of their features before being sold. This meant removing taxi lights, meters, stickers 
and logos. Under the government’s changes, this will not be a requirement anymore and it is again 
clear that this government sees this as a bit of superfluous regulation, but that is because there has 
been no thought given to the ramifications. It is a worrying thought that right now people could buy a 
vehicle that looks like a taxi, even if they are just using it as a private vehicle. I shudder to think about 
the possibility of someone untoward buying a car that looks like a taxi. Most passengers would think it 
was a taxi and could potentially hop into it after a night on the town. I do not want to consider where 
this worrying analogy ends, and that is why this regulation was brought in in the first place. Passengers 
need peace of mind that when they are hopping in a cab they know that it is a real cab, that it is the real 
deal. 

The minister has also put no thought towards the effect that his changes will have on driver 
safety. Currently, a taxidriver has the ability to levy an extra charge on a fare for soiling a vehicle—that 
is, throwing up in the back of a vehicle. That is an offence and linked to a penalty unit. This provision 
was introduced to prevent arguments and altercations between drivers and possibly intoxicated 
passengers. It provided a clear cost for this offence. The removal of this provision puts driver safety at 
risk when they are required to add additional fees to a passenger’s fare, potentially leading to ambiguity 
and confrontation. The fact that this provision was linked to a penalty unit also allowed police officers 
to become involved if the situation were to get out of hand.  

They are the aspects that we are debating this evening in this disallowance motion, but it is fair 
to say that the LNP has some serious concerns about other changes that the minister has made. 
However, in the interests of not wanting to cause legislative uncertainty and to maintain at least some 
semblance of a level playing field, we have not sought to have those provisions disallowed. We expect 
the minister to hear our concerns, and those of the broader industry and stakeholders, and rectify them 
in the second tranche of his legislative changes.  

We believe that further consideration needs to be given to how often taxi and ride-share vehicles 
have to go in for a safety inspection and be awarded a safety certificate. I am not convinced—and 
neither are many stakeholders—that 12 months is frequent enough. I think that Queenslanders would 
expect more frequent, more thorough safety inspections. Again, the minister has this wrong. We are 
not saying that the status quo is fine, but the minister needs to come up with a better outcome—and 
perhaps this time he would like to consult with the industry first.  

We also believe that the government needs to set minimum competency standards for the 
industry, especially where vulnerable Queenslanders are concerned. It is important for there to be 
standards and training in place for all drivers. Similarly, we have concerns about the wording within the 
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licensing regulations—how quickly a driver can obtain a permit to operate as a taxi or ride-sharing 
licence holder depending how long they have held a driver’s licence. Again, in the interests of not 
creating further ambiguity, we have not chosen to disallow that provision this evening.  

Before I conclude, I must also touch on the minister’s lazy approach to his industry assistance 
package. I am conscious that there is now a bill before the House about it. Suffice it to say, a 
one-size-fits-all approach has really missed the mark. The LNP will continue to consult and listen to 
affected stakeholders—passengers, drivers and licence holders—as we will on registration and CTP, 
the other big concern of many stakeholders, principally taxi licence owners. I ask the minister to note 
our concerns about those areas. I would appreciate having ongoing consultation with the minister on 
those matters as well as with the broader industry.  

I implore members to back the LNP in disallowing these provisions. This minister has bungled 
the process, bungled the policy and bungled the regulation. He has not thought through all of the safety 
implications and, once again, it is up to the LNP to check this Palaszczuk Labor government’s 
homework. 

Mr CRAMP (Gaven—LNP) (7.44 pm): I rise to speak in support of this disallowance motion 
moved by the member for Glass House. We have what can only be described as political cowardice 
from a weak Labor government that is so concerned that it does not have the numbers in this chamber 
that, when faced with some significant changes to public transport in Queensland, it sought to sneak 
these changes through via regulations instead of bringing them to the floor of the parliament to be fully 
debated. All that has achieved is to effectively put a knife through the heart of taxi owners throughout 
Queensland, the hardworking small business families whose only apparent mistake was to ensure that 
they followed the rules and paid the fees and taxes that they were required to pay. 

Government members interjected.  
Mr CRAMP: Clearly, for those opposite, the truth hurts. Labor made sure that the horse had well 

and truly bolted on this issue without first addressing its very important aspects, such as public and 
driver safety and adequate fully costed transitional arrangements for the thousands of disaffected taxi 
owners across Queensland. I would have to say that the $20,000 compensation per licence offered by 
Labor is nothing more than a slap in the face for the taxi industry.  

For Labor to not have a provision to remove identifying features, such as hail lights, meters, 
stickers and logos from decommissioned and former taxis has in no way taken into account the very 
reasons these identification features are on taxis in the first place. When commuters hail a vehicle 
displaying those features they are confident they will be entering a fully insured vehicle that has had full 
safety checks and is being driven by appropriately licensed drivers. Commuters also know that this taxi 
is fitted with appropriate vehicle tracking devices and in-car camera surveillance. The removal of this 
provision by Labor does nothing more than pave the way for deception of the Queensland public by 
unscrupulous people who would seek to have commuters believe that they are paying for the safety 
and professionalism of a registered taxi—or, worse still, as has been the case in other Australian states, 
have someone impersonate a taxidriver so that they can pick up a commuter with the intent to do them 
harm. 

For a business owner to have access to recourse and potential compensation for any damage 
to their business by a customer should always be a core and fundamental right available in this state, 
especially for our small business owners who cannot afford to rectify such actions. There is no 
difference for a passenger who enters a taxi for transport, as they are effectively entering the business 
premise of a business owner. Labor’s removal of the provision for extra charges and its subsequent 
linking to penalty units for a passenger soiling or damaging a taxi would provide taxi owners with little 
or no recourse for such actions by passengers.  

Although relief from fees would always be welcome by the taxi industry, there is concern about 
Labor’s suggested removal of the security levy, which pays for security personnel at taxi ranks. I ask 
the Labor members: does this mean that security is going to be removed from taxi ranks? This will be 
especially problematic in key entertainment precincts on the Gold Coast, especially with Labor’s current 
weakening of the LNP’s tough stance on criminal gangs. There could not be a more important time to 
have more security, not less, for our commuters and taxidrivers with Labor’s soft-on-crime approach.  

I am proud to be part of an LNP team that is seeking to ensure that any transition in the transport 
industry is done fairly and in the best interests of all Queenslanders, including our small business 
owners. This action by Labor is just another example of a weak, do-nothing, asleep-at-the-wheel 
Queensland Labor government.  
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Mr MINNIKIN (Chatsworth—LNP) (7.48 pm): When we rise in this chamber to speak on particular 
topics or in debates, we generally come from the perspective of representing our individual state seat. 
I would have to say that, tonight, I am speaking on behalf of the good men and women, the existing taxi 
licence holders, who live in my seat of Chatsworth. I also have to admit that, being a former assistant 
minister for public transport, with the blessing of my then minister I initially took carriage several years 
ago of the taxi industry. I will freely disclose that I know many members of the taxi industry.  

I will also say at the outset that I fully support the member for Glass House, the shadow minister, 
in his move to have this disallowance motion passed tonight. Rather than come from a source of 
emotion, I am going to try to look at it this issue from a factual basis. That approach is based upon the 
people who have come to me.  

The shadow minister, the member for Glass House, has given good reasons for effecting 
amendments to various sections of the Transport and Other Legislation (Hire Services) Amendment 
Regulation, subordinate legislation. There is nothing in this House that says that this side of the 
chamber, nor that side of the chamber, has the moral high ground when it comes to affairs and 
conditions of the human heart. I listen intently when I repeatedly hear members on the government side 
of the chamber talk about how proud they are to service the members of various unions that they have 
represented in the past. Do members know what I say to them?  

A government member: Hear, hear! 

Mr MINNIKIN: I say to them just that: hear, hear! In a democratic society they should have the 
right to represent and people should have the right, through voluntary association, to join a union. 
Equally, do not for one moment come into the chamber and think you have the moral high ground on 
everything. When you have 90-year-old Italian migrants who are crying about the lack of consultation 
that occurred on this particular issue it is heart-rending. I cannot name people on the public record 
tonight, but I have had plenty of people come to me, living within my own electorate but beyond that. I 
know that other members on this side have and I would assume, as well, various members on the 
government side have had people come to them about this very issue.  

In my remaining few minutes not only do I want to support what the shadow minister is seeking 
to do here tonight, I want to also reiterate a couple of key points. First of all, everyone who has come 
to see me, whether it be at my electorate office, at a breakfast or at lunches, have all said that they 
simply want a level playing field. Sure, they have talked about other issues which are not privy to the 
debate here tonight, issues that the shadow minister touched on, such as vehicle safety inspections in 
terms of timing for both rideshare as well as the existing taxi industry, compensation, insurance issues 
et cetera. They will no doubt be subject to further debate. When it comes to the three central tenets of 
tonight’s disallowance motion, they were well described by the shadow minister and are worth 
repeating.  

The first is the removal of maximum age limits for taxis and ride-share vehicles. For example, 
take the good old Astron engine or the Starfire engine in the Sigma. My first car was a 1972 Corolla. 
The shadow minister made a very sage point: we do not want to have lemons on the road masquerading 
as taxis or ride-share vehicles. At the end of the day we want to promote, above all else, safety when 
it comes to the industry. The second tenet, the removal of the requirement to remove identifying features 
from a decommissioned taxi. That makes perfect practical common sense. The third is the removal of 
the extra charges provisions and a link to penalty units.  

Going from a regulated industry to pretty much a deregulated industry is a very difficult thing for 
any government to do, but the one thing that comes through clearly time and time again is the lack of 
consultation. As recently as today, around about 8.30 this morning, I had three gentlemen approach 
me who said that initially, going into the last election, they were received by members of the now 
government but, funnily enough, the door has been slammed shut. The member for Woodridge, the 
Premier and the Deputy Premier were the three that they named without hesitation. They simply cannot 
get an audience on this particular issue. I implore members on that side of the chamber to work with 
the opposition to look at this disallowance motion. The three provisions the shadow minister is seeking 
to disallow here tonight make perfect common sense and, I know from the men and women I have 
spoken with, are very much supported. Thank you. 

Mr KNUTH (Dalrymple—KAP) (7.53 pm): In speaking to the disallowance motion, I want to say 
that it is very disappointing to see the deregulation of the taxi industry. It is bad for Queensland. It is 
disappointing to see a multinational company come into this state uninvited and take control. It is very 
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disappointing that the government has played a part in supporting this. We need to look after Australian 
owned small business. Over the years these taxi owners have played their part in providing a reliable 
taxi service.  

With the deregulation of the taxi industry there is an expectation that it will provide a better, safer 
and more reliable service, but as time goes by we will be in a situation where we need regulation. 
Regulation protects the security of passengers. It has been proven in other places that deregulation 
does not work. I truly believe that this is a matter of too little too late. Both major parties have failed to 
come up with a solid solution to this issue. This disallowance motion tonight is a small change, but it 
will not right matters for law-abiding taxi owners who are losing thousands of dollars. These steps, 
however, will assist in protecting the rights of the consumer to some extent.  

I would like to speak to some of the correspondence that we have received since the deregulation 
changes. I do not want to mention their names but they are taxi operators. One letter writer states— 
After a period of Ten months of angst and uncertainty awaiting the outcome of the independent Varghese review, it is with extreme 
dismay we learn a meagre 20k is meant to cover us for a loss in value of 400k inflicted by ill advice.  

Another taxi owner said— 
We are struggling to come to terms with how we are going to be able to continue operating and still offer a 24/7 service as 
stipulated by regulation. It’s good to see some of the costs lifted (unfortunately at the expense of safety in most cases) with more 
to come, but the ‘level playing field’ will never be achieved.  

To quote from another letter— 
Queensland Mum and Dads have invested their life’s work in State Government Infrastructure in good faith. Many, including 
ourselves have considerable debt to service. Many will be at risk of losing the family home. We were planning to be self-funded 
retirees; now our Superannuation nest egg has all but vanished.  

Another one said— 
As taxpayers it’s extremely disappointing we should be burdened with the huge cost of funding Millions of Dollars (the State does 
not have) to compensate the cost of paving the way for Uber, a greedy Multinational with a Worldwide reputation for ignoring 
laws. 

Another letter writer states— 
You CANNOT JUSTIFY the train wreck the Queensland Government is inflicting on:  
1.  The largely unsuspecting public of Queensland (no CTP or any other insurances in place for Rideshare).  

To give members an example of why we have grave concerns, in Charters Towers we have a 
taxi service that does not make any money when picking up disabled people to go from A to B—none 
whatsoever. However, where they do make their money to cover their costs is in the peak hours. With 
this deregulation it will be impossible for that maxi taxi to provide that service to disabled passengers 
at an affordable rate and we will not have a taxi service in those rural and regional towns. This is one 
of the reasons we fear deregulation.  

I give credit to the opposition for putting forward this disallowance motion in relation to some of 
the regulations. Obviously to wipe out deregulation is more complex and would require new legislation. 
The KAP is determined to introduce legislation to bring back regulation. As time goes by it will probably 
happen anyway.  

We feel that small-scale taxi owners have been completely done over. This is a really bad move. 
I am so disappointed to see benefit going to multinationals, which are picking up people in an unsafe 
way without regulation. The whole idea of the regulations was to protect people, including children. In 
one of the public hearings, we heard that of the people picked up by taxi services 10 per cent are 
students. At least now there are protections, regulations and security checks, but those and all of the 
other factors that go with this will be undone.  

I commend the opposition for this initiative, which seeks to give some sort of protection to taxi 
owners. We need to support Queensland and Australian owned small businesses. This is a good 
initiative, but it does not go far enough. We will be introducing a private member’s bill and seeking 
advice on how we can overturn the deregulation of the taxi industry.  

Hon. SJ HINCHLIFFE (Sandgate—ALP) (Minister for Transport and the Commonwealth Games) 
(8.00 pm): I move the following amendment— 
That all words after ‘(a) Section 8(1) the words—’ be deleted and the following words inserted: 

‘“63(5)”, “70(2)” only; 
(b) Section 20—in its entirety; 
(c) Section 22—omit references to all provisions, except Section 68; 
(d) Section 23—in its entirety.’ 
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Members are aware that Queensland’s personalised transport industry is changing rapidly. On 
11 August 2016 I announced statewide reforms to Queensland’s personalised transport industry, 
including taxi, limousine and ride-booking services. The purpose of these reforms is to level the playing 
field, improve customer service standards through reduced red tape and lower costs for industry. Our 
reforms will also strengthen safety standards, encourage competition and provide Queenslanders with 
greater choice and flexibility.  

This government is committed to ensuring Queenslanders have access to safe, reliable and 
affordable personal transport services, while supporting industry through a period of transition in the 
market. The Transport and Other Legislation (Hire Services) Amendment Regulation 2016 was 
approved on 1 September 2016. Those amendments legalised ride booking in Queensland from 5 
September 2016, removed prescriptive non-safety related requirements on taxi operators and 
established a more equitable framework for the provision of personalised transport services. Yesterday, 
the member for Glass House gave notice of a motion to disallow certain provisions of the amending 
regulation. If passed by the parliament, this motion would have the effect of reinstating certain 
provisions of the Transport Operations (Passenger Transport) Regulation 2005, which I will refer to as 
the passenger transport regulation.  

Let me be clear: to date, this disallowance motion has been the only substantive response from 
the Liberal National Party on the government’s reforms. I take it from the minor amendments being 
sought by the Liberal National Party that they have endorsed the remainder of the government’s reform 
package. I thank them for their bipartisan support. It is an important sign of maturity and certainty for 
industry that we have been able to reach a place of near-common agreement on these issues.  

As I have said at every stage of these reforms, the government is committed to listening, 
engaging and working with industry as our reform package rolls out across Queensland. Industry 
engagement has already occurred as part of the government’s reform process since the announcement 
on 11 August, after the extensive industry engagement program undertaken by the Opportunities for 
Personalised Transport review. Further, refinement of the reform package has always been part of this 
consultative government’s process and intentions. The OPT review included numerous rounds of 
consultation with industry, including public submissions, a discussion paper and a green paper ahead 
of the white paper report to government.  

As a consequence of the disallowance motion of the member for Glass House, I have connected 
with industry directly on the issues raised in the motion, considered their views and moved the 
amendment to the disallowance motion. Over the past 34 hours since the member for Glass House 
gave notice of his motion, I have consulted with the Taxi Council Queensland, Yellow Cabs, Black & 
White Cabs and Gold Coast Cabs on the disallowance motion before the House tonight. We are acting 
on the concerns of stakeholders. As a consequence of those discussions and as part of the broader 
ongoing engagement that we have been doing with industry, the government will support the majority 
of the provisions included in the motion of the member for Glass House. This is a consultative 
government that has worked with industry to level the playing field and create an environment where 
drivers and consumers are protected. I will address each of the provisions referred to in the motion in 
turn.  

First, section 63(3) of the passenger transport regulation limited the amount a taxidriver can 
charge a person who soils the taxi to one penalty unit, which is $121.90. The provision was omitted by 
the amending regulation. That change did not prevent taxidrivers from charging a person for soiling a 
taxi. However, it only allowed taxidrivers to recover the reasonable costs associated with cleaning, 
without prescribing a maximum amount. Reinstating that provision will mean that taxidrivers can impose 
a soiling charge of up to only $121.90.  

Industry has told us that they believe it is important for the police to retain the ability to negotiate 
the application of fees for cleaning. Their experience expressed to government is that police intervention 
often results in the best outcome for drivers and customers. Inclusion of this provision also assists 
police with follow-up enforcement if a charge is not paid, ensuring taxi operators are not disadvantaged. 
The government is prepared to accept reinstatement of this provision. However, it should be noted that 
through this disallowance motion ride-booking and limousine services are not subject to a maximum 
soiling charge. Further, it remains the government’s view that industry should determine taxi soiling 
charges based on the reasonable cost of repairing any damage incurred.  

Section 63(5) of the passenger transport regulation prohibited a driver from driving a vehicle in a 
way that involved excessive charging. In other words, they could not go the long way to charge a higher 
fare. This provision was omitted by the amending regulation as a number of other requirements have 
been included in the passenger transport regulation to protect customers from being overcharged. 
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These included requirements relating to fare estimates and itemised receipts, as well as maximum fares 
that still apply to rank and hail services. Driving the most efficient route is a key consumer protection 
that should be extended to all forms of point-to-point travel that is charged on a time and distance basis.  

The government is prepared to accept the reinstatement of this provision. However, as with the 
maximum soiling charge, ride-booking and limousine services are not subject to this requirement. 
Therefore, I can foreshadow that the government will further review this provision next year when we 
implement stage 2 of our reforms in a full legislative package. We will consider how we apply it to ride 
sharing and ride booking.  

Section 67 of the passenger transport regulation imposed maximum age limits on taxis. This 
affects approximately 96 per cent of the taxi fleet. Reinstating maximum age limits would mean a taxi 
needs to be replaced when it was six years old for a conventional taxi or eight years old for a wheelchair 
accessible taxi. I note that this regulation applies only to taxis and not to ride-share vehicles.  

Following discussion with industry, the government does not support the reinstatement of section 
67. I know that there is not a uniform view of this provision across members of industry. However, from 
talking to individual licence holders, owner-operators, booking companies and the larger companies, I 
believe it is in the best interests of industry that this provision remain removed from regulation to lower 
the costs of operation on industry and allow them to compete to the best of their ability. Returning age 
limits to taxis only, as in the motion of the member for Glass House, would further disadvantage taxis 
when competing against ride-booking alternatives.  

With advancements in vehicle safety standards and features, and regular vehicle inspections, 
government no longer needs to impose maximum age limits. Importantly, under our reforms, all taxis 
are to be inspected every 12 months and all taxi operators must comply with the documented 
maintenance program for each vehicle. That ensures all vehicles remain safe and free from defects. 
Again, that regulation applies to ride-booked vehicles as well, in this instance. Further, many taxi 
operators are likely to continue to replace their vehicles before they are six years old to minimise costs, 
as ongoing maintenance costs outweigh new purchase costs, and ensure that they are not 
commercially disadvantaged in a competitive market.  

Reinstating maximum age limits for taxis is also inconsistent with current government policy, 
which is to not impose age limits on other public passenger vehicles, including ride-booking vehicles 
and limousines, some of which are boutique vintage vehicles. Further, on 20 April 2016 I announced a 
six-month amnesty on the enforcement of taxi age limits pending the outcome of the Opportunities for 
Personalised Transport review. If maximum age limits were reinstated this would mean that 
approximately 240 taxis could no longer operate, with immediate effect. I know that regional taxis in 
particular welcomed that relief provided. I note that the April amendment was proposed by the Katter 
Australia Party. I thank them for their advocacy.  

A new conventional taxi, hybrid model, costs approximately $35,000. A new wheelchair 
accessible taxi costs approximately $80,000, including modifications. Our position is consistent with 
New South Wales, which has recently removed maximum taxi age limits. Industry has expressed 
different views on the removal of age limits. However, the strong representations I have received from 
Black & White Cabs and Gold Coast Cabs is that this must occur to allow the taxi industry to adjust to 
the reform package from government. They want to see the removal of age limits continue.  

Industry has informed government that the current relief of this regulatory burden the state 
government provided to taxi owners with respect to the age of vehicles has been taken into account in 
the development of budgets for the current financial year. A change at this stage would require a review 
of budgets and may place additional unnecessary financial strain on owners.  

Section 68 of the Passenger Transport Regulation required a taxidriver to take control over 
opening and shutting the taxi’s doors if requested by a hirer—for example, by activating a child lock on 
request. These requirements were removed to instead rely on more general requirements under 
existing legislation relating to the safe operation of vehicles to regulate the control of doors. For 
example, there is an existing requirement in passenger transport legislation to operate the vehicle 
safely. However, based on industry feedback received from the Taxi Council of Queensland concerning 
the defence of drivers against claims of ‘deprivation of liberty’, the government is prepared to support 
reinstatement of section 68 on that basis. 

Section 70(2) of the Passenger Transport Regulation required a taxi operator to remove certain 
items from a vehicle, including hail lights, taxi meters and relevant printing or signage when the vehicle 
stops being a taxi. This measure will reduce consumer exposure to potential predatory behaviour from 
persons who acquire a former taxi vehicle. Retaining this provision will remove confusion as to the 
purpose for which a vehicle is being used for consumer protection and compliance purposes. 



3510 Transport and Other Legislation (Hire Services) Amendment 
Regulation 14 Sep 2016 

 

 

 
 

In summary, the government is prepared to reinstate the following provisions of the Passenger 
Transport Regulation: section 63(3), prescribing a maximum soiling charge for taxis of one penalty unit; 
section 63(5), prohibiting a taxidriver from driving the vehicle in a way that involves excessive charging 
with a penalty of 20 units; section 68, requiring a taxidriver to take control of doors at the passenger’s 
request; and section 70(2), requiring removal of items from a vehicle when it stops being a taxi. 
However, the government is not prepared to reinstate section 67 of the Passenger Transport Regulation 
prescribing maximum age limits for taxis. 

Further, our motion also corrects a drafting error in the member for Glass House’s motion. The 
member for Glass House had sought to reinsert the penalty of driving in a manner that causes excessive 
charging, but forgot to amend section 8 that would have followed the penalty back through to the State 
Penalties Enforcement Regulation. This would have the effect of prohibiting a driver from driving in a 
manner that causes excessive charging but without the subsequent penalty able to be applied. Without 
being too political this evening—we have heard some people being quite political—I should note that 
the strong attention to detail when it comes to drafting amendments clearly has not improved since the 
last shadow minister, the now the shadow treasurer, would have made buses illegal earlier this year.  

In closing, I again thank the member for Glass House for raising these issues before the 
parliament this evening. I also thank him for his bipartisan support for the remaining 59 sections of the 
regulations laid before the House by the government. I would extend to him the same offer I have 
extended to the industry—that is, that I am happy to work through issues together in bedding down this 
very significant reform.  

I think the government has demonstrated this evening that we are happy to find common ground, 
to work with industry partners and to deliver where we can. I would be happy to receive any 
representations from the member for Glass House on further aspects to improve and refine these 
regulations as we move into the legislative process for next year. In short, this does not need to be a 
parliamentary disallowance debate every time the opposition wants to work through an issue. 

Thanks also to the member for Dalrymple and the member for Mount Isa for their ongoing 
advocacy on these issues. I understand and respect their position and thank them for engaging with us 
on these provisions before the chamber tonight. I thank the Labor caucus for its backing of these 
reforms, the levelling of the playing field and the fair provision of industry adjustment. I support the 
amendment circulated in my name.  

Division: Question put—That the amendment be agreed to. 
AYES, 44: 

ALP, 41—Bailey, Boyd, Brown, Butcher, Byrne, Crawford, D’Ath, de Brenni, Dick, Donaldson, Enoch, Farmer, Fentiman, 
Gilbert, Grace, Harper, Hinchliffe, Howard, Jones, Kelly, King, Lauga, Linard, Lynham, Madden, Miles, Miller, O’Rourke, 
Palaszczuk, Pearce, Pease, Pegg, Pitt, Power, Russo, Ryan, Saunders, Stewart, Trad, Whiting, Williams. 

KAP, 2—Katter, Knuth. 

INDEPENDENT, 1—Gordon. 
NOES, 42: 

LNP, 41—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Bleijie, Boothman, Costigan, Cramp, Crandon, Cripps, Davis, Dickson, Elmes, 
Emerson, Frecklington, Hart, Janetzki, Krause, Langbroek, Last, Leahy, Mander, McArdle, McEachan, Millar, Minnikin, Molhoek, 
Nicholls, Perrett, Powell, Rickuss, Robinson, Rowan, Seeney, Smith, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stuckey, Walker, Watts, 
Weir. 

INDEPENDENT, 1—Pyne. 
Pair: Furner, Simpson.  
Resolved in the affirmative. 
Question put—That the motion, as amended, be agreed to. 
Motion, as amended, agreed to. 
Motion, as agreed— 

That the following provisions and parts of provisions of the Transport and Other Legislation (Hire Services) Amendment 
Regulation 2016, subordinate legislation No. 161 of 2016, tabled in the House on 13 September 2016, as described below be 
disallowed— 
(a) Section 8(1), the words— 

‘63(5)’, ‘70(2)’ only; 
(b) Section 20—in its entirety; 
(c) Section 22—omit references to all provisions, except Section 68; 
(d) Section 23—in its entirety.’ 
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SPEAKER’S STATEMENT 

Filming in Chamber  
Mr SPEAKER: In relation to the Child Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) 

Amendment Bill, a camera operator from the ABC will be filming in the chamber during the debate on 
this bill.  

CHILD PROTECTION (MANDATORY REPORTING—MASON’S LAW) 
AMENDMENT BILL  

Resumed from 17 March (see p. 856).  

Second Reading 
Ms DAVIS (Aspley—LNP) (8.22 pm): I move— 

That the bill be now read a second time.  

I am very pleased to be here tonight to speak to this very important bill. From the outset, I thank 
the Minister for Child Safety for her assistance in working with me in ensuring that this bill has a smooth 
passage through the House.  

The protection of children is everyone’s business. That is why this bill is so important. It speaks 
directly to the protection of Queensland’s youngest and most vulnerable—our zero to five-year-old 
children. The Child Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016 will align 
Queensland’s early childhood education and care sector, the ECEC sector, with the mandatory 
reporting obligations that other states and territories have had in place and successfully managed as 
they too recognised these provisions to be an important part of the broader child protection system. It 
will ensure an added layer of protection to the existing mandatory reporting regime in Queensland so 
that no child attending an approved ECEC service should fall through a gap.  

I thank the Health, Communities, Disability Services and Domestic and Family Violence 
Prevention Committee for its examination of the bill and for the opportunity to brief the committee. I 
would also like to thank all stakeholders who took the time to provide their submissions to the committee 
and for their participation in the public briefings. It is the views and insights of those stakeholders, those 
who are invested in providing care to our youngest cohort of children, which should be considered in 
our endeavour to have a safe and protective Queensland for all of our children.  

This bill is an important achievement for two very special people, two loving grandparents, John 
and Susan Sandeman, who have journeyed from Townsville to be with us here tonight to witness this 
debate. I first met John and Sue back in 2014 when I flew to Townsville for a personal meeting with 
them to discuss their call for Queensland’s ECEC sector to have mandatory reporting obligations. They 
are remarkable people, salt of the earth people, people whose lives changed in the most cruel way 
when in April 2011 their beloved grandson Mason Parker was murdered by his mother’s then boyfriend. 
In the few weeks prior to Mason’s death, bruising had been observed on his little body by staff at the 
childcare centre he regularly attended. These concerns were reported up the line of management in 
accordance with the childcare centre’s policies and procedures. However, the concerns were never 
reported through to the authorities. This bill will make it mandatory to report those concerns to the 
authorities.  

There is no doubt that this is a significant day for John and Sue after many years of lobbying for 
these laws—five years of relentless campaigning. They have been referred to as ‘walking billboards’, 
pounding the streets of Townsville gaining the attention of prime ministers and state politicians, even 
creating a television advertisement in their pursuit to ensure our state’s youngest and most vulnerable 
children are better protected. I am so very pleased that they are here tonight to witness these 
proceedings of this important bill in the House. Once again, I thank the minister for her collaborative 
work with me in ensuring that this bill passes through the House tonight.  

It is also a significant day for the member for Hinchinbrook, who advocated on behalf of the 
Sandemans to the LNP government to consider amendments to the legislation to capture the ECEC 
sector. I would also like to acknowledge the former attorney-general, the member for Kawana, for his 
genuine interest in the protection of children in this state and for his referral to the Queensland Law 
Reform Commission to undertake the review.  
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The bill delivers on the key recommendation of the QLRC’s review of mandatory reporting 
obligations for the ECEC sector; namely, that the mandatory reporting provisions in chapter 2, part 1AA, 
division 2 of the Child Protection Act 1999 be expanded to apply to the ECEC sector. The QLRC made 
two key observations during the review of mandatory reporting for the ECEC sector. The first was that 
Queensland and Western Australia are the only two Australian jurisdictions that currently do not extend 
mandatory reporting to the ECEC sector. The second was that the overwhelming majority of 
submissions received by the commission supported extending mandatory reporting obligations under 
the act to apply to the ECEC sector.  

One of those submitters was Early Childhood Australia, who identified that the ECEC sector ‘is 
one of the largest universal service systems working with families with young children’ and that 
‘young children are particularly vulnerable to child abuse and neglect as their capacity to communicate 
and understand their world is still developing’. The Benevolent Society considered that ‘staff in the 
ECEC sector have an important role to play in the child protection framework, especially for infants’.  

They noted that children aged zero to five years are particularly vulnerable to abuse and believe 
that mandatory reporting is therefore particularly important for the ECEC sector staff who, in many 
cases, may have the most ongoing contact with the infants. They also noted that, as infants, they are 
preverbal and are unable to communicate for themselves, they are highly vulnerable and those subject 
to harm are most in need of protection by responsible adults with whom they have contact. 

The committee also heard from two of Queensland’s most respected academics on mandatory 
reporting who said that the social science evidence shows that physical abuse and sexual abuse are 
widespread, harmful, costly and affect highly vulnerable children. They noted that acts of child sexual 
and physical abuse occur in private contexts and that child victims are extremely vulnerable members 
of society who cannot protect themselves and who require strong protective measures. They further 
noted the tendency for the most severe and dangerous physical abuse to be inflicted on children under 
three years of age. Most stakeholders considered that the ECEC sector is in a unique position to have 
exposure to these children in the first year of life and in the preschool years, and in those periods ECEC 
staff are in a superior position to all other professionals such as teachers, police and medical 
professionals to detect and report significant harm and enable early intervention. 

Again, I would like to thank all stakeholders who took the time to provide their valuable 
information, experience and insights to the committee on this bill. The key outcomes of this consultation 
have helped shape a number of amendments to the bill that I will outline in a little more detail. On 8 June 
2016 the committee tabled its report recommending that the bill be passed subject to a commencement 
date of 1 July 2017. The bill prescribed a commencement date of 1 January 2017, and we acknowledge 
that there was a preference by the sector to have more time for training in readiness for reporting 
obligations. In response to that, I foreshadow an amendment which will be made to clause 2 of the bill 
to commence operation on 1 July 2017. The QLRC found that the extension of mandatory reporting to 
the ECEC sector could be adequately addressed through appropriate training and education about the 
scope and content of the reporting obligation and the provision of adequate support and resourcing to 
the ECEC sector to fulfil the obligation. This is a similar process to that undertaken by the LNP when in 
government. 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I am running out of time, but if you would indulge me: John and Sue, I 
know that the passing of this bill will not bring your beloved Mason back. On behalf of all children in 
Queensland, the 28,000 children who currently attend day care, thank you for your unrelenting 
determination to help make Queensland a safer place for them and for all children, because your dream 
and the work that you have done will finally be realised tonight.  

Hon. SM FENTIMAN (Waterford—ALP) (Minister for Communities, Women and Youth, Minister 
for Child Safety and Minister for the Prevention of Domestic and Family Violence) (8.33 pm): I rise to 
support the Child Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016, subject to 
some important amendments which I am pleased to say have been provided to the member for Aspley 
to move tonight. In the spirit of bipartisan cooperation, the member for Aspley has agreed to move those 
amendments that have been drafted in consultation with the sector. I thank her for that. 

From the outset, I would like to acknowledge the tireless efforts of John and Sue Sandeman. The 
people of Queensland now have a much greater awareness of this issue, and it is largely as a result of 
their tenacity that we are debating this bill today. I was very pleased to meet with John and Sue this 
morning. This House owes them a great debt, and I believe we can learn a lot from them about how 
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we, as elected representatives, need to make sure that we are always listening and engaging with 
people about their lived experiences and, most importantly, taking those lived experiences and applying 
it to our consideration of laws before the House.  

I think we all recognise now that it should not have taken this long for this change to have 
occurred. In fact, it should have been part of mandatory reporting changes made in 2014. The 
Palaszczuk government is committed to the continual and ongoing strengthening of our child protection 
system. We are doing all we can to ensure the safety and wellbeing of our children, and I am pleased 
we are now moving in a bipartisan way to see this change happen.  

They say that change is the only constant. It is certainly something we are continually managing 
within Queensland’s child protection system. We are three years into the 10-year reform of our child 
protection system, and in that time we have already seen a number of positive changes but we still 
have more work to do. The job of keeping Queensland children safe is not one for government alone. 
It is a shared responsibility that the whole community must embrace. I know that many within the 
Townsville community have embraced John and Sue’s campaign for change and have supported them 
to keep this front and centre. This was the message of the Queensland Child Protection Commission 
of Inquiry. We must all take responsibility for the safety of Queensland children and this includes 
reporting genuine concerns about a child’s safety to the department of child safety.  

This is a responsibility we all have, and it is currently the case that any person can report a 
reasonable suspicion that a child may be in need of protection to Child Safety. Any person, whether 
mandated by law or not, who honestly and reasonably informs Child Safety of a reasonable suspicion 
that a child may be in need of protection is protected from civil, criminal, administrative and professional 
liability for doing so. That protection is afforded to everyone.  

When there are other concerns about a child’s wellbeing, it may be appropriate for Family and 
Child Connect or an appropriate service to provide support and assistance to the family. That is why 
the Palaszczuk government has committed $13.8 million in this financial year to complete the statewide 
rollout of Family and Child Connect services including two new services in Mount Isa and the Gulf and 
the Cape York and Torres Strait, and a further $45.7 million for intensive family support services across 
the state for families with multiple and complex needs. We have also helped thousands of mums and 
dads with their parenting skills through the free Triple P parenting program, to which we have committed 
$6.6 million over two years. 

The Queensland Law Reform Commission explored the evidence for mandatory reporting and 
found an overall positive effect of targeted, well-designed mandatory reporting laws. Early childhood 
education and care professionals work day in and day out with children who, because of their age and 
development, are particularly vulnerable. This places them in a unique position to identify child 
protection concerns to my department. This is something that many of them already do even though 
they are not mandatory reporters under the act.  

The Palaszczuk government is committed to the findings of the Queensland Law Reform 
Commission, and our government’s response to the commission’s report clearly supported 
recommendations to expand child protection mandatory reporting provisions to the early childhood and 
education care sector as well as the approved services within which the obligations should operate. 

Although these legislative amendments are important, they are not on their own enough. To 
ensure meaningful change, the amendments must be accompanied by targeted effective training and 
support to embed reporting practices across the sector. I am proud to say that the Palaszczuk 
government is supportive of the intent of this bill and has worked to ensure it is workable. I am pleased 
to see the bill before the House tonight is honouring Mason. Queensland’s statute book with this bill, 
and soon to be act, will always carry his name. I acknowledge that the member for Aspley has ensured 
this in her introduction of the private member’s bill.  

I also wish to acknowledge again the bipartisan support the member for Aspley is providing 
tonight in moving the government amendments. These amendments have been a collaborative effort 
between my department and the Minister for Education as well as key stakeholders in the early 
childhood education and care sector. Simplifying the bill will allow for more meaningful implementation, 
as professionals will be clearer on their reporting obligations. To achieve this, the wording of the bill 
should be consistent with terms and concepts already known and used across the early childhood 
education and care sector. The amendments moved tonight are better aligned and more consistent 
with the way other provisions in the act work and use clearly defined concepts that are already familiar 
to professionals working in the sector. 
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We also need to make sure the right people working in early childhood education and care 
services are captured by the new provisions. This includes professionals who have direct contact with 
children and their families and form those special relationships that help them see and hear the signs 
that a family is in need of help. It also includes those who have the skills and experience to support 
other professionals in making a decision on whether or not to report to Child Safety. 

I know the member for Aspley is also aware, as was the parliamentary committee that considered 
the bill, that appropriate lead-in time is needed to embed good reporting practices across the sector. 
My department, together with the Department of Education and Training, has spoken with a wide range 
of stakeholders about this and the response has been overwhelming: sufficient lead-in time is critical to 
embed appropriate, consistent reporting practices. It takes time to meet the needs of such a diverse 
sector, to ensure early childhood professionals receive the necessary information and training to 
support and embed appropriate reporting behaviour. We are already commencing work to prepare for 
the implementation of these vital changes. Mandatory reporting obligations must be expanded to 
include the early childhood education and care sector. I think both sides of the House agree there is no 
doubt around this.  

My department, together with the Department of Education and Training, has spoken with several 
key stakeholders in the early childhood education and care sector and they support the amendments 
that we have given to the opposition tonight which will be moved by the member for Aspley. I would like 
to thank all of our departmental staff who have worked so hard to make this a better bill tonight and 
who will continue to work with the sector to make sure these amendments are implemented effectively. 
We will continue to work closely with the early childhood education and care professionals as the 
changes are rolled out to determine appropriate implementation requirements. I support the second 
reading of this bill and encourage all members to support the amendments in the consideration in detail 
stage.  

Ms BATES (Mudgeeraba—LNP) (8.41 pm): I rise to make a contribution to the debate on the 
Child Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill as the shadow minister for child 
safety. This bill will bring about important reforms which have come out of a terrible tragedy in the death 
of Mason Parker, a 16-month-old toddler from Townsville who was murdered by his mother’s then 
boyfriend in 2011. These reforms aim to ensure that another tragic death like that of Mason Parker 
never happens again. Just days prior to his death, bruising was noticed on young Mason’s body by staff 
at his childcare centre. We now know that, while staff members at the centre followed their internal 
procedures and reported their concerns for Mason to the centre director, they were never reported on 
to the relevant authorities because the mandatory reporting requirements were simply not there. 

From the outset, I would like to congratulate my friend and colleague the member for Aspley for 
all of her work in bringing this bill before the House today because it was the member for Aspley who 
brought this bill to the House. She looked at this bill in government and has not stopped while we have 
been in opposition. She has made sure that this government is now supporting the bill.  

The bill we are debating today is the result of a significant amount of lobbying and consultation 
which began under the former LNP government during the tenure of the member for Aspley as minister 
and, as I said, continued into opposition. I would also like to mention the member for Hinchinbrook, who 
as the hardworking local member played the most important role in driving this reform and who listened 
and fought alongside his local constituents, the Sandemans. Finally, can I commend the driving forces 
behind this bill, John and Sue Sandeman, Mason Parker’s maternal grandparents. They have lobbied 
far and wide over the past five years for these reforms to be introduced into this House.  

When I first met John and Sue Sandeman in Townsville in April of this year, it was five years to 
the date that Mason lost his life. I was struck by their courage and their determination. Through their 
hard work, they have motivated others to campaign for justice in child safety, including the petition that 
was tabled in the last sitting week for another ‘Mason’. John and Sue Sandeman are truly an inspiration 
to many, and it was a privilege to once again catch up with them today in parliament. The day is finally 
here that they have worked so hard and waited so long for, and these reforms are at last being debated 
in this House. 

As members will be aware, mandatory reporting laws are in place in every jurisdiction in Australia. 
It is accepted throughout this country that laws requiring mandatory reporting from relevant bodies and 
authorities are a fundamental part of the broader child protection system. They are a crucial way that 
we as a society keep our children safe from harm. In Queensland there are already a range of 
professionals who are required by law to report any child safety concerns to the Department of 
Communities, Child Safety and Disability Services so that they can be acted upon. This requirement 
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aims to ensure that we do not have kids falling through the cracks. Whether doctors, registered nurses, 
teachers, police officers involved in child protection or a person engaged to perform a child advocate 
function under the Public Guardian Act 2014, legislation already exists to ensure that those who work 
with children, those who are best placed to know when something may be wrong, alert the appropriate 
authorities when they have legitimate concerns.  

Today, through the significant concerns which have been introduced by the opposition, we will 
see these mandatory reporting requirements expanded to include the early childhood education and 
care sector, where professionals are not mandatory reporters under the current legislation. This 
legislation recognises that we all have a role to play in protecting children from harm and raising any 
concerns when we fear they may be at risk of harm. This bill recognises the critical protective role the 
early childhood sector has in relation to children aged between zero and five years, when they are 
particularly vulnerable to harm. Our legislation understands that staff employed in early childhood 
services are in regular and direct contact with children and their families and are in a position to observe 
and raise concerns that the children may be at risk of significant harm, enabling a timely intervention to 
protect the children from harm. 

I am proud to have been part of a government and part of an opposition which fought to introduce 
these important reforms which will keep our kids safe. Through this expansion of reporting requirements 
to the early childhood sector, we can rest assured that no concerns will slip through the cracks when 
risk of harm is identified by early childhood education and care workers. I again wholeheartedly 
congratulate the members for Aspley and Hinchinbrook on their hard work and I commend John and 
Sue Sandeman on everything they have done to see these reforms come to fruition.  

Ms LINARD (Nudgee—ALP) (8.47 pm): I rise to speak to the Child Protection (Mandatory 
Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016. The objective of the bill is to extend mandatory 
reporting obligations to the early childhood education and care sector, giving effect to recommendations 
contained in the Queensland Law Reform Commission’s report, Review of child protection mandatory 
reporting laws for the early childhood education and care sector, which was tabled in parliament on 
25 February 2016. 

Mandatory reporting is a legislative requirement to report a suspected case of child abuse to a 
relevant authority. Currently in Queensland, the Child Protection Act provides that any person may 
report if they reasonably suspect a child may be in need of protection, having formed a reasonable 
suspicion that a child has or is suffering significant harm or is at an unacceptable risk of suffering such 
harm. In Queensland, as we have heard, a range of professionals who work and interact with children—
including doctors, registered nurses and teachers—are mandated by law to report child safety concerns 
to the Department of Communities, Child Safety and Disability Services. ECEC professionals—those 
who work in long day care, family day care, out-of-hours care and kindergarten services—are not 
subject to such mandatory reporting requirements, and it is this dichotomy that the Queensland Law 
Reform Commission recommendations and subsequently the bill go to. 

The Queensland Law Reform Commission report recommended that the mandatory reporting 
requirements under the act be expanded to apply to approved ECEC services and, within them, an 
approved provider, nominated supervisor, family day care coordinator or a person employed by an 
approved ECEC service who holds at least an approved certificate III level education and care 
qualification. The government’s response to the Law Reform Commission’s report supported expansion 
of mandatory reporting provisions to apply to the ECEC sector, making it clear that children’s health, 
safety and wellbeing are the government’s key consideration, that the government would support all 
educators who work with children and their families to appropriately report a child protection concern to 
the department and that the department of child safety, along with the Department of Education and 
Training, would partner with the ECEC sector in the development of targeted training and resources to 
support professionals in understanding reporting obligations under any new laws.  

While accepting the intent of recommendation 9-1 and 9-2, the government response noted that 
given the diversity of service types in the ECEC sector, it is critical that individual professionals are 
appropriately captured under any new legislative provisions. The private member’s Child Protection 
(Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill essentially seeks to give effect to 
recommendations as contained in the Queensland Law Reform Commission report.  

The committee sought written submissions on the bill, held a public briefing and a public and a 
private hearing. The committee received 12 submissions including from the Queensland Family and 
Child Commission; the Creche and Kindergarten Association Limited; Queensland Law Society; 
Queensland Catholic Education Commission, Queensland College of Teachers; and Mr John and 
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Mrs Susan Sandeman, grandparents of Mason John Parker, the bill’s namesake, who have a deeply 
personal investment in the bill before the House. I understand that Mr and Mrs Sandeman, as has been 
mentioned already, are in the public gallery tonight. I respectfully acknowledge their presence here this 
evening and the memory of Mason Parker.  

In their briefing to the committee, the Department of Communities, Child Safety and Disability 
Services acknowledged that parents have the primary responsibility for the care, wellbeing and 
development of their children. However, when cases of significant harm, as defined under the Child 
Protection Act, take place they often do so in private and children, particularly younger children, may 
be unable to ask for help. ECEC services are uniquely placed to identify vulnerable and high-risk 
families and to assist the department to perform its statutory obligation to investigate, assess and take 
action in cases of harm.  

All states and territories, except Queensland and WA, have extended legislative mandatory 
reporting laws to the ECEC sector. The majority of submissions to the Queensland Law Reform 
Commission supported extending mandatory reporting obligations to this sector. This was similarly the 
case for submissions received by the committee during our bill inquiry. One of the key questions in my 
mind during the committee’s deliberations was: does mandatory reporting help to uncover child abuse? 
Various Australian inquiries have concluded that mandatory reporting increases the number of reports 
made, both substantiated and unsubstantiated, but the evidence considered by the Queensland Law 
Reform Commission was mixed.  

In 2014-15 Queensland already had the second highest number of investigations resulting from 
notifications by childcare personnel in Australia, but should and can more be done? The QLRC review 
noted the work of Professor Benjamin Matthews which concluded that mandatory reporting identifies 
most cases of severe child maltreatment and cited several sources of data from the US which found 
that mandatory reporting may contribute to long-term declines in abuse. Concerns were raised in 
submissions, however, that mandatory reporting may lead to overreporting and that this could be an 
unintended and undesirable consequence of the bill. The Queensland Law Reform Commission review 
notes, however, an academic’s conclusion that overreporting in Australia and the US is not sustained 
by the evidence.  

The vast majority of evidence received by the committee supported the expansion of mandatory 
reporting to the ECEC sector. However, many stakeholders identified issues affecting implementation 
of the bill, most particularly who would be covered and from when. While agreeing that the bill should 
be passed subject to an amended commencement date, the committee was unable to agree on which 
individuals should be captured by the mandatory reporting provisions, whether role or qualification 
based, given the diversity of service types in the sector.  

Divergent views were provided to the committee regarding which staff in the ECEC sector should 
be mandated to report. Some stakeholders were of the view that reporting should be linked to a 
qualification, as is currently provided by the bill, whilst others considered mandatory reporting should 
be tied to the role undertaken by ECEC staff. Some thought the level of qualification provided by the 
bill is too low and should be increased. Others raised that the bill does not capture those who are 
currently studying for their qualification and are in direct contact with children. 

The key distinction was made by a number of submitters that it should be about the contact that 
the educators have with children rather than a qualification that could be held by a person within an 
approved centre who is potentially removed from direct contact with children. This alternate and 
simplified approach proposed by the original bill would ensure the legislation captures educators in 
frequent contact with children who are best placed to identify child protection concerns as well as more 
experienced professionals in a supervisory or management role.  

It was proposed that the bill as introduced would commence on 1 January 2017. Explanatory 
notes to the bill stated that this commencement date would allow sufficient time for the department of 
education to prepare a comprehensive training and education program about the scope of the reporting 
obligation prior to the legislation taking effect. This view was not shared by many submitters, who felt 
that the two to three months provided for between possible assent and 1 January 2017, which includes 
the Christmas period and the period before many staff are hired in time to commence the kindy term, 
was insufficient. The Queensland Catholic Education Commission put it well when they advised the 
committee— 
... it depends on whether you want it done well or not. Can it be done? Yes. People will meet their mandated requirements. Will 
it be done well? I think there would be doubt around that.  
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Surely there is no question that it should be done properly. The committee felt so and unanimously 
agreed that the bill should be passed subject to amendment of the commencement date from 1 January 
to 1 July 2017. We listened to stakeholders’ concerns.  

The member for Aspley was forthright and comprehensive in her briefing to the committee on the 
bill and I acknowledge and thank her for that assistance. The committee diligently considered the bill 
before us and the issues raised by submitters. We worked together to ensure a positive outcome for 
vulnerable children and families in our community and across Queensland. It is heartening to see this 
House do likewise this evening.  

I take this opportunity to acknowledge both the past deputy chair, the member for Moggill, and 
the current deputy chair, the member for Caloundra and my fellow committee members, the members 
for Greenslopes, Thuringowa, Mudgeeraba, Gaven, Mount Ommaney and Buderim, who contributed 
to this inquiry.  

I note from the amendments to be moved during consideration in detail distributed this evening 
that the member for Aspley has accepted the comments and recommendations of the committee. I 
thank the member for Aspley for responding positively to the recommendations of the committee and 
listening to the views of stakeholders. I know these amendments, if passed, will support a successful 
transition to the new legislative requirements.  

At the public hearing all stakeholders highlighted the importance of training for effective 
implementation of legislation and in reducing the potential for overreporting. This is an important 
consideration should the bill pass, and I am confident the department of education in conjunction with 
the department of child safety and the ECEC sector will manage with the sufficient time proposed by 
the amendment prior to commencement of the bill on 1 July 2017.  

I would like to conclude where I began, and that is by acknowledging Mr John and Mrs Susan 
Sandeman. John and Susan provided a submission to the inquiry and spoke to the committee via 
videoconference. The loss of their grandson Mason could have been nothing less than profound. I 
admire the courage and fortitude they have shown in persevering through their personal loss and grief 
to see reform take place. I commend the bill and amendments to the House.  

Mr CRIPPS (Hinchinbrook—LNP) (8.56 pm): What this private member’s bill will do has been 
canvassed by the member for Aspley, who introduced it into the House in March this year. I thank her 
for progressing this matter both in government and in opposition. What I want to do during my 
contribution is explain why this private member’s bill is here. I first met John and Sue Sandeman, Mason 
Parker’s maternal grandparents, back in 2013 when they began asking me questions about why Troy 
William Reed, the man who was accused of murdering their grandson, had been granted bail while 
awaiting trial. John and Sue are my constituents and they are two very genuine, very decent 
Queenslanders. Troy William Reed was eventually found guilty of murdering Mason Parker and has 
been sentenced to life in prison. It was a callous and a savage crime.  

Mason was 17 months old, a defenceless little boy who at the time of his death had suffered a 
17-centimetre skull fracture, a ruptured bowel and had more than 50 bruises such was the violence 
inflicted on his body. While John and Sue were obviously asking me questions about the sometimes 
baffling nuances of our criminal justice system, they were also starting to ask me questions about the 
child safety and childcare system in Queensland that had failed to identify what we now know was a 
pattern of abuse that Mason Parker had suffered at the hands of Troy William Reed. For example, 
during the trial of Troy William Reed in relation to Mason’s death, John and Sue discovered that staff 
at Mason’s daycare centre in Townsville had taken photos of severe bruising and redness from his 
backside down to the back of his knees but did not pass this information on to child safety authorities. 
It is not mandatory for the staff to do so.  

In the course of my representations on behalf of John and Sue Sandeman, we were able to 
establish that childcare centres operating under the Child Care Act 2002 must report a serious injury, 
harm or suspected harm to a child that occurs while the child is in the care of that service and that it is 
an offence for that service to fail to report such an injury, harm or suspected harm. However, there was 
no such requirement for a childcare service or their staff to report suspected cases of child abuse that 
occurred outside of that service.  

This strange situation obviously alarmed John and Sue, who began to wonder why this perceived 
inconsistency existed. They began to wonder if these arrangements were satisfactory to protect young 
children. We also found out that in Queensland it was mandatory for doctors, nurses and child safety 
officers to report suspected cases of child abuse and that it was mandatory for state school and 
non-state school employees to report suspected cases of child sexual abuse.  
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These revelations fuelled John and Sue’s questions to me, as their local MP, and of the system 
at large. John and Sue started lobbying, they started raising community awareness and they started a 
petition. That petition was supported by more than 1,200 Queenslanders, and I tabled that petition on 
their behalf in this House in February 2014. That petition called for it to be mandatory for staff at 
childcare centres in Queensland to report suspected cases of child abuse. That petition meant that 
more than 1,200 Queenslanders had expressed their dissatisfaction with the current arrangements and 
their support for change. They had perceived the same inconsistencies and the same inadequacies as 
John and Sue. Since then John and Sue’s public advocacy has received a huge level of support from 
the community in the Townsville region.  

At the same time as all of these tragic, devastating events were happening in John and Sue’s 
life, the former LNP government had established the Queensland Child Protection Commission of 
Inquiry. On 1 July 2013 Commissioner Carmody presented his report, which in part warned that 
increased mandatory reporting could adversely overload the child safety system. The concern raised 
by Commissioner Carmody was that mandatory reporting of suspected cases of child abuse could result 
in large numbers of incidents being referred to child safety authorities, potentially resulting in genuine 
cases being overlooked or not being attended to in a timely fashion. This was a legitimate and serious 
concern which had to be addressed.  

As someone who is not a child safety expert the answer was not immediately clear to me, but 
what was certain was that, in view of what had happened to Mason Parker and what would potentially 
happen to other young children in Queensland, we had to take action to determine the most appropriate 
framework to protect those who are amongst the most vulnerable in our community. There had to be a 
proper discussion and debate about how to adequately protect children from abuse, balanced against 
the practical realities of the child safety system in Queensland. I am proud to say that I think the former 
LNP government put in place a proper process for this matter to be considered responsibly, and I am 
proud that this bill is in the House and being debated tonight.  

I thank the member for Surfers Paradise who, as the former education minister, responded with 
empathy when I made representations on behalf of the Sandemans in relation to the current 
arrangements for mandatory reporting of suspected cases of child abuse. The member was always 
cooperative and open-minded about the need for change. I also thank the member for Kawana who, as 
the former attorney-general, also responded with empathy when on behalf of the Sandemans I 
questioned him about the granting of bail to Troy William Reed while he awaited trial for the violent, 
barbaric murder of 17-month-old Mason Parker. The member for Kawana was professional and 
respectful. The member for Kawana was also extremely helpful in suggesting that the question about 
the expansion of mandatory reporting of suspected cases of child abuse to employees in the childcare 
sector should be considered by the Queensland Law Reform Commission. This enabled the matter to 
be given a robust examination to better inform all of those involved in the debate. The referral to the 
Queensland Law Reform Commission could investigate the legitimate concerns expressed by the 
Queensland Child Protection Commission of Inquiry against the obvious concerns being expressed by 
the community in terms of the vulnerability of children and the perceived inconsistencies in mandatory 
reporting requirements across different professions.  

The colleague to whom I offer the most genuine thanks and heartfelt gratitude is my friend the 
member for Aspley. As the former minister for child safety, the member for Aspley was the steward of 
Queensland’s child protection system when I brought these concerns to her. She always took the safety 
of Queensland’s children as a serious and solemn responsibility. Mason’s death did not occur while she 
was the minister, but the member for Aspley was diligent in considering the circumstances of Mason’s 
death against her responsibility to consider the recommendations in the Queensland Child Protection 
Commission of Inquiry. The member for Aspley has taken this issue into her own heart, as have I. I 
know that John and Sue have greatly appreciated the member for Aspley’s compassion and friendship 
over the last few years as this issue has been debated, reviewed, investigated and scrutinised to 
ultimately produce this private member’s bill before the Queensland parliament.  

We have all shared a difficult and sometimes frustrating journey to get to this moment. No-one, 
of course, has had a more harrowing or turbulent journey than John and Sue themselves. John and 
Sue have come to understand that mandatory reporting may not have saved their grandson Mason 
from the evil hands of Troy William Reed. They blame him; they do not blame the childcare workers 
concerned who, they acknowledge, did not break any laws. John and Sue also know that a change to 
the law now will not bring their grandson back to them; however, they have passionately pursued this 
change because they do not want any other grandparents to go through what they have gone through. 
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That I have played a small part in helping and supporting them to achieve their goal is personally 
very satisfying. I want to express my admiration for John and Sue Sandeman for focusing their love for 
their grandson on his legacy. The title of this private member’s bill carries his name. Mason was his 
name. Congratulations, John and Sue. When this change happens it will be because you never gave 
up. Your determination has driven a long, but considered, process to better protect kids in Queensland. 
What happened to Mason was an unspeakable, unforgivable crime. Five years and six months after 
Mason Parker passed away this bill proposes a change to the law to try and reduce the likelihood that 
such a terrible thing will ever happen again in Queensland. I hope all members now understand a little 
bit better why this bill is here and the reasons why I hope that all members will support it.  

Mr KELLY (Greenslopes—ALP) (9.07 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Child Protection 
(Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016. I start by acknowledging the previous 
speaker and the passionate way he has pursued this issue over many years. I wish to pay tribute to 
Susan and John Sandeman. They have selflessly toiled over many years to try and salvage something 
positive and lasting out of a great personal tragedy. The death of a child under any circumstances is 
incredibly tragic, but to adults—particularly those who are entrusted with the care of a child, or who are 
related to a child, or who supposedly love a child—deliberately hurting a child in any way is incredibly 
appalling and disturbing. It disturbed me 25 years ago or more when I first cared for suspected child 
abuse victims and neglected children in the children’s hospital, and it disturbs me today. Those images 
will long remain with me.  

Our children constantly come into contact with institutions and organisations from the moment 
they are born. Like all parents, I have frequently entrusted the care of my children to midwives, nurses, 
doctors, early childhood educators, childcare workers, teachers, sporting coaches, music teachers and 
most recently Scout leaders. My personal experiences have been positive, and any concerns that I 
have raised have been dealt with professionally and quickly. The early childhood educators and 
childcare workers that I have dealt with have been professional and caring. They have done much to 
enrich the lives of my daughters and my entire family, but what this inquiry and this issue have shown 
is that there is more to be done. This bill is doing that. The majority of people who work in this sector 
provide the highest quality of care. We have made a range of changes over many years to ensure the 
safety of children in care, and this bill will continue this process. 

As a nurse I worked for years in a profession that has mandatory reporting obligations. These 
reporting obligations mean that we have been trained in identifying child safety issues and we have 
robust systems in place to report concerns. Perhaps most importantly they have raised the general 
awareness across the profession of nursing about these issues and raised the awareness of how to 
respond to them in a way that has helped to keep children safe.  

I fully support the establishment of mandatory reporting obligations in the early childhood 
education and care sector. We heard from many organisations in the sector about the positive benefits 
this change will bring for the sector. I am pleased to say that the organisations were supportive of the 
intent of this bill. The committee listened to the feedback about the bill from those who work in the 
sector. While acknowledging that mandatory reporting is important, they were keen to have a delayed 
commencement date to allow time to properly prepare for this change. That request was born out of 
their desire to get this process right.  

In my time as a nurse I went through many process changes that had implications of life and 
death. People do need time and training to make these significant changes and get things right. I 
commend the organisations that came before the committee for taking this issue so seriously and for 
being so willing to consider changes that will have impacts on them. I am pleased that the minister 
acted on the committee’s recommendation regarding the start date. This recommendation was 
unanimous.  

I acknowledge the members of the committee. This was not an easy inquiry to go through—few 
that we deal with seem to be easy—but the challenges we faced were microscopic compared to those 
of the families, particularly the Sandemans, who have to deal with the aftermath of the loss of a child in 
the manner in which Mason was lost. I commend the member for Aspley and acknowledge the positive 
contribution she has made on this issue.  

Committee members could not reach agreement on who should be covered by the requirement 
for mandatory reporting. This industry is complex and evolving, as are the professions and the 
occupations in this industry. I am glad that the departments of child safety and education have 
undertaken consultation with the ECEC sector to navigate these complexities. I am pleased that the 
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Minister for Child Safety is now in a position to move forward with these amendments with the ECEC 
sector’s support. That will see a workable solution. I am sure that with these amendments this bill will 
achieve its objectives.  

The entire community will welcome the bipartisan support for these changes. I certainly 
appreciated the spirit in the committee, which approached this issue in a very bipartisan manner. 
Improving safety for children in the early childhood education and care sector certainly deserves nothing 
less.  

I finish by again acknowledging Susan and John Sandeman. I acknowledge their courage in 
pursuing this matter. Nothing will replace Mason, but I hope they will take some small solace from the 
fact that they have played a significant role in improving safety for all kids in the early childhood 
education and care sector. I as a parent am appreciative of the fact that they have pursued this matter. 
I am sure that all parents in Queensland will appreciate it also. I commend the bill to the House.  

Mr McARDLE (Caloundra—LNP) (9.13 pm): I rise to make a contribution to the debate of the bill 
before the House. I commence, as other members have, by congratulating members of the committee—
the chair, the member for Nudgee, and the current and past members—the secretariat and all involved 
in the process. Hearing of the events surrounding Mason’s passing was indeed an emotional journey. 
I acknowledge the strong and determined efforts by his grandparents to move forward to a resolution. 
I think their spirit touched all of us more than once.  

The committee did work hard together. I think at the end of the day it shows that the committee 
system can achieve great outcomes, as can be seen in what we are doing here tonight, with all sides 
of the parliament coming together for what can only be called a momentous occasion.  

I congratulate a very good friend of mine, Tracy Davis, the shadow minister, for the work she did 
in never letting go of her principles and those of the Sandemans—always remembering that it is Mason 
we are here for and those other ‘Masons’ who may be out there but for this bill. The work she did should 
always be recalled in high regard.  

I sincerely thank John and Susan Sandeman, the grandparents of Mason John Parker. It must 
be incredibly emotional being a grandparent in those circumstances. The strength of these people 
cannot be measured by human means. The strength they have brought to bear to ensure their little 
Mason is recalled tonight is second to none that I can recall in my time as a member of this House.  

Mason was 16 months old when he died in April 2011 as a result of the actions of his mother’s 
then boyfriend, who is serving a sentence of life imprisonment. No-one can give Mason back to his 
family, yet his passing may, through the passing of this bill, give life to other children.  

In November 2014 the then attorney-general and minister for justice requested the Queensland 
Law Reform Commission to review reporting laws for the early childhood education and care sector. 
The QLRC reported in December 2015, and on 17 March 2016 the shadow minister tabled the current 
bill containing the provisions provided in the QLRC report.  

We know that there are arguments for and against extending reporting to the ECEC sector; 
however, to me, one of the most important is that it goes to protecting children under the age of six 
years because, as is stated in the committee’s report— 
… children under 6 can often not seek help themselves, which is why others must help them. ECEC staff are well-placed to do 
this.  

Clause 4 of the bill lists the positions in the ECEC sector that will need to comply with reporting 
requirements. I note that if this bill passes Western Australia will be the only state in Australia not to 
include the ECEC sector in reporting requirements.  

The protection of little ones is often said to be one of the main obligations of this House, and this 
bill is one more plank in achieving that. It is said that it takes a community to raise a child. I say, equally, 
it takes a community to protect a child. This bill creates a legal framework, but the moral obligation rests 
on us all. I call on all members to support the bill before the House.  

Mr HARPER (Thuringowa—ALP) (9.17 pm): I rise to make a contribution in support of the Child 
Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016. At the very heart of this bill is 
the legacy of young Mason John Parker, a 16-month-old beautiful little boy tragically murdered in 
2011—a toddler at the very beginning of what should have been a life filled with happiness and creating 
memories. That little boy, sadly—tragically—never got the chance to have that life. As we know, he 
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suffered terribly at the hands of a person—I struggle to say his name—Troy William Reed, the de facto 
partner of Mason’s mother, who was entrusted to care for him. As we heard from the member for 
Hinchinbrook, this beautiful boy suffered a fractured skull, bruises, internal injuries and a ruptured 
bowel. That monster I speak of is now serving 15 years in prison for his horrible crimes.  

Let us all remember why we are here. We stand here today to finally deliver this vital and 
important piece of legislation—a piece of legislation that will protect young lives and, I believe, in fact 
save the lives of innocent children to whom some in our society do terrible things, resulting in injury 
and, in Mason’s case, death as a result of those injuries.  

This mandatory reporting will change the way our early childhood educators report on suspicious 
injuries identified on a child. I believe that we should do everything in our power as a government in a 
bipartisan manner, and at this point I commend Minister Shannon Fentiman, the dedicated staff of the 
department of communities and child safety, the secretariat and fellow committee members for the 
considerable body of work done in the background to effectively land this bill in the parliamentary 
chamber tonight. I also acknowledge the member for Aspley for her role in her private member’s bill 
and the bipartisan nature of working through the amendments to see the bill pass.  

I do have a matter of concern that I will address later, but all in this place have a role to play in 
protecting the innocent lives of all children and we all should as legislators do our measured best to 
deliver on bills such as this to ensure these terrible and tragic events do not happen in our society. 
Unfortunately, we cannot control those who seek to do harm. However, I firmly believe that this bill—
Mason’s law—will help identify those who deliberately harm children and that those people are dealt 
with by the courts and found guilty of such terrible behaviour. 

I have spoken in this House before of my experience in having to respond to children in my 
25 years as a paramedic, and I struggle to remove some of those shocking and tragic images from my 
mind. Those experiences, and, in fact, my own life experiences growing up as a child and having been 
subjected to violent episodes from those who are meant to love and care for a child, have changed me 
as a person today. I now observe and judge those in our community who are entrusted to love and care 
to raise children with a degree of uncertainty, just hoping they all do the right thing by their children. 
What a tragedy that as a society we have to create such legislation as Mason’s law to ensure our 
children are protected from the monsters out there—and that is how I describe them—seeking to harm 
their own or other’s children. 

Before I go on, I want to acknowledge Mr John and Mrs Sue Sandeman in the public gallery 
observing history in our Queensland parliament—so often called the people’s house, and that term 
could not be more accurate tonight. John and Sue have been unwavering in their desire to see this 
through from the beginning. I commend their dedication and their commitment to see this legislation 
finally passed. I applaud you both for your love of Mason and your desire to see all children in early 
childcare centres protected through the passing of this vital but sadly needed piece of legislation aptly 
named Mason’s law. From your work the end of this long journey is near. You can now rest assured his 
legacy—Mason Parker’s legacy—lives on forever. Our congratulations. I have said before that in my 
short time here I have learnt that there is a time to be a parliamentarian and a time to be a politician. I 
believe this occasion calls for the former as we strive to deliver this in a bipartisan manner. We are here 
talking about Mason’s legacy after all. However, I am disappointed about an article in Saturday’s paper. 
I say to the member for Aspley that it did not need to happen. The article states— 
No one, from local members right through to senior ministers, has bothered to keep in regular contact with the family ...  

I know that I have only been a member for 18 months and I really do genuinely see the intent of 
what the member for Aspley and the member for Hinchinbrook have tried to achieve here, but for the 
record I think I have had a very good conversation and interactions—all positive—with John and Sue, 
including a very private meeting in my electorate office just a couple of months ago. Again, I only spoke 
with them last Friday before that article was printed and I just do not think it was needed. It takes the 
shine off what we are trying to do. Let us all rise above and remember why we are here. I do believe 
that we all have a really valid intent in what we are trying to achieve here. It is an important piece of 
legislation and let us keep that bipartisan manner as the bill is all deserving—all entirely deserving—of 
our very best performance as legislators and members of our parliament, so let us get on with it. 

It is important to look at the journey so far. A public campaign led by John and Sue commenced 
not long after the sentencing of Reed, the person responsible for Mason’s death. On 11 February 2014, 
as the member for Hinchinbrook stated—and I commend him for his work—he tabled the Sandemans’ 
petition in parliament. It went through a number of procedures of the parliament at that time, the 54th 
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Parliament. I still struggle to understand why when the then attorney-general introduced the child 
protection amendment bill 2014 it did not include the early childhood education sector. I still struggle as 
to why that did not happen then, but we are here now and that is a good thing. I commend those 
opposite for changing their views of what was in the 54th Parliament and getting it to the 55th Parliament 
and finally landing here tonight. As the committee said, we received numerous submissions with 
concerns by the definition used by the— 

Mr Crandon: You can’t help yourself, can you? No, you can’t. 

Mr HARPER: No. This is important. We are all here together and it does not need an interjection. 
We are all here together to deliver a very important piece of legislation. We know that appropriate 
training will be provided to educate people in the ECEC sector, but that is going to take some time. The 
Palaszczuk government is committed to the findings of the Queensland Law Reform Commission. Our 
government response to the commission’s report clearly supports the recommendation to expand child 
protection mandatory reporting provisions to the early childhood education and care sector as well as 
the approved services within which the obligations should operate. I know our government will deliver 
this. The Palaszczuk government is proud to provide bipartisan support. Child safety reforms deserve 
bipartisan support in this place. I again acknowledge Minister Fentiman and the member for Aspley for 
working together on these amendments to see them introduced tonight to make this bill workable. I 
commend the bill to the House to be forever known as Mason’s law. Again, I give my congratulations 
to John and Sue Sandeman.  

Mrs STUCKEY (Currumbin—LNP) (9.26 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Child Protection 
(Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016 and do so with a very, very heavy heart. 
While some work has been done to reduce the incidence of child abuse and neglect by many dedicated 
and caring people, there is still a long, long way to go when it comes to the protection of society’s most 
vulnerable—our children. Tonight we are embracing the passage of a piece of history in Mason’s law. 
On 7 March this year the then shadow minister for communities, child safety and disability services, the 
honourable member for Aspley, introduced this bill. The bill was duly referred to the Health, 
Communities, Disability Services and Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Committee for 
consideration, with the requirement to report to the House by 8 June this year. The policy objectives of 
this bill are to implement recommendations made by the Queensland Law Reform Commission in its 
report titled Review of child protection mandatory reporting laws for the early childhood education and 
care sector tabled on 25 February 2016 recommending that mandatory reporting provisions in the Child 
Protection Act 1999 be expanded to apply to this sector. 

In November 2014 the former attorney-general, the honourable member for Kawana, asked the 
Queensland Law Reform Commission to undertake a review into whether the ECEC sector should 
become mandatory reporters. The commission found an overwhelming majority of respondents and 
submissions supported extending the mandatory reporting obligation under the Child Protection Act 
1999 to apply to the ECEC sector as the commission recognised the protective role of this sector in 
relation to children aged zero to five years of age. Extensive consultation was undertaken during the 
commission’s review and the release of a discussion paper called for submissions along with 
consultation meetings with a number of key stakeholders, including government departments and 
representative bodies of the ECEC sector. A total of 29 written submissions were received by the 
commission. However, it was the tragic loss of a little boy’s life that triggered this private member’s bill. 
Grandparents Sue and John Sandeman, who, as we all know, are with us tonight in the gallery—in fact, 
they have been here in the parliament all day—met with the honourable member for Aspley to discuss 
mandatory reporting laws after their 16-month-old grandson toddler, Mason Parker, was murdered by 
his mother’s partner in 2011 in Townsville. 

Mason’s grandparents have been unswerving in their determination to prevent this type of 
tragedy by introducing mandatory reporting by child-care staff. The Sandemans have led two petitions 
that have been lodged with the Queensland parliament, requesting that Queensland childcare services 
and centres become mandatory reporters. I commend the courage and devotion of little Mason’s 
grandparents to advocate so fervently for change. I commend the former minister and shadow minister, 
the honourable member for Aspley, and the honourable member for Hinchinbrook, for acting upon their 
significant concerns. It is so easy to listen but not act. In this case, actions are going to speak louder 
than any words that we hear in this House tonight.  

It is not surprising that the parliamentary committee agreed that the bill should be passed and 
the recommendations in the committee’s report reflect that. The committee agreed that the bill should 
be amended to commence on 1 July 2017 rather than 1 January of that year to enable the necessary 
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changes to be made. This decision was made after a number of inquiry participants identified the 
importance of staff training and the updating of policies as part of the expanded mandatory reporting 
obligations as well as community awareness.  

The 2008 New South Wales report mentioned in the QLRC review said that, overall, any 
criticisms of mandatory reporting laws related mainly to implementation issues, such as resourcing and 
training, rather than the requirement itself. I note that the committee was unable to agree on who in the 
ECEC sector should be mandated to report child protection concerns. The non-government members 
acknowledged the QLRC recommendation on this topic and expressed support for the bill in its current 
form. The government members of the committee acknowledged the Queensland government 
response to the report, noting that, given the diversity of service types in the ECEC sector, it is critical 
that individual professionals are appropriately captured under new legislative provisions.  

All Australian states and territories have legislated mandatory reporting laws. Although most 
jurisdictions require nominated professionals to report child protection concerns, Queensland and 
Western Australia are the only two states that do not extend mandatory reporting to the ECEC sector. 
Currently, in Queensland, the Child Protection Act 1999 identifies mandatory reporters to be a doctor 
or a registered nurse, a teacher, a police officer who works in child protection, and a person engaged 
to perform a child advocate function under the Public Guardian Act. This bill will amend the Child 
Protection Act 1999 to include three additional categories of mandated reporters. 

 At the public briefing, the member for Aspley told the committee the following— 
The bill is quite straightforward. It is simply inserting a new cohort which is reflective of the ECEC sector. There are no other 
changes to the act; there no penalties. It aligns very neatly with the reporting obligations of every other mandatory reporter that 
appears in the Child Protection Act.  

The member for Aspley stated further— 
... there is already an assumption in the community that they— 

ECEC staff— 
are mandatory reporters and this will really reflect what the community believes anyway.  

How important it was to pick up that gap and be able to fill it by introducing this legislation. As I 
said at the beginning of my contribution, it is with a heavy heart that I make this contribution. When I 
was elected as the member for Currumbin in 2004, the reason then premier Beattie gave for going to 
the polls early was child protection issues. As the Liberal shadow spokesperson at the time and a former 
paediatric nurse, I said that my heart wept for the atrocities and abuse inflicted upon children that was 
revealed in the Crime and Misconduct Commission report of January 2004 under the guidance of 
chairperson Brendan Butler CS titled Protecting children: an inquiry into abuse of children in foster care.  

In the CMC annual report for 2003-04, Mr Butler noted that he had held public hearings over two 
weeks and received more than 228 written submissions. Further in the report he stated— 
What I was told during the public inquiry was alarming and led to the sad realisation that the state’s child protection system had 
for years failed Queensland children in many important respects.  

Honourable members, here we are in 2016 and, regrettably, those same words could be echoed. 
My heart still weeps every single time another young and innocent life is lost. South Australia’s royal 
commission into its child protection system revealed some shocking statistics and cast a pall over the 
performance of Families South Australia.  

Notifications from the ECEC sector alone will not save every child. More recently, the death in 
Caboolture of a 21-month-old toddler who had extensive and horrific injuries sustained over a prolonged 
period highlighted the gaps in the system that should never have been there. When the minister says 
that child safety is everyone’s business, it certainly is but, unfortunately, those words spill from our lips 
very easily. Let not every single one of us forget that we have both a moral and a social obligation to 
protect those who cannot do so themselves, our children. I am genuinely heartened by the provisions 
in this bill which I have no doubt will save precious young lives. I add my deep respect for the 
Sandemans for enabling us to be here debating and passing this bill tonight.  

Hon. CJ O’ROURKE (Mundingburra—ALP) (Minister for Disability Services, Minister for Seniors 
and Minister Assisting the Premier on North Queensland) (9.35 pm): I rise to speak in support of the 
Child Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016. I would like to 
acknowledge Mason’s grandparents, John and Sue Sandeman, in the gallery. They have shown great 
strength and courage in their harrowing journey for change, to do everything they can to ensure that 
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another family does not go through what they have, and in being here tonight to see this change come 
to fruition. Mason Parker was just 16 months old when he was murdered in Townsville in April 2011. 
This tragedy happened just days after childcare workers documented bruising on this little boy’s body 
but, unfortunately, not completing the process of alerting authorities.  

As a director of an early childhood centre before becoming a member of this House and a mother 
of two children, I remember the shock and sadness I felt when I heard this news. This truly was a 
tragedy that shook my community. Since losing their grandson, Mason’s grandparents, John and Sue, 
have been campaigning for the early childhood sector to be mandatory reporters, because they do not 
want to see another child tragically lose their life—and nor do I. I applaud John and Sue for their tireless 
work in campaigning for change, because there is nothing more important than the safety and wellbeing 
of our children. We all have a responsibility to protect them.  

Currently, Queensland and Western Australia are the only two states that do not extend 
mandatory reporting to include early childhood education and care sector professionals. This needs to 
change. Similar to primary and high school teachers, early childhood educators are in the unique 
position where they see children on a regular basis and are able to pick up on sometimes subtle 
changes in their behaviour—physical appearance and distress levels. They are also in a position to 
enable the early detection of cases that otherwise may not come to the attention of the relevant 
agencies.  

Previously, when I was a director of an early childhood centre, that centre annually reviewed its 
policies to ensure that they were up to date and relevant to its role of providing a safe and productive 
learning environment. Throughout this process, that early childhood centre proactively reviewed and 
updated its own internal child protection policies that voluntarily reported concerns to Child Safety 
through detailed procedures of responsibility that were outlined to all staff, because that early childhood 
centre held strong beliefs around the safety and wellbeing of the children in its care. There are many 
centres that have similar policies in place, but this legislation will ensure that all centres have a 
legislative framework and procedure in place that ensures that educators effectively identify and report 
all concerns for the safety of children in their care.  

The extension of mandatory reporting to the early childhood sector in Queensland through this 
bill is a step towards national consistency and a huge leap towards better protecting our children. The 
proposed amendments will reduce the complexity of the private member’s bill by clarifying the scope of 
services and ECEC roles captured by the provisions. Under the new amendments, a mandatory 
reporter will be defined by their role, rather than their qualification. This amendment is very important 
in this industry, where a lot of its educators are not fully qualified at all times but actively working towards 
getting a qualification, which is completely allowable under the regulations. This amendment ensures 
that all educators who are working with children have the ability to be aware and alert to any concerns 
and to have the ability to act.  

It is also important that we provide flexibility and greater lead-in time for the implementation of 
these provisions to ensure that ECEC staff receive appropriate training in all matters concerning 
effective child protection, which was a key concern raised by the sector. It is important that we provide 
educators with adequate training on how to document these cases, what to do when they suspect abuse 
and what supports there are during the entire process of reporting suspected abuse. Having had to 
make one of these phone calls myself in my time as director, I know firsthand that these are not 
decisions that should be made lightly but are decisions that are absolutely necessary.  

This bill and the proposed amendments are all about helping to create a culture change towards 
a society which does not tolerate abuse and neglect of our children. Mandatory reporting is a strategy 
which acknowledges the prevalence, seriousness and often hidden nature of child abuse and neglect. 
Protecting children is everyone’s business and we all have a moral responsibility to report suspected 
cases of child abuse and neglect. I fully respect and acknowledge the work of John and Sue Sandeman 
to see this come into law. For the reasons I have outlined, I do absolutely support the bill and the 
amendments. 

Mr BOOTHMAN (Albert—LNP) (9.40 pm): Firstly, I would like to thank all those who were 
involved: the committee, the member for Aspley for putting this bill together and the member for 
Hinchinbrook for his advocacy for this very important piece of legislation that the majority of the House 
seems to be very positive about. It is certainly pleasing to see that there is bipartisan agreement on this 
very emotive issue. It was only recently that the member for Mudgeeraba was in Beenleigh just outside 
my electorate for White Balloon Day with Hetty Johnston. It was a delight to have her there in the 
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northern area of my electorate. There are many young families in my electorate. There are childcare 
centres galore dotted throughout the electorate. This piece of legislation will go a long way to helping 
childcare centres to protect those most vulnerable in our society: our little children.  

I thank the grandparents, John and Sue, for their tireless passion and courage in never giving up 
on this cause for their little grandchild, Mason. At 16 months he was certainly taken away far too soon. 
I have young children. My parents, their grandparents, love to spend time with their grandkids. I cannot 
fathom the loss that John and Sue have had inflicted on them. I cannot comprehend the pain that they 
have been through. My wish is that that pain is never put onto another living soul.  

Other members have been through the detail of the bill itself so I do not feel it is warranted that I 
go through it as well. I thank all those who participated in getting this bill here tonight. From 1 July 2017 
little kids will have more protection. Queensland will be in line with other jurisdictions—apart from 
Western Australia—which is a good thing. To keep it short, because in all honesty I just want to see 
this bill passed, any law we can put through that potentially saves a child’s life is a good day for this 
chamber. Once this bill passes we can go home and tell our children or our grandchildren that we did 
something really good here today.  

Ms FARMER (Bulimba—ALP) (9.44 pm): I rise to speak briefly to the Child Protection (Mandatory 
Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016, which proposes mandatory reporting provisions in the 
Child Protection Act 1999 be expanded to apply to the early childhood education and care sector. I wish 
to acknowledge John and Susan Sandeman in the gallery today. I have not had the privilege of meeting 
them in person, but I acknowledge the journey that they have clearly gone on over the last number of 
years since Mason’s death and their courage and commitment to making Mason’s death count. I cannot 
begin to imagine the journey that they have been on but acknowledge the comments of the many people 
who obviously have had very close relationships with them and can see from their stories just how 
brave they are. I hope that you feel very proud of what you have done today and what you are going to 
achieve tonight. 

I would like to acknowledge the members for Aspley and Hinchinbrook for their passion and 
commitment to this cause, which is very clear. They have fought the good fight and they must be feeling 
incredibly proud of everything that has happened so far and all the people who have taken part in this. 
I would like to acknowledge the children who have slipped through the cracks in the child protection 
system to date and all the people who have loved them and all the children who unfortunately will 
require protection by the government in the future and all of those who love them. This bill will at least 
make sure that those children have a better chance of being looked after.  

I was at one of our local schools recently. They had asked me to conduct a leadership exercise 
with the kids and to talk to them about what we do in parliament. I talked to them about what parliament 
does and why parliament makes laws. I said to them, ‘What sorts of laws do you think we should pass 
in parliament?’ They said, ‘You should pass laws to stop people robbing.’ ‘You should pass laws to stop 
people driving through red lights.’ ‘You should pass laws to look after the Great Barrier Reef’. Then one 
little girl said to me, ‘You should pass laws to look after kids.’ I said to her, ‘That’s one of the things that 
we do: we pass laws to look after kids.’ I am going to be really proud to go back to that school and 
actually tell them that that is what we did tonight.  

It brought me back to the reason that I am a member of parliament. I was 19 in my first job as a 
speech pathologist. I had come from a very protected background. I do not think I had ever had anything 
bad happen to me in my entire life. I went to work in an area where unfortunately domestic violence 
and child safety issues were prevalent, where kids did not have enough to eat and where they did not 
have enough money in their families to have shoes on their feet. I was seeing children who had not 
started speaking and they were seven and eight years old. As a speech pathologist I thought that was 
pretty bad, but I came to realise with quite a shock that, in fact, not being able to speak when you are 
eight years old was actually nothing compared to the fact that you may be suffering physical abuse on 
a daily basis. It made me realise that it is only government that can really effect change at a population 
level and that it is government that must take responsibility for that. That led me on the path to becoming 
involved in politics and to realising how important the role of a member of parliament is. It is why 
legislation like we are going to pass tonight is just so important. It brings some closure to that very 
sense of responsibility I saw as a young speech pathologist being confronted with child protection 
issues on a daily basis. 

I compliment the members of the Health, Communities, Disability Services and Domestic and 
Family Violence Prevention Committee for their excellent work. I imagine that receiving all of those 
submissions and going through the evidence must have been quite harrowing. I congratulate all of the 
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members for the excellent work that they have done and for the spirit of bipartisanship which has 
extended through to tonight. I understand that amendments have been negotiated, so, obviously, that 
bipartisanship does not involve just the members of the committee but also the member for Aspley, the 
minister and members right across this House. I congratulate all of them for listening to stakeholders 
and for understanding the needs of the sector. Obviously, children in the early childhood age range are 
incredibly vulnerable. We see from the report and it has been mentioned by a number of members 
tonight that that age group is the most vulnerable and they do not have a voice of their own. Therefore, 
the ability of early childhood sector workers to help and protect them is quite significant.  

I acknowledge all of those people who already have mandatory reporting responsibilities, such 
as police, teachers, doctors and nurses. I acknowledge the job that they do, which I know is incredibly 
difficult and incredibly confronting for them. I acknowledge the many workers in the early childhood 
sector. Tonight many members from both sides of the House have mentioned the fact that many of 
those workers already do their best and already report suspicions of child abuse. Certainly I appreciate 
all of the comments from the childcare operators in my own electorate of Bulimba and other people 
from the early childhood sector who have described to us the pride that they take in making sure that 
they notify authorities of any incidents of suspected child abuse, that they see protecting children as 
their No. 1 priority and that they are the safety net to protect children. It was made very clear to me by 
a number of people working in the sector in my own local area that they will really appreciate having a 
well-documented process and training so that they will know clearly their roles and responsibilities, 
because they are so conscious of doing the right thing and making sure that they do not let down any 
children.  

I commend everyone involved for recognising those needs and for making sure that the date for 
the introduction of these amendments allows time for training and support. In particular, I commend the 
fact that we are setting up our early childhood workers to do the best job they possible can by the 
children in their charge. Again, I pay my deepest respects to Susan and John, and to little Mason. They 
can know that something has come from his tragic death. I commend the bill to the House.  

Debate, on motion of Ms Fentiman, adjourned.  

MOTION 

Suspension of Standing and Sessional Orders 
Hon. SM FENTIMAN (Waterford—ALP) (Acting Leader of the House) (9.52 pm): I move— 

That, notwithstanding anything contained in the standing and sessional orders, general business continue until the Child 
Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill has completed all remaining stages.  

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

CHILD PROTECTION (MANDATORY REPORTING—MASON’S LAW) 
AMENDMENT BILL  

Second Reading  
Resumed. 
Mr JANETZKI (Toowoomba South—LNP) (9.53 pm): I rise to briefly contribute to the debate on 

the bill. The tragic circumstances of the death of Mason Parker are well known and have been 
canvassed tonight. There is nothing to be gained from me traversing those horrific and heartbreaking 
facts once again. The tributes paid to Mason’s grandparents, the Sandemans, most movingly by the 
member for Hinchinbrook, are testament to their courage and persistence in pursuing this issue through 
to tonight.  

Mandatory reporting provisions, which today are contained in the Child Protection Act, were 
introduced over 30 years ago in a variety of pieces of legislation but were initially introduced in the 
1980s to necessitate medical practitioners to report cases of suspected harm. Over the years, those 
provisions were extended to include registered nurses and school staff who would report relevant 
information to the police through certain prescribed persons. Most recently, the LNP government 
consolidated the various mandatory reporting provisions in the Child Protection Act, which has now 
become a single point of legislative reference.  
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During the recent Toowoomba South by-election campaign, it became very obvious that the 
Toowoomba community is deeply concerned about community safety and, in particular, child safety. I 
had occasion to spend time with childcare centre operators and owners throughout the electorate. The 
shadow minister, the member for Aspley, who has been the driving force and energy behind the bill we 
are debating tonight, and I visited one such early childhood centre, A Country Garden Childhood Centre, 
to discuss the proposed legislative changes contained in Mason’s bill. The owner-operator of the centre, 
Mr Mark Naug, strongly supports the principles contained in this bill. In fact, during the election 
campaign the childcare centre operators throughout Toowoomba that I spoke with were strongly 
supportive of the protective aspects that this bill seeks to introduce.  

Early childhood centre operators and owners work day and night to ensure the safety of the 
children entrusted to their care. A parent or carer can entrust no more valuable and precious a 
possession to others than their own children. Early childhood education and care professionals are 
highly trained and cognisant of their many responsibilities. Now, with the introduction of this bill, they 
have a clear obligation to mandatorily report cases of suspected harm.  

It is because of the seriousness with which childcare workers take their training responsibilities 
that it is appropriate to extend the time in which the early childhood education and care sector must 
comply with the changes proposed by the parliamentary committee reviewing the bill. The mandatory 
reporting of suspected harm by the early childhood education and care sector will lead to a safer 
Queensland for our children, which is an objective that everyone in this House can agree on.  

Ms BOYD (Pine Rivers—ALP) (9.56 pm): I rise to speak in support of the Child Protection 
(Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016 and the bipartisan amendments to the bill. 
I start by paying tribute to John and Sue Sandeman, who are with us in the gallery tonight. Thank you 
for your dedication, perseverance and commitment as agents of change to ensure that there are more 
protections in place for some of the most vulnerable in our community.  

I am an educator from the early childhood education and care sector. I worked in the sector for 
many years. I am a passionate advocate for the industry and the dedicated and under-recognised 
educators who put their experience and energies into shaping the hearts and minds of our community’s 
most precious resource: the children who light up the centres, kindergartens and OSHCs every day.  

Mason John Parker was one of those bright lights. He attended two day care centres in North 
Queensland. In April 2011, tragically Mason passed from serious internal injuries. Mason’s educators 
had observed something out of the ordinary and they had documented those injuries. Tragically, those 
observations and concerns were not reported to the department by Mason’s educators or the directors 
of the centres. This bill intends to right that wrong. This bill widens the scope of mandatory reporters in 
the ECEC sector. It fulfils the campaign of John and Sue Sandeman, Mason’s grandparents; a 
campaign that will go a long way to preventing the pain and anguish that they have experienced and 
the potential trauma to children across the state.  

In Queensland, working as an educator is very different from working as a teacher or a police 
officer. Both of those professions are currently mandatory reporters. An educator is in very close contact 
with all of the children in their care, from toileting to frequent clothes changes through wet and messy 
play, accidents or change of weather, just to name a few. That direct and frequent contact with children, 
which is demanded by the job, in and off itself provides an ideal front-line opportunity to look at general 
health, be it rashes; hand, foot and mouth disease; head lice; or, of course, bruising, lacerations or 
marks that are out of the ordinary. I have very distinct memories of finding those things and identifying 
alarming patterns or trends in all aspects of overall care. Those are some of the few very unhappy 
memories that I have had in the profession. They are memories that are hard to shake.  

I recall these memories with an overwhelming emotion of hopelessness inasmuch as your 
observations and reports were left with others to action. While we would like to hope that everyone is 
operating with good intentions and from an informed position, this is not always the case. In the case 
of little Mason I would argue that this is the perfect example of how the system can fail the most 
vulnerable. No child should be in this position and no educator should be either.  

That is why the Palaszczuk government is expanding mandatory reporting to all educators—not 
only educators with specific qualifications, roles or titles. Standing up for children is everyone’s 
responsibility. This takes away the experience of hopelessness that I and, I am sure, other educators 
have felt over the years.  

In 2014 Queensland had over 28,000 children in over 2,800 centres and services. It has surely 
increased since that time. We know the people who deal directly with children are best placed to deal 
with direct abuse or neglect. That said, we need to ensure that we educate and train the sector so they 
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are able to fulfil the responsibility of mandatory reporting. That is why the implementation date for 
mandatory reporting has been pushed back to allow for the appropriate training and support for the 
workforce to be mandatory reporters commencing 1 January 2017.  

Children who cannot protect themselves need others to protect them, and this measure will 
ensure protections where they do not currently exist. During the early years children are particularly 
vulnerable to abuse and need stronger protections than children who are at a stage of development 
where they can seek help for themselves.  

The Queensland Law Reform Commission raised the point in the pro arguments for mandatory 
reporting for educators that it will increase the professionalism of ECEC staff. Picking up on this point, 
I would like to highlight my view and the view of the vast majority of the sector that this is already a 
sector this is terribly under-recognised. Roles, duties and responsibilities are not commensurate with 
the remuneration in the sector. I have spoken, through my first speech in this place, about having to 
leave the work that I love due to this fact. 

Currently the workforce turnover in the sector is not acceptable, with approximately 180 
educators leaving the sector each week. Being an educator is not babysitting. An educators’ community 
campaign has, through their union and my union, United Voice, come a long way to establishing a 
community understanding of the role; however, the entrenched inequity in ECEC has been there for 
many decades. Parents cannot be called on to pay more for the service. The federal government needs 
to do more to intervene and ensure that the sector is equipped to provide professional wages and the 
best start in life for our kids.  

We know that abusive parents will not usually ask for help; that is why the Family and Child 
Connect Services are so important. It is a community based intake and referral system that acts as a 
preventative service. It is a non-government referral service responding to the needs of vulnerable 
families at an early stage in an effort to prevent the need for tertiary services in the long-term.  

In the 2015-16 period over 1,200 referrals came from the Moreton Bay catchment. Pine Rivers 
is an electorate within that catchment. There were over 400 referrals from Child Safety, almost 200 
referrals from Education, over 100 referrals from health services and almost 100 self-referrals from 
parents and caregivers. Educators establish relationships with parents and caregivers. That is why they 
are best placed to provide Family and Child Connect referrals to provide early intervention. It is also 
why they are best placed to be mandatory reporters. These are, after all, measures that are in the best 
interests of the child.  

In conclusion, I would like to commend the member for Aspley and the member for Hinchinbrook 
for the early work they have done. I acknowledge the bipartisan approach that has been taken with this 
bill. I would particularly like to pay tribute to the committee and parliamentary staff who, no doubt, had 
a very harrowing time going through the evidence before them in reporting on this bill. I commend the 
bill to the House.  

Mr MILLAR (Gregory—LNP) (10.03 pm): I rise to speak in support of this bill. As earlier speakers 
have alluded to, this bill has become known as Mason’s Law because it represents the five-year battle 
of the Sandemans, the loving grandparents of 16-month-old Mason Parker, who was murdered in 2011. 
As a father of three—and I think it would be the case for all members of this House—I can think of no 
worse blow than the loss of a child or grandchild.  

For the Sandemans the pain has been made worse by the discovery that Mason’s injuries had 
been noticed by staff at his childcare centre. In fact, they had been photographed. They had not been 
reported and there was no legal requirement that they should have been reported. This amendment 
grows out of that peculiar fact which cost baby Mason his life. It has been dearly paid for.  

Western Australia and Queensland are the only two jurisdictions which do not have mandatory 
reporting for the early childhood education and care sector. Under Queensland law, schoolteachers 
have mandatory obligations but early childcare and education workers do not. These children, ranging 
from birth to five years of age, are totally dependent on the care of adults around them and do not have 
the protection.  

Mason’s Law will amend the Child Protection Act 1999. Perhaps this flaw in the legislation is 
partly the result of the massive growth in the early childhood education and care sector since 1999. 
This growth is a reflection of the increased need for both parents to be in the workforce or studying. It 
is also partly a reflection of the mobility of our workforce today. One or more parents may be a fly-in 
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fly-out worker or a shiftworker. The whole young family may have to move to follow work and find 
themselves living away from their family support network of loving grandparents, aunties and uncles. I 
know that is true for many young families in my electorate of Gregory.  

We have seen a relatively rapid expansion of the early childhood education and care sector. 
Having to spend some time in day care and kindy is probably the norm for most children today. For 
most parents there is a daily heart tug when they leave their little one behind. There is a little tug of 
worry and a little pang of separation.  

Parents have demanded to know that childcare centres and early childhood education campuses 
are safe and politicians have responded to what is fundamentally needed. As a result, whether it be 
family day care or commercial childcare centres or kindergartens, the sector is heavily regulated. In 
recent years there have been increasing expectations of the qualifications to be held by staff providing 
these services.  

To my mind, staff at these services, like schoolteachers, have had the opportunity to develop 
unique insights into the children they are caring for and the families who bring them. They can be the 
first to see when things go wrong. The staff are trained and the staff have concentrated exposure to the 
children for whom they care. I also believe that to be working in that sector the vast majority of staff 
absolutely have the best interests of the children at the forefront of their minds.  

All this means that they are very well placed to pick up on the clues of abuse. They are not only 
well placed but invaluable if we, as a society which values and loves our children, are going to provide 
every child with the protection which is their human right.  

Many childcare centres have already self-regulated in this regard. They have their own internal 
policies on the mandatory reporting of suspected child abuse. They do this as a best practice method 
of ensuring maximum protection for the child and for their staff who might otherwise face false 
accusations themselves.  

All this is real world evidence of the need for this amendment. This is real world evidence that 
staff are capable of the task. This is real world evidence that this amendment will make a huge 
difference. If placing mandatory reporting requirements on the early childhood education and care 
sector saves the life of one child or indeed saves one child from abuse, then that alone is enough that 
every member of this House should support the bill.  

As a father, it breaks my heart that this has come too late to save Mason Parker. My heart breaks 
for Mason. I hope the legacy of the protection created by Mason’s Law will provide some consolation. I 
hope that you will be able to think about those other boys and girls who may be rescued and saved by 
Mason’s Law. I hope you can hold tight to that thought when you think of Mason every day.  

In this House as members we sometimes wonder whether we make a difference. I can say that 
the member for Aspley and the member for Hinchinbrook have made a huge difference. The 
determination and grit of the member for Aspley and the member for Hinchinbrook to get this 
amendment through should be applauded. The member for Aspley and the member for Hinchinbrook 
can walk away from this House when they retire or leave this House knowing that they made a 
significant impact in this place. I applaud you and your inspiration to us new members. It reminds us 
that determination and persistence will always make an impact to make Queensland better.  

Mr CRAMP (Gaven—LNP) (10.09 pm): I rise, like everybody else in this chamber tonight, to make 
a contribution to this very important debate on child protection, as I wholeheartedly support all efforts 
to protect Queensland’s most valuable and potentially vulnerable assets—our children. Mandatory 
reporting laws are enacted in each Australian jurisdiction and are considered to be an important 
component of the broader child protection system. In Queensland, the dedicated professionals who 
work and interact with children are mandated to report child safety concerns to the Department of 
Communities, Child Safety and Disability Services. These include doctors, registered nurses, teachers, 
police officers who work in child protection and any persons engaged to perform a child advocate 
function under the Public Guardian Act 2014.  

Unfortunately, Queensland is currently one of two states in Australia where it is not mandatory 
under current legislation for early childhood education and care, ECEC, professionals to report child 
safety concerns. The mandatory reporting private member’s bill, otherwise known as Mason’s law, 
introduced into the parliament by my colleague the member for Aspley, will correct this issue. I am very 
proud to be a part of the LNP team that introduced and continued to progress this legislation. Along 
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with many of my colleagues, I especially acknowledge the work of the member for Aspley and the 
member for Mudgeeraba in ensuring this bill’s success and the member for Hinchinbrook for his 
advocacy on a local level.  

I came onto the Health, Communities, Disability Services and Domestic and Family Violence 
Prevention Committee during the examination process of this legislation. I would like to take this 
opportunity to thank my fellow members of the committee at the time for all of their effort and diligence 
during this process and also the hardworking secretariat for their assistance and guidance during the 
process.  

During their examination process the committee considered the content of the bill, which outlined 
who in the ECEC sector should be mandated to report child protection concerns and when these 
changes should take effect. The committee recommended, after extensive consultation with industry 
stakeholders, that the bill be passed subject to the proclamation on the operation of the legislation being 
amended to commence on 1 July 2017 as opposed to 1 January 2017. The LNP supports this 
amendment to give more time for the ECEC sector to be trained and educated on the scope and content 
of the reporting obligation.  

I would also like to note the hard work and dedication of Queensland’s ECEC employees and 
volunteers. Since taking on my role of community representation, I have had the privilege of visiting 
many of the local childcare centres in Gaven. I have found the ECEC staff to be an absolutely 
professional group of people who play such an important part in the lives of Queensland children, and 
it is my sincere hope that this legislation serves to assist them in their activities.  

As a committee member, I also had the privilege to speak with John and Sue Sandeman, two 
incredible people whom we have heard much about tonight, who tirelessly lobbied for this change in 
legislation to protect Queensland kids. As many Queenslanders are aware, in April 2011, Mason Parker, 
a 16-month-old toddler from Townsville, was taken too soon from those who loved him. From something 
so terrible and tragic, it is John and Sue Sandeman, Mason’s maternal grandparents, who have now 
ensured that Mason will always be remembered for the protection of vulnerable children in Queensland. 
I know it has already been noted several times in this chamber, but I provide my acknowledgement and 
thanks to John and Sue, who are in the chamber gallery tonight. Without doubt, all Queenslanders, and 
especially Queensland children, are forever in your debt.  

Although having only been in this chamber for the past 18 months, I have witnessed and definitely 
played my part in passionate debate that occurs on a regular basis during each parliamentary sitting. 
There are times though when this chamber will join in bipartisanship to ensure that good and proper 
matters are supported and enacted for the benefit of Queenslanders. Rightly, as I noted at the 
commencement of my speech, this legislation is supported by all in this chamber to ensure that we 
protect Queensland’s most valuable asset—our children.  

Hon. KJ JONES (Ashgrove—ALP) (Minister for Education and Minister for Tourism and Major 
Events) (10.13 pm): I rise to speak in support of the proposed government amendments to the Child 
Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016. I begin by reiterating Minister 
Fentiman’s acknowledgement of the efforts of John and Susan Sandeman in raising the importance of 
mandatory reporting in early childhood education and care settings and the tragic loss of Mason. I would 
also like to commend the Queensland Law Reform Commission for its thorough review of mandatory 
reporting laws for the early childhood education and care sector. I also acknowledge Ms Tracy Davis, 
the member for Aspley and shadow minister for education, for her work in preparing the bill before the 
House today.  

I strongly support expanding mandatory reporting laws to early childhood education and care 
services and to professionals working in these services. The health and safety and wellbeing of children 
attending early childhood education and care is a key priority for me, Minister Fentiman and the 
Palaszczuk government. The education department has consulted with a range of stakeholders 
including The Gowrie (Qld), C&K Queensland, Family Day Care Queensland, Goodstart, United Voice 
and the Queensland Independent Education Union. Without exception, they strongly support the intent 
of the bill.  

These changes will build on previous mandatory reporting amendments for teachers in schools. 
It will help to improve the consistency of child protection reporting by professionals working with children 
and strengthen the child protection system. However, the bill in its current form needs some refinement 
to get it right when it comes to capturing those professionals working closely with children and their 
families. At the committee public briefing for this bill, the member for Aspley acknowledged that this 
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may be the case. What we are doing tonight, as a consequence of the consultation that has happened 
with the sector, is addressing some of the gaps in the bill. The Palaszczuk government has consulted 
with the sector widely, and the proposed amendments to the bill take into account the diversity of service 
types and the roles in the sector. This is about capturing the right services and the right individuals to 
ensure broad and appropriate coverage across the sector.  

This is something that the professionals working in the early childhood education and care 
sector—and we just heard from the member for Pine Rivers, who has directly worked in that sector—
want clarity on. The proposed amendments simplify the bill by linking the mandatory reporting 
requirements to roles rather than qualifications. This makes the new category of child protection 
mandatory reporting clearer and easier to understand. As I said, this will provide clarity for people 
working in the sector day in and day out and who have the trust of working mothers like me to look after 
their children.  

Expanding the mandatory reporting laws is an important step in ensuring our most vulnerable 
are properly protected. Peak bodies are very supportive of expanding mandatory reporting obligations 
to the early childhood education and care sector with appropriate training and resources and adequate 
lead-in time. I want to acknowledge everybody in the chamber here tonight. They have listened to the 
consultation that has been undertaken with industry and commend to the parliament the 
commencement date of 1 July 2017, because this recognises the sector’s feedback and enables 
flexibility based on sector preparedness.  

Early childhood education and care professionals will be provided with guidance and information 
about reporting a child protection concern, as well as alternative pathways for referring concerns about 
children and their families, such as the Family and Child Connect services. Currently in Queensland, 
early childhood education and care services must comply with state and national legislative 
requirements relating to child protection obligations. These requirements include that staff must receive 
training in relevant child protection laws, and services must have appropriate policies and procedures 
in place to assist in identifying and minimising the risk of harm to children. I understand that some of 
the sector already have policies in place that require staff to report, but this is not across-the-board. 
Introducing mandatory reporting requirements will therefore formalise this approach for all services 
working in this sector.  

The Department of Education and Training will continue working with the Department of 
Communities, Child Safety and Disability Services and early childhood education and care stakeholders 
to implement the changes in this bill. Discussions with peak bodies in the sector are well underway to 
ensure that the best approach is developed to implement mandatory reporting for the sector. This 
approach must reflect the sector context to ensure it meets the needs of all service types and mandatory 
reporters. I commend the bill to the House subject to the amendments that will be moved here tonight. 

Mr McEACHAN (Redlands—LNP) (10.19 pm): I rise tonight to contribute to the debate of the 
Child Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016. Queenslanders face 
tragedy on a daily basis, be it natural disasters, road trauma or personal loss, but the callous murder of 
Mason Parker, a child—a toddler, just 16 months—is a tragedy that hardly bears thinking about. As a 
father, I cannot fathom the cruelty and heartlessness residing in the perpetrator. Many of us in this 
House are parents, and I confidently say that all of us here are affected by reports of horrific child abuse. 
Some reports are so horrendous that they make nearly impossible reading, but our job in this House is 
to do our utmost to protect our most vulnerable Queenslanders. 

In 2011 Mason Parker, a toddler, was murdered by his mother’s then boyfriend. The bruising on 
this little boy’s body was observed by childcare staff at the centre he regularly attended. Staff at that 
centre followed internal procedures by reporting the injuries to the centre director. However, they were 
never reported to authorities. They were not required to. Mason Parker’s grandparents John and Sue 
Sandeman, here tonight, have shown incredible courage in the face of a great tragedy by campaigning 
tirelessly for the mandatory reporting we debate here. I want to commend the efforts of my colleagues 
the members for Aspley, Mudgeeraba and Hinchinbrook. I know that these members are deeply 
passionate about this bill. I also acknowledge the role that the minister has played in supporting this 
most important bill. 

The reason this legislation is being debated tonight is to ensure that every possible measure is 
being taken to protect children in Queensland. Mandatory reporting laws are enacted in each Australian 
jurisdiction. It is widely accepted that these laws are an important component of the broader child 
protection system. In 2014 the Queensland Law Reform Commission reviewed child protection 
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mandatory reporting laws for the early childhood education and care sector. The overwhelming majority 
of submissions received by the commission supported extending mandatory reporting obligations under 
the act to the ECEC sector.  

The commission, in making its recommendations, had six key considerations consistent with 
fundamental legislative principles including the paramount principle of protecting children from risk or 
harm; the critical protective role of the ECEC sector in relating to children aged zero to five years; the 
fact that staff in these centres are in regular and direct contact with children and their families; that the 
threshold for a reportable suspicion under mandatory reporting provisions is currently confined to 
significant harm; that mandatory reporting aligns with existing child protection obligations for the ECEC 
sector; and that there is increasing regulation of ECEC services and staff. Those employed in the ECEC 
sector are in regular contact with children and their families and are arguably the best placed to observe 
and report children at risk of significant harm.  

There are already a number of professions who work with children which are mandated by law 
to report child safety concerns to the Department of Communities, Child Safety and Disability Services. 
However, the absence of the ECEC sector reporting means that a child can fall through a gap with 
tragic consequences. Those of us in this place have an obligation to protect our most vulnerable 
Queenslanders—children too young to speak for themselves. Tonight we all help to give them a voice. 
In closing, this bill is a positive, important contribution to improving our child protection system in 
Queensland. I commend the bill to the House.  

Ms DAVIS (Aspley—LNP) (10.23 pm), in reply: Can I start by thanking all members who 
participated in tonight’s debate. I expect that John and Sue Sandeman have been extremely heartened 
that members here tonight have joined together to ensure that this very important bill goes through the 
House tonight. I think they will be a little bit embarrassed by the kind words that have been expressed 
by members in the chamber. For those of us who have had the very great privilege of getting to know 
John and Sue, these sorts of accolades will not sit very well with them because they are doing this for 
their little grandson. They are doing this for all children who cannot speak for themselves to have the 
protections that they need into the future.  

I am also really heartened by both sides coming together to make sure that the journey which 
John and Sue have undertaken over these 5½ years is not in vain. The member for Gregory in his 
contribution talked about the things that are really important that we come into this House with as 
parliamentarians and the things that you know you are doing that are good and right. I can say that 
since 2009, since I have been a member of parliament, this is certainly one of those occasions. 

I can only say that because of John and Sue Sandeman and the work that they did in ensuring 
that members of parliament, both federal and state, were hearing the message and they just did not 
stop until we got it. John and Sue, thank you very much for everything that you have done that has led 
us to this place today. This morning I met with John and Sue with the Leader of the Opposition. The 
leader asked the Sandemans how he thought they would feel once this bill was passed tonight. I have 
to paraphrase here because I do not remember the exact words, but I think John said, ‘I don’t know; I 
will have to wait and see.’ Well, John, there is not too much longer to wait now. It will not be long now 
and all that work that you and Sue have done will finally be realised. 

I will not talk for too much longer. I think that everybody here expressed their views and we 
collectively agree that this is the right thing to do and that these laws should be passed. I would say, 
though, that some members raised queries as to why this legislation was not introduced back in 2014. 
I would refer those members to the contribution of the member for Hinchinbrook, who articulated why 
that was so given the Carmody inquiry and the fact that the QLRC had to scrutinise whether mandatory 
reporting for the early childhood education and care sector should be implemented here in Queensland.  

I would also like to say that it has been heartening that we have been able to go through this 
process, after consideration in detail, with agreement from both the LNP opposition and the 
government. What members might not know is that the amendments that were proposed by both were 
very similar. In order to make sure that this went through smoothly, the LNP agreed to accept some of 
the government’s amendments to move forward. I can assure John and Sue that both sides were in 
agreement on the amendments in all areas, and we fully expect that everything will go through smoothly 
during the consideration in detail stage. 

The spirit of this legislation has always been to bring the early childhood education and care 
sector into the state’s mandatory reporting regime because it is the right thing to do for our most young 
and most vulnerable zero- to five-year-olds. I have already foreshadowed that I will be moving 
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amendments during the consideration in detail stage. These amendments that I will move are in direct 
response to the feedback from the consultation undertaken by the parliamentary committee, some 
targeted consultation by the Department of Education and Training and conversations I and my 
colleagues have had with their local service providers. 

Through this process, stakeholders expressed a preference for commencement of mandatory 
reporting in the ECEC sector to be 1 July 2017. We have agreed with them and accept the committee’s 
recommendation to amend the start date. It was also during the committee process that stakeholders 
in the main expressed that the reporting obligation should be linked to roles, not qualifications. While 
my original bill looked at introducing a reporting regime based on the qualifications of staff in the ECEC 
sector, I have listened to a broad range of views of the submitters and so the amendments that I am 
proposing will shift the focus from one of qualification to cover individuals with particular roles in the 
ECEC sector. It was something that was discussed, as the member for Nudgee said, at great length 
but the committee was unable to come to an agreement as to how that should look. 

The introduction of this new group of mandatory reporters will ensure those people working in 
the early childhood education and care sector feel protected and compelled to come forward and report 
suspicions of harm to the authorities. I thank members again for their contributions tonight because it 
really is an issue that crosses the political divide. I know I can support members in the passing of this 
bill. I would like to end by again placing on record my sincere respect and thanks to John and Sue 
Sandeman, who have never given up on making this law a reality. 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.  

Consideration in Detail 
Clause 1, as read, agreed to.  
Clause 2— 
Ms DAVIS (10.31 pm): I move the following amendment— 

1  Clause 2 (Commencement) 
Page 4, line 6, ‘1 January 2017’— 
omit, insert— 

1 July 2017 

I table the explanatory notes to my amendments.  
Tabled paper: Child Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016, explanatory notes to Ms Tracy 
Davis’s amendments [1527]. 

Amendment agreed to.  
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to.  
Clause 3, as read, agreed to.  
Clause 4— 
Ms DAVIS (10.32 pm): I move the following amendments— 

2  Clause 4 (Amendment of s 13E (Mandatory reporting by persons engaged in particular work)) 
Page 4, lines 13 to 24— 
omit, insert— 

(f)  an early childhood education and care professional. 
3  Clause 4 (Amendment of s 13E (Mandatory reporting by persons engaged in particular work)) 

Page 5, lines 2 to 11— 
omit, insert— 

early childhood education and care professional means an individual, other than a volunteer 
or an individual under the age of 18, who is— 
(a)  any of the following under the Education and Care Services Act 2013— 

(i)  an approved provider; 
(ii)  a supervisor for a QEC approved service; 
(iii)  an educator for a QEC approved service; or 
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(b)  any of the following under the Education and Care Services National Law 
(Queensland)— 
(i)  an approved provider;  
(ii)  a nominated supervisor for an approved education and care service; 
(iii)  an educator for an approved education and care service; 
(iv)  a family day care co-ordinator for an approved family day care service; 
(v)  a family day care educator for an approved family day care service. 

Amendments agreed to. 

Clause 4, as amended, agreed to. 

Insertion of new clause— 

Ms DAVIS (10.33 pm): I move the following amendment— 
4  After clause 4 

Page 5, after line 11— 
insert— 
5  Amendment of s 13H (Conferrals with colleague and related information sharing) 

Section 13H(1)(d), example— 
omit, insert— 

Examples for paragraph (d)— 

1  A teacher with a reportable suspicion about a child under section 13E may give 
information to the principal at the school to enable the principal to take appropriate 
action to protect the child or other children from risk of harm.  

2  An educator under the Education and Care Services National Law (Queensland) 
with a reportable suspicion about a child under section 13E may give information 
to the nominated supervisor for the approved education and care service, within 
the meaning of that Law, to enable the supervisor to take appropriate action to 
protect the child or other children from risk of harm. 

Amendment agreed to.  

Third Reading 
Ms DAVIS (Aspley—LNP) (10.33 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 
Ms DAVIS (Aspley—LNP) (10.34 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.  

ADJOURNMENT 
Hon. SJ HINCHLIFFE (Sandgate—ALP) (Leader of the House) (10.34 pm): I move— 

That the House do now adjourn.  

M1, Upgrade 
Mrs STUCKEY (Currumbin—LNP) (10.34 pm): In 2004, when I was elected as the member for 

Currumbin, the long-awaited Tugun bypass was a key election issue. People who had waited 20 years 
for it were fed up with inaction. Four years later, on 3 June 2008, it was opened—albeit as the most 
expensive piece of road in Australia at $543 million for 7.5 kilometres of road. In 2003, the then prime 
minister John Anderson and Queensland transport minister Steve Bredhauer announced a 50 per cent 
joint agreement for the project. New South Wales refused to contribute financially to the road. Here we 
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had two state Labor governments side by side, with over 60 per cent of the new road in New South 
Wales, and the then premier Beattie could not get them to contribute a single cent. The federal 
government put up their money, but, due to Beattie’s incompetence causing cost blowouts, the project 
ended up being funded 78 per cent by the Queensland government and 22 per cent by the Australian 
government. 

Here we are eight years later and the M1 congestion has increased dramatically, bringing traffic 
to a standstill. I am well aware of the growing frustrations and concerns of my constituents and the 
urgent need for M1 widening from four to six lanes to Tugun. That is why it is always top of my priority 
list each election campaign, and I will make sure it stays there until this project is completed. That is 
why I have called on the Palaszczuk government to at least include this section of road in the business 
case they put to the federal government. 

What is the point of widening the M1 to Varsity Lakes, pushing congestion further south, doing 
nothing to alleviate roadblocks caused by accidents much further north? This is not a new issue. Labor 
have been in government in Queensland for 15 years out of 18, and what do we get? A whopping 
debt—not new roads and rail to the airport but debt. During 2010 estimates, the Labor minister for main 
roads said that Labor was doing ‘everything in its power to tackle congestion’ and that ‘there is almost 
$1 billion to upgrade the Pacific Motorway between the Gateway and Tugun’. What happened to that 
promise?  

I have spoken many times in this House on this matter and will never apologise for being vocal 
on this issue while southern Gold Coast residents are treated like second-class citizens, denied the 
infrastructure they deserve. Criticise me all you like, but I will not back down. I ask the minister: did he 
include the section of M1 from Varsity Lakes to Tugun in his discussions with federal minister Fletcher? 
Did he take a business case? If he did not, he has been exposed for playing cheap politics. Minister 
Bailey obviously has not done his homework or he would not have said all we want is the same deal as 
over the border. Well, the Tugun bypass is directly over the border and it cost a motza $543 million 
because of Labor’s gross incompetence. Stop the finger-pointing and deliver on promises. It is time for 
some action from the government. As I have said before, let us find out if he has even bothered to do 
a business case.  

Glebe Garden Club  
Ms HOWARD (Ipswich—ALP) (10.37 pm): I rise to speak about the Glebe Garden Club of Ipswich 

and the recent Ipswich Home Gardener’s Expo. Like me, many members may be unaware that a glebe 
was an historical term that referred to a plot of agricultural or horticultural land gifted to a member of 
the clergy. This land was used as a way to provide food and surplus income for the church that it was 
attached to, as well as food and small donations to any locals in dire need of assistance. It is rather apt 
then that the Glebe Road Uniting Church formed the Glebe Garden Club of Ipswich in November 1999, 
providing members of the Ipswich community with the opportunity to unite around fellow gardening 
enthusiasts.  

Since its inception, the Glebe Garden Club has been a beacon for all things horticultural in the 
city of Ipswich. Attracting many to its doors through a combination of a friendly attitude and a relaxed 
setting, the garden club has grown beyond its initial inception as an outreach ministry for the Glebe 
Road Uniting Church, transforming it into a melting pot for gardening enthusiasts and amateur 
gardeners alike. While the club runs a number of events throughout the year—ranging from general 
gatherings, excursions and the occasional guest speaker—the premier event on the calendar is the 
Ipswich Home Gardener’s Expo, something that I have been attending annually over the years and 
something I was privileged to attend again this year on 27 August. In its 14th year, the Ipswich Home 
Gardener’s Expo has put on its best show yet. With appearances from the likes of Jerry Coleby-Williams 
and a staggering number of gardeners providing useful tips and tricks for anyone’s garden, I was 
amazed by the variety and the passion of the Ipswich community when it comes to gardening. 

While past events have been predominantly Ipswich affairs, the latest instalment has seen strong 
patronage from areas like Warwick, Logan and even the Tweed Heads on top of the strong local turnout. 
I had the pleasure of chatting with the secretary of the Glebe Garden Club, David Murphy, about the 
event. He said that the day was a huge success on all fronts and that at closing time there were still 
people not wanting to leave. It is testament to the compassion and generosity of people like David that 
the event played host to not only the best and brightest in the horticultural arts but included many of 
Ipswich’s local charities who were given the opportunity to speak and present to the community about 
the hard work and passion that drives them.  
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Further to this, after accounting for the cost of future shows, much of the proceeds from the event 
are donated to local charities, proving that the philanthropic spirit of the glebe is still alive and well. As 
the member for Ipswich, it is always a privilege and a joy to be able to participate and assist in 
community projects wherever and whenever I can. The Ipswich Home Gardener’s Expo is no exception. 
If honourable members have a passion for gardening or just an insatiable curiosity for all things 
horticultural and homemade, I recommend they attend next year’s 15th celebrations.  

McDowall State School P&C Association; Picabeen Community Association  
Mr MANDER (Everton—LNP) (10.40 pm): I rise tonight to congratulate one of the groups in my 

community and that is the McDowall State School P&C Association. On Saturday night at the P&C 
awards they were named the P&C Association of the Year. It is something that is incredibly well 
deserved. Over the last 18 months they have gone through a major transformation. They have always 
been a very effective P&C but in the last 18 months they have undertaken a whole series of reforms 
which has turned this P&C association into a well-oiled machine. They have a new structure. They have 
been through a branding exercise with a little motto ‘raising hands to raise our children’. They have 
conducted a parental engagement exercise well and come up with a challenge to parents: what will be 
the one thing that you will do this term? They are preparing already for the 2017 fair. They have raised 
an incredible amount of money. They are building a $1.7 million sports centre. Believe it or not, most of 
that money—over $1 million—has been raised by the P&C association. This is quite incredible. They 
have recently advertised for an operations manager. How many P&C associations do honourable 
members know that have an operations manager? This is a volunteer group that has really gone well 
beyond the normal expectations of a P&C. I want to congratulate Soraya Bews, the P&C president, her 
executive and all the members of the P&C. They have done a great job and they thoroughly deserve 
that award. 

I also want to acknowledge the Picabeen Community Association, which is actually in the 
electorate of the member for Ashgrove. It is on the border but services constituents in Ashgrove, Ferny 
Grove and Everton. It does a fabulous job. Their long-serving director, Jillian Warren, is leaving in the 
very near future to take up a job in the government. Jillian has done a great job. She has an engaging 
style, is incredibly friendly and her ability to engage with volunteers has meant that Picabeen has been 
an incredibly effective organisation. They run a whole range of different services for the community: 
parental support, tough love program, yoga, literacy classes, intro to computers, playgroup, 
conversational English, a men’s wellbeing group—you name it; they do it. They are involved in anything 
that helps the community. I say: congratulations, Jillian. We are going to miss you. All the best for your 
future endeavours. 

Russo, Mrs M 
Mr RUSSO (Sunnybank—ALP) (10.43 pm): I rise in the House tonight to speak about my mum, 

Maureen Russo. Mum passed away on 6 August, aged 87. Mum did not want a eulogy, so it took some 
convincing that a eulogy was not really about her but about all her good deeds and the great things she 
had done during her life. Mum did not like a fuss. She especially did not like a fuss if the fuss was about 
her. She did not like injustice, and I think I may have inherited some of that from her.  

A couple of days before she passed I was having a chat to her. Mum’s conversations always 
went along the lines of, ‘Peter, you need to do something about this.’ One of the things she wanted me 
to do something about was the poor souls on Manus Island. I do not think Mum quite understood how 
the political process works and how powerless a backbencher in the Labor Party is at times.  

Mum probably came into politics late in her life. However, she participated in the elections. She 
lived at the Holy Cross Hostel. Just down the road from the Holy Cross Hostel was the Holy Cross 
School. Mum handed out how-to-vote cards on at least two occasions in a state election and in at least 
one federal election. On one particular occasion Mum was very active in the hostel and she was very 
concerned that the Labor Party had fallen down on its job and had not provided the home with the 
appropriate material for the postal votes. Mum got on the phone to me, gave me a blast and then I rang 
the party office and got it organised. She did not like the conservatives getting the jump on us.  

Mum had an unquenchable thirst for news. She used to spend a large amount of her day cutting 
out newspaper stories which she would distribute to all of her five children. Those cuttings ranged from 
social issues that she thought we should take note of to aspects about life that she thought we were 
missing out on. As she moved towards the end of her days, she started giving me pieces out of the 
Catholic Leader in relation to the plight of the Pacific Islanders and climate change. Right up until the 
very end Mum was very active. We were very lucky that she was able to be lucid right to the end.  
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Mr SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Sunnybank, for your contribution.  

Coal Reuse; Southern Rail Freight Corridor  
Mr RICKUSS (Lockyer—LNP) (10.46 pm): I rise to make a few comments about Coal Reuse, 

which has been operating out of Stanwell. Unfortunately, as I predicted a couple of months ago, this 
company has fallen over and subcontractors to it have been caught out for hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. This goes on regularly. I call on the two ministers, Minister Bailey and Minister Pitt, to ensure 
that Stanwell pays the debts because Coal Reuse was actually doing work for Stanwell; the 
subcontractors were actually doing that work for Stanwell, so they should pay the debts. Let Stanwell 
pick up that.  

They did not do the appropriate checks when Coal Reuse was appointed. They were always a 
bit dodgy. I must admit it has come out that they were dodgy. I speak of blokes like Rodney T Hudspeth 
and Russel Huskisson. If honourable members are going to shake their hands, they should count the 
number of fingers they have left when they are finished. It is really disappointing. Even some of the 
executives who have worked there such as Mr Scott Dolan have been taken for a lot of money. He 
actually had quite a good name in the coal industry. Stanwell board members like Dr Ralph Craven 
have to really look at this. Stanwell Corporation CEO Richard Van Breda needs to step up to the mark 
and pay the subcontractors who have been ripped off. Those people at Stanwell are paid big bucks to 
appoint these people in a proper fashion and they did not do that. I ask them now to please step up to 
the mark and deal with it properly.  
Tabled paper: Document, undated, titled ‘Russel Huskisson: Director—Tactical Recycling Technologies’ [1528]. 

I would also like to raise the issue of the southern rail freight corridor and Australian Rail Track 
Corporation. These are the keystone cops of rail planning and construction. I cannot believe some of 
the disastrous rubbish they are talking about with regard to the alignment through the Darling Downs, 
Southern Downs, Lockyer and Logan. It even goes through the electorate of Chatsworth. David 
Littleproud, Steve Minnikin and I are all concerned about this rail corridor. They are going to put 
100-carriage rail trains through Logan and Acacia Ridge. This is a crazy alignment. Even Everald 
Compton suggested taking it up from Toowoomba to Gladstone. Half the cost of the Brisbane to 
Melbourne rail line is from Toowoomba to Brisbane. This alignment is going to disturb thousands of 
homes. This is brain dead planning and ARTC will not listen. The Port of Brisbane are encouraging 
them because they want more work through the port. However, the Port of Brisbane are not being 
realistic. They are trying to support this line that is an absolute disaster. Whatever government is in 
power at the time it goes through would be decimated at the next election. 

Anglo Coal, German Creek Mine  
Mr PEARCE (Mirani—ALP) (10.49 pm): I draw the attention of the House to the 140 men and 

women employees of the Anglo Coal German Creek mine south-west of Middlemount in Central 
Queensland. These employees have been forced to take protective legal action, as negotiations for a 
new enterprise agreement are again dismissed by German Creek mine management. After 16 separate 
EA meetings since 4 April 2014, it is clear that the employer has no intention of negotiating in good 
faith. The company is using well-entrenched delaying tactics. The company is also acting like a spoiled 
child by the abuse of best practice management to avoid reaching a fair agreement.  

Last Thursday I stood in solidarity with Anglo employees on the process line. After several hours 
I left those workers feeling somewhat ashamed—ashamed that Anglo Coal, as a multinational 
presented with the opportunity to be a resource taker, does not care about families and does not care 
about workers or host communities. I am ashamed that we have three federal government members 
servicing our mining families, Michelle Landry, Ken O'Dowd and George Christensen, who all promised 
to look after our coal industry workforce before the election, but where are they? I would suggest they 
are probably under a rock taking selfies. The Turnbull government has again turned its back on the 
workers of Australia. The Turnbull government has only one agenda, and that is to support the 
casualisation of the Australian workforce. That has to be to the detriment of this country.  

I am angered by the persistence of the Anglo Coal representatives, who 'speak with forked 
tongue'. Every day the company claims that the workers are on strike. Members in this place here 
tonight and the people of Queensland can be assured that the actions are legal. This is a protected 
legal right to be used when an employer prefers to bastardise an established process for its own gain. 
Tonight I call on Queenslanders to assess the actions of German Creek workers. This is not about more 
money for a fair day's work; this is about a company offering workers job security so that they can 
support their families and the communities in which they live.  
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I call on Anglo Coal to immediately end its unconscionable conduct, its mistruths and 
misrepresentation of facts. I say to the directors and senior management of Anglo Coal that you are 
aware I am in possession of evidence that exposes mine management to charges of serious corruption. 
All I ask is for Anglo Coal to give the workers a fair go. I am not frightened to bring this evidence to the 
parliament because I am out there supporting the workers who live in my electorate, and I am going to 
be in it with them all the way.  

Queensland Country Women’s Association  
Mr CRANDON (Coomera—LNP) (10.53 pm): It was my pleasure to chair the AGM for the CWA's 

south-eastern division earlier this month at the Coomera CWA branch hall at Maudsland. 
Congratulations to Gai Johnston on her election. I wish her and her board every success for the coming 
year. After the AGM I had the opportunity to enjoy lunch with the CWA ladies, and I know that most of 
you would be aware of the homemade delicacies on offer at such a meeting. At lunch I caught up with 
the QCWA president, Robyn McFarlane. Robyn advised me that QCWA continues to grow in all areas, 
but it has grown more in city areas over the past year.  

The QCWA has around 4,200 members in more than 260 branches, sub-branches and groups. 
Across 20 divisions, members have reported between 30,000 to 50,000 hours of volunteer service. That 
is close to one million hours of volunteer service to Queensland last year. I am sure members would 
agree that this is a remarkable contribution and commitment to the Queensland economy and its 
communities. The  QCWA needs our support, and there are a range of ways we can give it that support. 
Robyn told me of the many accommodation facilities owned and run by the QCWA. Their flagship 
accommodation facility is RFH on Gregory, at 89 Gregory Terrace, Spring Hill, and it has been feeling 
the effects of low occupancy recently. Robyn said that RFH on Gregory has 27 apartment-style rooms 
comprising studios and one- and two-bedroom units with kitchenettes. It is a short walk to the beautiful 
Roma Street Parklands. 

Robyn said that many people are of the mistaken belief that RFH on Gregory is for the exclusive 
use of CWA members, but this is not the case. By promoting this accommodation members would be 
supporting the QCWA. The point is that all profits are invested back into Queensland communities for 
the benefit of Queenslanders. By the way, the QCWA has numerous accommodation options available 
around Queensland, including Cairns. I mention that because I know that the member for Barron River 
has talked about the difficulty of finding accommodation in Cairns at times. Perhaps the QCWA could 
help out.  

Robyn also spoke of the QCWA's newsstand magazine called Ruth, and I have a copy with me 
now. It is a fantastic magazine with some great stories in it. It would certainly suit many age groups—it 
is obviously aimed at women—from young women right the way through. It is named after the CWA's 
foundation president, Ruth Fairfax. I would ask members to give serious consideration to supporting 
the QCWA in their local communities and right across Queensland by going onto the website and 
subscribing to the Ruth magazine at the very least and maybe booking some accommodation as well.  

Member for Keppel  
Mrs LAUGA (Keppel—ALP) (10.56 pm): In response to media reports that have come to my 

attention tonight, I am deeply upset and hurt by the way this story has been depicted. I value my integrity 
and honesty as a member of parliament. The claim in the paper that I was asked to leave a licensed 
venue and have been subsequently banned is simply just not true.  

I can confirm that my husband and I were at a pub on Saturday night watching football and things 
got rowdy, as they do. My husband and I were not involved in any fight, and I reject the suggestion that 
we were. Because of the rowdy environment I urged my husband to leave, and we did. It is always 
disturbing to have your private life displayed on the front page, but my marriage, my integrity and my 
work representing the people of Keppel continue to be my top priorities.  

Mount Isa Electorate, Airfares  
Mr KATTER (Mount Isa—KAP) (10.57 pm): Last year I tabled a petition from local Mount Isa 

woman Donna Sharpe which was delivered to Qantas, Virgin and Queensland airports protesting 
against the cost of flights from Mount Isa. It received 6,798 signatures. A Facebook post by Kyle 
Keighery which set off another media storm on the same subject now has 7,551 'likes'—bearing in mind 
there are only about 19,000 people living in Mount Isa.  
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Service providers have said that we should book in advance and that is the way to get cheap 
flights. Unfortunately, a lot of the time those fares have already been booked by transient FIFO 
employees, so the mums and dads who are trying to visit their families and vice versa cannot access 
any of those cheaper fares, if they do exist, and many miss out. Virgin came to Mount Isa in 2012 and 
it was thought that would add competition, but it did very little to the price of airfares. It exacerbates the 
disconnect we feel from family members and friends who live on the coast, and it deters family and 
friends from visiting us in return.  

I would say that the cost of airfares is the biggest issue for the people of Mount Isa. Every week 
or two I am approached by people who are concerned about this issue and how much it imposes on 
them. Not to mention that the service has been downgraded to a Qantas Link service, which still has 
large volumes on their planes. I would like to share with the House a few contributions from people who 
have written to my office. One of my constituents says— 
My sister wants to visit me for my 40th for the weekend and the cost to fly is $1,800.  

Another one states— 
2 adults, 2 children to fly from Mt Isa to Brisbane return $2,992—we decided to drive to Townsville and fly from there (not with 
Qantas or Virgin) and saving ourselves over $2k.  

Another one states— 
We never have great specials—lowest I have ever seen it is $250 ...  

I have never got one that low in my life. Another one states— 
$930 Townsville to Bali return—flying from Mt Isa to Townsville $1,000 extra.  

Another comment was— 
My brother passed away unexpectedly and the last minute flight for 2 adults and 2 children to fly back home had me applying for 
a bank loan.  

Applying for a bank loan to fly to a funeral! Another states— 
For my son, daughter in law, one child (4 years old), a second child (5 years old) to fly to Brisbane and return to Isa it's about 
$2,880 or more, depending when you book but that's a minimum cost.  

Qantas has the motto ‘spirit of Australia'. Unfortunately, that does not seem to apply to us. 
Qantas's CEO, Alan Joyce, was reported in the paper to be receiving $13 million by way of annual 
salary and Qantas has made $1.53 billion in profit. Qantas was started in Winton and Cloncurry as a 
service to provide connectivity between people and the coast. It does not do that anymore.  

Daisy Hill, Forest  
Hon. MC de BRENNI (Springwood—ALP) (Minister for Housing and Public Works) (11.00 pm): 

Literally thousands of locals across our community have told me that protecting our Daisy Hill forest is 
important to them. On a cold Saturday morning recently, dozens of people showed up to a meeting in 
the forest. That meeting made real progress on the Daisy Hill Action Plan. Longstanding members of 
our community, people like the Dennis family, came along and have been advocating for our forest.  

For many of us who live in this community the forest is a place we take our families to visit and 
enjoy being outdoors. For those of us with children, the forest is a place that our local primary schools 
can take them to visit and learn to appreciate nature. More than that, it is a place where they learn 
about the responsibility we have to take care of our community and where they learn to respect 
community spaces. It is a place where they learn to respect those who have lived in our community for 
a long time. They learn to respect the decisions made by those before them to protect our Daisy Hill 
forest for them. For many of us who visit for recreation, like me and many of my mates who head up 
there regularly to mountain bike, it is a place where we can get some exercise, have some fun and 
sometimes push ourselves to our physical limits or beyond.  

On a recent Saturday morning locals filled a marquee up at the forest to share their ideas. They 
talked about the strong community interest in a more coordinated approach to conservation values and 
recreation. What I heard from people was that this place is more than a recreation hub and more than 
a core koala habitat area. I know that everyone from the Rats mountain bike club—people like Andrew 
Fry and Darren Flood, who attended on the day—has played and continues to play a key role in making 
sure Daisy Hill is one of the premier trail destinations in Australia. I salute them for that work.  

It has been great to share with our community that there will be an early investment into the 
forest. There is a $2 million budget investment in koala conservation in the region and $150,000 for trail 
infrastructure. I take this opportunity to recognise all of those who are partnering with us on this plan. 
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Firstly, I thank the residents of the neighbourhood that I call home and everyone who lives in Daisy Hill, 
Shailer Park, Kimberley Park, Cornubia, Springwood and Rochedale South who has offered their 
suggestions and advice. I acknowledge the outstanding effort of those who have always stood up for 
our forest—people like Barry Fitzpatrick, David Keogh and everyone with the Logan and Albert 
Conservation Association. Finally, on behalf of our entire neighbourhood I thank Ian Witheyman and 
his team, who service our community as park rangers, for the work they do. I look forward to keeping 
our community informed of progress.  

Question put—That the House do now adjourn. 
Motion agreed to. 
The House adjourned at 11.03 pm.  

ATTENDANCE 
Bailey, Barton, Bates, Bennett, Bleijie, Boothman, Boyd, Brown, Butcher, Byrne, Costigan, 

Cramp, Crandon, Crawford, Cripps, D'Ath, Davis, de Brenni, Dick, Dickson, Donaldson, Elmes, 
Emerson, Enoch, Farmer, Fentiman, Frecklington, Furner, Gilbert, Gordon, Grace, Harper, Hart, 
Hinchliffe, Howard, Janetzki, Jones, Katter, Kelly, King, Knuth, Krause, Langbroek, Last, Lauga, Leahy, 
Linard, Lynham, Madden, Mander, McArdle, McEachan, Miles, Millar, Miller, Minnikin, Molhoek, 
Nicholls, O'Rourke, Palaszczuk, Pearce, Pease, Pegg, Perrett, Pitt, Powell, Power, Pyne, Rickuss, 
Robinson, Rowan, Russo, Ryan, Saunders, Seeney, Smith, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, 
Stuckey, Trad, Walker, Watts, Weir, Wellington, Whiting, Williams 


	SPEAKER’S STATEMENTS
	Visitor to Public Gallery
	Order in the House

	PETITIONS
	TABLED PAPER
	MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS
	Tourism Industry
	Whitsundays, Community Cabinet
	Regional Arts Development Fund
	Ministerial Call-In Powers
	Global Outlook and Exports
	Mental Health Services
	Tabled paper: Queensland Health: When mental health care meets risk: A Queensland sentinel events review into homicide and public sector mental health services [1513]. 
	Tabled paper: Queensland Health Response to the Final Report: When mental health care meets risk: A Queensland sentinel events review into homicide and public sector mental health services [1514].

	Tourism Industry
	Cape York, Road Infrastructure
	Tabled paper: Letter, dated 24 August 2016, from the Mayor of Mapoon Aboriginal Shire Council, Councillor Aileen Addo, to the Minister for Main Roads, Road Safety and Ports and Minister for Energy, Biofuels and Water Supply, Hon. Mark Bailey, regarding appreciation for projects aligned to the Peninsula Development Road [1515].

	Townsville, Youth Crime
	Child Protection Week
	Quad Bike Safety Campaign
	Asia, Trade Mission
	Koala Protection
	Public Transport, Infrastructure

	NOTICE OF MOTION
	Crime

	PRIVATE MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS
	Ministerial Call-In Powers
	Tabled paper: Editorial from the Australian, dated 14 September 2016, titled ‘State fades to pallid green: Queensland should not discourage productive investment’ [1516].

	Defence Industry
	Business and Investment
	Palaszczuk Labor Government, Achievements
	Logan Renewal Initiative
	Tabled paper: Letter, dated 25 January 2016, from the Minister for Housing and Public Works, Hon. Mick de Brenni, to the Chair, Logan City of Choice Leadership Team, Ms Jude Munro AO, regarding the Logan Renewal Initiative [1517].


	QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
	Logan Renewal Initiative
	Logan Renewal Initiative
	Tabled paper: Extract, dated 10 December 2015, from the Facebook page of Mr Mick de Brenni for Springwood, regarding the Logan Renewable Initiative [1518].

	Jobs
	Tabled paper: Photo in the Rockhampton Morning Bulletin, dated 13 September 2016, including the Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations, Minister for Racing and Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Hon. Grace Grace, and the member for Gregory, Mr Lachlan Millar MP [1519].

	Logan Renewal Initiative
	Jobs 
	Logan Renewal Initiative
	Tabled paper: Bundle of letters, dated August 2016, regarding the cancellation of the Logan Renewal Initiative [1520].

	Ageing Queenslanders
	Logan Renewal Initiative
	Queensland Economy
	Logan Renewal Initiative
	Queensland Health, Consultants and Contractors 
	Tabled paper: Flyer from the member for Moggill, Dr Christian Rowan MP, titled ‘A plan to get Moggill Moving’ [1521].

	Minister for Housing and Public Works
	State Schools Construction
	NorthWest Queensland, Air Services 
	Biofutures
	West Village Development
	Advance Queensland
	Far North Queensland, Crocodile Management
	Queensland Multicultural Month

	ADOPTION AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
	Introduction
	Tabled paper: Adoption and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 [1522].
	Tabled paper: Adoption and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016, explanatory notes [1523].

	First Reading
	Referral to the Health, Communities, Disability Services and Domestic and Family Violence Prevention Committee
	Portfolio Committee, Reporting Date 

	AUSTRALIAN CRIME COMMISSION (QUEENSLAND) AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
	Second Reading
	Tabled paper: Letter, dated 9 August 2016, from the President of the Queensland Law Society, Mr Bill Potts, to the Minister for Police, Fire and Emergency Services and Minister for Corrective Services, Hon. Bill Byrne, regarding the Australian Crime Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016 [1524].

	Consideration in Detail
	Clauses 1 to 11, as read, agreed to.
	Clause 12—
	Tabled paper: Australian Crime Commission (Queensland) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2016, explanatory notes to Hon. Bill Byrne’s amendment [1525].
	Clause 12, as read, negatived. 
	Clauses 13 to 18, as read, agreed to. 
	Schedule, as read, agreed to. 

	Third Reading
	Long Title

	MOTION
	Crime 
	Tabled paper: Bundle of media articles, dated September 2016, relating to crime in North Queensland [1526].
	Division: Question put—That the motion be agreed to.
	Resolved in the negative.


	TRANSPORT AND OTHER LEGISLATION (HIRE SERVICES) AMENDMENT REGULATION 
	Disallowance of Statutory Instrument 
	Division: Question put—That the amendment be agreed to.
	Resolved in the affirmative.


	SPEAKER’S STATEMENT
	Filming in Chamber 

	CHILD PROTECTION (MANDATORY REPORTING—MASON’S LAW) AMENDMENT BILL 
	Second Reading

	MOTION
	Suspension of Standing and Sessional Orders

	CHILD PROTECTION (MANDATORY REPORTING—MASON’S LAW) AMENDMENT BILL 
	Second Reading 
	Consideration in Detail
	Clause 1, as read, agreed to. 
	Clause 2—
	Tabled paper: Child Protection (Mandatory Reporting—Mason’s Law) Amendment Bill 2016, explanatory notes to Ms Tracy Davis’s amendments [1527].
	Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
	Clause 3, as read, agreed to. 
	Clause 4—
	Clause 4, as amended, agreed to.
	Insertion of new clause—
	Amendment agreed to. 

	Third Reading
	Long Title

	ADJOURNMENT
	M1, Upgrade
	Glebe Garden Club 
	McDowall State School P&C Association; Picabeen Community Association 
	Russo, Mrs M
	Coal Reuse; Southern Rail Freight Corridor 
	Tabled paper: Document, undated, titled ‘Russel Huskisson: Director—Tactical Recycling Technologies’ [1528].

	Anglo Coal, German Creek Mine 
	Queensland Country Women’s Association 
	Member for Keppel 
	Mount Isa Electorate, Airfares 
	Daisy Hill, Forest 

	ATTENDANCE

