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TUESDAY, 19 NOVEMBER 1985 

Mr SPEAKER (Hon. J. H. Wamer, Toowoomba South) read prayers and took the 
chair at 11 a.m. 

ASSENT TO BILLS 
Assent to the following Bills reported by Mr Speaker— 

Electricity (Industrial Causes and Continuity of Supply) Acts Amendment Bill; 
Sanctuary Cove Resort Bill. 

Appropriation Bill (No. 2) 
Mr SPEAKER: I have to report that on 7 November 1985 I presented to His 

Excellency the Govemor Appropriation Bill (No. 2) for the Royal Assent and that His 
Excellency was pleased, in my presence, to subscribe his assent thereto in the name and 
on behalf of Her Majesty. 

PAPER PRINTED DURING RECESS 
Mr SPEAKER: I have to report that the following paper was ordered to be printed 

and circulated during the recess— 
Auditor-General's Report on Miscellaneous Departmental Accounts and the 

Accounts of Statutory Bodies and Local Authorities for the year ended 30 June 
1985. 

REDLANDS BY-ELECTION 

Return of Writ 
Mr SPEAKER: I have to inform the House that the writ issued by me on 11 

October 1985 for the election of a member to serve in the Legislative Assembly for the 
electoral district of Redlands has been retumed to me with a certificate endorsed thereon 
by the retuming officer of the election, on 2 November 1985, of Paul John Clauson, 
Esquire, to serve as such member. 

Member Sworn 
Mr Clauson was introduced, took the oath of allegiance, and subscribed the roll. 

Mr R. J. Gibbs interjected. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member for Wolston should remember that 
he is in Parliament. 

Honourable Members interjected. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! A great deal of decomm is missing from the Chamber. 

PETITIONS 
The Clerk announced the receipt of the following petitions— 

Moolabin Railway Yards 
From Mr Lee (65 signatories) praying that the Parliament of Queensland will take 

steps to abate the noise emanating from the railway yards at Moolabin during early 
momings and in the evenings. 
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Third-party Insurance Premiums 
From Mr Campbell (52 signatories) praying that the Parliament of Queensland will 

revoke recent increases in third-party insurance and that future increases be determined 
after public hearing. 

Petitions received. 

PAPERS 
The following papers were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed— 

Reports— 
Ninth Report of the Local Govemment Grants Commission on Financial 

Assistance for Local Govemment 
Dumaresq-Barwon Border Rivers Commission for the year ended 30 June 1985 
Port of Brisbane Authority for the year ended 30 June 1985 
Financial Report on the Electricity Supply Industry in Queensland for the year 

ended 30 June 1985 
Division of Sport for the year ended 30 June 1985 
Films Board of Review for the year ended 30 June 1985 
Raine Island Corporation for the year ended 30 June 1985. 

The following papers were laid on the table— 
Orders in Council under— 

Irrigation Act 1922-1983 and the Statutory Bodies Financial Arrangements Act 
1982-1984 

Harbours Act 1955-1982 
Harbours Act 1955-1982 and the Statutory Bodies Financial Arrangements Act 

1982-1984 
Canals Act 1958-1984 
City of Brisbane Act 1924-1984 and the Statutory Bodies Financial Arrangements 

Act 1982-1984 
Urban Public Passenger Transport Act 1984 and the Statutory Bodies Financial 

Arrangements Act 1982 
Forestry Act 1959-1984 
Companies (Administration) Act 1981-1984 
Collections Act 1966-1981 

Regulations under— 
Appeal Costs Fund Act 1973-1981 
Auctioneers and Agents Act 1971-1985 
Co-operative and Other Societies Act 1967-1978 
Co-operative Housing Societies Act 1958-1974 
Children's Services Act 1965-1982 

By-laws under the Harbours Act 1955-1982 
Rules under the Lotto Act 1981-1984 
Statements of Accounts of the State Govemment Insurance Office (Queensland) 

for the year ended 30 June 1985 
Report of the Perpetual Tmstees Australia Limited for the year ended 30 June 

1985. 
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Mr SPEAKER: Order! There is far too much movement and far too much audible 
conversation in the Chamber. I also ask the people in the gallery to keep as quiet as 
possible. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT 

Black Ban at Queensland Government Travel Centre, Melbourne 
Hon. P. R. McKECHNIE (Camarvon—Minister for Tourism, National Parks, Sport 

and The Arts) (11.12 a.m.), by leave: A couple of days before the Redlands by-election, 
it was brought to my notice that the Electrical Trades Union had placed a black ban on 
the escalators leading to the Queensland Govemment Travel Centre in Melboume. 
Opposition members and Mr Ray Dempsey of the Trades and Labor Council in 
Queensland tried to make out that I was just playing politics in this matter for the sake 
of the Redlands by-election. The people of Queensland should be told quite firmly and 
clearly that what Mr Dempsey said was a lot of nonsense. 

I now have in my possession a letter from the building manager of the office block 
in Melboume to the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, and I shall read this 
one paragraph— 

"We acknowledge receipt of your correspondence as well as the regular calls 
from your Mr John Twomey re the non operation of the escalators, and advise that 
they were in the process of being upgraded to standards as now required by our 
Department of Labour and Industry when on discovery of the Trade Hall Officers 
of your company's occupancy within the building, a ban was placed upon all 
electrical works by the Electrical Trades Union. Such ban we are lead to believe 
will remain until such time as all those Queensland Electrical Workers are re
instated." 

There is clear evidence that there has been collusion between the trade union 
movement and the Labor Party in an endeavour to downgrade the tourist potential of 
Queensland. I hope that Opposition members wake up and realise that tourism is the 
job-creator of the '80s. They should cease their attacks on the tourist industry, use their 
influence to get the ETU to adopt a responsible attitude and do what they can to 
encourage tourism in this State. The Leader of the Opposition is a member of the ETU. 

SELECT COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES 

Report on Unauthorised Use of Unrevised Galley Proofs of Hansard 
Mr NEAL (Baionne) (11.15 a.m.): I lay on the table of the House the report of the 

Select Committee of Privileges conceming the unauthorised use of unrevised galley 
proofs of Hansard, and I move that it be printed. 

Whereupon the report was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS 

General Business—Notice of Motion No. 2 
Mr WARBURTON (Sandgate—Leader of the Opposition): Some matters referred 

to in the latest Auditor-General's report show the absolute necessity for the appointment 
of a parliamentary public accounts committee. I therefore move— 

"That so much of Standing Orders be set aside as will allow me to move that 
General Business—Notice of Motion No. 2 standing in the name of the member 
for Nundah be debated forthwith." 
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Question put; and the House divided— 
AYES, 

Braddy 
Bums 
Campbell 
Casey 
Comben 
D'Arcy 
De Lacy 
Eaton 
Fouras 
Gibbs, R. J. 
Goss 
Gygar 
Hamill 
Innes 
Knox 
Kruger 
Lickiss 
Mackenroth 
McElligott 
Milliner 
Palaszczuk 
Price 
Scott 
Shaw 

33 
Smith 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Veivers 
Warburton 
White 
Yewdale 

Tellers: 
Davis 
Prest 

NOES, 
Ahem 
Alison 
Austin 
Bailey 

44 
Lester 
Lingard 
Littleproud 
McKechnie 

Bjelke-Petersen McPhie 
Booth 
Borbidge 
Cahill 
Chapman 
Clauson 
Cooper 
Elliott 
FitzGerald 
Gibbs, I. J. 
Glasson 
Gunn 
Harper 
Hartwig 
Harvey 
Henderson 
Hinze 
Jennings 
Katter 
Lane 

Menzel 
Miller 
Muntz 
Newton 
Powell 
Randell 
Row 
Simpson 
Stephan 
Stoneman 
Tenni 
Tumer 
Wharton 

Tellers: 
Kaus 
Neal 

Resolved in the negative. 

QUESTIONS UPON NOTICE 
Questions submitted on notice were answered as follows— 

1. Use of Government Aircraft 
Mr WARBURTON asked the Premier and Treasurer— 
With reference to the limited details in the retum to order on the operation of 

aircraft owned by the Govemment of Queensland, which was tabled in this House on 
5 November, and as that operation is funded entirely by the Queensland tax-payer— 

(1) For 1984-85 (a) how many and what type of aircraft constituted the Queensland 
Govemment Air Wing, (b) what was the individual flying time for each of these aircraft 
which made up the total flying time of 638 hours 30 minutes as disclosed on 5 November, 
(c) how many separate trips did each aircraft make, (d) how many passengers flew on 
each aircraft and (e) how much did operation and maintenance costs of each individual 
aircraft amount to? 

(2) What are the details in respect of each individual Govemment-owned aircraft 
for 1984-85, namely, (a) the names of passengers travelling on each trip, (b) the points 
between which each trip was made and (c) the purpose for which each trip was made? 

Answer— 
(1 & 2) 1 draw the attention of the Leader of the Opposition to my press statement 

of 22 January 1985, in which I announced that the Govemment Air Wing would be 
disbanded and that a Ministerial Air Unit and a Police Department Air Unit would be 
established. The British Aerospace 125-800B jet and the Govemment's Super Kingair 
were attached to the Ministerial Air Unit, and a Super Kingair based in Brisbane, and 
a Kingair 90 and a Cessna 210 located in Cairns, were attached to the Police Air Unit. 

I also draw the attention of the Leader of the Opposition to the Auditor-General's 
report to the Legislative Assembly on his audit of the Departmental Accounts Subsidiary 
to the Public Accounts for the year ended 30 June 1985, laid upon the table of the 
Legislative Assembly on 17 September 1985. In part 2.1, page 1302, of that report will 
be found details of the expenditure incurred in 1984-85 on the operation and maintenance 
of the then Govemment Air Wing. 
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I also inform the honourable member that each and every trip by a Minister of the 
Crown on an aircraft of the Govemment Air Wing during 1984-85 was authorised by 
me, or, if I was absent from the country, by the Acting Premier. 

The Leader of the Opposition knows full well that he is treated in exactly the same 
manner as Ministers of the Crown in relation to air travel in Queensland on commercial 
airlines. He is entitled to unlimited— I repeat, "unlimited"—air travel on commercial 
airlines in this State. 

The honourable member will be interested to leam that the cost of operating the 
Ministerial Air Unit for the current financial year is estimated in the Budget papers at 
$817,000. This figure includes the cost of transporting all 18 members of Cabinet on 
official duties, with their accompanying departmental officers. 

By comparison, the Prime Minister spent $900,000 on overseas travel alone in the 
last year, using VIP aircraft. The cost just to buy fuel for the Prime Minister's VIP fleet 
is estimated at about $9m. I assume this figure includes the cost of flying the Prime 
Minister to Cairns for the week-end when he decided to go fishing and also the cost of 
flying him on a separate trip to north Queensland when he wanted to take a holiday on 
Lizard Island. 

By contrast, I can assure the honourable member that the Queensland Govemment 
Ministerial Air Unit is used strictly for official purposes only and is not available for 
big-game fishing excursions or Barrier Reef vacations. 

2. Proposed Barrackdale Dam 
Mr NEAL asked the acting Minister for Water Resources and Maritime Services— 
(1) What investigations and exploratory work have been carried out for the proposed 

Barrackdale Dam on the Baionne River? 
(2) What are the future proposals for its construction and the anticipated date of 

completion? 

Answer— 
(1) Preliminary investigations carried out on the Barrackdale Dam site at 232 km 

on the Baionne River have involved surveys, geology, drilling, soil and hydrological 
analysis and preliminary engineering calculations. The preliminary studies completed to 
date suggest that a 20-metre high stmcture could be built to store about 600 000 ML, 
and that such stmcture, when operated in conjunction with Beardmore Dam, would 
increase the water supply available in the region by about 94 000 ML. 

Further engineering and environmental studies are required to more accurately 
define factors such as dam type and cost, storage capacity and yield potential, and 
possible leakage from the dam. It is stressed that the work undertaken to date is of a 
preliminary nature for incorporation in an overview study of the Condamine/Balonne 
River basin. 

(2) No firm proposals exist for constmction of the Barrackdale Dam. A more detailed 
feasibility study, involving engineering, agricultural, economic and environmental aspects 
of the dam and associated development, will be required before a report on the proposal 
can be prepared for consideration by the Govemment. A decision as to whether such a 
feasibility study should be undertaken will not be made until the overview study referred 
to earlier has been finalised and studied. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

Jaldale Pty Ltd 
Mr WARBURTON: In directing a question to the Minister for Local Govemment, 

Main Roads and Racing, I refer to his answer to a question asked by me in this House 
on 6 November regarding an application by Jaldale Pty Ltd, Sir Justin Hickey's company. 
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to the Gold Coast City Council for a shopping centre land rezoning. In response to my 
question, the Minister said that he had no knowledge of efforts by a Gold Coast City 
Council alderman who allegedly pressured a council officer regarding evaluation of 
Jaldale's application. 

In the light of the latest reports that the alderman, who allegedly applied considerable 
pressure to have the Jaldale application given the seal of approval by council officers, 
is still serving on the council, will the Minister now exercise his powers and responsibilities 
as Minister for Local Govemment and carry out a thorough investigation into the 
allegations of cormption? 

Mr HINZE: It is easy to make allegations of cormption, particularly in regard to 
local govemment matters. Having served for some time on the Brisbane City Council, 
the Leader of the Opposition knows well that the council is a govemment in its own 
right, as are the State and Federal Govemments. 

The Queensland Govemment does not wish to intmde upon the affairs of local 
govemment whenever somebody makes an accusation. If the Leader of the Opposition 
has been reading the reports, he will know that the matter referred to was discussed at 
a council meeting and that that meeting was open to the press. If the Leader of the 
Opposition has read the same newspaper as I have, he will know that the council decided 
to accept the statements made at that council meeting that the person who was apparently 
being charged was not the person at fault. 

Unless something of a more substantial nature is brought to the attention of the 
Govemment, I certainly do not wish to intmde. That is how I now view the matter. 

Criticism by The Catholic Leader of Comments by Premier and Treasurer 
Mr WARBURTON: In directing a question to the Premier and Treasurer, I refer 

to justified criticism by The Catholic Leader of comments recently made by him in 
Darwin in which he described the traditional beUefs of Aboriginals as heathen. 

Will the Premier and Treasurer withdraw his very ill-advised remarks, which The 
Catholic Leader describes as disturbing and inflammatory? Does not the Premier and 
Treasurer think that it is about time that he spread his so-called Christian principles 
beyond his National Party mates? 

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: I would be very interested to know whether the 
Leader of the Opposition bases his spiritual future on the teachings, ideals and objectives 
of people who hved many thousands of years ago. Today, certain people encourage 
others to beheve in sacred sites and associated beliefs. I would like to know whether or 
not that is the basis of the Christian belief of the Leader of the Opposition. I am sure 
that the Leader of the Opposition will say that he does not believe in those rituals or 
in the basis of them. Today, an interesting article appeared in The Australian about a 
snake that is held sacred by these people and a ritual that they believe in. That is the 
sort of thing that these people believe in. 

All I am saying is that I do not believe in that sort of religion—if it can be termed 
a religion—because, to my mind, it is not a religion. Members of the National Party 
beheve in the Christian faith as it is set out cleariy and distinctly in the Bible and as 
its teachings relate to this life and the life hereafter. It is quite simple. That is what I 
believe in, and that is what all the Christian churches teach. 

I am surprised that the Catholic Church encourages and supports rituals and practices 
that are quite contrary to the beliefs that it espouses and that are, according to the 
teachings of the Bible, of no benefit or advantage in attaining etemal life. 

Federal Policy on Housing 
Mrs CHAPMAN: I ask the Minister for Works and Housing: Has he seen today's 

media reports about the effects of the Commonwealth Govemment policy on housing 
matters? If so, what are his comments? 
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Mr WHARTON: I thank the honourable member for her question. I have seen the 
report, which merely bears out what I have said on a number of occasions. The Federal 
Govemment policy on housing is a shambles. 

Mr BURNS: I rise to a point of order. I draw the attention of the House to the 
Minister's reading from notes. 

Mr WHARTON: I am not. 

Mr BURNS: The Minister is reading his answer. Every time this happens, I will 
draw attention to it. If Ministers cannot answer questions without notice without 
distributing Dorothy Dixers beforehand, they should not be in the job. 

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

Mr WHARTON: The honourable member for Lytton does not know what he is 
talking about. There is the piece of paper 

Mr Burns interjected. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr Burns interjected. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I wam the honourable member for Lytton under Standing 
Order No. 123A. 

Mr WHARTON: For the benefit of members, I say again that the Federal Gov
emment policy on housing is a shambles. Its policies include higher interest rates, the 
elimination of negative gearing and a capital gains tax. I have said before that its policies 
are a shambles, and I say it again. 

The Federal Govemment has set up the Indicative Planning Council for the Housing 
Industry, but it takes no notice of that council. The Indicative Planning Council has 
reported that, except in the Northem Territory, the figures for housing are expected to 
fall. It is high time that the Federal Govemment put forward positive measures rather 
than adopt a negative attitude, and did something that will help and encourage people, 
rather than discourage them. Instead of putting up stupid, fumbling policies, that is what 
the Federal Govemment should do in relation to housing. I conclude by leaving that 
last remark for the consideration of honourable members. 

Q-Net 
Mr PRICE: In directing a question to the Minister for Industry, Small Business 

and Technology, I refer to the debate on the Minister's Estimates, during which he 
reiterated that Q-Net was a trial that will cost $7m over a two-year period, and I ask: 
If the trials are successful, will the Queensland Govemment continue the trials as services 
and extend those services to other Queenslanders? If so, who will pay for the extended 
services? Is it tme that Telecom poses a threat to the extension of Q-Net and will not 
allow the likes of the Totalisator Administration Board and the State electricity authorities 
use of the Q-Net system? Is it not tme that Q-Net is an attempt at the privatisation of 
Telecom, and that its future success and expansion are dependent upon that? If the 
Govemment is successful in this move, how will it compensate the 425 000 Telecom 
country network subscribers who will be disadvantaged to the extent of at least $200 
per annum by the loss of cross-subsidisation from lucrative intercity tmnk revenue? 

Mr AHERN: I answered most of those questions during the Estimates debate, but 
I again indicate very clearly that the Q-Net proposal has nothing to do with privatisation 
and does not depend on it at all. The proposal does not interfere with cross-subsidisation, 
either. 

The Q-Net proposal develops what the designers of the Aussat sateUite decided in 
1977 should happen; that there should be a transponder that would provide the State 
Govemment with a communications network. It was understood at that time that that 
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was what would occur. Provision was made to help other State Govemments develop 
a communications network. So the State Govemment is responding to the designers' 
original proposals. The Govemment has done so simply because, on the face of the 
world experience, there are very substantial cost benefits that lie in respect of the 
utilisation of satellites for communication purposes. I have seen some intemational 
figures that indicate that savings of the order of four-fifths of telecommunications costs 
are occasioned by the use of this particular mode. 

The proposal has nothing to do with either privatisation or cross-subsidisation. I 
noted that the honourable member used a figure of $200. In the week-end press, Mr 
McLean cited a figure of $300. That is a fantasy. The proposal has nothing to do with 
the provision of telephone services. 

Recently, I addressed a meeting of the Isolated Children's Parents Association, and 
I was accompanied by the honourable member for Baionne (Mr Neal). I spoke on this 
subject and indicated to the delegates that Q-Net was specifically designed to deliver 
School of the Air services and to look at a whole range of other options, which, on the 
face of them, appear to be a good deal for the tax-payers by way of enhancing services 
and saving money. 

The Govemment is working with Telecom. Everything that has been done so far 
has received Telecom approval. Telecom is co-operating with the Govemment. The 
Govemment has spoken to the unions and indicated to Mr McLean what it is trying to 
do, and the unions now understand what it is that the Govemment is trying to do. It 
is a pilot project, because nowhere else in Australia has this sort of thing been undertaken; 
so it needs to be looked at. 

CUent departments will be paying the cost, and an evaluation, department by 
department, will be made as the project progresses. The savings lie most where the 
services will be concentrated in the final analysis. If the honourable member travels 
round westem Queensland, as I have recently, he will find massive support in the 
community for what the Govemment has been able to do through this excellent exercise. 
Telecom and the Department of Communications are co-operating with this Govemment 
in the provision of those services. It will be a very good project. Telecom and subscribers 
in country areas need have no fear at all. The honourable member's allegations are a 
fantasy. The people in the west to whom I have spoken know that very well. 

Visa Vacations Pty Ltd 
Mr PRICE: I direct a question to the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General. 

Following my representations to him conceming Visa Vacations Pty Ltd and his advice 
that an injunction has been issued by the Supreme Court to prevent the continuation 
of an alleged breach of the Companies (Queensland) Code, I ask: Will the Minister 
advise the House of the results of the court proceedings and the present status of the 
company, which is now proceeding under another name in the same field? 

Mr HARPER: An application for an interim injunction against Visa Vacations Pty 
Ltd was heard in the Supreme Court before Mr Justice Dowsett on 14 October. The 
court dechned to grant the appUcation, but treated the matter as one of urgency. As a 
result of that, the matter was heard by the court on 7 November. Decision was reserved. 
Until that decision is known, of course, no further action can be taken. 

As to the second part of the honourable member's question—the company known 
as Visa Vacations Pty Ltd is now operating under another name, that is. Holiday Affair 
Pty Ltd. 

Access by Colleges of Advanced Education to Commonwealth Government 
Mr LINGARD: I ask the Minister for Education: Is he aware of statements attributed 

to Senator Parer in a recent issue of The Australian, wherein the senator seemed to 
advocate that Queensland colleges of advanced education should have direct access to 
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the Commonwealth Govemment and its agencies, rather than make representations 
through the State Govemment and its agencies? 

Mr POWELL: I am aware of the statements by Senator Parer. I am somewhat 
disturbed that a senator from Queensland, representing this State, should be advocating 
that an instmmentality created under State law should bypass the State Govemment 
that created it. 

There has been a move within some forms of advanced education and tertiary 
institutions to have direct access to the Commonwealth Tertiary Education Commission. 
That commission, however, has quite properly decided that the correct channel is through 
the State instmmentality, which, in Queensland, is the Board of Advanced Education. 

The latest development in this funding field is that the Commonwealth Govemment 
is now requiring all the States to make a priority listing of advanced education and 
tertiary education initiatives. I am currently looking at the way in which Queensland 
does that, because the Commonwealth Govemment regards technical and further edu
cation as advanced education. As a State, Queensland must arrange a priority that 
includes TAFE, advanced education and university. 

Senator Parer's remarks are completely out of step with a federation. As he was a 
member of the Council of the Queensland Institute of Technology (ACAE), I am very 
surprised that he should be so foolish as to be advocating the bypassing of the State 
instmmentality. If that occurs at any time, advanced education in this State will be very 
improperly served. I am surprised that a Liberal member should be advocating such a 
thing. However, when I consider the track record of the former Liberal Govemment in 
Canberra, I can only wonder at the centralism in advanced education that it tried to 
engender. 

The Queensland Govemment is guarding jealously the right of individual institutions 
in Queensland to make sure that a proper submission is sent to the Commonwealth 
Tertiary Education Commission so that that commission can look at Queensland as a 
State, rather than institution by institution. I point out that some institutions, because 
of particular happenings within them, may regard themselves as more important than 
others. 

It is the Govemment's view that advanced education in the State should be developed 
properly on a State-wide basis. It will maintain that point of view. In my opinion, the 
view expressed by Senator Parer will always be in the minority. 

Dental Technicians 
Mr PREST: In asking a question of the Minister for Health, I point out to him 

that when representations were made to him in 1981 conceming dental technicians 
dealing directly with the public, on 4 November 1981, he replied that he was then 
proceeding overseas and that the matter of registration of dental technicians would be 
considered in the new year, after his retum. 

On 23 May 1984, the Minister advised further that the work performed by dental 
technicians and the possibility of introducing some form of a licensing system were then 
under consideration. 

I ask: Can the Minister advise the House of the consideration that has been given 
and action taken to bring dental technicians in Queensland into line with dental 
technicians in other States? 

Mr AUSTIN: In the last part of his question, the honourable member referred to 
bringing dental technicians in Queensland into line with dental technicians in other 
States. I presume he is saying that there is standardisation among the other States. That 
is not correct. I also presume that the honourable member is talking about chairside 
status. 

For some time, negotiations have been carried out by officers of my department 
with representations of dental technicians and the Australian Dental Association. The 
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negotiations have been difficult because, as the honourable member probably is aware, 
no stmctured course as such has been available to any person wishing to become a 
dental technician. 

It has taken some time to get the two groups—the Australian Dental Association 
and the group representing dental technicians—even to talk to each other. Finally, about 
six weeks ago, those two groups managed to get together and start to talk about introducing 
a stmctured course in the State. 

At that time, when a stmctured course is introduced, the Govemment will give 
consideration to Ucensing dental technicians. I believe, and the Govemment believes, 
that it would be irresponsible to license a group such as technicians that had not 
undergone a stmctured course as such and to have Ucensing provisions under the Dental 
Act. 

There is still a long way to go before the Govemment gives consideration to that 
matter. For the first time in many years, there has been a breakthrough in negotiations 
and these two groups are talking to each other. Hopefully, some time next year, a 
proposal that will satisfactorily resolve the position will be put before Cabinet. 

North and South Burdekin Water Boards 
Mr STONEMAN: I direct a question to the Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting 

the Treasurer and acting Minister for Water Resources and Maritime Services. Following 
his recent visit to the Burdekin region, where inspections and meetings were held with 
the North and South Burdekin Water Boards relative to the extreme financial difficulties 
that those two almost unique self-help groups are experiencing following four years of 
abnormally low rainfall, can the Minister foreshadow any assistance that might be 
forthcoming? 

Mr GUNN: Before responding to the honourable member's question, I wish to 
place on record the splendid example of self-help which those two boards have dem
onstrated. So far, over a period of 20 years, they have spent almost $4m of their own 
money. I am very sympathetic towards them. So far, all that the Govemment has 
contributed is the design for the work that has been carried out to improve the water 
in the Burdekin River delta. Also, the Queensland Electricity Commission has managed 
to average its charges. 

I have been speaking to a couple of my officers, and I understand that a study is 
being made of the possibility of the Govemment's undertaking some future on-stream 
works and making a regulated supply of water available fi-om the Burdekin Falls Dam 
when it is completed. That approach would enable greater use to be made of existing 
board works. 

Of course, the honourable member and I will sit down and talk about the matter, 
and I will keep him informed about the best method of assisting those boards, and I 
believe that assistance is warranted. 

Operation Noah 
Mr SHAW: I ask the Minister for Lands, Forestry and Police: How many hoax 

calls were received during Operation Noah—the dob-in-a-neighbour campaign? How 
many callers dobbed in the Premier and Treasurer, the Minister for Local Govemment, 
Main Roads and Racing, the member for Nundah (Sir William Knox) and, because he 
always feels left out, I include also the Minister for Industry, Small Business and 
Technology? How many callers dobbed in the Leader of the Opposition? On a serious 
note, I further ask: What investigations were carried out to establish that such complaints 
were not legitimate complaints? 

Mr GLASSON: I am surprised that the member for Wynnum treats Operation 
Noah in a joking vein. If people were dobbed in, I would be the last person to reveal 
their names in this Chamber. Operation Noah should be looked on as one of the greatest 
examples of co-operation by the community in the State of Queensland and in the 
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Commonwealth of Australia that has ever been witnessed. It signifies quite clearly the 
concem of people, especially families, about what is taking place on the dmg scene in 
society. Obviously, it will take some time for the information to filter through to the 
various police stations throughout the State of Queensland. The situation in Queensland 
is different from that in New South Wales, where 40 lines with the one telephone number 
were provided. The time was extended for an additional two hours, with another 10 
lines made available. That in itself signifies the concem within the community. 

Operation Noah will become an annual event and will provide people with an 
opportunity to reveal information to the authorities, knowing that confidentiality will 
be maintained and that the information will be guarded critically. That precludes me 
from providing in any way for the member for Wynnum the information as to who 
may have been dobbed in. I hope and sincerely tmst that people will pay Operation 
Noah the high distinction that it deserves, because for the first time, people had an 
opportunity to express their concems to the law enforcement authorities. 

Peace Studies 
Mr CAHILL: I ask the Minister for Education: Has his attention been drawn to a 

story in the Melboume Age of 15 October attacking the so-called peace studies course 
in Victorian State schools and praising its expose in a book by Pat Jacobs? Is there any 
likelihood that a peace studies course of the kind attacked by Jacobs and the joumalist 
Michael Barnard is likely to be introduced into Queensland schools? 

Mr POWELL: I have read the article in the Melboume Age, which was an expose 
of the so-called peace studies course. That expose contained a quote that appears in the 
curriculum that has been formed for Victorian schools by an official of the Victorian 
Education Department. That quote talks about the Soviet Union as being the defender 
of peace in the world. One presumes that Afghanistan, Hungary, Poland and all the 
other countries that the Soviet Union has completely overmn have been forgotten. 

The honourable member asked whether a course such as that would be introduced 
into Queensland schools. The answer is an emphatic "No"; it will not. I make it very 
clear that some people are totally hoodwinked by the peace movement. They seem to 
think that it is very altmistic, and do not understand that a Russian communist philosophy 
underpins the movement. It is high time that people realised that. I certainly am not a 
warmonger, and I do not think that any other member on this side of the Chamber is. 

The Govemment believes that it must stand up for people's rights and that people 
need to understand what is right. Various courses are now available to children in 
Queensland schools to give them ample opportunity to understand what defending one's 
nation is all about. I am determined that the State's school curriculum will not be 
infiltrated by this insidious movement. I am determined that the department will maintain 
the high standard of curriculums in Queensland schools. In maintaining that high 
standard, peace studies will not be one of the courses undertaken. 

Greyhound Racing Control Board 
Mr BAILEY: In asking a question of the Minister for Local Govemment, Main 

Roads and Racing, I draw to his attention statements by the failed ALP candidate in 
the Redlands by-election (Mr Con Sciacca) denying allegations made by his colleague 
the member for Wolston (Mr R. J. Gibbs) about the activities of some members of the 
Greyhound Racing Control Board. I now ask: Does the Minister know which of the 
ALP identities, who have totally opposing views, is telling the tmth? 

Mr HINZE: I am aware that Mr Sciacca is the legal representative of some members 
of the board, in addition to being the defeated ALP candidate for the seat of Redlands, 
and that his views are entirely different from those held by the honourable member for 
Wolston. At this stage, I am not in a position to say who is right and who is wrong. 
Quite obviously, they have made a stand publicly. The member for Wolston has said 
in this place—and rightly so—what he believes he is entitled to say in relation to the 
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activities of some members of the board. Mr Sciacca is the legal representative of some 
members of the board. 

Quite rightly, the Govemment set up a board consisting of members with knowledge 
of the industry. At this point, the Govemment is taking full cognisance of the decisions 
of the board. 

I am concemed about the press articles that appear daily alleging problems in the 
greyhound racing industry. I am rather proud of the fact that, over the last four to five 
years, the Govemment has been able to build the greyhound racing industry in this 
State into the best one in Australia. The fact that the prize-money being paid at 
WooUoongabba is the highest in Australia indicates the success that the Govemment 
has achieved. 

I certainly do not wish to find myself in a position of having to defend what I 
believe to be a successful section of the racing industry. I take on board all of the 
statements made, particularly those made by the honourable member for Toowong, and 
I certainly will be making further inquiries of the Greyhound Racing Control Board. 

Threat to Call Commissioner of Police before Senate 
Mr BAILEY: I ask the Premier and Treasurer: Will he make the strongest possible 

protest to the Federal Govemment about threats to call the Queensland Commissioner 
of Police before the Senate to explain police actions under a Queensland law following 
the recent arrest of Senator Georges? 

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: It always amazes me why people vote for a person 
such as Senator Georges. He is perhaps a good enough guy, personally, but all he does 
is spend tax-payers' money and a large part of his life travelling round the nation 
supporting industrial strikes and upheavals. All I say to Senator Georges and anybody 
like him—as well as to Opposition members, if they want to be included—is that if 
they break the law, they will pay the penalty. The calling of Mr Lewis or anyone else 
before the Senate will not have any effect. If Senator Georges or anyone else breaks the 
law again, he will be arrested and put where Senator Georges was put on the last 
occasion. 

The Commissioner of PoUce has nothing to do with it at all. I make a pretty good 
guess that no-one will be game to call him before the Senate. 

Australian Dollar 
Mr ELLIOTT: I ask the Premier and Treasurer: Is he aware of intemational pressure 

on the AustraUan doUar? Is this renewed attack on the doUar a fair indication of the 
esteem in which the financial world holds the policies of the present Federal Govemment? 

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: It is quite clear that that is the reaction of business 
people generally in Australia and overseas and the status they give to the present policies 
of the Federal Labor Govemment. That our dollar is at its present low level is an 
indictment of the Govemment in Canberra. 

Mr Hamill: How does it affect the mral sector? 

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: I was just saying that it is an indictment of the 
honourable member, his organisation and his policies. No-one has any confidence in his 
party's policies and attitude. 

The other terrible thing about the matter is that the Commonwealth Govemment 
does nothing about it. All that the Prime Minister says is, "It has to get worse before 
it can get better. We have to get used to it." 

It is a matter of great concem and sorrow to me and to many other people that 
the value of our nation's dollar has descended to its present low level. That indicates 
that all is not well in Canberra and that the policies of the Federal Govemment are 
wrong, and Opposition members support those policies. It is no wonder that members 
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of the Opposition cannot get anywhere and that they will always sit on the Opposition 
benches. Of course, that is where members of the present Federal Govemment wiU sit 
after the next election. 

Tourist Industry 
Mr ELLIOTT: I ask the Minister for Tourism, National Parks, Sport and The Arts: 

Is the instability of the Australian dollar and the consequent problems that this is causing 
for people planning to travel overseas creating an opportunity for the Queensland Tourist 
and Travel Corporation to sell more domestic holiday packages? If that is so, what steps 
are being taken to capitalise on the situation? 

Mr McKECHNIE: It is tme that the tourist industry in Queensland can capitalise 
on the falling Australian dollar. I join with the Premier and Treasurer in expressing 
grave concem about the value placed by the world on the Australian dollar. A short 
time ago, an Opposition member interjected, "What about the mral industry?" I can 
tell him that there are some temporary advantages to the mral industry, but the increased 
costs to mral industries and the tourist industry caused by the devaluation will be 
something that will be here for ever and a day. When a change of Govemment occurs 
and the dollar again rises to some degree, those costs will stop here. 

I will retum to my answer. The Queensland Govemment can do a great deal to 
capitalise on the mismanagement of the Federal Govemment, which has caused the 
depreciation of the Australian doUar. People who wish to travel overseas face a good 
deal of uncertainty. The Queensland Govemment has joined with the Federal Govemment 
and the other States in the production of the Hogan commercials to encourage people 
to holiday in Australia. I point out to honourable members that the Federal Minister 
for Tourism (Mr Brown) says a great deal about the Hogan commercials but he does 
not say that all of the State Govemments contribute to the making of those commercials. 

It is not simply a matter of encouraging more Australians to holiday in this country; 
it is a matter of trying to encourage more people fi-om overseas to holiday in Australia. 
Recently, the Queensland Govemment was successful in gaining for this State the 
convention of British travel agents which will be held next year at Jupiters Casino. That 
is not very far off. The convention will bring 3 000 visitors and probably result in a 
$7m boost to the Queensland economy. The increased tourism that will flow from the 
convention will probably result in the spending of many more millions of dollars in this 
State. 

Although the Queensland Govemment is doing everything possible to capitalise on 
the benefit flowing from the fall in the Australian dollar, because of the consequential 
effect of very high interest rates it is difficult to get as many new tourist ventures off 
the ground as the Govemment would like. That is a direct result of the faU in the 
Australian dollar. People who want to build new accommodation houses are now paying 
the highest interest rates ever. 

It is time that the Federal Govemment woke up to the fact that its policies are 
failing, causing high interest rates and increased costs. Jobs are being lost in the 
entertainment and restaurant industries because of the Federal Govemment's new tax 
package. On the one hand, the Federal Govemment creates jobs; on the other, it destroys 
three times as many jobs as it creates. 

What the Federal Govemment is currently doing to the Australian economy is a 
great shame. However, one benefit can be derived from the devaluation of the Australian 
doUar, and this Govemment is trying to capitaUse on that. 

Actions by Builders Labourers Federation 
Mr SIMPSON: I ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs: Do the 

actions of the Builders Labourers Federation and Norm GaUagher in storming, intimidating 
and dismpting the Arbitration Court in Melboume, and the blackmail of employers by 
the threat that they will be banned if BLF members are not paid for that dismption. 
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constitute an unlawful act committed in an endeavour to destroy law and order in this 
country and take over the lawful democratic rights of elected Govemments, both State 
and Federal? 

Mr LESTER: It is very clear indeed that the Labor Party supports laws for individuals 
but no laws for the unions, which would enable the unions to do as they please. 

Yesterday, approximately 1 000 builders' labourers went to Naum House in Mel
boume. More than 160 of those builders' labourers broke in and went up to the 29th 
floor of that building. There, those builders' labourers busted in on the commission. 

At that point, Mr Norman Gallagher—no doubt honourable members have heard 
of him; he spent some time in gaol—said, "We will get even with those employers who 
do not support a 35-hour week and we wiU get even with anyone who pushes for the 
deregistration of our union." He went on to say, "We vrill lead a guerrilla campaign." 
Honourable members can believe it or not, but the BLF actually had a person dressed 
up as a goriUa lead the troops into the commission hearing. That person was able to sit 
down at the court hearing and remain there for some hours before being evicted. 
EventuaUy, the person who was dressed as a gorilla was interviewed by a joumalist from 
The Australian, and that person said 

Opposition Members interjected. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr LESTER: That just shows the contempt of members of the Australian Labor 
Party, who are not interested in law and order. They are interested only in trying to 
make the unions supreme and destroying this country. At present, AustraUa cannot 
afford to give workers a 35-hour week. 

The person dressed as a gorilla said, "I am dressed as a goriUa because Normie 
wants it that way." 

I ask where the Australian Labor Party stands in relation to employers who have 
been forced out of business because of a disagreement that occurred when additional 
Ughting was being instaUed at the Melboume Cricket Ground, and I ask the ALP about 
the people who operated the business known as Dollar Sweets, which used Queensland 
sugar. 

The unions are doing as they please. The AustraUan Labor Party members will not 
stand up and be counted, and they do not want to know about employers whose 
businesses suffer because of trade union activity. All I can say is that one thing is sure 
and certain: the Queensland Govemment will not allow these blackmail tactics to go 
on. If the unions try that in Queensland, they will not suceed. The Queensland 
Govemment will put the people of this State first and make sure that the unions do not 
act to pervert, or act in contravention of, all forms of recognised law and justice. 

Increased Wages and Consumer Spending 
Mr SIMPSON: In directing a question to the Premier and Treasurer, I ask whether 

he is aware that the AustraUan Labor Party is claiming that the recent wage rise wiU be 
good for all Australians because it will provide more spending money for the community? 

Mr Fouras: What are you going to do with yours? 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr SIMPSON: Surely that statement highlights the incompetence of the ALP 
Govemment led by Mr Hawke, its lack of understanding and its inabiUty to manage 
the economy. I now ask: Will the present wage rise increase inflation to double or treble 
that of our trading competitors? Will it also raise interest rates to three times those of 
our trading competitors? WiU it deflate the value of the Australian dollar and, above 
aU, cost Australian workers their jobs? 
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Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: Anyone who stops to think wiU admit that the 
recently granted wage increase will have a disastrous effect on the overall economy. Its 
effects will be that fewer job opportunities wiU be available and that many businesses 
wiU no longer be viable. There can be no question about that, and I am sure that it will 
become evident in the future. 

MiUtant union-leaders have no regard for people who are out of work. Despite 
attempts made by this Govemment to obtain employment for people who want to work, 
there is no question that increases in the cost of wages will disadvantage the exporting 
of goods and articles in terms of a competitive price. 

Although I do not believe that I ever will, I hope to see the day when trade unions 
wUl act with some degree of responsibility or support for the sound economic and 
business poUcies adopted by the Queensland Govemment. I doubt that trade unions 
wiU ever realise that there should be a marking of time in wage demands so that the 
economy can be strengthened, and so that Govemments can plan ahead on the basis of 
an improved economy to provide better employment opportunities. Something has to 
be done to stop wage increases that are out of all proportion to productivity levels. 
Many businesses cannot even meet the present cost of wages, let alone any increase that 
will result from the recent decision. 

I point out that the people who receive the increase in wages will be no better off; 
in fact, they wiU be worse off because the cost of goods and services will also rise. I do 
not know whether the trade union movement will ever be able to see that aspect of 
demands for increased wages. 

Aboriginal Land Rights 
Mr STEPHAN: In directing a question to the Minister for Northem Development 

and Aboriginal and Island Affairs, I refer to an article in today's press headed "NT land 
rights review begins", which states that the Federal Govemment will today make its 
first official move to amend the Northem Territory Land Rights Act, which in fact gives 
very few rights to anyone. I ask: Have the Aboriginal councils been involved in 
discussions with Govemments on this issue? Is any influence being exerted on State 
Govemments to develop legislation similar to that proposed by the Federal Govemment? 

Mr KATTER: I am very pleased that the honourable member has asked this 
question. On my recent visit to the Northem Territory, I was very interested to leam 
what is happening there. Firstly, with some degree of pride I make the point that 
Queensland is in fact the only State in Australia in which a person of Aboriginal descent 
can own land on a reserve. He could not own land in the Northem Territory. In fact, 
if a person in the Northem Territory wants to use land in any special way he has to 
apply first to the traditional owner, who is weU nigh impossible to find. That person 
then has to apply to the land council for permission 

Mr Scott: That's nonsense. It's utter nonsense. 

Mr KATTER: The honourable member is saying that that is mbbish, is he? 

Mr Scott: I am saying that what you are saying is not tme. 

Mr KATTER: I am saying that a person must obtain permission from the traditional 
owner 

Mr Scott: You said you can't buy it. 

Mr KATTER: I do not know why the Opposition spokesman on this subject 
interjects, because, every time he does, he puts his foot in his mouth. What he just said 
is a classic example of that. 

John Ah Kit, the administrator of the Northem Land Council, told me that the 
great difficulty relative to development is that the traditional owners of land either cannot 
be found or cannot be identified. So, in answer to the honourable member's interjection. 
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all I can say is that he knows more about the subject than does John Ah Kit, the 
administrator of the Northem Land Council. 

Any non-resident of a community—that is, any non-traditional owner—setting foot 
in an area owned by the Aboriginal land councils is subject to a $2,500 fine. Any other 
Australian who sets foot in those areas can be fined. If the present applications are 
agreed to—and everyone expects that they will be—those areas will represent 46 per 
cent of the entire surface area of the Northem Territory. The royalties continue to roll 
in. One-third of the mining royalties—about $30m—is set aside to purchase more land. 
So that figure of 46 per cent must grow as the years go by. Needless to say, the rest of 
the people living in the Northem Territory have really become terrified about what will 
happen to their own land. The situation is that the black people cannot utilise the land, 
yet the white people are terrified about their rights and resentful in the extreme. The 
racial tension in the Territory is something that has to be felt to be believed. 

Mr Scott: The Premier did his very best to increase those tensions. 

Mr KATTER: He can be very proud of his Govemment and its performance in 
this area. He is the only person in Australia who has given land-ownership to the 
Aboriginal people. 

Finally, I make a plea that some sanity prevail in this matter and that, if the laws 
of the Northem Territory are being reviewed, attention be paid to the Queensland model. 
I am very pleased to be able to tell the House that Ian Tuxworth, the Northem Territory 
Chief Minister, said recently at a meeting that his Govemment feels that, if it could 
bring its laws into line with what has been done in Queensland, its problems would fade 
away. Similar sentiments have been expressed by some land councU people in New 
South Wales. So the Queensland Govemment seems to have approval from both sides 
of the fence. In the strongest possible terms, I urge the Federal Govemment to consider 
introducing sensible, sane legislation such as that which exists in this State. 

Hervey Bay Senior College; Funding for Technical and Further Education 
Mr STEPHAN: In asking a question of the Minister for Education, I refer to an 

article in The Courier-Mail of 18 November, in which the Queensland Teachers Union 
claimed that the constmction of the Hervey Bay Senior College is responsible for cuts 
in teacher numbers. I ask: Has the budget for TAFE colleges, such as those at Mount 
Gravatt, Townsville, Caims and the Gold Coast, been cut between 40 per cent and 50 
per cent? Has there been a reduction in life and work skiUs (LAWS) and participation 
and equity program (PEP) funding for TAFE colleges, such as that at Gympie? Can 
courses, such as silversmithing and china-painting, which are now available at provincial 
centres, be expected to continue at the same level of cost even though such small 
numbers of students utilise them? 

Mr POWELL: If the logic of that Courier-Mail article was followed through, it 
would be right to say that every new school opened, be it a pre-school, a primary school, 
a secondary school or a TAFE college, takes funds from other schools. That is absolute 
nonsense. The moriey used to build the coUege at Hervey Bay was part of the Govem
ment's $100m special program that has increased employment opportunities in Queens
land. The Leader of the Opposition said that that program does not exist. The coUege 
at Hervey Bay is proof of its existence. 

As to the other part of the honourable member's question—funding to colleges has 
not been cut. In fact, in this Budget, Queensland is unique in that it is the only Australian 
State to increase education funding. At the college that the honourable member mentioned, 
the Stream 1000 courses are being reviewed. They are the adult education courses. I 
cannot guarantee that those courses will continue at the past level and at the cost 
incurred in the past. Queensland has undercharged for those courses. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The time allotted for questions has now expired. 
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LIQUOR ACT AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 

Second Reading—Resumption of Debate 
Debate resumed from 5 November (see p. 2277) on Mr Harper's motion— 

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

Mr GOSS (Salisbury) (12.27 p.m.): I note that I am already on record as having 
criticised certain sections of this legislation as being not much more than public relations, 
and as being negative and controversial, without positive and beneficial effects for the 
community. I was referring in particular 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Row): Order! There is far too much conversation 
and movement in the Chamber. 

Mr GOSS: I was referring in particular to the provisions in the legislation relating 
to deviants, perverts, child-molesters and drug-dealers. I propose to cover that ground 
again and try to assist the House in understanding those terms. It is an appaUing state 
of affairs that the Attomey-General, the State's senior law officer, is unable to provide 
a definition, in the House, in the legislation or in interviews, of what those key terms 
mean. Perhaps I may be able to assist the Minister. 

I am sorry to say that the approach in this legislation by the Minister is such that 
he is, apparently, fast becoming the most negative Attomey-General in Queensland's 
history. An increasing obsession is becoming obvious in the Justice Department relative 
to negative and controversial moral issues, such as the clinic raids and this legislation. 
The time and resources being devoted to the negative areas is absolutely appalUng when 
positive, beneficial reforms are being ignored. The Minister knows what I am talking 
about, because I have been appealing to him for over a year to take action in some 
areas. 

I cite the Westpac fund organised by the Law Society, which is now approaching 
the $3m level, I understand, and is tied up because the Minister cannot get his act 
together and bring in long-promised legislation. 

It took ages to convince the Govemment of the need for legislation to rehabilitate 
offenders. In July last year, the Minister undertook to introduce it in the then forthcoming 
session—that was the session at the end of 1984—but we did not see it then and we 
have not seen it this year. With only nine days of this session to go, will we see any of 
those measures this session? 

The Law Society is awaiting legislation affecting its activities. It is to provide for 
lay participation in solicitors disciplinary proceedings. Everybody agrees, even the council 
of the Law Society, that that is a necessary move to maintain public confidence and 
respect in the profession. 

Those three matters, which would mainly be cost-free to the community and would 
have positive and beneficial effects for thousands and thousands of Queenslanders, are 
being pushed into the background while the Minister pursues deviants, perverts and 
child-molesters, not in a practical way, but in a high-profile, public relations way. I 
understand that the National Party front bench has problems at the moment as Ministers 
try to hold on to their positions in Cabinet. 

On his performance, it is no wonder that the Minister for Justice is mmoured to 
be for the chop. 

Honourable Members interjected. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! There is far too much audible conversation in 
the Chamber. I do not want to have to repeat it every five minutes. I have already 
asked for order in the Chamber. If there is not order in the Chamber, I will continue 
to intermpt the debate. 

Mr GOSS: Thank you again for your protection, Mr Deputy Speaker. 
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The Opposition wants to see firm and positive action to address the problems that 
are referred to in the legislation. The legislation purports to address them but it does 
not in fact do so in either a positive or a practical way. 

I am not surprised to see that, in the light of his performance, a new faction in the 
National Party is threatening the position of the Minister. We have heard about the 
Hinze faction, the Lyons faction and the Christian faction. I do not know how the 
Christians go against the Lyons. I was surprised to hear of a new faction known as the 
"Big Toe" faction. I publicly caU on Sir Robert Sparkes to take off his shoes and socks 
so that we can test who is putting the pressure on the Minister. 

It would appear from this legislative response that the National Party is showing 
more and more signs of being the one-ring circus, the flea market of ideas, that it has 
become. It is tmly a bazaar of miscellaneous ideas, of odds and sods of campaigns and 
ideas. 

Mr Hamill interjected. 

Mr GOSS: It is a question of whether there are more odds than sods; nevertheless, 
there are many odds and sods. It is interesting that the bazaar is obsessed with the 
bizarre. 

What is the meaning of it aU? The Minister was unable to give the meaning either 
in his second-reading speech or at a recent press conference. He urges publicans from 
Burketown to Brisbane, from Quilpie to Queen Street and from Wandoan to Wickham 
Street to use their worldly wisdom. He teUs the publicans of Thargomindah, "Use your 
experience of the world to pick child-molesters when they come in the door." He teUs 
the publicans of BouUa, "Use your worldly experience when drug-dealers and sexual 
perverts come in." I heard one publican say,"If they prevent all the deviants and perverts 
from coming into the hotels in this area, we won't have anybody to seU a beer to." 

Mr FitzGerald: Is that Salisbury? 

Mr GOSS: No. It was an inner city area. I understand that the member for Lockyer 
is a member of the Minister's committee. He seems to see no problem with this matter. 
No doubt, from his worldly experience, he will be able to tell us how to recognise 
perverts, deviants and child-molesters. I look forward to his recounting his experiences 
in this area. We will aU be further enlightened. Publicans and the members of the pubUc 
will know exactly where they are going. 

Mr Underwood interjected. 

Mr GOSS: I am looking forward to a recounting of the honourable member's 
experiences. I shall be interested to hear them. 

If we look at the definitions section of the Bill, we find that those matters are not 
included. If those definitions cannot be found in the legislation, the courts then look at 
the dictionary. I am sure that many people would have seen the definition of "deviate" 
in the Macquarie dictionary. It is— 

"deviating from an accepted norm, esp. in politics or sex." 
That is really a bit general and is not too helpful. The Macquarie dictionary gives the 
meaning of "pervert" as— 

"v.t. to tum away from the right course... n. one who has been perverted." 
Obviously we have to go further to find out what those terms mean. I tum to the 
Macquarie Thesaurus. There, publicans and members of the public will see explanations 
that expand on the terms "deviant" and "pervert". No doubt they will be able to 
combine those meanings with their worldly knowledge. They will find in Macquarie 
Thesaurus that "deviant" means— 

"bent, deviate pervert." 
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The meaning of "aberrant" is— 
"aberrational, abnormal, bent, deviant, freakish, kinky, perverted, quirky, 

unnatural". 
When I see the terms "quirky" and "unnatural" and look across the Chamber, a number 
of honourable members spring readUy to mind. 

I also find reference to "pervert" under the heading "strange person". Govemment 
members may weU find some of these terms striking a chord with them and they may 
recognise members sitting next to them as fitting the meanings. Under the heading 
"strange person", the word "deviant" is Usted, as are— 

"eccentric—" 
there are lots of those— 

"grotesque—" 
there is no shortage of those, either— 

"kook, misfit, monster, nonconformist, odd bod, oddball, original, pervert, 
prodigy, queer fish, ratbag." 

Several Govemment members would qualify under a number of those headings. "Perverted" 
is defined as— 

"deviant, kinky, psychopathic, wayward." 
Further, in the Macquarie Thesaurus, under the heading "deprave", one finds terms 

such as— 
"debauch, deceive, demoralise, empoison, lead astray, pervert, subvert." 

Perhaps Govemment members and Ministers of the Cabinet will be assisted by this 
definition of the term "pervert", as— 

"erotomaniac, d.o.m., dirty old man, exhibitionist, fetishist, flasher, narcissist, 
nymphomaniac, pervert, satyr, sex maniac, voyeur." 

Perhaps Govemment members wiU find themselves in these categories— 
"paraphiliac, fetishist, necrophiliac, peeping tom, pervert, porno, secco, 

transvestite, voyeur." 
I do not know whether that is helpful, but a number of Govemment members may well 
recognise, amongst their acquaintances on their side of the Chamber, people who fit 
those descriptions. 

Mr FitzGerald: How would you tell a prostitute? 

Mr GOSS: Perhaps the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General or the member 
for Lockyer will give publicans a simple definition. Perhaps they will teU them that dmg-
dealers wear black hats and black moustaches, and that perverts and deviants wear floral 
shirts. PubUcans may be advised to make such people do arm-wrestling tests. They may 
be told that child-molesters dribble saliva and sit in comers. During the recent debate, 
a publican suggested that people could be tattooed on their foreheads. It is not such a 
strange suggestion when one considers the views of the National Party on civU liberties 
and its suggestions about ID cards. 

Under the present legislation, a person who is suspected of being under the legal 
age can sign a certificate to say that he is not under age. If that certificate system were 
extended, those honourable members opposite who feel uncomfortable about going into 
hotels could relax in the knowledge that they could sign a certificate in the bar to say 
that they are not sexual perverts, deviants or child-molesters. The Govemment has given 
consideration to introducing a card system. Instead, it could extend the certificate system 
so that people could sign a certificate denying that they fall into the categories that I 
have mentioned. 

That is all very well, but I wam the Govemment that that is a very superficial way 
out. If I were a Govemment member, I would not relax with the thought that such a 
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certificate could be signed so that I could go into a pub with my friends, because there 
is a catch in signing such a certificate. People will not be able to get away with signing 
a certificate saying that they are not a deviant or a pervert, because, in Queensland, 
there is stiU a law against false pretences. 

This legislation should be the subject of humorous derision, because it is nothing 
more and nothing less than flag-waving; it is public relations of the cheapest order. It 
is impracticable and unworkable, and the Opposition opposes it on that basis. The 
Opposition is happy to support workable and practicable measures that take firm and 
positive action against serious social problems, but it is not prepared to support this 
sort of papier mache attempt to deal with serious social problems. 

I remind the House that, last year, a number of other Opposition members and I 
exposed the unwillingness of the Govemment to seriously investigate aUegations of child 
pomography and child-molesting in this State, and it was only after a sustained campaign 
from this side of the House that the Govemment gave in and ordered an inquiry. The 
Minister for Lands, Forestry and Police (Mr Glasson) agreed with me that a judicial 
inquiry should have been held, but it was the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General 
who led the charge against a ftiUy fledged inquiry and who tried to hold the line against 
a serious investigation into child pomography and child molestation. It was he who 
joined in the plan to institute the half-baked inquiry that was headed by Mr Sturgess. 
It was half-baked because it did not have the necessary powers and, as can be seen now, 
a year down the track, it has not produced any results. I understand that the Minister 
recently announced that nothing would be released until next year. A serious inquiry 
should have been held. 

Mr Lingard: You are gutless. 

Mr GOSS: Once again, the member for Fassifem is joining those who criticise 
members on this side and the Minister for Police, who wanted a judicial inquiry to get 
to the bottom of this matter. I am sick and tired of hearing from those who are against 
the holding of a serious inquiry. The member for Fassifem may be concemed about 
embarrassment to the Govemment, but it is more important to hold a serious inquiry. 
Sooner or later the Govemment has to measure up to its responsibilities and conduct 
a serious inquiry. 

Mr Lingard interjected. 

Mr Comben interjected. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Row): Order! The member for Windsor is not 
permitted to shout across the Chamber. Interjections are out of order unless they are 
taken by the member on his feet. 

Mr GOSS: Mr Deputy Speaker, I thank you for your protection. I was not really 
troubled by the member for Windsor. The ravings of the member for Fassifem were 
what were causing some distraction. 

Mr Lingard interjected. 

Mr GOSS: He is going again. Mr Deputy Speaker, I invite you to keep an eye on 
him, because he is a problem. When it comes to the Standing Orders of the Pariiament, 
his actions display that he is a deviant. 

I will retum to the subject-matter of the Bill. The Opposition supports vigorously 
any measures that will deal with the serious social problems that the legislation purports 
to address. That is why, last year, the Opposition led the charge to have a serious 
investigation conducted into child-molesting. Since then, there has been a year's silence 
and no positive action. That is the proof of the pudding. Therein lies the proof of the 
Govemment's casual attitude to campaigning against those kinds of problems. 

I now move to the next aspect that I wish to cover. The Opposition supports many 
of the measures that introduce a degree of flexibility in the liquor industry and, in 



Liquor Act and Other Acts Amendment Bill 19 November 1985 2411 

particular, those measures that assist the tourist industry. However, notwithstanding the 
benefits to that industry and the benefits by way of employment, the Opposition would 
like to see those measures matched by serious and positive action to combat drink-
driving and underage drinking. The increased licensing facilities and the relaxation of 
the liquor laws are supported by the Opposition in so far as they are positive and support 
the tourist industry and employment, but the Opposition would like to see matching 
action to combat the serious problems of drink-driving and underage drinking. 

In relation to the latter, the Govemment proposes the introduction of identification 
cards. That is nothing more or less than tokenism, because the old certificate option 
still remains. The option under which a person can sign a certificate to say that he is 
legaUy entitled to drink remains. People can fall back on that. I invite the Minister to 
tell the House in his reply how many electoral identification cards have been issued. 
One report I received this moming suggests that it is of the order of only 400 or 500. 
I ask the Minister to tell us how many have been issued to date. Irrespective of that, it 
is tokenism, because the certificate procedure still remains, and that procedure has not 
been effective. 

It is a public relations exercise; it is flag-waving. It sounds good, but it has not 
produced anything in terms of positive results on this serious problem. I do not see why 
young people should be singled out for, and subjected to, this sort of treatment when it 
will have no practical effect and when it could have a serious effect on their civil liberties 
if abused by certain unscmpulous police officers. 

It is curious that the Premier and Treasurer attacks and berates the Commonwealth 
Govemment for the introduction of an identification card system but the Minister for 
Justice and Attomey-General is introducing one into this State. At least the Common
wealth identification card system is designed to weed out the taxation cheats and contains, 
concurrent with the proposal, important safeguards in relation to privacy and civil 
Uberties. 

From the problem of underage drinking I move to the road toll and drink-driving, 
because the two are associated. If the Govemment is to relax the licensing laws, the 
Opposition would like to see it take some action on random breath-testing. 

Repeatedly, the Minister backs away from this important measure. It is irresponsible 
to relax the licensing laws while refusing to use all the available weapons to battle against 
the road toll. Why can we not have random breath-testing, even if it is for a trial period 
of six months, so that it can be evaluated locally? Surely it would be worth while, and 
would be very beneficial. I am sure that the results would prove the value of the deterrent 
and its effectiveness in apprehending drink-drivers. 

In relation to underage drinking and drink-driving in particular, I would Uke to put 
before the House some figures that I obtained this moming from the Australian Bureau 
of Statistics. The latest figures that I was able to obtain are for the 1983 calendar year 
and they relate to young people between the ages of 15 and 24 years killed in motor 
vehicle accidents in Australia. The first category is that of young males between the ages 
of 15 and 24. The ratio of deaths per 100 000 population of same age group and sex is 
as follows— 

New South Wales 
Victoria 
Queensland 
South Australia 
Westem Australia 
Tasmania 

59.6 
62.8 
80.2 
77.2 
55.4 
58.3 

The Australian average was 64.8. Queensland, with 80.2 persons killed per 100 000 
population of same age group and sex, had by far the highest proportion of males in 
the 15 to 24-year age group killed in motor vehicle accidents. However, the Queensland 
Govemment still will not introduce random breath-testing. 
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The next category is females between the ages of 15 and 24 years killed in motor 
vehicle accidents in Australia. Expressed as a ratio per 100 000 population of same age 
group and sex, the figures are— 

New South Wales 13.7 
Victoria 17.8 
Queensland 21.4 
South Australia 14.9 
Westem Australia 14.6 
Tasmania 15.9 

The Australian average was 16.8. Once again, with 21.4 deaths per 100 000 population 
of same age group and sex, Queensland had the highest ratio of all the Australian States. 
Motor vehicle accidents account for most deaths in that age group, and Queensland is 
the State with the worst figures. However, the Queensland Govemment still wiU not 
introduce random breath-testing or take any positive or practical action to solve the 
problem of underage drinking. 

More than a year ago, the Director of Prosecutions (Mr Sturgess) made a big splash 
in the media, in the tragic aftermath of the Walsh case, about the problems of underage 
drinking and how it was responsible for the terrible deeds carried out by Mr Walsh. 
However, what action was taken? In relation to underage drinking, one year later a 
token effort was made to introduce optional identification cards. How serious is the 
Govemment's response to the problem? How serious is its response to the views of its 
own Director of Prosecutions? What is needed is quite simple. The Govemment needs 
to employ the additional 640 police officers that the Commissioner of Police (Mr Lewis) 
says that he needs to carry out the day-to-day jobs, and those officers should be sent 
out to the bars and clubs frequented by young people to curb the underage drinking 
that leads to the type of motor vehicle accidents and other tragic events that have 
occurred. If the Minister is serious, that is what he would be doing. He should direct 
some of those policemen away from demonstrations and radar traps and, once in a 
while, put them into the pubs to clean out the areas in which underage drinkers 
congregate. When it comes to demonstrations and radar traps, there is no shortage of 
police, but the Minister will not put them into clubs and bars to deter young people 
from congregating in them. 

I tum now to golf clubs and bowling clubs. I am pleased that they will be given 
increased opportunities with permits, but I am disappointed that they will not receive 
the same benefits as casinos. Casinos wiU have the unrestricted right to sell take-away 
liquor. It is high time that golf clubs and bowling clubs were extended the same right. 

At an appropriate opportunity, the Opposition will move an amendment to allow 
golf clubs and bowling clubs to sell limited quantities of take-home supplies exclusively 
to members, so that a service that is justly due to their members can be provided. 

Members of those clubs who feel like a drink after a game should be given the 
option of having a few drinks and, before getting over the limit, buying some supplies 
to take home. That option should be given. 

Several other features of the legislation will be covered in more detail by Opposition 
speakers who follow me. The honourable member for Cook (Mr Scott) will deal with 
the canteen provisions in relation to the Aboriginal and Islander communities. I am 
sure that his greater expertise will benefit all honourable members. It seems to me that 
the measures are quite reasonable. Certainly, the measures seem to allow for a reasonable 
level of self-determination by councils, with appropriate safeguards in relation to prohibition 
orders. I cannot find anything at all objectionable about the provisions. 

The provisions relating to casino licences, public facility licences, packet licences, 
guest bars and resort licences indicate a degree of flexibility and practical approach on 
the part of the Govemment. I believe that those provisions will be beneficial to the 
industries concemed, and insofar as they are beneficial and promote employment, the 
provisions should be supported. 
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I cannot find anything objectionable about extending the definition of Uquor to 
include fluids with a .5 per cent alcohol content. 

The provisions to facilitate prosecution of owners of unlicensed premises are long 
overdue. I am pleased to see the introduction of the provisions. Prosecution of the 
owners of such premises definitely needed to be made more practical and easy. The 
Minister seems to have devised a system whereby the sending of three minutes of 
conviction would facilitate the proof It seems to me that the Minister has introduced 
not only a practical measure but also a measure that is fair to the owner and gives him 
a reasonable chance to deal with the problem that may have arisen on his premises. 
After that, such owners deserve what is coming to them under the legislation. 

Booth permits for legitimate community organisations are worth while. I am sure 
that organisations such as Rotary, Apex and Lions wiU exercise their entitlement to 
those permits in a responsible and beneficial way. 

In the limited time available, I will conclude by retuming to the main points of 
concem to the Opposition in this legislation. 

Mr Booth: Feel free to go for 64 minutes. 

Mr GOSS: I have had enough fun already. 

Mr FitzGerald: I knew you weren't serious before. 

Mr GOSS: The fun that I had was in seeing Govemment members, including the 
honourable member for Lockyer, sitting on the Govemment benches like stunned mullet, 
still unable to come up with a practical or positive suggestion for solving the problems 
of drink-driving, underage drinking, child molestation and pomography. Those are serious 
matters. The Govemment has made a token response. The legislation is public relations 
and flag-waving. It is good for certain sections of the community, but any thinking and 
caring person who examines the legislation will find that it has not got a practical aspect 
to it. 

The legislation will not change things at all. For example, young people still have 
the option in relation to certificates. The provisions in relation to perverts and deviants 
are laughable. Quite rightly, the community is laughing at the introduction of such 
provisions. It is an absolute joke; everybody knows that it is a joke. The community is 
laughing at the Govemment, and Govemment members do not seem to have the wit 
to realise it. 

When the Govemment introduces dramatic and controversial legislation such as 
this and does not provide definitions, either in the legislation itself, in its explanation 
to the public or in the House, it exposes the very basic defects and impracticability of 
the legislation. In my opinion, the Govemment should by condemned for taking such 
a superficial approach. 

The legislation is very disappointing. The Opposition would like to see the intro
duction of positive measures in all these areas. Positive reforms are needed in regard to 
the rights of golf and bowling clubs. Random breath-testing is needed. The road toll 
statistics cry out for action. The statistics of the Australian Bureau of Statistics that I 
quoted in relation to motor vehicle accidents and the fact that more people in the 15 
to 24-year age group are killed in Queensland than in any other State cry out for action. 
The Govemment comes up with wishy-washy superficial arguments, but the bottom line 
is that it does not take any action. That is the most disgraceful aspect of the Govemment's 
inaction. 

I have already said that the introduction of flexibility is a practical step, and I have 
no hesitation in supporting the introduction of casino liquor licences and public faciUty 
licenses. I understand that the reason for expediting the legislation is that there is a need 
to provide legislation to facilitate the introduction of the activities to be carried out by 
casinos. Although I have no objection to that—it seems to be a practical move—I believe 
that greater concem should be shown for the other problems that this legislation is 
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purported to address. I refer to the grounds of forfeiture of a licence in cases in which 
licensed premises have been the resort of dmg-dealers, sexual perverts, deviants or child-
molesters. The simple listing of people who fall into those categories is flag-waving and 
not practicable in any sense whatever. 

Mr Innes: Is it not reasonable to include dmg-dealers? After all, the Act states that 
licensed premises should not be the resort of prostitutes. Surely it is reasonable to include 
dmg-dealers. 

Mr GOSS: I would have thought that, as a lawyer, the honourable member for 
Sherwood would appreciate the need for certainty in the provisions of the legislation 
and the need for guidance to be given to members of the community about what the 
terms mean. It is important that people understand how the provisions of the BiU are 
to be enforced so that publicans will be able to conduct their businesses. TheoreticaUy, 
publicans are subject to losing their liquor Ucences and their livelihood simply because 
a group of people found in the comer of the licensed premises may be dmg-dealers, 
sexual perverts, deviants or chUd-molesters. 

I know that the honourable member for Sherwood is on record as saying that the 
Minister has failed to seriously confront the problems associated with gay bars. I think 
that was the term that was used. 

Mr Innes: Yes. 

Mr GOSS: The honourable member confirms that. However, in all the statements 
that the honourable member has made, I have not seen any positive or specific proposal 
as to how legislation would be enforced either by the authorities or by a publican. I will 
be interested to hear whether or not the honourable member wiU fall back on a rather 
quaint but absurd proposal that enforcement can be accomplished by reference to the 
worldly wisdom of a publican at Boulia, or whoever it might be. 

Mr FitzGerald: How does a pubUcan sort out the prostitutes? Are you in favour of 
taking that provision out of the Act? 

Mr GOSS: No. I am not talking about that. 

Mr FitzGerald: I am asking you quite seriously. 

Mr GOSS: When the honourable member for Lockyer speaks, he can tell us about 
the manner in which he identifies or suggests that other people identify the incidence 
of prostitution. The provision in relation to prostitution has been a part of the Act for 
a long time, but whether or not it is effective is another question. 

Mr FitzGerald: Are you suggesting that that provision should be repealed? 

Mr GOSS: No, I am not; but I would be interested to hear how it can be enforced, 
and how the Govemment has been able to make the provisions of the Act work in a 
practical way. 

If the Govemment claims to be concemed about the problems associated with 
perverts, dmg-dealers, deviants and child-molesters, I would be interested to hear how 
the Minister substantiates the claim that this measure does anything more than address 
the problems in a superficial way. If the Minister is to enact this legislation, he has a 
responsibility to ensure that what is offered is workable; otherwise, all that will happen 
will be that he will convince those members of the public who are not as well informed 
as they should be that something practical has been done. 

The Govemment has not addressed these problems in any practical way. A year 
has passed, but the Govemment has taken no action to bring to account those people 
who members of the Opposition complained were involved in child pomography and 
child molestation. Moreover, three years ago, the National Party Govemment promised 
to bring in tough, new legislation to combat the dmg-dealing problem. Although that 
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kind of legislation has been introduced in other States, three years down the track the 
Queensland Govemment has not yet legislated. 

Members of the Govemment are not serious, because they place public relations 
first and last. I am concemed about the activities of dmg-dealers, and I want to see that 
activity stamped out. The Govemment talks about stamping it out, but if it was serious 
and honest, it would introduce legislation. Instead of doing that, every six months or 
so the Premier and Treasurer or the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General says that 
the toughest legislation in Australia is about to be introduced. For three years, the 
Govemment has been talking about doing that, but it has done nothing. 

Sitting suspended from 1 to 2.15 p.m. 

Mr GOSS: In concluding my comments on this legislation, I refer back to the 
statements I made to the effect that the concem of the Opposition in relation to the 
more spectacular provisions, namely, those relating to perverts, deviants, child-molesters 
and so on, is simply that those provisions are superficial, impractical and unworkable. 
They will not have any practical result. But the problem is not as simple as that. 

. The Opposition says that the Govemment should not enact this legislation, because 
it will have virtually no effect. In fact, it may well have a detrimental effect in that 
many people in the community who are concemed about these issues of child exploitation 
and molestation may feel that positive action is being taken and be less concemed. 
Community concem needs to be maintained until such time as positive action can be 
taken, and that is why the Opposition would like any action in this area withheld until 
the results of the inquiry are available to all members so that they can see the extent 
and nature of the problem and the solutions that are proposed. 

Retuming to the Opposition's criticism that the measures are unworkable and 
impractical and will have no practical result, I repeat that they may in fact have a very 
detrimental result, because publicans facing the prospect of losing their licences will have 
to enforce this legislation and ensure that they do not allow perverts, deviants or child-
molesters to congregate in their bars. 

Let me project what will occur in practice. Consider the poor publican. It has 
already been observed that he is not assisted by a definition of these people or any other 
explanation as to how to identify them. It is left to his worldly wisdom, so what does 
he do? He sees a small group of people in one comer of the bar and he suspects that 
they are deviants, perverts or child-molesters. What does that responsible publican do? 
He has only one course of action open to him, and that is to go up to those people and 
ask them to leave. Presumably he would say, "Excuse me, sir, but in view of the fact 
that you're a pervert, I have to ask you to leave," or, "In view of the fact they you are 
a child-molester, I have to ask you and your friends to leave." At the very least, that 
would presumably provoke a writ for defamation the next moming but, in the case of 
many hotel customers, I am sure that it would result in much more direct and physical 
action being taken in response to the publican's suggestion so as to correct him in 
relation to his assessment of that person's proclivities. 

That is another example of how absurd this legislation is and the levels to which 
the Govemment has sunk in an attempt at pubUc relations to convince the community 
that positive action is being taken. As I said, the legislation is a joke and deserves to 
be treated as such if it were not such a serious matter. 

Mr BORBIDGE (Surfers Paradise) (2.18 p.m.): In supporting the legislation before 
the House this aftemoon, I make the point that, of all the legislation that can be reviewed 
by any Govemment and considered by any Parliament, proposed amendments to the 
liquor laws present more difficulties and very often more conflicts of interest. 

It has been interesting to Usten to the contribution of the honourable member for 
Salisbury (Mr Goss). Apart from his barbs, I believe that he basicaUy supports much of 
the legislation. He differs in how it should be applied, how it should be worded by the 
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Parhamentary Counsel and how it should be enacted by this Assembly, but the basic 
thmst of what the Minister is seeking to do has been supported by the Opposition. 

I pay tribute to the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General (Mr Harper), because 
it is no mean feat to strike a balance between the expectations of the community and 
the responsibilities of the Govemment of the day. The amendments to the Liquor Act 
presently before the House certainly fall into that category. They are a practical response 
to the changing needs of the community and are of particular importance and relevance 
to major tourist areas of Queensland, such as the Gold Coast. 

The major provision of this legislation is the creation of a casino liquor licence, 
fulfilling the Govemment's obligation to provide such a Ucence in line with the provisions 
of the Jupiters Casino Agreement Act and the Breakwater Island Casino Agreement Act. 
Much has been said about Queensland's casinos and, in particular, about Jupiters Casino 
at Broadbeach, which will open its doors to the public this coming Saturday. In this 
debate, it is not my intention to retrace old ground. However, it is interesting to note 
that, so far, 1 700 people, most of them locals, have been employed at Jupiters, with 
the remaining 500 to be recmited. The enormous effect on Gold Coast youth unem
ployment figures through the surge in major intemational resort development wiU be 
considerable. If the Gold Coast continues to record high unemployment figures, something 
will be drastically wrong. Indeed, on this side of the House, we acknowledge that 
something is wrong in the system of dole payments in which the Federal Govemment 
is currently engaged. 

If high youth unemployment levels continue to be recorded on the Gold Coast with 
the casino and the major intemational resorts that are yet to open, that is. Holiday City, 
the Gold Coast Intemational Hotel to be mn by Daikyo Kenko, the Ramada Hotel at 
Paradise Centre, and the Hyatt Regency at Sanctuary Cove, something must be rotten, 
because those projects wiU provide an enormous number of opportunities for younger 
and older people to enter careers in the tourism and hospitality industries. I repeat that 
the casino has still to employ 500 people. 

The honourable member for Salisbury referred to the relative urgency of this 
legislation. It will have to be passed before Saturday. The casino may have trial mns 
on Thursday and Friday. I understand that the Premier and Treasurer and the Deputy 
Premier and Minister Assisting the Treasurer, together with other Ministers and members, 
wiU attend Jupiters tomorrow night after the presentation of the relevant licences—the 
casino licence itself and the casino Uquor licence. This project will have an immense 
effect on the economic life of the Gold Coast and on the whole State of Queensland. 

I understand that the Conrad Intemational Hotel expects to operate on a 75 per 
cent or better occupancy rate for the first 12 months. That is not an inconsiderable 
achievement. In fact, it is away above what most intemational hotels aim at in terms 
of occupancy in the first year of operation. Certainly, the provisions of the legislation 
that relate to the casino and the amendments before us deserve the strong support of 
all members of this Parliament. 

I welcome the provision in the amendments allowing intemational standard hotels 
to operate bars on a 24-hour basis for the convenience of lodgers and guests. That will 
ensure that the standard of service a traveller, either domestic or intemational, expects 
in a major intemational tourist destination will be available in the State of Queensland. 

Over recent years, the Govemment has made great strides in boosting tourism in 
Queensland and encouraging people to come from all parts of the worid. We must realise 
that we are coinpeting for the domestic as well as the intemational tourist dollar. The 
Gold Coast, Caims, the Whitsundays, Brisbane and other major tourist destinations are 
competing against Honolulu, Singapore, Hong Kong, Tokyo and Los Angeles for the 
domestic tourist dollar, as well as for the intemational tourist dollar. 

A table prepared by the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation is very 
interesting. It relates to the number of hours an Australian male on average weekly 
eamings had to work to afford air fares on certain routes. In 1961, if the average 
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Australian male wished to travel from Brisbane to Honolulu, he had to work 737.9 
hours. In 1983, he had to work 108.6 hours. To travel between Brisbane and Singapore, 
in 1961 he had to work 425.6 hours, but in 1983 he had to work only 89.3 hours. To 
travel from Brisbane to London in 1961, he had to work 1 116 hours, but in 1983 he 
had to work only 182 hours. In 1961, to travel from Brisbane to San Francisco, he had 
to work 913.2 hours, and in 1983 he had to work 123.1 hours. In 1961 an AustraUan 
male on average weekly eamings had to work for 82.6 hours to be able to afford the air 
fare between Melboume and the Gold Coast. Now he has to work for 42.5 hours. 

What I am trying to emphasise is that the tourist industry in Queensland is competing 
against the tourist industries in Honolulu, Singapore and San Francisco. The Govemment 
has to ensure not only that the infrastmcture is in place but also that the legislation is 
changed to meet the needs that that infrastmcture requires. 

I particularly welcome the changes that are being made relative to golf and bowls 
clubs. Those clubs will benefit considerably from the proposed increase in the maximum 
number of permits issued for night functions. That is important, and again it is needed. 

The Rotary club of which I am a member meets at a bowls club simply because 
hotels have been unable to provide a room at the price sought by that club. Many 
service clubs fall into the same category. Numerous functions are held at golf clubs and 
bowls clubs. This provision is an important and responsive one that will be well received 
in the community. 

Other provisions relating to the relaxation of resort licences and the giving of 
stronger powers to the Licensing Commission to enable it to clamp down on unlicensed 
premises serving underage drinkers will also be widely welcomed in the community. 

I particularly commend the Minister for the provisions relating to the operation of 
cabaret licences. Those changes to the law acknowledge the very important role of 
cabarets in the entertainment life of major cities and tourist destinations. Cabarets employ 
a great many people throughout Queensland, particularly in electorates such as mine. 
Up till now, their hours of operation have been quite restrictive. The existing penalty 
rates stmcture has hit them hard. The previously permitted hours of operation and other 
restrictions have tested the viability of those businesses. 

Mr Vaughan: Most of them would not pay strictly according to the award, anyway. 

Mr BORBIDGE: That shows the siege mentality of the honourable member for 
Nudgee. Opposition members are always referring to the evil employer. It is a great 
tragedy that embedded in Opposition members, such as the honourable member for 
Nudgee, is this class hatred of the tourist industry and the hospitaUty industry. We have 
seen the vicious and vindictive attack on those industries by members of the Labor 
Party in Canberra. I remind the honourable member that the hospitality and tourist 
section of the Queensland economy has been providing more employment for young 
Queenslanders than any other section. Again the honourable member shows his contempt 
for the tourist industry and for a Govemment that is trying to do the right thing to 
boost employment and investment opportunities. If that is to be the contribution of the 
honourable member to this debate, he would be better oflf going back and catching up 
with his mates in the Electrical Trades Union. 

The Minister and the Govemment have acknowledged the important role that 
cabarets play and the generally high standards that they maintain. As I have indicated, 
several cabarets in my electorate employ hundreds of young Gold Coast people. Contrary 
to the assertion of the honourable member for Nudgee, those young people do not look 
too downtrodden to me. My feedback from those employees indicates that they welcome 
these amendments and that they are disgusted at the Labor Party's blatant attempts to 
get them out of a job. 

The vast majority of cabarets are extremely professionally mn. They are valuable 
to my electorate and to the entire State of Queensland. The relaxation of trading hours 
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wiU mean that cabarets will remain competitive with those services that wiU be provided 
by the Gold Coast casino, which will have a 24-hour operation. 

I particularly welcome the provision that cabarets will no longer be required to 
provide meals for patrons after 10 p.m., provided that food of such type and in such 
quantities as the Licensing Commission requires is available on demand. That amendment 
acknowledges the fact that, in a busy city or tourist resort, many people go to cabarets 
later in the evening after dining elsewhere. Likewise, the relaxation of the closing time 
for tourist park licences from 10 p.m. to 12 midnight will be welcome. 

Since the Liquor Act was last amended, the area that I represent has changed 
dramatically. The Gold Coast and other parts of Queensland must be able to compete 
intemationally for the tourist dollar. It has been interesting to note that much of the 
criticism of this amending legislation has been irrelevant. There seems to have been an 
over-concentration on the so-called deviants clause, and many aspects of the legislation 
that will be of enormous benefit to the people of this State have been ignored completely. 

I will quote from an editorial in the Gold Coast Bulletin, which, as a major provincial 
newspaper in the tourist capital of Australia, should know something about assessing 
the effectiveness of the liquor laws. Under the heading "Champagne changes", the 
editorial reads— 

"The Gold Coast tourism industry should be toasting many of the proposed 
changes to the liquor laws, now before State Parliament." 

The editorial goes on to detail the trading hours for intemational hotels in relation to 
their guests and the guests of their guests, and continues— 

"In this amendment the Govemment has recognised the importance of the 
tourism industry as it expands into the intemational marketplace. This applies 
particularly to the Gold Coast with its sudden mushrooming growth in intemational 
hotels. 

These 'on line' hotels would certainly have operated at a disadvantage by 
comparison with overseas intemational resorts, had they been forced to tum away 
drinkers from their bars at the normal 10 p.m. hotel closing time. 

Another amendment will prove a filip to Gold Coast night—life, allowing 
licensed cabarets to open earlier and close later. The onerous requirement for 
cabarets to provide meals with liquor has been eased and cabarets wiU even be 
allowed to open for business lunches from 11 a.m.-3 p.m. 

The Liquor Law Amendment Bill also contains good news for many Gold 
Coast sports clubs, allowing them to obtain more liquor permits for night functions. 

Tourist parks will benefit, their liquor licenses being extended beyond 10 p.m. 
to allow trading until midnight, while there are other concessions for resorts and 
tavems, and the Gold Coast's future arts centre at Evandale is now assured of 
obtaining a Ucence under a new provision for 'public facilities'." 

The editorial acknowledges that criticism has been expressed of the legislation, and it 
concludes by saying— 

"But most of the amendments amount to a champagne brew for the tourism 
industry." 

I commend the Minister and suggest that that editorial reflects the overall reaction of 
the Gold Coast to the proposed amendments. 

Much of the criticism of the legislation has been without foundation. Over recent 
moiiths, I have had considerable discussions with representatives of the hospitality and 
tourism industries. This legislation encompasses many—indeed, most—of the expectations 
of the community. It gives the Licensing Commission power to act where there may be 
problems, but, at the same time, complements the new era that is beginning to be 
experienced in the development of tourism in this State. 

I take this opportunity to comment briefly on claims that a Gold Coast hotel has 
been handing out dodgers in Brisbane and, perhaps, in other parts of the State for 
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schoolies week, encouraging underage drinkers to make the most of the opportunities 
that present themselves. I know that the Minister is aware of this problem, and I am 
sure that the matter of underage drinking in schoolies week and at other times wiU be 
monitored closely by him and by officers of the Licensing Commission. 

It is a great disappointment that, in an attempt to exploit underage drinking in the 
State of Queensland, a hotel would resort to the tactics that have been alleged. I am 
aware that the Minister has issued instmctions and that appropriate action will be taken. 
I also understand that the power of the Minister and the Licensing Commission to take 
action in such circumstances will be enhanced by the provisions contained in this 
legislation which, 1 remind the House, will be in operation for schoolies week. In fact, 
the legislation will be in force later this week. It has to be in force prior to the casino 
coming into operation, which is on Saturday. The clauses contained in the legislation 
wiU give the Licensing Commission and the Govemment increased powers to act where 
such abuse occurs. 

I commend the Minister. He has not had an easy job. Amendment of the liquor 
laws is difficult at the best of times. 

Mr Scott: Are you one of those making it hard for him by putting the skids under 
him? 

Mr BORBIDGE: The honourable member for Cook makes an inane interjection. 
That does him little credit. 

The Minister has been successful in striking a balance. The expectations of the 
community and the responsibility of the Govemment will be met by these amendments. 
The legislation will be widely and warmly welcomed in my electorate and will ensure 
that the liquor laws in this State keep pace with the massive development that the 
tourism industry is experiencing. I support the legislation. 

Mr R. J. GIBBS (Wolston) (2.37 p.m.): The member for SaUsbury (Mr Goss), who 
so eloquently put the case from this side of the House, certainly canvassed the onerous 
provisions that permeate this legislation. I instance the references to deviants, homosex
uals, child-molesters, prostitutes, lunatics, etc. I do not propose to go on at great length 
in that regard except to say that I pointed out to my good colleague this moming that 
there was one area in which I disagreed with him. If the Minister and those responsible 
for enforcing this legislation actually stick to the full intent of the wording of the 
legislation, one bonus for every Queenslander will be that not one member of the 
Govemment will be eligible to have a drink in a public bar. All Queenslanders can be 
thankful for that. 

As the member for Salisbury has already aUuded, the Bill is hip-shot legislation 
brought about by a knee-jerk reaction. It is only a bandaid approach to so many of the 
problems that exist in what every member on this side of the House agrees is a very 
important industry. 

Is it any wonder that, this moming, when the Govemment brought the fine young 
fellow from Redlands into the House, one could see that the Minster's knees were 
shaking. It is already being freely said round the traps that, because the newly elected 
member for Redlands (Mr Clauson) is the only legally quaUfied person on that side of 
the House, within a very short time he will be groomed for greater things. In fact, he 
is already preening himself as the next Attomey-General of Queensland. Of course, in 
that aim, he will have to try to beat my colleague the member for SaUsbury. 

The Opposition will be supporting some parts of the legislation. I take note of that 
part that specifically refers to packet licences, which are long overdue in this State. I 
ask honourable members to take note of the current very important trade right throughout 
Queensland and, in more recent times, on the Brisbane River where a number of floating 
restaurants and boat trips operate. One of the more exciting projects that can be looked 
forward to in the near future is the Kookaburra project under the auspices of a man for 
whom I have a very high regard—Gary Balkin. He already operates Bonaparte's floating 
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restaurant. It is obvious that this legislation is aimed at assisting that type of project. 
The legislation is most welcomed in that area. 

A large amount of money wiU be spent on that project, which will service the 
community excellently and be an attraction to people who wish to hold major functions, 
such as weddings. It would be ludicrous if people had to wait until a vessel left the 
wharf before drinks could be served. 

The legislation contains a crazy discrepancy. The honourable member for Surfers 
Paradise (Mr Borbidge) aUuded to the granting of a number of licences that will aUow 
certain night-clubs specifically on the Gold Coast to operate until 5 a.m. Honourable 
members are aware that that will be allowed because the operators of those night-clubs 
contribute very heavily to the honourable member's campaign at election-time. He has 
lobbied very actively for those licences to be granted to allow those night-clubs to operate 
until 5 a.m. In tourist areas, long drinkers, late drinkers, or enjoyment drinkers— 
whatever one Ukes to term them—very often will drink until the early hours of the 
moming. That facility will not be available at other major tourist resorts throughout the 
State. 

I understand that, under the legislation, the Govemment proposes to allow licensed 
resorts to extend their closing-time from 10 p.m. to midnight. At a number of resorts 
in north Queensland and central Queensland, and at the Tangalooma resort in Moreton 
Bay, a person can obtain a drink after closing-time, although I think that everybody 
acknowledges that, legally, one cannot purchase a drink after closing-time. When one 
talks about the legalities applying to those specific areas, one does not talk about the 
risk of people abusing the system by getting into cars or motor boats after drinking, and 
causing danger to other tourists. If sensible drinking facilities are provided at tourist 
resorts, they are not abused; in fact, they are regarded as a privilege. I see no reason 
why people should not be aUowed to stay at a resort and drink until 5 o'clock in the 
moming. To adopt a fair approach, I see no reason why the provisions in the BiU should 
apply only to two establishments on the Gold Coast. 

I take issue with the honourable member for Surfers Paradise on one matter about 
the tourist industry. The tourist industry in Queensland has expanded dramatically in 
recent times. The propaganda that is spread by Govemment members is that they have 
some God-given right to claim credit for the sunshine and the tropical climate in this 
State. It is not something that they create. I do not know by whom it was created, but 
it certainly was not created by the members on the Govemment side of the Chamber. 

The figures prove conclusively that tourist development in Queensland is at least 
2 per cent behind the national average. It is most certainly trailing New South Wales 
and Victoria. The honourable member for Surfers Paradise referred to the Labor Party's 
hostile or nonsensical approach towards the tourist industry. I take issue with him. That 
was not a fair comment, because the Opposition does not adopt a hostile approach 
towards people in the tourist industry. 

Regrettably, in Queensland, a National Party stooge by the name of Sir Frank 
Moore, who heads the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corporation, has used and abused 
his position as chairman of that organisation to politicise his position and the tourist 
industry in Queensland to ensure that those people in the tourist industry who do not 
agree with the politics of the National Party are sorted out for special treatment. The 
tourist industry is not extended the same privileges as other industries in this State. If 
hostility is to be found, the blame can be laid fairly and squarely at the feet of Sir Frank 
Moore because of his approach to the problem. 

I take umbrage at criticism of the Labor Party for talking about penalty rates, for 
example, in the tourist industry. Penalty rates play a major role in the tourist indilstry 
and, obviously, in the trade of people involved in the industry. I refute once and for all 
the argument that penalty rates are holding back the development of the tourist industry 
or, in fact, are the cause of or contribute to the non-growth or limited growth of 
employment. 
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Experience has shown beyond a shadow of a doubt that if penalty rates are cut out 
in the tourist industry, the only people who will benefit will be the huge tourist resort 
operators. Contrary to what Govemment members say, those operators will not employ 
more people in the tourist industry. That windfall will go directly into the pockets of 
those people who presently are trying to lobby and talk about the importance of penalty 
rates in the tourist industry. 

One of the people responsible for that is the chairman of the Queensland Tourist 
and Travel Corporation, Sir Frank Moore. Lo and behold, the other two people responsible 
for it are millionaires many times over. I refer to Keith WiUiams, the man who spent 
$166m developing the Hamilton Island resort, and, of course, with great regret to that 
old friend and former member of the Labor Party Jim Kennedy. Mr Kennedy, a multi
millionaire, wants to enhance his position even further by cutting out penalty rates in 
the tourist industry. 

At the risk of being criticised from certain quarters, I vehemently disagree with my 
coUeague the Federal Minister for Sport, Recreation and Tourism (John Brown), who, 
for some unknown reason, seems to have slipped into the greasy palms of a couple of 
the tourist resort operators and is now espousing the same argument. I say whole
heartedly that the Queensland branch of the Labor Party certainly does not share the 
sentiments expressed by the Federal Minister for Sport, Recreation and Tourism. 

I refer to the section dealing with vigneron-vintners' licences. It is a welcome 
amendment. It will allow those people who have a vintner's licence to make an application 
for week-end operation. 1 enjoy good wine, as do many honourable members. During 
the week, it is often extremely difficult to visit some of the vintners around Brisbane, 
and they are closed at the week-ends. This amendment will allow people the opportunity 
of perhaps indulging in a bit of week-end shopping. It will enable people to visit the 
vintners and made a selection. 

I believe that it should have been taken a step further. In that regard, I refer to 
clause 33 of the BiU, which amends the original section 127 pertaining to the unlawful 
sale of wine. I note with welcome surprise the insertion of the following subsection— 

"(3) The Commission in its discretion may grant permission to the holder of 
a license or the holder of a certificate of registration under the Wine Industry Act 
1974-1982 to offer, at wine shows, annual shows and similar functions, gratuitous 
samples of wine produced by him from grapes or other fmit grown by him . . . " 

In other words, people will be allowed to have samples of wine at functions of that 
type. I most certainly welcome that as a fairly innovative touch. I see no reason why 
that cannot be extended to cellars that operate in Brisbane, especially at the week-end. 

It seems ludicrous, on the one hand, to provide that, upon application being made, 
those businesses will be able to open at the week-end so that people can purchase supplies 
from the cellars and, on the other, to say that it is doubtful whether the provision can 
be extended to allow people to sit down and enjoy a sample of the wine they wish to 
purchase. I urge the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General to closely examine that 
provision, because I believe that one provision is not complemented by another. 

I also wish to refer to a provision that will be welcomed not only by people involved 
in the hotel industry but also by people who are interested in responsible govemment. 
For far too long, people to whom I would refer as the beer bandits of Queensland have 
been able to cross the border into New South Wales and purchase huge quantities of 
non-registered alcohol, bring it back to Queensland, and avoid paying licence fees. As a 
consequence, those beer bandits have been able to substantially undercut the legitimate 
operators. 

Most honourable members would recall the fairly lengthy beer strike that occurred 
some years ago because of this illegal practice. People were purchasing incredible quantities 
of alcohol from places as far away as Westem Australia—in some cases, by the semi
trailer load—and bringing it into Queensland. At that time, there was no requirement 
for a record of the quantity of alcohol purchased to be kept. The subsequent result was 
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that those who were in the know were able to survive by undercutting the legitimate 
businessmen who operated in Queensland. 

It is high time that something was done. I notice that clause 18 of the Bill specifies 
that the "licensee and holder of a permit" will keep books of accounts and records, 
provide information, etc. Some liquor traders have been avoiding their responsibilities 
in the past, and I emphasise the wdrd "some". The clause goes on to specify the way 
in which the legislation will be implemented, as foUows— 

"(1) The Commission may require books of account and records to be kept 
by a licensee or holder of a permit and its requirements may vary according to the 
type of Ucense or permit held. 

(2) A licensee or holder of a permit shall comply with the requirements of the 
Commission in relation to the books of account and records kept or to be kept by 
him and the entries made or to be made therein. 

(3) Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, a licensee or holder of a 
permit shaU keep up-to-date records containing particulars relating to the value and 
volume by measurement in litres of .." 

The clause then goes on to state certain requirements. 
In his reply, the Minister may wish to give an assurance that the people specified 

in the legislation will have no discretion and that the requirement will be absolute. 

Mr Harper: I can give that assurance. 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: I am very pleased to note that an up-to-date record will be 
required relative to sales. 

I welcome the general relaxation of the laws that relate to bowls clubs, etc. However, 
it is time that the change was taken a little further. The Queensland Hotels Association 
has been a lobby group for a long time and has leaned heavily on this Govemment to 
ensure that major reforms in the registered club industry are not introduced. In this 
instance, I refer specifically to the right of clubs, such as bowls clubs and tennis clubs, 
to provide a take-away and bottle sales service. It is time that a mature approach was 
adopted to aUowing clubs to offer such a service. There is a case for saying that if a 
person wishes to buy half a dozen bottles of beer to take home after he has finished a 
game on a Sunday, he should be aUowed to do so. It is ludicrous to suggest that aUowing 
that to happen will generally or dramatically cut into the trade in the hotel industry. 

I certainly do agree with people in the hotel industry who claim that if clubs are 
to operate in that way—or continue to operate on the basis upon which many bowls 
clubs and football clubs operate when they open on Saturdays, Sundays and mid-week 
during the football season—the responsibility that is carried by licensed hotels, to pay 
award wages to people who work behind their bars and counters, should also apply to 
clubs. That is a matter that also should be given serious consideration by the Federated 
Liquor and Allied Industries Employees Union of AustraUa. 

Clubs should employ bar staff instead of abusing the system by having their members 
working behind the bar at no cost. At present, those clubs do not incur the overheads 
that publicans do, but they still want to compete with publicans on the same basis. That 
is a grossly unfair system. 

Finally, I want to mention the Licensing Commission, which is long overdue for a 
major overhaul. Many members would remember, as I do, a gentleman who served with 
some distinction on the Licensing Commission for a number of years. Unfortunately, 
Leo McQuillan became an absolute god unto himself He institutionalised the commission. 
It was his own personal plaything. He became an absolute ogre to many people in the 
Uquor industry, particularly when they wanted special licences. People could rarely make 
headway with Leo McQuillan. Many of the problems that arose during his term still 
exist today. For example, I do not believe that the commission achieves the main aims 
for which it was set up. In relation to people's drinking habits, it does not reflect the 
broad-mindedness that is now abundantly clear within the community. 
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People are now prepared to accept major overhauls of the liquor industry. A classic 
example of time-wom, stupid traditions is the refusal to allow hotels to open at 10 
o'clock on Anzac Day. That is absolutely ludicrous. As I said, people are becoming more 
broad-minded about drinking, and there is a very good case for a Govemment with 
enough foresight and courage to dispense with the Licensing Commission and replace it 
with a more broadly based group on which the industry is properly represented. It could 
perhaps be called the liquor industry tribunal. Such a body would reflect the modem-
day thinking of people in relation to their drinking habits. People should not be required 
to appear before the Licensing Court and go through all the tedious processes of the 
law. That is old hat. Far more can be done through the legal system, and the time of 
people on the bench should not be wasted by having to listen to cases of that nature. 
Applications for licences and so on should be handled in a much more professional and 
streamlined fashion. 

As the member for Salisbury said, the Opposition welcomes certain aspects of the 
legislation. I have touched on a number of them. I find it regrettable that some of the 
better provisions of the legislation have been clouded by the very narrow-minded, stupid 
approach of this Govemment as a whole. 

Mr SIMPSON (Cooroora) (2.58 p.m.): It is with pleasure that I rise to support 
these amendments to the Liquor Act. As is customary in most parts of the world, for 
the good of the community the sale of alcoholic beverages has to be controlled to some 
extent. Although there is still some distance to go, this Govemment is proceeding in the 
right direction in terms of people in the community knowing what they are drinking. It 
is important that people can determine from the label just what they are drinking and 
what is the concentration of alcohol in that beverage. That is being attended to by this 
legislation. 

The sale of beverages is a very big business. A number of manufacturers have been 
raising the alcoholic content of soft drinks as means of interesting people in them whilst, 
at the same time, stating that the beverage is non-alcoholic. A great many people in the 
community did not realise that that was being done. 

Members of teetotal organisations do not realise that some of the soft drinks they 
market and consume have a high alcoholic content. The proposed amendments are 
helpful in trying to control the level of alcohol in beverages. I refer particularly to 
beverages with names that have been regarded traditionally as containing alcohol such 
as beer, ale, lager, pilsener, porter and stout. Those drinks contain in excess of .5 per 
cent alcohol. Terms traditionally used to describe non-alcoholic beverages, that is, 
beverages with less than .5 per cent alcohol are ginger-beer, hop beer, horehound beer, 
cola beer and root beer. If the Parliament is definite about the use of the terms, members 
of the community will know just what the alcoholic content is. It is very important to 
parents, who wish to educate their children about what is healthy for them, to know 
how much alcohol is in a drink. 

After I came into Parliament, one of the early pieces of legislation discussed concemed 
an amendment to the Liquor Act. I suggested that a move should be made towards 
lowering the alcoholic content of beer. I was informed by certain Ministers at the time 
that that could not be done without losing the taste of the beer and, if that happened, 
people would lose interest in drinking it. I tried to convince them that the alcoholic 
content of beer could be reduced to about 2 per cent without people detecting a difference 
in taste. My contention has since proved to be correct. Low alcohol and light beers are 
now freely available. They test people's ability to determine the alcoholic content, which 
is nigh impossible. 

It is very important to know the alcoholic content of light beers. If beers with an 
alcoholic content between 1.15 per cent and 3.5 per cent are classified as light beers, 
members of the community will know what they are drinking. 

Many people are adopting a responsible attitude to drinking and driving. They want 
to know the alcoholic content of the beverage they are drinking so that they may 
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ascertain whether they are likely to be over the legal limit for driving. It is very important 
to know the alcoholic content of all beverages. The labelling of beverages is a good 
move. People should know the alcoholic content of wines. Legislation seems to be the 
only way to ensure that proper labelling is used. 

I have always believed firmly that people drink in hotels mainly because they wish 
to have social contact with their friends. Therefore, it is important that they should not 
consume more alcohol than they intend. These amendments will allow people to drink 
in a more sensible and civilised way. 

In electorates such as mine, heavy emphasis is placed on the tourist industry. There 
are many restaurants in my electorate. The proposed amendments that free up trading 
hours will be good for my area. The added controls over the alcoholic content of drinks 
will aUow people to know how much alcohol they have consumed. 

One question that is often asked of me is, "Where do the people in the 50-odd 
restaurants in the Noosa shire go when they finish their day's work?". They finish at 
10, 11 and 12 o'clock at night. They like to relax, particularly with people who are 
engaged in their own trade; but, because of the restrictions on hours, they are unable to 
do so. I hope that the amendments will provide for a more sensible control over the 
sale of alcohol in that situation. 

Not all brewed soft drinks necessarily have the same alcoholic content, yet they are 
referred to as soft drinks. The alcoholic content is measured as so many millilitres at 
20°C. Soft drinks need an alcoholic content below 0.5 per cent, which is five millilitres 
per litre. I shall read the following table dealing with brewed soft drinks— 

r»^c;„«o*;̂ ^ Alcoholic Content 
Designation ^^j^j ^ 200c) 

Appelts Barossa Brewed Soft Drink 10.00 
Appelts Barossa Brewed Soft Drink 12.7 
2 on Brewed Soft Drink 11.0 
2 on Brewed Soft Drink 11.3 
Goldwell Non-Alcohol Sparkling Ginger 1.0 
Carlsberg Consort Beverage 7.9 
Coach Special Brew Brewed Soft Drink 9.9 
DAB Kraftperle Imported Malt Beverage 4.0 
Bundaberg Hop Beer Brewed Soft Drink 9.3 
Bundaberg Horehound Brewed Soft Drink 9.0 
Bundaberg Ginger Beer Brewed Soft Drink 0.4 
Bundaberg Horehound Brewed Soft Drink 5.0 
Bundaberg Ginger Beer Brewed Soft Drink 0.5 
Bundaberg Root Beer Brewed Soft Drink 6.0 
Bundaberg Pop Beer Brewed Soft Drink 5.0 
Bundaberg Ginger Beer Brewed Soft Drink 2.0 
Bundaberg Horehound Brewed Soft Drink (a 
very high content) 24.0 
Bundaberg Hop Beer Brewed Soft Drink 11.0 
Bundaberg Root Beer Brewed Soft Drink 11.0 
Bundaberg Horehound Brewed Soft Drink 8.0 
Amber Light Brewed Soft Drink 10.0 
Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 10.0 
Birrel Brewed Malt Beverage 9.6 
Birrel Brewed Malt Beverage 6.3 
Birrel Brewed Soft Drink 5.3 
Birrel Brewed Soft Drink 6.0 
Australian Bitter Brewed Soft Drink 10.0 
Export Light Brewed Soft Drink 9.0 
Birrel Brewed Soft Drink 10.0 
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Designation 

Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 
Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 
Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 
Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 
Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 
Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 
Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 
Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 
Northem Light Brewed Soft Drink 
A.S.A. Ginger Brew Brewed Soft Drink 
A.S.A. Horehound Stout Ale Brewed Soft Drink 
A.S.A. Natural Horehound Brewed Soft Drink 
A.S.A. Australian Export Draught Brewed Soft 
Drink 
A.S.A. Stoney Ginger Brew Brewed Soft Drink 
A.S.A. Horehound Stout Brewed Soft Drink 
Australian Export Draught Brewed Soft Drink 
A.S.A. Natural Horehound Brewed Soft Drink 
Australian Bitter Brewed Soft Drink 
Australian Bitter Brewed Soft Drink 
Australian Bitter Brewed Soft Drink 
Australian Bitter Brewed Soft Drink 
Australian Bitter Brewed Soft Drink 
Panther Non Alcoholic Malt Beverage 
Henniger Gerstel Brewed Soft Drink 

AlcohoUc 
(ml/1 @ 

Content 
20°C) 
10.5 
10.0 
10.0 
10.2 
5.5 

10.5 
10.2 
10.1 
10.5 
15.0 
9.8 
7.1 

9.2 
16.0 
11.0 
10.0 
9.0 
4.3 
9.1 

13.5 
13.7 
13.4 
7.0 
4.0 

It is important to note that the alcohol in some soft drinks with the same name may 
vary by 100 per cent. 

I bring that information to the attention of the House so that minors and others 
who wish to drink low-alcohol drinks know the alcoholic content of the various beverages. 
That is important, even though members of the Opposition are not concemed about it. 
They are not concemed about the blood alcohol level of people driving on the road. I 
have no doubt that members of the Opposition would not like to be passengers in an 
aircraft flown by a pilot who has no knowledge of the alcoholic content of the beverages 
that he consumed before flying. Yet, as I say, members of the Opposition do not care 
about people driving on the road with high blood alcohol levels. 

Mr Comben: Do you support random breath-testing? 

Mr SIMPSON: The only tme random tests are in Queensland. In other States 
road-blocks are used to try to reduce the number of accidents and deaths on the road. 
Those measures were introduced to highlight dangerous driving and the dangerous effect 
of alcohol and other dmgs on driving. The figures show that there is an initial reaction 
to that, which then falls off. That is why the figures in this State, when compared with 
those in other States, are so good. 

In the case of the so-called random breath-testing in other States, the local hoteliers 
are told where the road-block will be. That is the sort of thing that is going on. Road
blocks also delay those people who are carrying on legitimate enterprises. In a State in 
which the majority of people do not live in the capital city, which is where the other 
States use road-blocks for random breath-testing, it is better to continue with the current 
practice. Random breath-testing is only one tool in the fight against the road toU. 

I support the lowering of the alcohol level in beer, which is happening. I encourage 
people to drink low-alcohol beers. A program to educate the community on the dangers 
of alcohol and its effect on the body is being introduced into the State's schools. I hope 
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that the Opposition will encourage that move, which will be more effective than random 
breath-testing. 

Increased services in the tourist industry will cater for tourists who wish to use 
those services at any time of the day or night. With the proper controls that have been 
applied, that is a step in the right direction. I support the amendments, which concem 
themselves with the responsible use of alcohol and the prevention and control of excesses 
in its use. It is with much pleasure that I support the Minister's Bill. 

Mr BRADDY (Rockhampton) (3.18 p.m.): The preparation of this legislation gave 
the Govemment an opportunity to carry out a major review of the liquor licensing laws 
of this State. Amongst other reasons, that review was necessary because of the constmction 
and operation of casinos in Queensland. Clearly the Minister has taken the opportunity 
to review the legislation. As I think would be clear to the Minister, the Opposition 
generally supports most of the provisions of the legislation before the House. 

In the course of my speech I do not intend to comment on each and every aspect 
of the amending legislation. I will deal mainly with matters of which I am critical. As 
to the matters that I do not touch upon—as other Opposition members have done, I 
indicate that I generaUy support the relevant provisions. 

The first measure at which I level criticism is section 121 of the Act and the 
amendment to that section as contained in clause 24. Several Opposition members have 
made it clear that the Opposition has some problem with that amendment, mainly 
because of the Govemment's failure to address itself honestly and clearly to a situation 
that appears to be unjust. 

Section 121 of the Act makes provision for what a Ucensed club shall not do. 
Section 121 (1) (a) (iii) provides that a licensed club shall not— 

"(Being a Ucensed bowUng club or golf club) seU or supply Uquor for consumption 
elsewhere than on its licensed premises or permit or suffer liquor to be carried away 
from its licensed premises." 

Licensed bowls clubs and Ucensed golf clubs are only two of six varieties of licensed 
clubs that are provided for in the Liquor Act. The Act provides for a registered club 
Ucence, an ex-servicemen's club Ucence, a workers' club licence, a principal sporting club 
licence, a bowling club licence and a golf club licence. 

When the legislation was before the House previously, the Govemment saw fit to 
impose restrictive provisions for bowling clubs and golf clubs. Those provisions do not 
apply to any other of the six varieties of licensed clubs and registered clubs in the State 
of Queensland. The Opposition challenges the Govemment to state why that restriction 
has been continued when such a major review of the Liquor Act has been undertaken. 
Why have the members of golf clubs and bowUng clubs had legal restrictions placed on 
their ability to take liquor away from the club for consumption at home? 

We live in an era in which the maximum permissible alcohol level of a driver is 
.05. Why has that not been reflected in the easing of restrictions in relation to the two 
most common types of club in this State, namely, bowUng clubs and golf clubs? Why 
are members of ex-servicemen's clubs, which is perhaps the next most common of all 
the clubs, given rights that are not given to members of bowling clubs and golf clubs? 
Is the Govemment not prepared to face up to that provision? Is the Govemment not 
prepiared to face up to the hoteliers, and to examine and deal fairly and honestly with 
the citizens in this State, instead of dealing with them only on a selected basis? 

In so many areas the Queensland Govemment deals with privilege. It deals with 
privilege in relation to the way in which people are licensed to vote in this State. A 
vote in Roma is worth a great deal more than a vote in Brisbane Central or Windsor. 
This Govemment is used to dealing with privilege. Therefore, it finds some difficulty in 
deaUng fairiy and justly with people. The Opposition believes that hoteliers have their 
rights, as do patrons of golf clubs and bowling clubs. They are entitled to be dealt with 
on a fair and equitable basis. 
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Again, in a major review of the Act, one sees no faimess and equity towards the 
members of those clubs. We live in an era in which everyone is conscious of the need 
to lower the permissible alcohol level for drivers and in which the Opposition is calling 
for the introduction of random breath-testing. The Govemment is too frightened to face 
up to its responsibilities. The Govemment's failure to deal with this provision as it 
should have done is a defect in the legislation. 

I tum now to the proposed new section 61 A, which relates to the carrying of a card 
of identification or certificate by a person over the age of 18 years. The Govemment 
has embarked on a scheme under which people, when enrolling to vote, may seek an 
identification card, for which they pay. I do not support the provision that has been 
inserted in the Liquor Act that states that a publican may demand either the production 
of an identification card or a certificate as to the age of the person. The certificate, of 
course, is signed merely by the challenged person. The certificate is in a prescribed form. 
It can be filled out by him, setting out his age and the specific details of his date of 
birth. 

I am not challenging the continuation of the certificate scheme. What 1 am suggesting 
is that the new provision in relation to an identification card is not worth the trouble 
that the Govemment has gone to to put it into legislation. If the Govemment requires 
people to certify as to their age, so be it. Why not continue with the current provision? 
The identification card is an optional card. It is, I suggest, merely another example of 
National Party Govemment grandstanding. 

The shadow Minister, the honourable member for Salisbury (Mr Goss), challenged 
the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General to inform honourable members later, 
during the debate on this particular provision, how many people have taken out the 
cards. I would be interested to know that figure, and also how many people who have 
enrolled since the identification cards have been available have sought to have the cards 
made available to them. As I have said, it seems to me that the addition of an 
identification card is merely grandstanding and goes no further towards the prevention 
of underage drinking. 

I tum now to clause 37, which deals with section 164L of the Liquor Act. It is a 
new provision. Generally, I welcome the insertion of this provision in the legislation. It 
deals with the sale and supply of liquor in Aboriginal and Islander tmst areas. 

As the legislation presently applies in those areas, the residents are confined to the 
purchase and consumption of beer in their canteen areas. The provision that the 
Govemment has now seen fit to introduce, which, as I say, I welcome, allows the 
Aboriginal or Islander council in control of a tmst area to apply to the Licensing 
Commission for a determination that in that area certain types of liquor shall be sold. 
It enables the people to make their own decisions as to whether they wish to purchase 
wine or spirits as well as beer. 

1 believe that it is a proper innovation to enable the people themselves to seek to 
have the sale of liquor extended beyond its present ambit but, nevertheless, to control 
it if a problem arises in their area. In my opinion, the provisions in that regard proposed 
to be inserted by the Liquor Act and Other Act Amendment Bill are wise provisions 
and should be welcomed by the people who reside in these areas and also by other 
people in the State. 

The prohibition order that is also allowed, under which a resident may be prohibited 
for a 12-month period from purchasing alcohol legally on reserve areas, is probably 
needed. Provision is made for a person who is so prohibited to appeal to a magistrate, 
and with that safeguard, I believe that the provision for prohibition is, in all the 
circumstances, quite sensible. 

1 tum now to a provision that has, deservedly, attracted a good deal of criticism 
from the Opposition. I refer to section 78 of the Act. It is dealt with in clause 23 of the 
Bill. In my opinion, section 78 of the Act as it stands needed review and clarification. 
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However, in the opinion of aU Opposition members, the review and clarification that 
has been given to it is a ludicrous act. 

The section provides, among other things, that a licensed victualler who suffers or 
permits "prostitutes, thieves, or persons of notoriously bad character, or dmnken or 
disorderly persons, to be in or upon such premises or appurtenances" shaU be guilty of 
an offence. All that the Govemment has done is add certain other categories in respect 
of that section, that is, "dmg dealers, sexual perverts or deviants, child molesters". 

The original provision was a very strange one inasmuch as in the second paragraph, 
although it made it an offence for prostitutes to be in or upon such premises or for 
licensed victuallers to serve them, it provided as follows— 

" . . . the presence of reputed prostitutes longer than is necessary for the purpose of 
obtaining temporary refreshment... shall be prima facie evidence that the licensee 
permitted . . . such persons . . . in and upon his premises or appurtenances." 

The long-standing provisions of that section provided, firstly, that it was an offence for 
prostitutes to be on the premises, and, secondly, that if prostitutes were on the premises 
longer than was necessary for the purpose of obtaining temporary refreshment, that was 
prima facie evidence against the licensee. 

I do not know whether the continuation of such a provision is the National Party's 
idea of some form of affirmative action, but if it is, it is a joke. 

Mr Scott: What sort of refreshment are you talking about? 

Mr BRADDY: It would certainly appear that prostitutes were entitled to slip in for 
a quickie. 

Mr FitzGerald: A poor choice of words. 

Mr BRADDY: No, a very selective choice of words. Apparently, prostitutes are 
entitled to slip in for a quickie between carrying out their normal activities, because the 
legislation will stiU provide that prostitutes can be on the premises, provided that they 
obtain temporary refreshment. 

Why prostitutes are placed in a better position than child-molesters, dmg-dealers, 
sexual perverts or deviants, I am not quite sure, but I certainly invite the Minister to 
teU me in his reply. What is needed is an overall review of the purpose served by that 
provision. If such a review had been undertaken, perhaps it would have meant a 
withdrawal of the section, or a complete amendment of it, before the Bill was presented. 

What is the Govemment seeking to do? Is it seeking to make it an offence for 
people in the categories that I have mentioned to be in hotels at all, even to seek 
temporary refreshment? Or is the aim of the Govemment really to prevent the congre
gation of those people, and, more particulariy, to prevent their disorderiy and disgraceful 
conduct on licensed premises? If the Govemment is seeking to prevent people having 
a drink, why does it not remove the provision that refers to prostitutes seeking temporary 
refreshment? That provision cleariy seems to suggest that prostitutes can be on the 
premises provided that they do not stay there too long. If it is all right for prostitutes 
to do that, why is it not all right for people in the other categories regarded by the 
Govemment as being disorderiy and disgraceful to do the same? 

If it is wrong for the people to whom I have referred to be present in licensed 
premises, namely, hotels, why should they be allowed to go to licensed clubs? Why 
should they be allowed to go to restaurants? 1 point out that the Govemment has not 
sought to amend the Liquor Act as it relates to licensed clubs or restaurants. Apparently, 
the Govemment has seen fit to include in this provision people who can be recognised 
by the licensee as falling into the categories I have mentioned—except for a prostitute 
who slips into the hotel for temporary refreshment—and prevent them fi-om being on 
the hotel premises, but the same people can go down to the local Retumed Services 
League club, if they are invited in by a member. It will be all right for child-molesters, 
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sexual deviants, etc., to go to the local RSL club, provided they are invited to go in; 
but it wiU be against the law for them to congregate in a local hotel. 

Mr Yewdale: How does that apply to the parliamentary bar and what happens 
there? 

Mr BRADDY: It will certainly be aU right for those people who are invited into 
the parliamentary bar. 

This is a very serious provision because, if a pubUcan commits three offences, he 
becomes liable for very harsh punishment. Publicans are therefore entitled to ask why 
they are being discriminated against and why the onus is on them to recognise these 
disgraceful and disorderly people and evict them, while people in charge of other places 
where liquor is being sold to the public are not. 

I suggest that the problem again is what one sees too often in this place, that is, 
Govemment grandstanding. It looks good to sUp in a piece of legislation dealing with 
dmg-pushers, sexual perverts, deviants and child-molesters. It looks good and sounds 
marvellous in the electorates of Govemment members, but again the Govemment has 
not properly addressed itself to the problem. It has not even addressed itself properly 
to the section it deals with. It has made a laughing-stock of itself by retaining the 
provision relating to prostitutes and temporary refreshment and imposing a very onerous 
task on publicans. 

The Opposition does not believe that this legislation should be dealt with in a way 
that triviaUses problems. Certainly there are problems in making sure that sexual deviants 
in no way prey upon the public but, if that problem is to be addressed, the Govemment 
has to address it in a way that pays heed to the real problems. It must look at the 
statistics showing where these problems occur. Is there any real evidence that they are 
taking place in the licensed pubUc houses of Queensland rather than in other areas? Is 
the Govemment really addressing the problem or is it again grandstanding? 

The Opposition is not trivialising the issue. If Opposition members deal with it or 
attempt to deal with it with some humour when it is presented in this Chamber, it is 
because the way in which the Govemment goes about its task is ludicrous, and sometimes 
humour can show how ludicrous it really is. The Govemment is not really dealing with 
this problem. All it is doing is grandstanding and trying to suggest that it has answers 
to problems when it has not even looked properly at the problems in the first place. It 
has mshed in and dashed three or four words into the legislation. However, it has left 
them out of other places in which they should have been placed if it really meant to 
deal with this problem. 

As a result, this Parliament is again, to some extent, being made a laughing-stock 
throughout the nation, not because this Govemment believes that no-one else has the 
moral fibre to face this problem but because other people, including members of the 
Opposition, members of other legislatures, the media and the public generaUy know that 
the Govemment is grandstanding. They know when a problem is being addressed 
seriously. They know when a problem has to be addressed. They can also recognise 
grandstanding. A person does not have to be two feet away to know when grandstanding 
is going on, and a person could certainly see from a long way off that this Govemment 
is grandstanding. 

With the poorly worded, poorly thought-out amendment to section 78, the Minister 
is making a fool of himself, his department and this Parliament. The Opposition makes 
no apology for objecting to legislation that serves only to lower even further the reputation 
of this Parliament and the legislation that passes through it. As I indicated earlier, the 
balance of the legislation—other than those sections on which I have already commented 
adversely—is well thought out and therefore to be welcomed. 

Mr INNES (Sherwood) (3.40 p.m.): The Bill contains a variety of provisions that 
should be supported. It provides for flexibility in licensing laws which, in one sense, are 
restrictive, in that liquor can be sold only with a licence. The law must be adapted to 
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meet inevitable changes from time to time. The packet licence is a clear improvement 
in response to a development in river-based tourist travel on the Brisbane River and in 
other parts of Queensland. The big investment and the imagination of entrepreneurs in 
this area should be supported. 

The public facility Ucence will be clearly justified in some places. Problems may 
weU occur with this licence if the pubUc facility is cheek by jowl with other licensed 
facilities. One incident concems Mr Komhauser's Paradise Centre. It concems the 
potential conflict between a development with special mles that is operating, cheek by 
jowl, with other developments. I heard a suggestion that Paradise Centre had been sold 
recently as a hotel, but it is not a hotel. It is an accommodation block with a licence 
of a sort very different from that which would usually be embraced by a hotel. Perhaps 
the Minister may allay my fears that this legislation, as an immediate consequence, will 
get somebody out of a spot of bother on the sale of a hotel. 

In some situations in Queensland, flexibility should be encouraged. In this context, 
the Queensland Hotels Association gets many side-swipes. I support some concessions 
for bowls clubs and other small local clubs but, at the same time, I strongly believe that 
because QHA members have to buy into an ordered system at a high premium, the law 
should be made flexible to meet the massive changes in drinking habits that have 
occurred in that market in the past 10 years. 

Mr Comben: That is free enterprise. 

Mr INNES: Surely, but free enterprise is entitled to say, "WeU, we bought in when 
your mles were such and such. You changed the mles, or the things you did in the 
market-place have changed it. We want more flexibility." I am not talking about feather-
bedding for ever. I am talking about flexibility, and I admit that considerable arguments 
can be advanced for aUowing great flexibility for hotels in their licences. 

It is interesting to note that, during the period of the Commonwealth Games when 
almost unlimited licensing applied in the city of Brisbane, fewer serious road accidents 
occurred than in the previous months and years. The statistics coUated by the Queensland 
Police Union prove that there was a lower incidence of serious traffic offences in the 
Brisbane area during the period of the Commonwealth Games. No doubt any flexibility 
that applied at that time was attended by an influx of poUce to the city of Brisbane and 
that had a far more controlling effect. 

Looking at drinking habits generally—probably the worst instances of uncontrolled, 
undignified drinking and dmnkenness took place in parts of Australia where hotels closed 
between 6 p.m. and 7 p.m. That resulted in the swill. That was an absolute disgrace. 
More sophistication in the community and extended drinking hours have not led to a 
spread or intensification of dmnkenness. The State is more mature now than it was 10 
years ago relative to drinking habits. 

The Liberal Party homes in on the proposed amendments to section 47A as set out 
in clause 16. One has to say that there is validity in some of the comments made by 
Opposition members. It appears to be another illustration of legislation that is designed 
for an emotive effect and to satisfy an emotive market, rather than legislation that is 
designed to do something about 

Mr Scott: It cannot be enforced. 

Mr INNES: I am not saying that it cannot be enforced. There are areas in which 
positive things could and should have been done. 

It is legislative graffiti. It is writing an emotion on the wall. It is little more than 
an emotion and does not show any skill. There is no manifestation of deep thought 
about the area that is to be attacked with effective legislation. 

It is the writing down of a few terms. "Deviant" and "pervert" certainly conjure 
up plenty of emotions. They sound sinister. They are not defined. The Opposition is 
quite accurate in saying that those terms are not defined. It is quite conceivable that 
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some oddball whose kick is to sit alone in the raw, breaking eggs over himself looking 
at dirty magazines, is a pervert. But he is not doing anything that will harm anybody. 

Mr FitzGerald: You would not serve him beer in a hotel. 

Mr INNES: No. I said that he was sitting alone. Some people are oddballs and 
their sexual quirks take many courses. 

Surely what is intended, and what is not faced up to in this legislation, is the 
problem of so-called "gay" bars, the problem of homosexuality. It would appear that 
what is hinted at is this problem of homosexual bars. The Minister has been interviewed 
about this matter, and there seems to be some ambivalence about the question of 
homosexuality. I have no doubt that I part company with the Opposition on this matter. 

There are good social reasons why steps should be taken against homosexual bars— 
so-called gay bars. I, personally, studiously avoid the use of that word "gay", which in 
aU other contexts is a completely fitting and proper word to use. I am talking about 
homosexual bars. I am not talking about all homosexuals, but there are elements among 
homosexuals who engage in significant promiscuity and who have been aided in doing 
so by a rampant tolerance shown by a majority of people in society. That has led to 
those homosexuals becoming assertive, persistent and flamboyant about their life-styles. 
It is quite clear that the development of places where promiscuous homosexuals can 
consort, such as homosexual bars and the bath houses in the United States of America, 
provides them with an easy target, particularly when it is attended by alcohol, to ply 
their instincts. 

Good public health reasons can be found why those establishments should be 
controlled. The mayor of New York, who has just been elected for his third term and 
who has been the darling and great supporter of the New York homosexual community, 
has said that he proposes to act against the more blatant bath houses and homosexual 
bars in that city. He has a perfectly proper justification for doing so—the public health. 

A connection exists between promiscuous homosexuality and the spread of AIDS. 
I have seen it written in letters to the editor and I have heard people such as Ita 
Buttrose, who is a member of the national AIDS committee, suggest that people, in this 
case, homosexuals, should be allowed to follow their instincts unless they are harming 
many other people, and that one should tolerate and accept the sexual preference of 
homosexuals. It has also been suggested that many homosexuals are not carriers of the 
AIDS vims. It is my belief that it is right for people to act on behalf of the majority 
who are affected and aggrieved if clear danger can be shown. 

It has also been suggested in letters to the press that some heterosexual communities 
in the centre of Africa suffer from AIDS, which means that methods of the transmission 
of the AIDS vims other than by male homosexuals can be found. That is possibly strictly 
correct, but it cannot be doubted that the spread of AIDS in the Westem World has 
followed male homosexuality and anal intercourse. It is as simple as that. AU the other 
methods of transmission are consequential. The AIDS vims spreads because of male 
homosexual activity. The use of heroin needles, blood transfusions and the infection of 
heterosexuals by bisexual prostitutes are consequential methods of transmission. It must 
also be remembered that AIDS has spread more quickly in those centres with the greatest 
congregation of male homosexuals, and that is why Mayor Koch of New York has 
decided to take action. He said that those places "peddle death". 

Frankly, when I hear people talk about the rights of homosexuals, I immediately 
think of that three-year-old female child in New South Wales. I do not savage her next-
door neighbours or the parents of the children at her school who, out of fear for their 
own children, seek to remove their children from contact with her. They are in a dreadful 
quandary, and they have done what many adults would do; that is, seek to protect their 
own children. However, I become very angry when I think of the cause of that little 
girl's positive AIDS diagnosis. 

It is because male homosexuals wanted free syphilis tests at blood banks that 
innocent people are suffering from AIDS. It was not that members of the homosexual 
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community were more outgoing and thoughtful than the rest of the community and 
wanted to give more blood. It was a cheap way for them to get a syphilis test anonymously. 
I notice that the member for Windsor has gone from making side-swipes to casting looks 
of doubt. I ask him to talk to people at the blood banks. That is the reason why so 
many positive AIDS cases have been diagnosed as a result of transmissions. 

I think of the quandary that that little girl will face later in life when she wishes 
to pursue a normal relationship with a person of the opposite sex. Indeed, when I think 
of the innocent people who have been infected by AIDS, which is a kiUer disease—a 
potentially killer disease—I regard it as totaUy justifiable and consistent with a liberal 
view of the world and individual rights to say that, for public health reasons, it is 
overwhelmingly in the public interest to circumscribe the freedom of certain people 
where there is a connective danger for the innocent. 

I do not agree with the galloping tolerance in the world of what is not privately 
tolerated. Frankly, most people do not want to be involved in pubUc debate. They go 
off quietly, disapprove and say nothing. Somebody has to start speaking on behalf of 
the majority of right-thinking people. I do not mean that in any political sense. I simply 
mean people who wish to bring up their children in a society that still believes that 
heterosexuality is the normal way of the world. There is no doubt that the homosexual 
bars and the spread of promiscuous homosexuality are related; they seek to declare to 
others that there is nothing wrong with homosexuality. 

Ten years ago, one would not have seen young males walking arm in arm and 
embracing or kissing each other in the Queen Street mall—that is, if it had existed then. 
That sort of behaviour would not have been witnessed then, but it happens nowadays. 
There is no doubt that it happens. Today, I was speaking to a colleague who was 
staggered at seeing it himself for the first time a week ago. One has seen this sordid 
behaviour. One has seen the absolutely revolting and nauseous television film of the so-
called gay Mardi Gras in Sydney where these unbalanced people proclaimed their sexual 
quirks to the world at large, attempting to show that it is not only normal in their terms 
but also desirable and to be pubUcly applauded. I do not agree with that at all. It is to 
be publicly condemned. Sympathy can be extended to those whose compulsions are this 
way, but in no way should this sort of behaviour be approved of and in no way should 
it be sold to the community as something that is the equivalent of other relationships. 

I read of people who demand, in industrial situations, rights equivalent to those of 
marriage. That is a perversion. That is an absolute perversion of the concept and the 
relationship of marriage. 

Mr Scott: You are playing God a little bit. 

Mr INNES: No, I am not playing God. 

I was about to tell the honourable member for Cook that, hitherto, aU societies 
have assumed, embraced and respected a marital relationship as something of significance, 
as something special and apart from other relationships. Many religions have put forward 
that special relationship, regardless of one's religious views of the world. The reality is 
that marriage is to do with children. That is why marriage is attended with special 
sanctity and obligation—because it produces children and because children require long-
term support and are best supported by parents. I find it an absolute perversion of 
historical tmth, of community observation, of the law and of our traditions to equate 
in any way a homosexual relationship with a marital relationship. They cannot be 
equated. They must never be equated. Why should homosexual relationships, which 
focus on the sexual part of the relationship, be any better than simple friendship? Why 
should the addition of sexuality to a friendship between two men or two women alter 
it into something quite different, demanding special rights and entitlements and equating 
it to something in marriage to which it never can and never should be equated. 

Mr Scott: To be honest, I think you have a very shallow understanding of the 
question. 
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Mr INNES: No. The honourable member for Cook has a typical socialist under
standing of the problem. 

I will come back to the question in hand and back to the sort of practical things 
that could have been done, and should still be done, in this legislation. I shaU take one 
of the refinements of the New South Wales equal rights legislation, human rights legislation 
or whatever it is. 

Two weeks ago, it led to the fining of a retumed servicemen's establishment for 
refusing to serve a young male dressed in female attire. I do not know whether the 
honourable member realises it or not, but in the armed services of this country homosexual 
relationships are against good order and discipline, and for very good reason. If anybody 
tumed up in the army, air force or navy dressed in the clothes of the opposite sex, one 
would expect him to be disciplined, and he should be disciplined. 

The Liquor Act should protect licensees and their servants who wish to refuse 
service to people whom they reasonably believe to be dressed in clothes of the opposite 
sex. Never let us see the situation that arose in New South Wales occur in Queensland. 
Let us positively arm and oblige the licensees in Queensland to take action in that 
regard. It is offensive to the overwhelming majority of retumed servicemen in this State 
and nation as it is offensive to the majority 

Mr Vaughan: Where did Les Girls start? It started in the armed forces, because 
male entertainers dressed up as women, and it has existed for years. 

Mr INNES: If the honourable member cannot see the difference between humorous 
entertainment 

Mr Vaughan: It has gone beyond that. 

Mr INNES: Rubbish! It is that sort of facile, dishonest reasoning and logic that 
has led the so-caUed Human Rights Commission extensions to impose minority views— 
oddball views—on the majority in this nation. No longer can a club or an organisation 
that exists for people dominantly of one view—an established and traditional view— 
refuse service to and reject people who want to act in selfish, quite different and offensive 
styles. 

Mr Vaughan: Danny La Rue started it in the armed forces. 

Mr INNES: Do Opposition members support the conviction 

Mr Scott: Don't lay it on us. 

Mr INNES: Opposition members say that my argument is facile. Do Opposition 
members support the conviction of a retumed servicemen's club for refusing to serve a 
young man dressed in women's clothes? 

Opposition Members interjected. 

Mr INNES: They do not answer it and they will not answer it. 

The people in the clubs became the victims of legislation that was used at the 
behest of a minority to impose their views on a majority. I would hope that in those 
circumstances the legislature in this State would arm people with the power to refuse 
service. I have offered a formula of words to which legislative draftsmen can give more 
thought. If anybody reasonably believes that a person is dressed in clothes of the opposite 
sex, he should be entitled to refuse that person service. 

The Liberal Party believes that, because of their wide meaning, a problem arises 
with the words "deviant" and "pervert". It would have been far better to address the 
situation directly. If a place was generally the resort not only of prostitutes but also of 
homosexuals, it is proper and justifiable that, because of the threat to public health, the 
licence of that place should be placed in jeopardy. 
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The Liberal Party has no problem with "dmg-dealers". Like other sexual offenders, 
child-molesters are more than covered by the existing legislation, which states that 
persons under the surveillance of police are also people who jeopardise the licence. 

Insofar as the section proposed to be amended is limited to particular types of 
licences and not generally available for all licences, one would agree with comments 
made by members of the Opposition. It should be applied generally to licences. My 
arguments about homosexual bars would apply equally to private licensed premises and 
public premises given a licence under the liquor laws of this State. 

The public danger involved is the spread of AIDS. Quite frankly, it is in the interests 
of society and in the interests of preventing the spread of AIDS, as has been found in 
New York, that the maintenance of homosexual bars be stopped. Honourable members 
know that certain licensed premises in Brisbane have encouraged patronage from the 
homosexual community and have appointed people behind the bar to encourage and 
provide a focal point for it. 

The Liberal Party believes that the Minister has written on the walls a few words 
that are not defined and do not go to what members of the Liberal Party believe might 
be one of the specific problems with which the Minister could grapple. The situation 
should be faced. 

In the last week, as a result of statements that I have made about the subject, I 
have been approached by publicans and people who manage bars in licensed club 
premises. I spoke to the manager of a sporting club and its bar. He told me of a recent 
incident in a club in the northem suburbs of Brisbane. He wanted to refuse service and 
felt that he should refuse service to two homosexuals. He knew that they were causing 
offence in the club, and that was not what the club wished to encourage. As I have said, 
it was a sporting club. However, the manager of that club was fearful, as are so many 
publicans now, of being taken before the Commonwealth Human Rights Commission. 
People who believe that they should do things for good reasons are fearful of being 
dragged before the Human Rights Commission. 

Mr Vaughan interjected. 

Mr INNES: The honourable member for Nudgee should be quiet. I have four 
minutes left, so I wiU not take interjections. 

The manager of this sporting club found, some time later, that these people had 
disappeared. He was referred to the club toilets. On going to the toilets, he found the 
two homosexuals laid out. They had been dealt with by members of the club, not in a 
way that I approve of or in a way that the manager of the club approved of If the 
manager of the club had had the power to refuse service, that would not have happened. 
He knew what would happen. He knew the attitude of the majority of the club members. 
If the manager of that club had had the right to say, "Sorry, we have the power not to 
serve you people," that would not have happened. 

The reality is that, because of the Human Rights Commission, people who want to 
mn, in this State, licensed premises that are clean and wholesome—after all, the male 
homosexual act is against the criminal law in this State—need to be armed with sensible 
powers to refuse service. The position of those who mn licensed premises in this State 
needs to be fortified so that, if people attempt to drag them before the Human Rights 
Commission, they are allowed to refer to their obligations under the Act and under their 
licence and be armed with specific rights of a type to which I have already referred. 

I am afraid that members of the Liberal Party must say that the "deviant" and 
"sexual pervert" phraseology being undefined is really emotional graffiti. The hard-core 
problem needs to be addressed fully and frankly. Some practicable and practical proposals 
need to be inserted in the legislation to ensure that people can act. 

Mr HAMILL (Ipswich) (4.8 p.m.): My colleague the honourable member for 
Salisbury (Mr Goss) canvassed a number of matters pertinent to the liquor-licensing 
laws in this State. I want particularly to focus on what 1 believe to be a very defective 
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area in the BiU. It has been canvassed by other speakers, but I hope to add a Uttle more 
to the rational debate on the matters in question. 

If anybody was ever in any doubt that this Govemment has a medieval outlook 
on life, this legislation and the amendments that it includes prove it. Why are not the 
ducking-stools, witch-bumers and other simpUstic solutions to the problems of our times 
brought back? The Minister and a few of his colleagues have probably missed their time 
in history. They probably would have been better suited to being one of the good-
natured tormentors so well documented in the Spanish inquisition, because this legislation 
elevates prejudice, mmour and suspicion to proof, to the level of an indictment upon 
the character of individual citizens. 

Contrary to the assertions that seem to be implicit in what was suggested by the 
honourable member for Sherwood (Mr Innes), great potential exists in this legislation 
for denial of civil liberties by the arbitrary refusal to serve a person who is suspected 
of being a member of one of the classes of persons proscribed from premises that are 
subject to a liquor licence. For a long time, the Liquor Act has placed the onus upon 
publicans to identify prostitutes, thieves and other persons of ill-repute. Publicans are 
now required to again take a subjective view and identify new classes of undesirables 
who have been named as dmg-dealers, sexual perverts or deviants, and child-molesters. 
If the original legislation was inadequate on the grounds of its unenforceability, the new 
provisions contained in the Bill do nothing to enhance the effectiveness of the Liquor 
Act. 

It is extraordinary that the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General has not taken 
the trouble to define the terms. The Govemment seeks to legislate into the provisions 
of the Act terms that are emotionally charged; yet it makes no effort to explain to 
members of the public in Queensland exactly what the amendments are designed to do. 

By his answers given in public fomms on this issue, it would appear that the 
Minister for Justice and Attomey-General is out of his depth. It is little wonder that 
there is speculation about his continued occupancy of the Justice portfolio in the 
forthcoming Cabinet reshuffle. In the past, the Minister has endeavoured to portray 
himself as the holder of a worldly view on substantive social issues, but it seems that 
the wowsers of the National Party have him where they want him. He seems to have 
lost his personal control of the Justice portfolio on these important issues. 

The Minister wants to leave it to the courts to determine the meaning of the 
legislation. The effect of what he is saying is that this Govemment and, if the legislation 
is passed through the House, this Parliament, really has no clear idea of what it wants 
to proscribe by encompassing in the amendment these classes of undesirable people. I 
suggest that the effect of what the Minister is saying is that the Govemment wants to 
cop out by putting up a few wordy symbols and then saying that it is too difficult to 
define exactly what the provisions mean. In effect, the Minister is saying, "Let us leave 
it to the courts to define exactly what the Parliament intends." That is a whoUy 
unsatisfactory position for the chief legal officer of the Govemment to adopt, especiaUy 
as the Minister's portfolio is such an important one. 

If the Minister leaves it to the courts to determine what is intended by the 
Govemment, the courts will have to fall back upon the common usage of the terms that 
are to be included by the amendment, or upon dictionary definitions. The honourable 
member for Salisbury has spoken at length about the dictionary definitions of these 
classes of persons. As members of Parliament, it behoves all honourable members to 
consider that issue seriously. Let us examine the classes of persons that the Govemment 
has proscribed from licensed premises. I take, for example, "dmg dealers". I presume 
that the dmg-dealers referred to are not those who are allowed to operate in this State. 
I am sure that the Queensland Temperance League members would argue that the 
licensed victuaUer is a dmg-dealer. The Queensland Temperance League believes that 
alcohol is one of the most dangerious dmgs available in the community, and apparently 
there are very good grounds for that belief; yet it is a dmg that is socially acceptable. 
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That indicates the hypocrisy and the symbolism used by the Govemment when it 
throws up these emotional terms in an attempt to curry favour with sectional interests 
in the community. It indicates the hypocrisy of the Govemment, which is quite prepared 
to allow the road toll to escalate by not taking the necessary action in implementing 
random breath-testing that might save the lives of road-users in this State, but will 
lambaste those who indulge in taking dmgs that are not acceptable. 

But what about the terminology "sexual perverts" or "deviants"? Who are those 
people? Presumably they are the people who do not conform. One could ask: Do not 
conform to what? Do not conform to whose mles? If one is to be reliant upon some of 
the pronouncements of Ministers of this Govemment, one can only constme, for example, 
that one of the synonyms of "deviant" is "a single parent". The author of that comment 
is none other than the Minister for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs (Mr 
Muntz) on a program on the Australian Broadcasting Corporation on 17 September this 
year. He defined deviant life-styles in these terms— 

"Single parenthood for no reason whatsoever, and others that do not fit into 
normal lifestyles." 

I wonder whether that is to be the definition of "deviant" that is to be applied by the 
courts of this State when they try to interpret this legislation. Will it mean that single 
parents are to be denied a drink in licensed premises in this State because they fall into 
the Govemment's definition of "deviant"? 

Following Mr Muntz's very clear definition, I ask: What is "single parenthood for 
no reason"? I believe that there is usually a reason for single parenthood 

Mr Innes: I think you would have to accept the argument that the word "sexual" 
qualifies both "pervert" and "deviant". 

Mr HAMILL: Parenthood usually also implies something sexual somewhere along 
the line. 

1 suppose that, when the long-awaited Cabinet reshuffle occurs, like the Minister 
for Justice and Attomey-General, whose term in his portfolio seems to be in question 
at the moment, the Minister for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs will, in the 
light of pronouncements of that sort, be vying for a place among those who should be 
dropped from Cabinet. 

Although the definition of the Minister for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic 
Affairs labels single parents and, to use his term, "others that do not fit into normal 
Ufestyles", let us ask ourselves seriously what we mean by "normal". What is normal? 
Mum and Dad, almost two kids, a three-bedroom house in the suburbs, one and a half 
cars and one of the following: a dog, a cat or a budgie. Who judges what is normal? If 
one goes by Mr Muntz's definition, one knows that it is when there are not two parents 
in the family. One knows that that is not normal, that that is deviant. That is how 
defective and open-ended this legislation is and how the Govemment is copping out of 
its responsibility to define quite cleariy and publicly what is intended by it. 

When two-thirds of the population of Queensland have different political values 
and views from that of the National Party Government, one can then ask: Who represents 
the norm in terms of social and political values? One must wonder very seriously what 
wiU be the effect of this legislation 

Mr FitzGerald: Oh, you're dreaming. 

Mr HAMILL: I thank the honourable member for his agreement. Obviously the 
honourable member's agreement, in trying to understand the full effect of this legislation, 
does not extend to his endeavouring to recognise that the Government he supports has 
a responsibility to the people of Queensland and to the courts of Queensland to state 
quite cleariy and unequivocally what is meant by the terminology used in the Bill. The 
terms are so imprecise as to leave the legislation riddled with loopholes and, therefore 
unenforceable. ' 



Liquor Act and Other Acts Amendment Bill 19 November 1985 2437 

The member for Rockhampton analysed those points in his speech this aftemoon. 
The proscribed classes of persons are now intended to be prostitutes, thieves, dmg-
dealers, sexual perverts or deviants, child-molesters, persons of notoriously bad character 
and dmnken or disorderly persons. As the member for Salisbury has said already, a 
number of those categories could fit in very well with a number of people in the 
community. One would wonder whether our abstemious Premier has ultimately had his 
way and succeeded, through this legislation, in putting the Govemment on the wagon. 
In the terms used by the member for Rockhampton, perhaps those people will only be 
allowed a quickie for refreshment purposes and must otherwise keep themselves off 
licensed premises. 

What of the term "child-molesters"? When listening to the honourable member for 
Sherwood, one could have been excused for thinking that this legislation dealt with 
homosexuals. 

Mr Innes: It should. 

Mr HAMILL: The honourable member for Sherwood interjected again. I wonder 
whether he had a bad experience when fagging at some time in his past. He has a hang
up about this topic. But it is the Liquor Act that is in question in this debate this 
aftemoon. 

Let us not be bound by prejudice. The vast majority of people affected by this 
provision are not homosexuals. The overwhelming majority of those affected are thieves, 
prostitutes, dmg-dealers, sexual perverts, deviants, child-molesters, persons of notoriously 
bad character, or dmnk and disorderly persons. I should think that most of them would 
be heterosexual. 

That point needs to be developed more substantially rather than rely on the 
emotionally charged symbolic language that the Minister and the Govemment decided 
would be nice to have in the legislation. Instead of the prejudice and supposition, let 
us look at the real import of this crazy, narrow-minded, totally unworkable amendment. 
How does a publican identify a child-molester in a public bar? It might be very difficult 
because, firstly, children will not be there, so he cannot see a person in the act of 
molesting. Secondly, most molestation of children, as appears from the statistics, occurs 
in the family. I might add that not only the single-parent family is involved. There are 
plenty of families with a budgie, the car, the dog, the three-bedroom house and the two 
children, or the 1.5 children, whichever is the average statistic. 

This topic has been discussed at length in recent times. In another act of symboUsm, 
without substance, the Govemment set up a committee on child abuse. As with so many 
other Govemment endeavours in this area, it has been all talk and no action. 

I will deal now with some of the material that is very relevant to the issue of child 
molestation. At a seminar at the University of Queensland recently, Mr Justice McPherson 
told the Australian Crime Prevention Council that stepfathers under 25 posed the most 
danger to children; that this category was one of the most susceptible to child molestation. 
1 suppose that puts every male under the age of 25, who happens to be a stepfather, at 
the risk of being refused a drink in a pub, and every licensee having his Ucence taken 
from him, because that group is particularly at risk under the heading of child molestation. 
How stupid and ridiculous it is to require the publican to identify such a person when 
the circumstances are occurring at home behind closed doors. 

The Victorian Crown Prosecutor (Mr Ian Heath), in a recently published text titled. 
Incest, a Crime against Children, examined 100 cases of incest. Of that number, 61 
involved incest committed by fathers on their daughters and 15 involved incest committed 
by stepfathers having intercourse with their stepdaughters. Other studies showed that 
single-parent families, whether they be headed by a father or a mother, accounted for 
about 44 per cent of confirmed child abuse cases. I am talking not about sexual abuse 
but the whole range of child abuse. 



2438 19 November 1985 Liquor Act and Other Acts Amendment Bill 

It appears from some of the comments on the issue that the incidence of child 
abuse increased considerably in single-parent families in which a person had some sort 
of loco parentis relationship with the children. 

What does the Queensland Minister say about this? The Minister for Welfare 
Services (Mr Muntz) is the person who tagged single-parent families as deviant. He said 
in the Sunday Sun of 14 December last year— 

"Child abuse is almost out of control in Queensland. About 50 per cent of 
youngsters would be victims." 

If the Minister for Welfare Services has lost control of the situation, I suppose that a 
blank term such as "child-molester" ought to be inserted in the Liquor Act. In that way, 
I am sure that most publicans can be sent broke because most of their clientele, according 
to the statistics used by the Minister for Welfare Services, would be forced out of hotels 
and refused a drink. That is the sort of import attaching to this legislation. 

What are the Queensland figures? I will tum to the report of the Director of 
Children's Services for the year 1 July 1983 to 30 June 1984 under the heading, "Confirmed 
Cases of Abuse/Neglect by Age and Sex of Children Notified." The largest single area 
of child abuse is neglect. In that year, 493 cases of neglect, involving 271 males and 222 
females, were notified to the Department of Children's Services. 

In the same year, the next largest single area of child abuse in Queensland was 
physical abuse. There were 378 cases of physical abuse, involving 207 males and 171 
females. There were primarily cases of neglect and physical abuse in the homes of people 
enjoying what would otherwise be seen to be good heterosexual relationships—not the 
sorts of deviants and child-molesters who are tagged up in the smear and innuendo that 
lie behind these provisions. 

It is only in the third class of child abuse that sexual abuse comes to the fore. In 
that year, 184 cases were notified in Queensland. Of those cases, 28 involved young 
males and 156 involved young females. That is further confirmation of the high incidence 
of child abuse that occurs in the family, particularly in relation to incestuous relationships 
between father and daughter and stepfather and stepdaughter. 

Mr Littleproud: You are obsessed by this. 

Mr HAMILL: I am not obsessed by it. The Govemment is obsessed by it. It has 
come forward with stupid, crazy, narrow-minded, bigoted, prejudiced and unworkable 
amendments to the Act. They are unworkable now and they Avill be unworkable in the 
future. I am trying to convince honourable members, such as the honourable member 
for Condamine, that what the Govemment is doing is following a crazy path. Legislation 
should be workable. If it is not workable, it should be scrapped until something that 
will work is found. 

Surely the laws of the State contain many other strictures that can be placed against 
those people who abuse children, sexually, physically or otherwise, or who in public 
places engage in behaviour that is unacceptable to the community as a whole. The 
Govemment should not tag these crazy little provisions onto the Liquor Act, knowing 
full well that they are being included only to raise the applause of some bigoted and 
prejudiced minority whose votes the Government is hoping to win. The provisions have 
no practical purpose in being on the statute-book of this State. 

I retum to the question of sexual abuse, which arises under a provision that the 
Govemment is including in the Act, and it is the provision that I wish to debate this 
aftemoon. I point out that 85 per cent of notified cases of sexual abuse in Queensland 
involve young females. Government members can get off their hang-ups about homo
sexuals; they should be worried about heterosexuals, who, after all, make up most of 
the people who are served in the bars of this State. 

According to the figures of the Department of Children's Services, sexual abuse 
ranks a very poor third after neglect and physical abuse, which are occurring in the 
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families of this State. So often we hear the Govemment say that it is concemed about 
families and children. I do not thiiik that it has done much about looking after the 
interests of children. Next year, while the rest of Australia will celebrate the Year of 
Peace, Queensland will celebrate the Year of the Parent. I am waiting for the year of 
the second cousin. It is a cheap little publicity stunt on the part of the Govemment, a 
Govemment that is long on rhetoric but short on action. 

Mr De Lacy: Govemment by stunt. 

Mr HAMILL: Yes. One stunt after the other. 

Mr Underwood: Some Ministers are so keen on families that they have two. 

Mr HAMILL: I have heard that. 
Child molestation and abuse occur in far greater numbers among heterosexual 

parents and probably in the suburbs—in those famiUes with the family pet, a three-
bedroom house, one and a-half cars, and so on. 

To back up this case, I refer to some statistics compiled by the Department of 
Children's Services. They relate to substantiated cases of child sexual maltreatment. 
Interestingly, the table identifies the relationship of the maltreater to the child. In 1984-
85, there were 235 cases in this State, in 107 of which the maltreater was the natural 
parent of the child. In 31 cases it was the step-parent of the child. In 15 cases, it was 
the de facto parent of the child. In one case it was the guardian of the child. In seven 
cases it was actually the child's sibling. In 21 cases it was another relative of the child. 

In only 53 cases did child abuse occur outside the family unit. In 31 of those cases, 
the abuse was by a friend or neighbour, which means that only 22 cases of child abuse 
documented by the Department of Children's Services involved someone who was 
outside the family unit or was not known to the family unit. They are the statistics that 
the Govemment should consider instead of putting up facile amendments to the Liquor 
Act that will not work. 

Mr Deputy Speaker, I have spoken to Mr Speaker about this matter, and I seek 
leave to have the table incorporated in Hansard. 

Leave granted. 

Substantiated Cases of Child Sexual Maltreatment: Relationship of Maltreater to Child 1984-85 

Violent 
Sexual 
Assault 

Unlawful 
Sexual 
Intercourse 

Other 
Sexual 
Contact 

Total 
Sexual 
Maltreatment 

Relationships of Maltreater to Child 

Natural 
Parent 

31 

14 

62 

107 

Step 
Parent 

2 

4 

25 

31 

De Facto 
Parent 

2 

2 

11 

15 

Guardian 

1 

1 

Sibling 

1 

6 

7 

Other 
Relative 

6 

15 

21 

Friend/ 
Neighbour 

8 

6 

17 

31 

Other 

3 

1 

18 

22 

Total 

52 

28 

155 

235 

Mr HAMILL: Based on those figures, Queensland pubs and clubs are full of 
potential child-molesters. If the incidence of child abuse is as rife as the Minister for 
Welfare Services would have us believe, probably, under the Liquor Act, licensed 
establishments in this State could be effectively closed down. The existing provisions of 
the Liquor Act are unworkable. Licences can be forfeited because of the supply of 
alcoholic beverages to classes of persons listed in the Act. All that this Bill endeavours 
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to do is broaden the Act—to make a symbolic gesture—but the amended Act will be as 
unworkable as the present Act. 

I understand that there are 24 different types of licensed premises in Queensland. 
One wonders whether the strictures that are to be applied to licensed victuallers will be 
applied equally to all others who mn licensed premises. If so, based upon the information 
that I hope has swayed a few minds opposite, this legislation will do nothing for the 
hospitality industry in this State. 

It is ridiculous legislation. It is a ridiculous proposal. It is unworthy of the Parliament, 
of the Govemment and of the Minister. I understand that the Minister's position in 
Cabinet is under threat. However, I noticed that, in today's Telegraph, Sir Robert Sparkes 
said that the Minister is doing a good job, so he cannot be the man with the fat toes. 
Whoever he is, he will be heartened by this amending legislation because it shows just 
how low the Govemment must stoop to try to engender, for itself, some favourable 
publicity. However, the publicity that this Bill has received so far has been less favourable. 
The community as a whole recognises that the Bill is worthless. It does the Govemment 
no credit, it is unworkable, and it is unworthy of the Parliament. Honourable members 
should not be legislating unworkable statutes that we have no expectation of being 
fulfilled by the law enforcement agencies of the State. When we do that, we not only 
make a mockery of the law but also continue to make a mockery of this place. 

Mr FITZGERALD (Lockyer) (4.33 p.m.): This Bill is not a major review of the 
Liquor Act. It creates a special licence for the casinos that will soon be operating in 
Queensland, and makes some alterations to the cabaret licence. The Opposition has 
indicated that it supports the concept of this amending Bill but that it has some serious 
reservations on one or two points. Every Opposition speaker has maintained the rage 
on those points. However, I will speak on some of the other measures in the Bill. 

The liquor industry in Queensland is extremely large, retums a great deal of revenue 
to the Govemment and employs many people. There is no beating about the bush; the 
provisions of the Liquor Act legalise the sale of a dmg. 

Mr Underwood interjected. 

Mr FITZGERALD: I will not take comments from the honourable member for 
Ipswich West. The honourable member and one of his colleagues make such nasty 
comments in this Chamber that I would not even give them the satisfaction of accepting 
their inteijections. The honourable member can remain quiet for the rest of my speech. 
He has a twisted tongue. 

Mr Vaughan: You just took his interjection. 

Mr FITZGERALD: At this stage, I am just telUng him what I think of him. From 
now on, the honourable member can forget about inteijections during my speeches and 
adding those curly bits on. 

The Liquor Act provides for the issuing of licences to sell alcohol. There is no 
doubt that alcohol is a dmg. Although members of the community have many hang
ups and misconceptions about the use of alcohol, I admit that alcohol is used in our 
society. When I am at a party or a hotel, I have very great qualms about people enjoying 
too much alcohol when they intend to drive home. I have spoken in the House previously 
about that. The Australian character will have to be changed; I know that it is changing. 
The sale and consumption of beer is reducing gradually, although the consumption of 
wine is increasing. However, the consumption of alcohol overall is tending to reflect a 
more responsible attitude in the general community. 

The Queensland Licensing Commission collects a staggering amount of money. The 
48th annual report of the commission reveals that in 1983-84 it collected $46,573,000. 
The great proportion of that was from licence fees, and a small amount was from 
lodgement fees. That shows that the Licensing Commission pays to the Govemment a 
rather large amount. 
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Part of the legislation will tighten existing provisions to ensure that liquor-dealers 
pay the correct licence fees. A problem that has existed for some time has been caused 
by some discount liquor merchants—I do not say all of them; it would be very few of 
them—buying liquor from over the border and by New South Wales dealers buying 
liquor from Queensland. In that way, they have been able to avoid the licence fee on 
beer sales, of approximately 8 per cent, which gives them an unfair advantage over their 
competitors. I am sure that every member of this House believes in fair competition 
between liquor-retailers. The retailers who have attempted to match those who have 
used the technique of avoiding the payment of licence fees have found themselves in a 
very unprofitable situation. 

Nobody can disagree with the practice of discounting liquor prices that is adopted 
by operators who tum over large quantities of merchandise and make their profit in 
that way. They provide a service to those who wish to queue up and buy their supplies. 
A fine example of that is the Wilsonton Hotel in Toowoomba, which happens to be in 
an electorate adjoining mine, that is, Toowoomba North, which is represented by Sandy 
McPhie. That very successful hotelier recently sold his hotel, which was the largest liquor 
outlet in Australia. 

Mr Comben: He sold it? 

Mr FITZGERALD: Yes; reports of that have appeared in the local press. 
The Licensing Commission has been aware that some hoteliers have been using the 

border-hopping technique to evade the payment of licence fees. The 13th Australasian 
Conference of Licensing Authorities was held in Brisbane in November 1983. Mr 
Douglass, to whom I shall refer later, said— 

"It would seem that the problem that Mr. Quirk has raised would be adequately 
covered. There was a complete exchange of information between the authorities in 
all States. Probably, am I right in saying, Brian Quirk, your concern was that where 
liquor is sold across the border then Queensland is dependent on receiving infor
mation from other authorities before they have any way of assessing fees on that." 

The transcript of the conference continues— 
"Mr. Quirk: But the point is, they have not disclosed their purchases. 
Mr. Stubbins: Perhaps I can help. The theory is perfect but the practice is 

deficient, you see, because the brewery is supplying beer, it is supplying it interstate 
so that the brewery returns to the Licensing Commission to disclose the sales to 
our licensed persons but the interstate purchasers we do not necessarily get. It is 
purchased by New South Wales, it is re-purchased reputedly by a Queensland 
supplier and of course we have no authority to require people to keep a purchaser's 
register or any sort of books. We can inspect the books they have but if they have 
none you cannot inspect them and this has been a long standing deficiency in the 
Queensland Act so that if the liquor goes from the brewery to an interstate purchaser 
back to a retailer in Queensland who is somewhat lacking in honesty who does not 
in any way record the purchases or to help disclose it to the Queensland Licensing 
Commission and there is no way that an interstate comparison of records and the 
exchange of information that is available, but the deficiency may well then be that 
New South Wales charges no licence fee. If he claims exemption from licence fee 
and you are getting the Queensland brewery sales figures in New South Wales it 
should be capable of being picked up." 

Mr J. Douglass was then the acting secretary of the Liquor Administration Board 
in Sydney. Mr Quirk was the executive officer and member of the Queensland Licensing 
Commission. Mr Merv Stubbins is the chairman of the Licensing Commission in Brisbane. 

The commission was well aware that discounting could be going on. However, no-
one knew to what extent it was happening. Evidence was produced that some retailers 
were discounting very heavily. Clause 18 will mean that a licensee will have to keep 
books of account and records. He will also have to provide information. 
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I believe that an exchange of information between the Licensing Commissions in 
the various States has taken place. Nowadays, with computer records and the ability of 
computers to communicate and exchange information between States, the Queensland 
Licensing Commission will be able to home in and know exactly from where the liquor 
has come. The onus will be on the licensee to provide proper books of account and 
records of the places from which he has purchased his liquor supplies. 

Clause 18 states— 
"A licensee or holder of a permit guilty of an offence under this section—" 

that is the section dealing with the keeping of books— 
"is liable to a fine not exceeding $20 000 or, in the case of a licensee, where there 
is evidence before the Magistrates Court sufficient to satisfy the Court as to the 
amount of any license fee evaded in connexion with the commission of the offence, 
a fine not exceeding twice the amount of the license fee found to be so evaded, 
whichever is the greater amount." 

That will put the onus back on the people who have been using the deficiency in the 
Act that has been regarded by them as a loophole. The Bill wiU remedy that situation. 

One matter that has been referred to in terms that have not been generous is the 
Govemment's decision to introduce voluntary identification cards. An Opposition mem
ber said that the National Party Govemment is grandstanding. I would be the first to 
admit that licensees have great trouble in identifying underage drinkers. It is almost 
impossible to determine the age of young people, particularly girls. Some young people 
have been embarrassed. I know some girls up to 20 years of age who have been 
approached by a licensee and asked, "Excuse me, can I have proof of your age?" 

The identification card is a voluntary card. It will certainly prevent any embarrassment. 
People can simply say, "Here is a card that I obtained when I enrolled to vote and 
proves my age," and produce the card. Once that person is identified, there is no need 
for taking of statutory declarations, or obtaining certificates or drivers' licences or 
witnesses to prove that a person happens to be over a certain age. 

The identification card is a simple solution. Anybody can obtain a card when 
enrolling to vote. It is strange that many young people of 16 or 17 years of age wish 
that they were 18 or 19, and that people who are aged about 45 to 50 wish that they 
were a couple of years younger. People tend to lie about their age at different stages of 
their lives. 

Any parent understands the problems that can arise with a group of young people. 
Those young people might not drink too much alcohol. However, if two or three of the 
young people in a group are over the age of 18 and another couple are just under the 
age of 18, the great temptation for the younger ones is to join their mates. Suppose there 
was a group of young people sitting round a table. Because of the typical Australian 
attitude of, "We're all mates," most members over the age of 18 in that group would 
say, "1 will obtain some liquor for you," if members who are under age wanted a drink. 

It is unfortunate that the Government has to legislate to combat underage drinking. 
However, I believe that the community as a whole accepts that the Govemment does 
not encourage, and in fact legislates against, underage drinking. 1 have not heard any 
honourable member say that the Govemment should amend the Liquor Act to aUow 
people of any age to go onto licensed premises and drink. The problem arises of how 
to legislate so that the law is quite clear, so that people will not be embarrassed and so 
that the licensee has a way of identifying an underage drinker. 

The Opposition has gone on with a load of garbage. Great difficulty has been 
experienced in solving the problem of underage drinking. Quite clearly, the licensee can 
ask for identification. Of course, a person who has been challenged can either produce 
an ideiitification card or fumish a certificate in a prescribed form, signed by the person, 
specifying the tme age of the person. In other words, the licensee is putting the onus 
on the person who has been challenged to prove his or her age. 
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I do not know what the Opposition intends to do. The Govemment has been 
ridiculed, but the Opposition has not come up with any soUd answers. Do Opposition 
members want a birth certificate produced every time a person is challenged? They have 
not suggested that. The production of a card or a certificate is a reasonable approach. 
If a driver's licence is produced, the person will no longer be suspected of being under 
age. A licensee might know a person's name or ask somebody else his name. 

Responsible licensees are concemed about serving underage drinkers in their hotels. 
1 say "responsible licensees" because recently I was absolutely disgusted to read in the 
press that a licensee was reported to be actually encouraging young people to drink at 
his premises in their school uniforms. I ask honourable members: How many young 
people in school uniforms would be over the age of 18? I suggest that the number would 
represent a very small percentage of the population. That licensee not only encouraged 
the young people to drink on licensed premises but also offered a discount during what 
I call a "happy hour" at opening-time in the moming. That is absolutely reprehensible. 
The Minister should investigate such allegations. It is disgusting that licensees are using 
the term "schoolies" in advertising discount liquor, especially at opening-time in the 
moming. That matter should be considered. 

I tum to the clause amending the vigneron-vintner's licence. The new type of licence 
has not been available for very long. People who hold that kind of licence can apply to 
the commission in writing for exemptions or extensions so that they can open for 
business on a public holiday and sell samples of their liquor. I notice that the Opposition 
spokesman has supported the amendment, and I, too, think it is an excellent provision. 

An increase in the consumption of wine has occurred in Australia, and a growing 
number of people enjoy choosing a good wine. People like to sample and select wines 
that are being offered for sale so that they can develop their taste for wine and enjoy 
the great variety of wines that are offered for sale. That pleasure should not be denied. 
People who produce wines in Queensland should be able to offer their wares for sampling 
on as many occasions as possible, so that the public at large can judge the quality of 
their wine-producing efforts. 

When the time comes to vote on the Bill, I will indicate my support for it. 

Mr COMBEN (Windsor) (4.51 p.m.): I rise to support the comments made by 
members of the Opposition on the amendments to the Liquor Act and other Acts. The 
amendment that is presently before the House is the 35th amendment to the Liquor 
Act since it was passed in 1912. The Act is in need of total consolidation and amendment. 

It was expected that such an overhaul of the entire Act would have been carried 
out following the two-day seminar that was held by the Minister for Justice and Attomey-
General last year. However, it was disappointing to find that in this wide-ranging set of 
amendments, no attempt has been made to totally consoUdate the Liquor Act. It was 
only in 1970 that a form of consolidation of the provisions of the amending legislation 
that was passed in 1935 was invoked. That consoUdation provided for the entire Act to 
be renumbered and relettered so that the provisions would be shown in consecutive 
alphabetical or numerical order. Up tiU that time, the Liquor Act was in such a state 
that even certain numbered sections of the Act were not in the correct place. 

There would be few other Queensland or Commonwealth Acts that have been the 
subject of such a range of amendments that have created such a difficult and complicated 
piece of legislation. Only the expert can really understand it. It certainly could not be 
said to be an Act that an amateur or an average member of Parliament could easily 
understand. It is a pity that the Minister did not take this opportunity to consoUdate 
and modemise the Act. 

In general, the Bill is welcomed because it promotes flexibility. However, I am 
disappointed that it does not provide for even greater flexibility by allowing the same 
kind of hotel trading as was available during the Commonwealth Games. A well-known 
Brisbane publican, Mr Gary Balkin, was reported in an article that appeared in the 
Sunday Sun last year as saying that his hotel opened at 7 a.m. during the Commonwealth 
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Games, but that no problems had been caused by derelicts or anyone else. Although 7 
a.m. might be breakfast-time for most of us, it is the equivalent of late aftemoon or 
evening for shift-workers. Mr Balkin believes that those kinds of people are entitled to 
a drink and would welcome a drink before going to bed, as we all would. Mr Balkin 
went on to say that he thought that the decision to open at 7 a.m. ought to be left to 
the individual hotel-owners and that they should decide the hours they will open for 
trading, because the hotel-owners know very weU the trading hours that would be 
financially successful. Mr Balkin went on to say— 

"A hotel won't open if it is not making money. 
If Brisbane is going to become a tourist centre, we can't have conservative 

attitudes to licensing, otherwise tourism will be confined to the Gold Coast and 
Caims. 

And bottle shops should be aUowed to open while public bars are closed. 
Particularly as more people are drinking at home." 
That view was echoed by the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General a little over 

a year ago in his opening address to the annual conference of the Queensland Hotels 
Association, which was reported in the Daily Sun as follows— 

"I believe Queensland, with its emphasis on a relaxed lifestyle and its attraction 
to tourists should cater for these areas by allowing certain hotels to be opened 
longer." 

The Minister said that he intended to take proposals to Cabinet, and that the proposals 
would include— 

"Optional extended trading hours. 
An eight-hour Sunday session for hotels. 
The opening of bottle shops when hotel bars are closed. 
Larger legal beer glass sizes and 
Increased powers for licensees and police to deal with under-age drinkers." 

Yet it seems that, in the years since that happened, the Minister has obviously been 
influenced by two large lobby groups. He acknowledged one as the Queensland Tem
perance League—in his second-reading speech. He gave thanks to widespread partici
pation, which included the Queensland Temperance League and Dmg-Arm. Only a few 
weeks ago, in this place, the Queensland Temperance League was extended a very great 
courtesy by the Minister concerning the sale of the Canberra Hotel, and I can only 
believe that the league certainly has the ear of this Minister. I would never have accused 
him of being a wowser, but he certainly appears to have backed down very quickly on 
his proposals. 

The other lobby that obviously has got to Mr Harper's ear is the Queensland Hotels 
Association. The Courier-Mail is not seen as any sort of radical newspaper, but even it 
was moved to state in an editorial that— 

"The Queensland Hotels Association has a singular view of its position and 
influence . . . The association is a lobby group, working on behalf of its members. 
Judging by Queensland's licensing laws which favour publicans and breweries, it 
has been remarkably successful. But that very strength has been responsible for 
saddling Queensland with some quaintly antiquated liquor laws. 

In formulating new liquor laws the Govemment should look at more rational, 
civiUsed ways of drinking. And this means the kind of outlets that other Australians 
take very much for granted." 

I certainly echo those sentiments. 

Queenslanders have a right to reasonable liquor laws, and the Govemment should 
be looking to even greater flexibility. The Minister said previously that he could see 
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merit in hotels being allowed extended trading hours after 11 a.m. on Sunday but not 
being allowed to exceed probably eight hours total Sunday trading. But what does one 
see in this Bill? It is concemed with night-clubs. They will be aUowed to open earlier 
and will no longer have to supply meals. They will also be allowed to open during the 
day for business lunches and other special functions. 

Golf and bowls clubs will be given more late night liquor permits under the 
proposals. However, one still does not see an extension of trading hours for hotels. 
Owners of premises at which individuals are prosecuted on more than three occasions 
can themselves be prosecuted, and that is to be welcomed. Booth permits for community 
groups are also now to be provided. Previously, such permits were obtained by various 
devious means, of which most members are aware. Booth licences were given to 
community groups because they were always good organisations working for worthy 
causes, but they could never in fact obtain a genuine Ucence. The packet licence is also 
dealt with. These proposals go nowhere near as far as the Minister promised a year ago, 
and one has to wonder just who or what managed to get to the Minister's ear in the 
meantime. 

I now want to speak specifically about golf and bowls clubs, the matter of which 
has often been raised in this House, especially by members of the Opposition. The 
average bowls club in the suburbs of Brisbane today is having a fairly hard time. The 
days of the bowls clubs having members working behind the bar and raking in the 
profits at an enormous rate are long gone. Today, they have a fairly hard time of it. 
They have paid employees, whose wages have to be obtained each week from the profits, 
yet the clubs cannot sell liquor to be taken away. Until now, a bowls club was limited 
in the number of late night trading licences that it could obtain. The restriction was one 
a week or 52 a year. This legislation provides for 104 late night trading permits, and 
that will go some way towards solving a number of the problems faced by golf clubs, 
particularly those in the larger and more prestigious areas that can conduct nice gala 
cabarets, cocktail parties, and so on. However, the average little place, such as the 
Enoggera Bowls Club, or the Grange Bowls Club of which 1 am a member, has, as 
members, the average working man or retired person who usually attends for a game of 
bowls on a Saturday afternoon. He has a couple of drinks and then starts to worry about 
the .05 limit, so he gives up and walks or drives home. 

If take-away facilities were available, a person could have a couple of drinks and 
go home with his six-pack and the bowls club's profits would be maintained. Most bowls 
clubs are presently line ball in making profits. They are trying many ways to make 
money. Melboume Cup sweeps were initiated recently in one of the bowls clubs in my 
electorate. It is about time that we took a realistic view of bowls clubs and golf clubs. 
For a long time, the Queensland Hotels Association has opposed the granting of take
away licences to such clubs. The QHA says that, in small towns, the clubs often use 
members as bar staff, that they do not have to be paid award wages and therefore have 
an unfair advantage over hotels. Although that may be tme, it does not excuse the 
discriminatory policies of the Government; nor is it probably tme any longer in the city. 

The Govemment should be looking beyond the interests of publicans and breweries. 
It should be looking at the interests of the Uttle person. One place where there can be 
a genuine community of interest is the local bowls club, to which most people walk. 
Members of the local community can get together there for a friendly drink, rather than 
driving several miles to a hotel. The hoteliers association has too much say. It is about 
time that the Govemment considered giving golf clubs and bowls clubs take-away 
licences. 

The Registered and Licensed Clubs Association of Queensland has several pages of 
suggestions for improvements to the Liquor Act. Some of its most prominent suggestions 
are that the association would like golf and bowls clubs to be able to sell take-away 
liquor, to be open when no games are taking place, and to stay open for the same hours 
as other clubs. The association's president, Colin Lamont, said— 

"We would also like entrapment stopped. At the moment, licensing officials 
are sent to bowls clubs dressed in whites and it is very difficult for someone working 
behind the bar to recognise who is a member and who is not. 
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If you win bottles of drink as a raffle prize at a bowls or golf club, you have 
to drink them on the spot. Organisations like Rotary Clubs are not allowed by the 
present law to meet in clubs. 

If you play night bowls at a bowls club, the bar wiU have to close before the 
end of the game. If you are at Gladstone Yacht Club for the end of a big race, the 
bar can only stay open until midnight. 

So it is too bad if the first boat arrives at 12.05. The bar will have to be 
closed." 
Those are the things that need to be tightened up in the legislation we are debating. 

The laws are inconsistent and antiquated. The whole of the legislation should be examined. 
It is a matter of concem that under the amendments the large intemational hotels wiU 
be able to trade for 24 hours a day in private bars, but we, as ordinarj' Queenslanders, 
will not be able to go there, because they will be for guests only. 

The Govemment is being hypocritical. I suppose that the wowsers in the Queensland 
Temperance League—probably both members—have said to the Govemment, "You 
must protect Queenslanders from themselves." Other States in AustraUa, particularly 
South Australia, have liberalised drinking laws. I do not see South Australians going to 
pubs at 8 o'clock in the moming because of their liberalised laws. The Govemment 
should adopt a liberalised attitude to the drinking laws. If people want a drink early in 
the moming, they have ways of getting one. They can always put Uquor in the fridge 
the night before. The average Queenslander will be mature and reasonable, and wiU not 
use such facilities very often. 

The amendments should involve a full overview of the Liquor Act, with a total 
revamp of the provisions, so that it may be easily read by the average citizen. It would 
serve the needs of Queensland as a tourist State and meet the needs of the people who 
want Sunday drinking or who call at a hotel for a drink in the middle of the aftemoon 
and find that it has closed at 1 o'clock. It is probably worse for the hoteUer, who knows 
that the people are just beginning to have a drink at 12.30, only to be chucked out at 
1 o'clock, which means that they will not come back at 5 o'clock. The present liquor 
laws are ambiguous and discriminatory, and there is a need for far greater changes to 
be made to them than are being made today. 

Earlier today, the Opposition spokesman on Justice gave a dissertation on the 
meaning of the words in the proposed amendment to section 78 of the Act, namely, 
dmg-dealers, -sexual perverts or deviants and child-molesters. He referred to a string of 
words from Macquarie Thesaurus and suggested that certain Govemment members might 
be feeling a little uncomfortable about whether they could get a drink. I certainly agree 
that some Govemment members would be uncomfortable. 

Mr Scott: They have taken out the lunatics provisions. 

Mr COMBEN: Yes. The lunatics provision has been excluded. 

Mr Jennings: We are excluding you guys. 

Mr COMBEN: Certainly some Govemment members are feeling comfortable, but 
others, such as the honourable member for Southport (Mr Jennings), would be feeling 
uncomfortable. 

About 10 days ago, I was talking to a leading barrister, who told me that in matters 
in the law courts conceming sexual perverts or deviants, it has always been his experience 
that psychologists in the witness-box giving an outline of the conduct of sexual perverts 
or deviants refer to the remarkable respectability of those people; generally, they are 
middle class, pillars of the community, confident and fairiy conservative. As he said 
those people were typical National Party members. 

To reassure National Party members that they will be able to get a drink in the 
refreshment rooms of at least this Pariiament House, I refer to section 5 (c) of the 
Liquor Act, which provides that the Act does not apply to anyone who sells liquor in 
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a refreshment room at the Houses of Parliament by the permission or under the control 
of Parliament. I reassure members of the National Party in this Chamber that they can 
continue to get a drink in the refreshment rooms and to behave in the way in which 
they have behaved since I became a member of this Parliament. 

Mr BAILEY (Toowong) (5.7 p.m.): I rise to speak briefly to one specific amendment 
to the Act, which, of course, is that dealing with licensed clubs—bowls clubs and golf 
clubs. The amendment doubles to 104 the maximum number of permits that may be 
issued annually to licensed golf and bowls clubs for night functions. It further provides 
that if, in a particular case, the commission is satisfied that a special need exists for the 
granting of additional permits, and, of course, subject to the approval of the Minister, 
the commission may grant up to three additional permits per week, provided that the 
number of permits granted to a particular club in any week does not exceed five. That 
amendment caters for the needs of the mral and city clubs and meets a long and strong 
local demand for an increase in the number of permitted night functions. 

Some concem has been expressed by the hotel industry that bowls and golf clubs 
will become competitive for them. However, one must remember that those licensed 
clubs are able to get additional permits only for club functions and if they apply for 
them at least one month prior to the date for which they are sought. 

Mr Jennings: You represented them very well. That is why the amendment is there. 

Mr BAILEY: I thank the honourable member for Southport for that interjection. 
The proposed amendment is very important to and necessary for many clubs, 

which, in a significant number of suburbs and towns, provide the only suitable venue 
for social occasions such as weddings, charity affairs, birthday parties and community 
functions. In the western suburbs of Brisbane, there is a paucity of such venues. The 
best one will now be provided by the new Indooroopilly Golf Club. Under the amend
ments originally proposed to the Act, that club was going to be penalised. Golf clubs 
and bowling clubs were going to be allowed to continue with their 52 special function 
licences a year. As a result of consultation and discussion within the Govemment party, 
it was decided that that was unfair, and the number has been increased to 104. 

The Indooroopilly Golf Club is moving to magnificent new premises at Long Pocket, 
and I take this opportunity to congratulate the successive presidents and committees of 
the club and the architect (Pat Moroney) on this magnificent multimillion-dollar project. 
It is an indication of the forward thinking and competent planning and management so 
obvious in National Party electorates. 

Formerly, two clubs—the Indooroopilly Golf Club and the Long Pocket Club— 
operated. The Indooroopilly Golf Club, which has now become a council club, will 
provide greater opportunities for people to play this magnificent sport in the westem 
suburbs of Brisbane. Each of the two clubs had access to 52 special nights a year. 
However, when the clubs amalgamated at Long Pocket, it became obvious that the 
restriction to 52 special licences and permits would be very restrictive on the social 
activities of its members and on the members of the community in general. Therefore, 
it is very pleasing that the club's licence has been extended to 104 nights. 

It is also pleasing that, under this legislation, clubs of the size of the Indooroopilly 
Golf Club, if they can convince the Licensing Commission and the Minister that additional 
licensed nights are appropriate, can trade up to five nights a week. I thank the Minister 
and the Govemment for introducing that particular amendment so that clubs, such as 
the Indooroopilly Golf Club, can become very successful. 

It must be remembered that the Indooroopilly Golf Club, which now has a 36-hole 
course, will become one of the major venues for golf in this State and, particularly, in 
Brisbane, and many of the major intemational hotels have expressed an interest in 
providing facilities for the golfers who come to this State. 

Mr De Lacy: What is your handicap? 
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Mr BAILEY: My handicap is having to listen to the honourable member for Caims. 
I tum now to mention other permits, because many of the clubs have the same 

sorts of problems as my golf club at Indooroopilly. In some places, clubs may be in 
competition with hotels, but they may still provide facilities for their members. However, 
in some places, the golf club or the bowling club must provide facilities for functions. 
If a need exists for these clubs to apply for an additional licence, they will now be able 
to do so, and the Bill is very commendable in that regard. 

Mr CASEY (Mackay) (5.12 p.m.): I rise in this debate to draw the attention of the 
House to the problems faced by the public in their dealings with the Licensing Com
mission. The Bill will amend some of the provisions relating to the powers of the 
Licensing Commission, and that is long overdue. More importantly, the Bill should 
apply itself to the investigatory powers of the commission regarding the financial capacity 
of those who apply for a licence to meet their commitments. 

All honourable members would be familiar with the case a couple of years ago 
conceming the Twin Rivers Tavem at Eagleby, which opened and closed almost in the 
same week simply because the licensees had insufficient finance to proceed. As a result, 
a shemozzle developed. 

At the moment, a worse situation in Mackay has developed more or less along the 
same lines, and it is causing a great deal of concem Jo many people, including the local 
authority, traders, builders, subcontractors and those who are employed in the constmc
tion of what is known as the Slade Point Tavem. 

Last week, when the tavem was almost three-quarters built, work stopped when the 
builder was informed by one of the persons who had been granted the licence by the 
commission that he did not have enough money to meet progress payments to continue 
with the building work on site. In other words, he had mn out of money. The granting 
of the licence to these people, who came from Dubbo in New South Wales, was 
controversial, as was the location of the tavem. The Licensing Commission failed to 
investigate properly the people to whom the licence was granted as a result of tenders 
being called. There is no question that the commission had plenty of time in which to 
investigate those people, because the tenders closed in December 1981 and it was not 
until March this year that they commenced constmction. As the saying goes, obviously 
there was something very, very crook in Tallarook. 

I will give the House a little of the history of this site, which is part of a Land 
Administration Commission subdivision at Slade Point, a northem suburb of the city 
of Mackay. The Land Administration Commission was opening up large areas of land 
there and, in the first subdivision, it set aside just more than 1 ha of land for the 
constmction of a hotel. At that time, there was much debate amongst the people in the 
area over this. However, it appeared that nothing would happen. That land is right in 
the middle of a residential area and houses abut the land on three sides. It fronts an 
esplanade and the beach. The subdivision by the Land Administration Commission 
provided insufficient buffers between the proposed hotel and the local houses. The hotel 
site is the only commercial zoning for half a mile in either direction. For those reasons, 
the Land Administration Commission is just as much to blame for what has happened. 

Over a period of 10 years, tenders for the licence were called five times. On the 
first occasion, on 11 September 1972, no tenders were received. On the second occasion, 
when tenders closed on 25 March 1977, which is 4'/2 years later, again no tenders were 
received. At that time, the breweries in Queensland were always ready and willing to 
buy a good location and establish a hotel. I spoke personally with representatives of 
both of the major brewery companies in Queensland during those years and I leamt 
that neither company was interested in the site because it was not satisfactory and was 
not anywhere near big enough to develop the sort of hotel that modem and futuristic 
licensing laws require. 

Nonetheless the Licensing Commission again went ahead, on 27 March 1981, and 
called tenders for a hotel for the third time. The result was exactly the same—no tenders 
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were received. After SVi years since tenders were first called, the Licensing Commission 
came up vrith the magnificent idea, "Let's go one more time". Tenders closed on 21 
August 1981, and one was received. I believe that it was at the request of that tenderer 
that the commission called for tenders at that time. 

The tenderer then suggested that perhaps the site should have a tavem constmcted 
on it. The Licensing Commission decided that, if it was to be for a tavem licence, 
tenders would have to be re-called. So, for the fifth time, tenders were called, and closed 
on 4 December 1981. On that occasion, two tenders were received for the tavem licence, 
but only one was for the particular site, the other being for a different site in that general 
area. 

Obviously, the other tenderer believed that the site in question was not a suitable 
or satisfactory location for a hotel or a tavem and that much better prospects existed 
in other areas in the locality. However, the Licensing Commission went ahead and 
granted the licence to P. F. and A. Carboni of Dubbo, New South Wales. I understand 
they are grape-growers. I do not know whether they are connected with the Griffith 
group, but the similarity of name makes it likely that they are. 

That father and son partnership negotiated with the Licensing Commission for 
almost all of 1981 and the licence was granted to them for that Land Administration 
Commission site, despite the fact that history quite clearly showed that it was unsatisfactory. 
Certainly, that had been the case for 10 years. 

Let us examine what happened. It took four years for the Licensing Commission 
to get the Carbonis to the constmction stage. That does not sound like someone who is 
very anxious to build a hotel or a tavern on that site. Nonetheless, the Licensing 
Commission still played round with Mr Carboni for a further four years. The tavem is 
now three-quarters built. The Carbonis now say that they are out of money. 1 understand 
that a financier in the Mackay region was prepared to buy into the project on the basis 
that he would share ownership of the tavern. Although he put money into the project, 
it was not sufficient. That money has gone, and no more money is available. 

Everybody in the area now asks the big question, "What will happen?" Will the 
builder be required to finish constmction of the hotel and apply for a licence in order 
to obtain some retum for the work that he has put into the building? Or will the Land 
Administration Commission proceed with completion of the work? After all, it owns the 
land. Will it own the tavern that is on the land? The land on which the tavem is 
constmcted is leasehold land that belongs to the Land Administration Commission. It 
may mean that the Queensland Govemment may have to operate the tavem. 

If what honourable members read is correct, that may be satisfactory to the Minister. 
I understand that in a few weeks' time he might be looking for a job. If the Land 
Administration Commission wants to complete constmction of the building, he might 
get the job of mnning the Slade Point Tavem on behalf of the Queensland Govemment. 

There are many sad connotations that can be attached to the project. More than 
two years ago, when it was obvious that the Carbonis, having been granted the tender 
by the Licensing Commission, were finding it difficult to get to the barrier to build the 
tavem, I made approaches to the Minister for Lands, Forestry and Police (Mr Glasson) 
suggesting that he ought to subdivide the site and convert it to a residential use similar 
to the land use in the surrounding area. Seven or eight homesites could have been 
provided from the land. That would have been consistent with the proper planning of 
that area. A hotel site could have been selected elsewhere in the region. That suggestion 
was rejected by the Minister, who wanted to continue with the development. 

A total of 85 objections were received by the Pioneer Shire Council against the 
hotel's constmction on the site. About 40 objections were lodged with the Licensing 
Commission in Brisbane against the location of a tavem on that site. While that was 
going on, the liquor requirements of the developing suburb in the Mackay region were 
catered for and met by the constmction of an RSL bowls club much closer to the centre 
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of the population of the region and in an area that was more suitable for the residents 
of Slade Point. 

The Pioneer Shire Council clearly recognised that, because of the objections that 
were lodged, because of the bad location of the site and because of the reluctance to 
complete the building over a period of 10 or 12 years—at that stage it was 13 years 
since original tenders were called—stringent conditions had to be imposed upon the 
builders of the tavern as to noise levels and traffic activities in order to meet the needs 
and to protect the rights of the local residents. They were imposed. However, delays 
still occurred. Throughout the development, there were nothing but delays. 

One delay of 12 months was supposedly caused by the Carbonis in conducting an 
environmental impact study of the region. That study showed clearly that the site was 
unsatisfactory for a tavem. Delays occurred in answering requests from the council as 
to the type of constmction and in lodgement of plans of the proposed tavem. During 
that time, the Licensing Commission stuck with the Carbonis and allowed them to 
continue to be successful tenderers and to hold the licence. Several years earlier, Mr 
Carboni senior said that he was keen to constmct a hotel in Mackay. Despite that, it 
took approximately four years for the Carbonis to get to the barrier. There was a great 
deal of reluctance on the part of someone who was very keen to get to the barrier and 
to develop the tavern. 

I claim that the tenderers were not properly screened by the Licensing Commission 
or the Land Administration Commission. That needed to be done properly, and it should 
have been done properly. It shows quite clearly that it is something that has to be 
tightened up. It has to be considered very carefully, because many people are being badly 
affected. Of course, a golden opportunity to have a tavem—a proper recreational area 
in the evenings for the people of the suburb of Slade Point—has now been lost, at this 
stage at least. If the tavern is ever completed, it will be in the wrong location. That is 
quite clear. 

During the debate a matter arose that I cannot let pass without comment. Earlier 
in the debate, one of my colleagues made passing reference to the Federal Minister for 
Tourism (Mr Brown). I state quite clearly that I completely disagree with the comments 
made by the honourable member for Wolston (Mr R. J. Gibbs) regarding the Federal 
Minister for Tourism. In my opinion, Mr Brown is one the best Ministers in the Hawke 
Govemment. He is one of the best things going for the Hawke Government today. 

John Brown has been completely behind the major overseas campaign involving 
the Hogan commercials to get a massive increase in tourism in Australia, including 
Queensland. During the last week, I contacted a number of tourists who told me that 
they chose to holiday in Australia for the simple reason that they were impressed by 
the television advertisements in the United States featuring Paul Hogan. Those tourists 
were very happy to come to Australia on package tours and to visit Caims, the Gold 
Coast, other regions of Queensland, and the centre of Australia. 

1 did not really want to touch on tourism, but I did want to make those comments. 
In my opinion, Mr Brown is doing a fantastic job for Australia and for Queensland. It 
is a pity that he did not get more co-operation from the Queensland Minister for Tourism 
in the work that he is doing to make tourism a major industry for Australia. 

Mr JENNINGS (Southport) (5.28 p.m.): The legislation is very positive. Obviously, 
a great deal of hard work went into the preparation of these 40 major amendments. As 
all honourable members know, Jupiters Casino will have a big impact on the Gold Coast 
and Queensland. Obviously, the amendments regarding public facilities will also have a 
big impact. No-one would disagree with the amendments. 

The honourable member for Ipswich (Mr Hamill) made a number of points. His 
whole speech dwelt on child-molesters, perverts, and so on. He concluded by saying that 
the legislation should be scrapped. He talked about bigoted minorities and the denial of 
civil liberties—a denial of civil liberties because a deviant or pervert may be excluded 
from drinking in a hotel. 
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I will never forget one of my experiences as a member of the Victorian Parliament. 
A number of members visited Pentridge gaol one day and had a look round. The gaol 
had a remand section. At that time it was a shocking place. One section was a big 
semicircle in which there were big cages. Fellows were walking up and down in the 
cages. The members said, "Who are those guys?" The answer was, "They are child-
molesters. We've got to put them in there, away from the other prisoners, because they 
will kill them." That is what the members were told. 

Most of those fellows had been convicted two or three times and let out again. 
Then they got stuck into the poor kids again. Pentridge gaol still has that section. Child-
molesters are isolated because the other prisoners will not have a bar of them, yet the 
Opposition criticises the relevant provision in the legislation. The Opposition has criticised 
the Govemment for including certain categories of person in the amendments, but all 
honourable members would realise that child molestation is a horrible crime. 

The honourable member for Ipswich made derogatory remarks about the honourable 
member for Sherwood (Mr Innes), and implied that he had a hang-up about homosexuals. 
Are members of the Opposition in favour of homosexuals? Do members of the Opposition 
want the Govemment to include, in the legislation, a provision that permits perverts, 
homosexuals and child-molesters to frequent hotels? That may be what members of the 
Opposition want, but it is not what the Govemment wants. 

What has been conveniently and completely avoided by the Opposition is that the 
problem is behavioural, not specific. Opposition members know as well as I do that 
publicans watch out for misbehaviour. If anyone misbehaves, he will be thrown out. If 
a deviant misbehaves, out he will go—and so he should. 

Mr Milliner: Why have you been thrown out so many times? 

Mr JENNINGS: The honourable member for Everton ought to go to the hotels 
that I go to, because they are all right. 

The point I wish to make is that the legislation is intended to regulate behaviour 
and, despite all the hoo-ha that has appeared in the press, the Liquor Act provisions 
proscribe the resorting to licensed premises by prostitutes. If the Govemment did not 
take that kind of action, what would be the result? What is one of the greatest scourges 
in this country today and round the world? It is the Acquired Immune Deficiency 
Syndrome. 

Of course, some of the southem colleagues of the members of the Opposition want 
to legalise and have legalised homosexuality, but there is no way in the world that the 
Queensland Govemment will do that. The honourable member for Ipswich said that 
the Govemment is denying civil liberties and human rights and intends to reintroduce 
the ducking-stool. I think that he needs the ducking-stool. 

The honourable member for Salisbury (Mr Goss) said that, because the legislation 
will have no effect, the amendments should not be introduced. The honourable member 
said that the clauses that preclude sexual perverts, deviants and child-molesters are 
unworkable. However, because most publicans are businessmen and most businessmen 
are reasonably sensible, the Govemment views the legislation as being workable. Busi
nessmen who conduct licensed trading operations are responsible people, because they 
realise how important it is to protect their licences. 

One of the best things that the Minister for Justice and Attorney-General has done 
was to take action against the Runaway Bay Yacht Club. The club was staging crazy 
shows that included strippers and other performers, and that club lost its licence. The 
result was that people stiffened up on behaviour in areas all over the Gold Coast. It was 
appropriate for the Minister to take that action. 

The honourable member for Windsor (Mr Comben) referred to the Queensland 
Temperance League and said that it consisted of only two members. I point out to that 
honourable member that, approximately 18 months or two years ago, a seminar organised 
by the Minister was held in the Parliamentary Annexe. That two-day seminar was 
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attended by representatives of all sections of the liquor trading industry, such as cabaret 
entertainers, hoteliers, Queensland Temperance League members and anti-alcoholism 
groups. When the Minister was unavailable, I chaired the seminar. It proved to be a 
fascinating way to spend two days, because the representatives of the Queensland 
Temperance League and anti-alcoholism groups said that extended trading hours and 
flexibility in trading hours do not create any more problems, but rather tend to alleviate 
them. That statement appears in the transcript, and it can be proved that all sections 
involved in the industry agreed on that point. With all due respect to the honourable 
member for Windsor—and despite the fact that the honourable member might sling off 
at them—the people at that seminar gave their reasons for holding that view. 

Flexibility is what the legislation is all about. The legislation is progressive and it 
covers a wide range of activity. Despite the fact that members of the Opposition have 
mbbished the Govemment about the deregulation of trading hours on the Gold Coast, 
this legislation represents a kind of deregulation, because the people involved in the 
liquor industry are responsible people. 

Mr Goss: If you and a deviant were to walk into a public bar, how would the 
publican know which one was Mr Jennings? 

Mr JENNINGS: I am quite sure that, if the honourable member for Salisbury 
walked into a hotel, the publican would be able to identify immediately the sort of 
person he is. Hotel licensees gain a great deal of experience in dealing with members of 
the public. 

Sir Joh Bjelke-Petersen: Do you know why members of the Opposition stick up 
for these characters? They vote for the Australian Labor Party. 

Mr JENNINGS: That is right. 
Some dramatic events are taking place on the Gold Coast. For instance, Jupiters 

Casino will open this week-end. Last week, a ceremony was held to mark the stabilisation 
of the Southport bar. 1 mention that because large public occasions have a big impact 
on the liquor industry. At 9 a.m. last Friday, on the Gold Coast, the sand was to be 
pumped from the new Southport bar. At a quarter past seven that moming, the water 
level on the ocean side was half a metre higher than the water level in The Broadwater. 
Then—whoosh! The water mshed in, and it was a great thrill. 

Mr Scott: You would be able to walk on the sand, wouldn't you? 

Mr JENNINGS: Water is not bad, either; but I get a bit wet. 
The point I want to make is that many developments are occurring in Queensland. 

The Gateway Bridge will be opened shortly. The new section of the freeway is to be 
opened this Friday. All these things are happening under this Government. I know that, 
and the honourable member knows that. 

A number of new hotels are being built. Why? Because Queensland has tourist 
attractions and facilities that are available nowhere else in the world. In Japanese cities 
such as Tokyo and Yokohama, and other cities the size of Sydney, the kids never get 
the opportunity to go for a swim in the surf They do not enjoy the sunshine as the 
children in Queensland do. They have never seen the magnificent Barrier Reef The new 
hotels that are being built on the Gold Coast will have a big impact. Hotels such as the 
Holiday Inn, the Daikyo Kenko Hotel, the Ramada Inn and the new hotel at Andalucia 
Park will be filled only by package tours from the United States and Japan. Those people 
will spend dollars and create jobs. About 2 000 people are already employed at the casino 
before it has opened. Only a couple of weeks ago, a further 200 were put on. Those 
people came from other jobs. I do not know of many young people on the Gold Coast 
who, if they have reasonable ability and want a job, cannot obtain a job. 

The member for Mackay (Mr Casey) mentioned the Federal Minister responsible 
for Tourism (Mr Brown). Tourism is a seven-day-a-week industry, and even Mr Brown 
said, "We have to look at penalty rates. They are killing tourism." Something has to be 
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done to reduce penalty rates, and if that is done, and done properly, it will create a 
heck of a lot more jobs. 

The subject of extended shopping hours has been mentioned. That is another area 
in which people should be allowed to open seven days a week if they wish. Next week, 
1 000 footballers will arrive at the Gold Coast. The shops in the casino complex will be 
open all week-end, as will a number of shops in Surfers Paradise. At present, 500 cases 
are recorded of shops in the Surfers Paradise area opening out of hours. When extended 
shopping hours were first mentioned, there was a great scream from the Liberals and 
the Opposition about how terrible the Govemment was for wanting to deregulate shopping 
hours. It was said that the Govemment wanted to force shop-owners to remain open 
24 hours a day. There is no way in the world that that was the Govemment's intention. 

At the moment, there is open slather on the Gold Coast. If Opposition members 
want to put the inspectors in to book shop-owners and close them down, they can do 
so. I challenge them to do it. Nevertheless, those people are providing a service to the 
public. I notice that Opposition members are pretty quiet at the moment. Why do they 
want to close the stores that at the moment are trading illegally? Even the comer stores 
are trading illegally. I can buy my milk and bread at a comer store at half past 5 in the 
moming, although that is illegal. 

Mr Price: Why did you shut down Sportsworld for Sunday trading? 

Mr JENNINGS: No-one shut down Sportsworid. Where is Sportsworld? The 
honourable member is talking about the Sportsmans Warehouse. 

Mr Price: They are at Surfers Paradise. You closed them down because they traded 
on Sunday. 

Mr JENNINGS: They are providing a service to the public in a number of different 
ways. They handle their business the way they wish under the current laws. 

The point is that Opposition members do not like that. The National Party is a 
deregulation party—not like the characters opposite, who want to control and strangle 
business. Opposition members want to strangle all the decent people, yet they would 
allow all the perverts and sexual deviants to get away with murder. Not us! We will do 
it in reverse; we will let the businessmen and hard workers go free and put the others 
where they belong. 

The classification of low-alcohol beers not sold in supermarkets is most appropriate. 
The provision relative to canteen licences is a good one. For example, certain conditions 
would be prescribed for a canteen in an oil camp out in the scmb whereas totally 
different conditions would be prescribed for a canteen at a bowls club in Brisbane. The 
legislation provides for booth permits for service clubs, and no-one could object to that. 
Such organisations do a fantastic job. 

The alterations to the licensing conditions of owners of vessels are also very good. 
A great many tourist boats now operate in Queensland, particularly in the Gold Coast/ 
Broadwater area. Many tourists leave their hotel in the moming, board a boat and saU 
off for the day. It is lovely to sit on a boat and have a few glasses of wine. 

Mr Price: Don't you work down there? 

Mr JENNINGS: That is part of our work. Queensland tourism is big business. 
The vigneron-vintner's licence provision is excellent. It facUitates promotion of the 

important wine industry. Anyone who goes for a drive in the country and discovers a 
winery knows that there is nothing better than trying the local drop. That is a marvellous 
tourist attraction. The wine always tastes better when one sees the grapes growing. 

Opposition members have completely overlooked the fact that a publican who has 
problem people in his hotel is given a first warning, then a second waming, and finally 
a show-cause notice. What is fairer than that? It is reasonable. Although I have discussed 
the legislation with many hoteliers, I have not received one complaint from any publican 
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in my area about the freeing-up of the licence system. They all think it is very fair and 
reasonable. The cabaret people are of the same mind. 

Mr Borbidge: It has been well received. 

Mr JENNINGS: Yes, it has. 

The honourable member for Surfers Paradise has more cabarets in his electorate 
than I have in mine. The legislation has been well received. The provision goveming 
the keeping of books of account is fair and reasonable. It will create fair competition 
among all licensees, and it has been well received. As to the ID cards for young people, 
which have been criticised by Opposition members—it is very hard to identify young 
people. If it helps to identify them 

Mr D'Arcy: How do you justify your Govemment's being against the Australian 
card? 

Mr JENNINGS: That is totally different. How old is the honourable member? It 
is a matter of age. 

Recently, I attended a primary school concert at which some of the young girls of 
12 were dressed up. Many of them looked as though they were aged 15 or 16. 

An Opposition Member: You let your mind mn away. 

Mr JENNINGS: Everyone has a different set of values. 
Many intemational hotel projects are under way. The 24-hour bar for guests at 

those hotels is most appropriate. When intemational aircraft arrive at 1 a.m. or 2 a.m., 
the guests want a drink. That provision is very appropriate, because it will cater for 
intemational tourists. 

The increase in the number of permits for golf and bowls clubs has been well 
received by all in the industry. That provision demonstrates the broad spectmm of the 
National Party. The member for Toowong had a big impact on the provision. I 
compliment him for that. The provision is typical of the National Party's broad approach 
to this industry, which is of major importance to the State and tourism. The clubs are 
usually mn by a paid manager and volunteer committee members. 

The resort licences for the tourist industry are a new type of licence, and they, too, 
will have a big impact on the tourist industry. 

The opening of cabarets at 6 o'clock has been received reasonably well. The 
amendments relating to meals are practical. People will be able to get a meal if they 
want one. 

The amendment relative to the tourist parks is excellent. Tourist parks such as 
Dreamworld, Magic Mountain and Sea World are of major importance. People will be 
able to sit in the sun, have a drink and a nice meal. That is a big advance. 

Wine-producers are to be allowed to have wine-tastings away from their premises. 
That is forward, practical thinking and will do much for the wine industry. I think that 
the member for Cook will agree with the proposed amendment relating to the referrals 
to the Aboriginal and Islander councils. 

Mr Scott: You should be in the Chamber when I speak on it. 

Mr JENNINGS: The honourable member intends to speak to the Bill. 

That amendment is typical of the Government's forward approach to Aboriginal 
affairs. It is similar to the Govemment's thinking on other Aboriginal legislation, which 
gave Aborigines the right to own a house and land under a deed of tmst. It is basically 
in accordance with our policy of providing ownership. Of course. Federal Parliament is 
in confusion about land rights. 

Mr Scott: It is a pity that you will not spend some money maintaining the houses. 
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Mr JENNINGS: Mr Holding was going to do this and that. He is a "gunna" man. 
He is the best "gunna" Minister ever. The land rights issue is a time bomb ticking away 
in Canberra. 

Mr Stoneman: He is "gunna" give Australia away, if he has his way. 

Mr JENNINGS: Yes. 

Mr Borbidge: Mr Burke is mnning for cover in Westem Australia because he has 
an election coming up. 

Mr JENNINGS: That is right. 

The Minister had discussions with the leaders of the various Aboriginal and Islander 
communities. The Queensland Govemment did the same thing on the land issue. We 
had long discussions. I still have the handwritten documents. They were signed, sealed 
and delivered. That is something that the Labor Party has never done. 

This legislation is well put together. It covers all the types of licences. It covers a 
major industry, which will be the greatest income-eamer for this State. I compliment 
the Minister and the Govemment on this forward-thinking legislation. 

Mr D'ARCY (Woodridge) (5.46 p.m.): Firstly, I congratulate the Minister for Justice 
and Attorney-General on making a fairly courageous approach to amending the Liquor 
Act. It is something that almost every Attomey-General tries to do. As has already been 
explained, it is a difficult Act to administer. Many aspects of it need changing. Some of 
the amendments are far-reaching. The Opposition has applauded some of them, but it 
has been critical of others. 

The Federated Liquor and Allied Industries Employees Union in Queensland was 
not consulted by the Government. It is time that the Government consulted all interested 
groups. 

Mr Harper: They were represented at the seminar and took a very useful part in 
the discussions. 

Mr D'ARCY: The representatives of the union did not indicate that to me when I 
spoke to them. 

Mr Harper: Unfortunately, their prime office-bearer who was there is no longer 
alive. 

Mr D'ARCY: I take it that the Minister is referring to John Murphy, who was an 
excellent secretary of that union. My information was obtained from the newly elected 
office-bearers. 

The point I am making is that the amendments do not go far enough. The Minister 
has not gone far enough. He is hamstmng by a Govemment that does not see the need 
for many of the changes for which the public and the industry are looking. A Labor 
Govemment would go much further in introducing reforms and cleaning up the Act. It 
would be a modem Act for the Queenslanders of today. 

One of the matters that have been drawn to my attention is what is called the mix-
of-licence position. Something should be done about it. In 1935, there were 1 342 general 
licences in Queensland. In 1984, there were only 1 036 general Ucences. 

As we all know, the Act imposes fairly strong restrictions on the transfer of licences, 
but there is no restriction on some of the newer mixes of licences. In 1962, there were 
only six licensed restaurants in Queensland. At 30 June 1984, there were 554 licensed 
restaurants. The point that the union stressed to me is that the mix of licences in various 
towns in Queensland is not good. 

Let me take as an example a town in Queensland that has five hotels and one 
licensed restaurant. Ovemight, another couple of licensed restaurants could be opened 
in that town. Including the licence for the bowls club or golf club, there could be eight 



2456 19 November 1985 Liquor Act and Other Acts Amendment Bill 

or nine licences in that town. As a result, the work is taken from one licensed premise 
to another, and that places an unfair strain on the licensee. In order to service the 
community properly, a mix of licences should be arrived at. For example, it may be 
considered appropriate to cancel a hotel licence in favour of a different licence. In that 
way, the situation in which there is virtually unrestricted licensing for one type of 
premise but no provision for another would be avoided. 

I am disappointed that the Bill makes no provision for BYO licences. I am aware 
that, in the Bill, the Minister has given consideration to unlicensed premises; but that 
does not go far enough. Queensland should have provision for BYO licences. BYO 
operations are no different from unlicensed premises at which liquor is sold, and the 
introduction of BYO licences would tighten that position considerably. The unlicensed 
premises that sell liquor illegally are depriving people of jobs within the industry. Victoria 
has a BYO licence that costs about $800 to $1,000 a year, and such licences help 
Govemments to police their liquor legislation. 

I stress again that a Labor Govemment would permit the introduction of poker 
machines into licensed casinos in this State. It is absolutely essential for the well-being 
of the industry that poker machines be permitted, for a series of reasons involving the 
Liquor Act. 

I have a couple of points to raise with the Minister about the Bill. One of the 
clauses relates to the forfeiture of licences, and a number of Opposition speakers have 
spoken about the prostitutes, dmg-dealers and deviants in that regard. However, what 
happens if the person holding the licence is charged with or becomes involved in the 
sexual harassment of staff or is guilty of breaching awards? In the Victorian legislation, 
consideration is given to that and, in those circumstances, a licensee could lose his 
licence. 

Another problem that I see in the Bill concems clause 18, which relates to the 
people who keep the books. The provisions of this clause are hamstmng because many 
of the licensees of liquor bam type operations are only fly-by-nights. As the Minister is 
well aware, problems arose with border-hopping, and with operations such as Tweed 
Cellars. 

Under this clause, the agent of the Licensing Commission has to ask the licensee, 
by notice in writing, to furnish to the commission within 14 days of receipt of the notice 
particulars of the value and volume by measurement in litres of all liquor purchased or 
otherwise acquired from any source during the periods stipulated by the commission. If 
a wages officer has the right to look at the books and confiscate them, why is it that an 
officer of the commission does not have that same right? Although the records can be 
falsified, that is not the major problem. In the past, the major problem has been that 
of the licensee flitting interstate with the books and of the Govemment not being able 
to collect its revenue. 

Another part of the Bill amused me a little, because it concems something that has 
been going on in Queensland hotels for some time. I refer to Fourex hotels or Carlton 
hotels, which, although compelled by the Act to sell other brands of beer, never have 
thdse brands cold or are always out of stock. I assume that that is what the Govemment 
is attempting to deal with in the Bill, but how does it intend to police it? The Act 
already provides that licensees have to stock the products of both major breweries. 

Recently, at a hotel in which the publican had both brands but preferred Fourex 
because he got a better discount with that company, a similar thing happened. I was 
told that the hotel stocked Cariton products but I would be charged the full price. There 
is a great difference between the full price of beer and the discounted price. On top of 
that, it was not cold. That means that patrons have to pay more than $1 for a stubby 
of beer. That part of the Act should be tightened. Its intention is not being met in the 
market-place. 

The part of the legislation that provides that the publican must establish the identity 
of the client has been spoken about at length by the Opposition. I was a little distressed 
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that the Premier and Treasurer interjected in the House this aftemoon and said that 
those deviant people all vote for the Australian Labor Party. That is not the point of 
the proposal. I feel that this is a case of dishonest Govemment and poor legislation. 
This legislation is only window-dressing for the public. The Minister must be aware that 
there is no way in the world that the proposed provision can be policed effectively. 

The Minister expects that it can be policed effectively; but I feel that somebody got 
it right when he said that anybody who tries to enforce it is heading for a slap in the 
mouth or a writ. For those reasons, this is poor legislation. It is window-dressing, and 
it is dishonest. 

Many of the dives in Queensland should be cleaned up. That certainly has not been 
done with cabarets. Many cabarets in this State are dives. Surely the Govemment is 
trying to upgrade them and give them a better image. One of the ways of doing that is 
to insist on having live entertainment, which does not come cheaply, for a certain time. 

It was a good idea to change the legislation as it related to the provision of food. 
I do not agree with the part of the legislation that deals with the provision of food to 
patrons at cabarets after 10 p.m. That is ridiculous and will limit the types of people 
who might want to use the facility. Some licensees would be able to take advantage of 
the provision of an earlier hour. 

Part of the legislation deals with a bar for guests at intemational hotels, which are 
not defined in the Bill. "Guest" also is not defined. I presume that a guest means a 
lodger. 

Mr Harper: Yes, and guests of guests. 

Mr D'ARCY: That is fair enough; but the point that the union put to me is that 
if this part of the Bill is applied, it will discriminate against tavems for the simple reason 
that they do not have lodgers or guests. The provision virtually leads to 24-hour and 
Sunday trading. That is fair enough, but it is a back-door method of achieving the type 
of trading that Queensland should have. 

Previously, I have discussed the fact that the Commonwealth Games legislation 
worked fairly well. Some problems arose, but overall it freed up this legislation and 
worked well in the State. Because that legislation worked, it should have been looked 
at more thoroughly. 

At present, Queensland still has the Sunday swill, which is a danger to people on 
Sundays. Patrons go to hotels for the 11 to 1 o'clock session, or whatever the hours 
happen to be in the various towns, and they swill down a few pots. Honourable members 
may have noticed that patrons in public bars tend to drink pots on a Sunday. They 
drive home half pie-eyed, if that is the expression, and then drive back for the 4 to 6 
session. That mentality applies to patrons of tavems. If the hours for hotels and tavems 
were extended on Sundays, the crazy situation that currently applies would no longer 
exist. As I have said, that part of the Bill disadvantages tavems. 

Sitting suspended from 6 to '7.15 p.m. 

Mr D'ARCY: Before the dinner recess, I referred to the problems of identification. 
Members of the Opposition covered that matter very well. I said that the legislation is 
window-dressing. It is bad in form and is poor legislation on the part of the Govemment. 

At a disco on a Friday night, because the owner or the licensee is trying to save 
money, there may be a shortage of staff and the customers might be three deep at the 
bar. When the employee sees a new face, the Minister wants that employee to ask the 
customer for his ID card. It is crazy for the employee to be liable in that situation. It 
does not make sense. In the past, the practice of charging an employee has not worked. 
If the employer is the one who is responsible, that is fair enough. If the employer says, 
"I am going to be responsible for the whole matter," he can do something about it. He 
can employ a doorman. Some people will jump the fence and obtain entry illegaUy. 
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Under normal circumstances, if a doorman is employed, he can check identification 
cards or make some other check. As I have said, that involves the employment of 
additional staff Because of the number of teenagers who frequent cabarets and licensed 
clubs during busy periods on a Thursday, Friday or Saturday night, that type of coverage 
is just not possible. Clause 21 of the Bill, under which the employee can be charged, is 
silly. 

I agree with the comments of the honourable member for Salisbury (Mr Goss) about 
clubs. At present, clubs are disadvantaged. It is time that clubs were allowed to sell take
away liquor. I do not think that one member in this Chamber would not see the logic 
behind that suggestion. I am not talking about clubs being allowed to set up liquor bams 
or anything like that. Club members drink at their local clubs, and they should be able 
to take a few drinks home. 

Mr Vaughan: From the bowls club. 

Mr D'ARCY: The honourable member would agree that it is crazy that the members 
of those clubs are not allowed to purchase liquor at their club to take home. 

Members visit their clubs during the day. Most of them have only to walk round 
the comer to their homes. They should be able to take home some drinks with them. 
If they do not have any liquor at home, the Minister is telling them to drive to their 
nearest hotel. That is absolutely stupid. 

Limitations should be imposed on the amount of liquor that could be purchased. 
The clubs could be told, "You can sell only to club members, and you can sell only a 
limited amount." That is fair and reasonable. 

Under the legislation, people can object to the establishment of new restaurants 
and the granting of new licences. I have already given my view on the granting of new 
licences and how there should be a fair mix. It is time that the Minister expanded the 
group of people who can lodge a fair and reasonable objection. Temperance groups may 
not be active in a particular area. The Act has been extended to some extent so that 
people with a similar type of operation can lodge an objection. What is wrong with the 
lodgement of objections by interest groups which are not necessarily involved in the 
area but have a State base? For example, unions should be able to object to the granting 
of licences. 1 have one serious objection to the Bill, and it concems the repealing of the 
provision setting the maximum number of resort licences—and they are very wide-
ranging licences. It means that the commission can grant a resort licence virtually 
wherever it chooses. I do not believe that any interest group in this State would oppose 
that piece of legislation. 

I am a little concemed that the recent Sanctuary Cove Resort legislation could be 
aimed at that type of project. If one reads the Bill closely and interprets it rather than 
the Minister's second-reading speech, one finds that it allows, for example, a resort in 
competition with virtually any licensee. That is the way the BiU, not the Minister's 
second-reading speech, reads. It really means that a 24-hour trading licence could be 
granted in competition with virtuaUy anybody. 

Mr Scott: Are they going to be rather free with them? 

Mr D'ARCY: I do not imagine so, but the fact is that they could be. 
I can imagine that the Minister for Local Govemment, Main Roads and Racing 

(Mr Hinze) would be very concemed if a big new complex was to be granted just down 
the road from his tavem at Oxenford. I mention also the Dreamworld legislation. I 
suggest that the Minister could also imagine that situation. 

Mr Vaughan interjected. 

Mr D'ARCY: It is more complicated than that. 

The Bill leaves it very open. It must cause concem. Often, little things are thrown 
into a Bill that are much more wide-ranging than many honourable members realise. 
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Another cause for concem is the proposal that involves tourist parks. I find it 
difficult to understand why the extension is being made from 10 o'clock to midnight for 
a tourist park type of licence. Does the Minister have a specific case in mind? When 
tourist parks have special functions, they have access to other licences. It does not ring 
tme that a tourist park of the type being talked about—not the Hong Kong style—would 
need that type of licence until that hour. 

Mr Scott: It harks back to your point about the multiplicity of licences. 

Mr D'ARCY: That is tme. That is really what it is about. 
I congratulate the Minister on the section involving unlicensed premises with liquor 

for sale. I take it that that would cover BYOs. Is that what the Minister envisages? 

Mr Harper: It certainly covers BYOs because they are not licensed premises. It 
also covers such establishments as World By Night. 

Mr D'ARCY: I am well aware of that. I stiU suggest that there be a BYO licence. 
I do not think that that is covered in the legislation. However, the Bill is a step in the 
right direction. Quite obviously, the legislation needs tightening up. 

It is an important part of the legislation. I congratulate the Minister on it, because 
I foresee far-ranging effects. However, it is a pity that the Minister did not go into it a 
bit further and tighten it up even more, because advantages could be gained by the 
industry, the State and the Govemment in regard to the application of this difficult Act. 

I tum to the section dealing with casinos. Obviously, I have been quite extensively 
involved with the Casino Control Act, the Jupiters Casino Agreement Act and the 
Breakwater Island Casino Agreement Act. The problem that arises in continually adding 
to the liquor provisions is that the application will only really be seen when these places 
are in full operation. Problems will arise. As the Minister knows, I have been involved 
with similar operations. It is not until the legislation is put into practical effect that the 
bugs emerge, because only then does the way in which things will actually work become 
obvious. 

Opposition members have no objection to the type of legislation that has been 
introduced; on the contrary, we welcome it. It is time that the Govemment realised that 
poker machines are a necessary part of casino operations and made provision for that 
entertainment facility. 

In relation to the public facility licence, the Minister mentioned Kooralbyn. Surely 
that provision in the Bill will apply also to the Expo 88 project. 

Mr Harper: The public facilities that the Govemment has in mind are the Rock
hampton Cultural Centre and the Queensland Cultural Centre in Brisbane. Presently, 
there is not a licence that applies to those facilities. 

Mr D'ARCY: Will the public facilities provision also apply to Expo 88, or will an 
extra or special Bill be necessary? 

Mr Harper: The Govemment will have to consider that when it arises. 

Mr D'ARCY: I congratulate the Minister on clause 38 of the Bill, which provides 
for action to be taken by the commission instead of the court. The commission 
understands the problems associated with special licensing provisions that relate to 
unlicensed clubs, and understands them in greater depth than the local magistrate or 
police officers, who previously granted the mbber-stamp type of applications. It is hoped 
that that measure will be successful, and that the problems that have occurred previously 
will not arise in the future. 

The Opposition has expressed reservations about this legislation, and I also hold 
reservations about some of the provisions of the BiU. Notwithstanding that, it must be 
acknowledged that the Minister has been courageous in presenting this legislation. It 
also must be recognised that the legislation represents an innovative step. I think it is 
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fair to say that the Opposition is in agreement with the majority of the provisions in 
the Liquor Act. I have outlined some of the finer points of the Act that could have been 
dealt with by the Minister on this occasion, and I am disappointed that he has not done 
so. However, taking the legislation all in all, I regard it as a fairly positive measure. 

Mr STONEMAN (Burdekin) (7.27 p.m.): In addressing remarks to this legislation, 
1 reiterate some of the points that have been made by a number of previous speakers. 
The amendments to the Act will further refine the law as it relates to liquor trading in 
this State. The legislation recognises the needs of society in a world that undergoes rapid 
and constant change. By the presentation of this legislation, the Govemment accepts the 
needs of young people for entertainment, and also accepts that those needs have to be 
accommodated by the provision of various new facilities. Young people face various 
pressures as they go through life, and the Queensland Govemment has provided 
entertainment facilities that are now coming on stream to help young people to cope 
with those pressures. 

The Govemment also aims to provide protection for the members of the community 
whilst at the same time broadening the scope of the Act by including provisions that 
relate to casinos, such as Jupiters and Breakwater Island casinos. I am very pleased that 
the development of Jupiters casino has been completed on the Gold Coast, and that the 
Breakwater Island casino at Townsville is proceeding at pace. 

The Breakwater Island casino is an exciting development and is located on the edge 
of Cleveland Bay. That facility will be a source of pride, not only for the people of 
Townsville and north Queensland, but also for the people of Queensland as a whole. 
The project will enhance what I believe is becoming a very beautiful city. I say that 
despite the fact that I may have some philosophical differences with the council that is 
in control of the city's administration. 

Townsville will develop to a level of intemational appeal. The licences that are 
incorporated in the legislation to enable the casinos to operate will address the require
ments of intemational visitors and the demands made by the tourism industry generally. 
At the same time, the casino project will fit in with the needs of the local people and 
people who live in the Townsville environs. It should be remembered that casinos are 
very much reliant upon the custom of the local residents for their bread and butter. 

Having said that, I also recognise that there is a need to constantly amend and 
update laws that relate to liquor trading. I take note of the remarks made by the previous 
speakers, particularly as mention has been made of the fact that the provisions of the 
Act will not be far-reaching enough, even when this Bill is passed. It is possible that the 
laws in this area of legislation may constantly require appraisal and amendment in order 
to meet the increasing demands and trouble spots that arise from time to time. 

On the other hand, because of the rapid changes in society and its increasing 
sophistication, the alterations that the Minister has incorporated in this legislation are 
able to be made. To illustrate that point, I refer to the changing attitudes within the 
family. All members realise that, once upon a time, the imbibing of the dreaded grape, 
the rotten grog or whatever you like to call it, was looked upon as the action of the 
lowest form of society. Now one sees families able to sit down and enjoy a drink together 
when once they would not have dared even mention alcohol in the family environment. 

Young people are now being brought up to understand that the intake of alcohol 
does not necessarily mean that they will end up loUing round dmnk or that it will lead 
to a lost life. My wife and I are very proud of the fact that our son and daughters have 
grown up in an environment in which they understand that alcohol, and wine in 
particular, are a part of Ufe, although their intake must be controlled. Many of the 
problems that society is now encountering relative to alcohol have occurred, unfortunately, 
because families, in many cases through no fault of their own, have not been able to 
adopt that sort of attitude and gradually guide young people into the realistic use rather 
than abuse of alcohol. 
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As I say, young people are now much more sophisticated then they were in days 
gone by, and I would like to think that, because of the way family attitudes have changed, 
the position would be reached where young people recognise the danger signs associated 
with alcohol consumption. For instance, today, young people do not have to sneak out 
to the pub, get what one can only call a skinful and try to drive a car home. They now 
recognise that they have to accept responsibility if they are to be part and parcel of 
modem society. The Act recognises the need for different bars and cabarets. It is a 
realistic recognition of the sophistication of society, and particularly young people. 

A number of the hotel developments in my area have been made possible by the 
Govemment's recognition of the need for change. Recently, a couple of the old established 
hotels in my area have been developed in a very exciting manner. I instance the Delta 
Hotel owned by the Coutts family. They have incorporated a number of changes to the 
hotel's facilities to the extent that it is now almost a home environment. They have 
been able to utilise many of the provisions of the Act to make changes to the hotel. 
They have installed palm gardens and a pool that is a credit to them. The whole 
environment of the hotel is one that would not have been believed possible only a few 
years ago. 

Mr Scott: Have they got a Sunday licence? 

Mr STONEMAN: They have a number of licences which allow them to meet the 
needs of the Burdekin community. The hotel also has a wonderful display of palms not 
only within the hotel and round the beer garden and pool but also out in the street. 
The whole street has been beautified. I commend the family and the people associated 
with the design of that facility. People of all ages are happy to go there. 

The Kalamia Hotel is owned by a family well known in the area for many years. 
It has also recently been redeveloped, including a new dining-room facility. Mr Frank 
Sexton, who is at least the second generation in that hotel has incorporated designs that 
match, although in a different way, the development of the Delta Hotel and other clubs 
and hotels in the district. The hotel has a delightful function area—it does not compete 
with any other hotel—that enhances the type of development of which more and more 
is being seen. 

I believe that the development of such facilities in hotels is made possible by the 
fact that there is no threat of the introduction of poker machines. I originally came from 
New South Wales and, although there were no poker machines there in my day, they 
have since been introduced. To retum to the area and see how the hotels have gone 
down since poker machines came on stream was quite depressing. Hotels will become 
much better family and community facilities, and the Liquor Act recognises that fact. 

I was intrigued to note that many Opposition members were able to talk only about 
what they deemed to be the more disappointing provisions. In doing so, they made little 
of the very obvious attempts in the legislation to overcome some of the deficiencies in 
society. I was very disappointed to note that they continued to knock a positive and 
continuing series of amendments. 

I do not wish to dwell on canteens, but I should say that they provide a very 
necessary service in temporary and isolated sites. One canteen in my electorate is at the 
Burdekin Falls constmction site. Very recently, I visited that canteen for the first time 
to see it in operation. Although some problems are associated with it, the canteen 
provides facilities for constmction workers, staff and visitors. Family facilities at the 
canteen have been enlarged. I commend the Water Resources Commission on the attitude 
that it adopts in making a family centre of the canteen and recognising that families 
will want a place to drink while the children go out back and play on the lawn. Similar 
canteens throughout the State are provided at mining and oil-rig camps. Such facilities 
were once unheard of Their lack led to the proliferation of sly-grog shops. Canteens 
must be controlled and be seen to be controlled and, at the same time, meet the social 
requirements of the people in the camps and the surrounding areas. 
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When speaking about the Burdekin Falls Dam constmction site, I should say that 
I forsee benefits flowing from the provision covering packet licences. In time to come, 
boats will be using the Burdekin Falls Dam. As I understand it, the Bill will allow 
licensed vessels to be used on that very interesting, wide-ranging stretch of water. That 
will greatly facilitate tourist development. The Govemment recognises the need to change 
various facets of the Act constantly. 

1 acknowledge the problems for those who enforce the law and the hoteliers in 
identifying underage drinkers in a crowd. I do not think that the Minister or anyone 
else is suggesting that there are no continuing difficulties. Identification cards will become 
standard if the community supports them and continues to maintain an interest in young 
people who are to become part and parcel of society. Underage drinking is the fault not 
of youth, but of society generally. Society must constantly try to find ways of overcoming 
the problem and the challenges that it creates. I believe that identification cards are a 
major step forward in meeting the challenges. 

A natural progression in trying to overcome the problem is the redefining of the 
meaning of "liquor" to include all beverages vrith an alcohol content greater than .5 per 
cent. Under this legislation, such drinks will be sold only on licensed premises. That is 
a further positive attempt to overcome drinking by young people. Unfortunately, many 
young people use low-alcohol beverages in conjunction with smoking and, more 
unfortunately, with dmgs. When that is done, the dangers become very real. This is a 
positive, not a regressive step, and one that the community at large must surely applaud. 

I shall mention briefly some aspects of random breath-testing. I was interested to 
read the call by the honourable member for Salisbury (Mr Goss) for the implementation 
of random breath-testing trials. 1 am not convinced that random breath-testing is workable. 
I am convinced that it is not workable in country areas, and I suggest that the honourable 
member for Salisbury go out and look at some of the problems that would be encountered 
in country areas. 

Recently, I visited New South Wales. The people in that State have become blase 
about random breath-testing. The bush wireless seems to work as well as ever. People 
know where the machines will be situated, and they use lanes and back roads to detour 
round the machines. It is a cumbersome way in which to tie down the police. They 
cannot really address the problem of drink-driving. 

The ALP is quite out of touch with what society really requires. It is unaware of 
the major problems that would be encountered in country areas, where there are long 
stretches of straight road and poor road surfaces. The roads can be very wet one moment 
and very dry the next. Fortunately, most people in Queensland do not encounter the 
road surfaces that cause accidents on some country roads. 

Every time one hears of a fatality on the road, the tendency is to say, "It must 
have been grog again." Over many years, very few deaths on the roads in my electorate 
could be attributed to the consumption of alcohol by local drivers. They are aware of 
the problem areas and also of their own capacities. Unfortunately, people who are 
inexperienced, not only in terms of age but also in terms of local conditions, get into 
trouble on the roads in my electorate. On many occasions, local people are involved in 
the accidents caused by those inexperienced drivers. 

I do not agree with the suggestion of the honourable member for Salisbury that 
random breath-testing should be implemented in country areas. The police in those areas 
are doing a very good job. In my area, they certainly have matters under control. People 
are kidding themselves if they think that drink-driving will ever be wiped out. Unfortunately, 
one cannot legislate to make people responsible. What one has to do is start at the other 
end and try to educate people not to drink and drive. 

I do not know in which areas the honourable member for Salisbury suggests that 
the trials should be carried out. 1 think that the people in those areas would be very 
keen to know how he would assess the trials. From what I was given to understand in 
New South Wales, there was a severe clamp down for a while. Now, people are becoming 
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blase and are living with random breath-testing as though it did not exist. Recently, 1 
saw line after line of people in New South Wales being inconvenienced and put into a 
position that they do not accept. A six months' trial would prove nothing. It would 
mean only that the people in the areas in which the trial was conducted would go quiet 
for a while, and then they would return to their normal habits. The deterrent effect is 
definitely wearing off in New South Wales. 

Breathalyser tests do not go to the root cause of the problem. Greater financial 
incentives should be provided for the consumption of low-alcohol beer. Provided the 
family environment can be maintained, young people will learn to live more responsibly 
and realistically with the great joys as well as with the problems associated with alcohol. 

The financial incentives in drinking low-alcohol beer should be publicised. I have 
spoken with many publicans about this and they are positively in favour of low-alcohol 
beer and would like to see an increase in its use. Obviously, that will keep their doors 
open. Indeed, in my electorate, only the two people selling tickets in the goose club 
raffle mn by the Lions Club walked round the bar every Saturday moming. However, 
at the same time, people were at home having their Saturday beer. Once the low-alcohol 
beer came into being, those people came back into the hotel to enjoy the companionship 
that is part and parcel of that sort of club activity. They now enjoy that companionship 
without the threat of losing their driving licence and, more importantly, they know that 
they will not act irresponsibly under the influence of alcohol. Positive ways of addressing 
this problem can be found, and low-alcohol beer is one of them. 

The laws recognise that people will continue to drink. The Govemment cannot 
stop people drinking. However, it is up to society to assure the Govemment that it will 
act responsibly in its use of alcohol, to which access is broadly based. The community 
must demonstrate that it is prepared to change and to work smoothly with the new 
legislation. 1 congratulate the Minister and all of those who have been involved in 
developing these very realistic changes to the Liquor Act. 

Mr SCOTT (Cook) (7.46 p.m.): It gives me great pride to speak in this debate and 
to back up the Opposition speakers, especially the member for Salisbury, who, in his 
usual competent manner, summed up the legislation very well. As usual, the only sensible 
contributions to the debate have come from this side of the Chamber, but I cannot 
refrain from commenting on the speech made by the member for Burdekin. 1 have seen 
sheep in sheep's clothing, but I am wondering whether the redistribution has affected 
the good member's seat or the good member's head. He gave a very balanced speech, 
and finished with the usual praise for the Minister; but until he got into a quagmire of 
his own making about random breath-testing, 1 wondered whether the Assembly was 
listening to a man who stood with a leg on both sides of the Chamber. It was astounding. 

The contribution in the debate from members on this side of the House has been 
exceptionally good, and 1 will make a minor contribution. The Opposition supports the 
legislation, but only with its own amendments. I am sure that the House will carry the 
amendments, because they are well thought out and there is an urgent need for sensible 
amendments to the legislation. 

I notice that the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General is grinning. I know that 
he considers that he and his departmental officers have given some thought to the 
legislation, and, indeed, members from both sides of the Chamber have been rather 
fulsome in their praise. Perhaps honourable members tried to prop the Minister up in 
his job. The Premier and Sir Robert Sparkes are trying to cut the ground from under 
his feet, and the Minister is clutching on to amendments to the Liquor Act to hold his 
position. I commend him for that. When their jobs are at risk, the claws of National 
Party Ministers really come out. 1 would not say that that brings out the best in them, 
but it does show a fighting spirit, which is good to see. 

I am astounded at some of the comments that have been made and at some of the 
provisions in the legislation, particularly in regard to identification cards for people who 
are of an age to drink but who may appear to be under age. Members of the National 
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Party are strongly opposed to the Australian identity card system, but they wish them 
on the juniors. They are suggesting that if a young person wants to prove that he is old 
enough to drink, he should carry an identity card. However, every other Australian will 
be exempt from such a requirement. 

I am interested also to know how many pensioners, whether they are supporters of 
the National Party or of the Labor Party, happily produce their pension cards. I have 
been at many a door to functions for which an entry fee has been charged and where a 
notice has kindly stated, "Reduced rate for pensioners". I am all in favour of that. The 
first thing the pensioners do is produce their pensioner identification. So honourable 
members on the Government side of the House should not worry about people being 
prepared to carry identity cards. They will carry them if it suits their purpose to do so. 
In terms of reducing tax avoidance and providing bona fides when making a job 
application, it will suit the purposes of many AustraUan citizens to carry ID cards. 

I cannot help remarking on the utter hypocrisy that comes through from the 
Govemment side of the House. Here we have legislatively implanted in the statutes of 
this State a requirement that young people carry an identity card. I do not doubt that 
Govemment members would like to make it compulsory for certain classes of people. 
I know that any Minister who wanted to get round this country would very quickly 
produce his parliamentary identification card—on appropriate occasions I am not beyond 
flashing mine—to obtain the things that he needs in this country. 

Mr Prest: Those who are 18 years of age and do not look it will not get a drink, 
but it will not stop those who are not 18 but look it. 

Mr SCOTT: That is exactly right. The Govemment members are too dumb to 
grasp that point. 

The hypocrisy in this legislation, although small in its part, is certainly very important 
in its grasp. I have to mention hypocrisy because of the Premier's unbelievable perform
ance in the Northem Territory, where he spoke in opposition to land rights even though 
his own Govemment has a land rights policy that has some of the earmarks of genuine 
land rights policies. The Premier was ducking and weaving and saying that Queensland 
does not have land rights legislation. The utter hypocrisy of the Premier of this State is 
beyond belief I cannot get over it. I am worried that that man has to be the leader of 
this State for the time being. Obviously the time will come when he is no longer leader. 

Mr Stoneman: Do you support Mr Holding? 

Mr SCOTT: Of course I support Mr Holding. It is a shame that the member for 
Burdekin was not in Darwin, because if he had been, he would have witnessed an 
excellent performance. The honourable member's concern for the northem parts of this 
country leaves a lot to be desired. He was not in Darwin flying the flag for northem 
development. The Government had its lightweights up there—including the Premier. 
The member for Burdekin should have been there. I do not doubt that the fact that the 
honourable member was not up there supporting northern development will be remarked 
upon in his electorate. I am quite disappointed that he was not there. As a matter of 
fact, one of the best performances, came from Mr Holding. I am proud to be associated 
with the man. He provided very logical evidence as a basis for the Federal Govemment's 
land rights policy. 1 am proud to be a member of the Australian Labor Party. 

I will continue with my contribution by saying that older people happily carry their 
ID cards and that this Govemment intends to make it almost a requirement that young 
people do so. 

I certainly endorse the remarks made by Opposition members about the ridiculous 
divisions relating to child-molesters and perverts. The Opposition spokesman performed 
in his usual fine style. The only way to address this legislation was to mbbish its 
requirements. I see that the Minister is crouching down in his seat under this attack. 
He is usually a reasonable man, but he has had these provisions forced on him by 
goodness knows who. It is an example of the Bjelke-Petersen syndrome that exists on 
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the Govemment benches. Govemment members have to lap up to that syndrome and 
say that they follow along that line. 

There is no doubt that the legislation will not work. I was in Darwin for the northem 
development conference and retumed to Queensland. I realised I was back home when 
one of the publicans in my electorate asked me whether I had signed the piece of paper. 
Although I am usually a quick-witted person, I was caught a little flat-footed because 
my mind was on the ridiculous remarks of the Premier. I said, "What bit of paper? I 
am in Queensland, aren't I?" The publican said, "Yes, but are you a transvestite or 
child-molester? I am virtually required to ask you that question." I told him that I 
would give him my usual undertaking that I am not one of those classes of persons. He 
laughed. That is the sad part about it. As has been said from this side of the House, 
because of this provision, the experienced hotel-keepers in this State are laughing at the 
Govemment. The Minister knows that he is putting something on hotel-keepers that is 
impossible to enforce. That is why earlier on he was crouching down in his seat. Although 
he now tries to show a little bit of spirit, it will not work. People will laugh at the 
Minister and, sadly, his name will be connected with this ridiculous aspect of this 
legislation. He is being demeaned by having to put that requirement into the Bill. 

I support the statement of the honourable member for Salisbury (Mr Goss), who 
led the debate for the Opposition, that Opposition members find acceptable the provisions 
of the Bill about tmst areas generally. That is the area on which I shall concentrate in 
the time available to me. The changes are long overdue and very welcome. I propose 
to make what I consider to be some reasonably well-thought-out remarks. The provisions 
are not as good as the Govemment likes to make out. 

Not one member of the committee chaired by the Minister for Northem Development 
and Aboriginal and Island Affairs (Mr Katter) has referred to the effect of these matters 
on Aboriginal communities. That worries me. The members of the Minister's committee 
used to have a superficial look round the area in the Melbidir, until that became bad 
news for the Govemment. Now, those people are too lousy to spend their air fares or 
to take their four-wheel-drive vehicles to examine the Aboriginal communities so that 
they know what they are talking about. That aspect of the administration of the 
Queensland Government is left to other people. I am pleased to have the opportunity 
to be able to stand in this Chamber and to talk a little about it. I compliment the 
Minister for including these matters in the legislation. 

I noted that, during his second-reading speech, the Minister said that he had had 
discussions with leaders of the communities in the north. I admit that 1 did not know 
what the provisions of the legislation would be. The Minister does not do us the courtesy 
of letting us know what is in legislation so that matters can be discussed with people in 
the community. Opposition members must stand with a cold deck and debate these 
matters without having an opportunitity of finding out the opinions of members of the 
communities. From my knowledge of the Aboriginal communities, I would say that they 
would be very pleased with the legislation. 

At present, wet canteens, as they are called, have been largely under the control of 
the Under Secretary, Department of Community Services. I will advert to that matter 
a little later in my speech. Over the years, that man has had the authority and responsibility 
of deciding which communities should have a wet canten and which should not. Sadly, 
he has played that dictatorial role without the slightest constmctive approach. It is 
pleasing to know that he is being relieved of those responsibilities. I have a question 
that I intended to ask the Minister later but, as he has his pen poised, I will ask it now. 
Later, I shaU refer to the community services legislation. Is it incumbent on communities 
that have a wet canteen to apply for a licence under the legislation? I see that as being 
a distinct problem. Perhaps the Minister may care to answer that question now. 

Mr Harper: Where there are canteens presently established they will be licensed 
through the Aboriginal council. Fundamental to the legislation is consultation with the 
Islander and Aboriginal council. 
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Mr SCOTT: But, in the end, it is incumbent on them to apply for a licence. 

Mr Harper: Yes. The existing canteens will be licensed. 

Mr SCOTT: Sure, because there is a conflict of provisions that I shall refer to later 
in my speech. I am pleased to hear the Minister say that. I know that he is very genuine 
in that regard. 

The only way to deal with the matter is to regulate it properly across the board. 
Whatever the provisions may be with regard to hours or types of alcohol that may be 
dispensed at those wet canteens, there must be a uniform approach if they are licenced 
under this legislation. I am pleased that the Minister is nodding his head. 

Also determined in the application will be the hours during which and the days on 
which the canteens can be opened. At present, some canteens open for three, five or six 
days a week. No doubt that will be set out in the applications. I am pleased that the 
responsibilities that the under secretary certainly is not undertaking at present are being 
phased out. The wet canteens are being taken over by Cabinet. The legislation refers to 
the Govemor in Council. Honourable members know who the Govemor in Council 
is—the executive Govemment. The Govemment will make the mles and will be looking 
at the applications in some detail. I am certain that it will be able to handle the matter. 
So it will not be the Governor in Council; it will be the Cabinet. The Govemment will 
virtually have control over the conduct of the canteens in those communities. I am 
pleased to see that. 

The general thmst of the legislation is quite good. It has removed that one-man 
mle, and that is long overdue. I am pleased about the requirement that only certain 
types of liquor shall be sold at the discretion of the council. The council will put on its 
application whether it is to be beer only or, perhaps later on, some other types of liquor. 

1 am happy to raise this later at the Committee stage, but I do wonder just what 
is meant by Clause 37 (7) (b), which states— 

"Application for a determination may be made whether or not a Ucense or 
permit has been granted or applied for." 

I believe that that is a sensible insurance so that a community can lay down any 
particular provisions that it would like to see incorporated in any type of application. 
It is a very sensible provision. 

Mr Harper: The community council. 

Mr SCOTT: The community council has that right; that is correct. 

In simple terms it means that that community council can say, "This is the way 
we would like to go if any licence is to be granted for this community." It is a good 
sort of insurance that the council of the day can lay down the guide-lines even for some 
future council. 

I believe that prohibition orders are generally satisfactory. I would not like to say 
much more at this stage, because I want to see how they are implemented. It is rather 
interesting. I took the trouble of having a photocopy made of the requirements for 
prohibition orders under the Act itself, section 64 (1), headed "Supply of Uquor to 
dmnkards prohibited." 

In this place and in other places, the Premier and Treasurer often says that black 
people and white people are treated in exactly the same way in this State. This provision 
is written evidence of the fact that that is not the case. A much wider range of provisions 
apply for normal prohibition orders. 1 know that those provisions can apply to an 
Aboriginal person. However, Aboriginals have their own special set of prohibition orders 
that do not appear in the general mn of the Act. Those prohibition orders will appear 
in a particular section, which I will not mention at this time. 

Mr Harper: They are basically similar. 
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Mr SCOTT: They are basically similar, but they must be different. I am not 
conducting an exercise in semantics. 

I do have some regard for the way in which the provision has been introduced, 
because I can see a particular role for prohibition orders. 

Undoubtedly, it is a severe provision. A good deal of education of people in the 
Aboriginal communities will be needed because they simply will not understand the full 
ramifications of a prohibition order that can be taken out against them by the council. 
A risk exists that these prohibition orders could be imposed harshly, and that causes 
me a good deal of concern, because I am long enough in the tooth to know that we can 
all be rather harsh on our own kind. That happens quite often both in white and 
Aboriginal communities. It worries me that these prohibition orders could be imposed 
harshly. I am not happy about that. 

Mr Harper: There is a right of appeal. 

Mr SCOTT: I was coming to that. I appreciate the Minister's anticipating my 
words. It shows that he is following the debate quite closely. 

I am concemed that the prohibition orders are to be issued by the council and not 
through the Magistrates Court. A difference exists in the way in which these prohibition 
orders can be applied. In this case they can be called for by the council of the community. 
Wide scope exists for victimisation of people who might have fallen out with the 
establishment of that community. However, as the Minister has said, a right of appeal 
exists. 

I wonder whether the Minister could inform the House—and I do not really expect 
him to, but a junior clerk might be able to provide him with the necessary information 
at a later stage—how many appeals are implemented by Aboriginal people basically 
against the legislative enactments of this State. That would only occur when legal aid 
was available. Legal aid in this State is mbbished by so many people, but without legal 
aid being made available to Aboriginal people, no appeals would be lodged, because 
very few Aboriginal people have the education and sophistication to be able to implement 
appeals. It is another avenue for legal aid. 

I wonder whether there might not have been a better way round this, because the 
only way in which those people will appeal against a prohibition order is by contacting 
the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders Corporation (QEA) for Legal Services and 
saying, "There is a prohibition order being issued against me." They must have the 
sophistication to realise the significance of that. 

I will go into this in a little more detail, because it seems to me that various things 
can occur to a person in an Aboriginal community as a result of having a prohibition 
order placed on him or her. 

A member of an Aboriginal or Islander community has a very limited time in 
which to appeal. The 28-day appeal period is a little too narrow when the communication 
problems experienced by those people are taken into account. As I have said previously, 
the only recourse they have is to seek advice from the Legal Aid solicitor in Caims or 
on Thursday Island, which will take a little time. If the appeal is not lodged in time, 
the end result could be a denial of natural justice. 

I have taken an interest in the penalty provisions that attach to the prohibition 
requirements. I presume that they will be set up in the regulations to the Act. I ask the 
Minister for Justice and Attorney-General whether he would care to comment on that? 

Mr Harper: No 

Mr SCOTT: That is what I would have expected. 
A great deal of education will be required if the prohibition order section of the 

legislation is to be implemented without victimisation. The unjust application of a 
prohibition order is a very serious matter in an Aboriginal or Islander community. It 
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not only poses a problem for the people who are the subject of the order but also creates 
difficulties for people who deal in liquor with them, if I may put it in that way. Ignorance 
of the law will probably not be regarded as a valid excuse. Anyone who says, "I know 
that there is a prohibition order against you and that you cannot get a drink, so I will 
get you a six-pack", becomes an accessory to the commission of an offence. 

1 believe that the prohibition order provisions create scope for the spread of a 
troublesome practice that exists in Aboriginal and Islander communities. I refer to the 
problem of hot grog. That basically means that when people go out of their communities— 
for example, they may fly out of Aumkun to Weipa, or from the Edward River Mission 
to Musgrave Station, or from Lockhart River to places such as Coen—they bring in 
alcohol in substantial quantities. They bring in mm and whisky and other kinds of 
liquor, but not beer. If the prohibition orders are properly applied, scope exists for an 
Aboriginal councillor to decide that a particular person is mnning grog. Whenever that 
person indulges in drinking during that grog-mnning stint, he is liable to have a prohibition 
order placed on him. I see the implementation of the prohibition order provisions as 
having great scope for controlling what is a serious problem. 

I inform the House that in my experience of canteens, usually they are open between 
the hours of 5 p.m. and 7 p.m., 7.30 or 8 p.m. Of course, that is the prime meal-time 
for people in the community. Notwithstanding that, when the canteen opens people will 
tum out well dressed with their hair combed, and possibly with their best clothes on. 
Those people look forward to what anyone would describe as an evening of conviviality 
during the only time that the under secretary of the department has allowed them for 
the consumption of alcohol. That particular time takes up the important meal-time of 
the day, and, naturally, people enjoy having a glass of beer with their friends. Quite 
often the evening meal is not prepared, and probably the next moming the young 
children are provided with a fairly scrappy kind of breakfast. Often the children do not 
go to school. 

The Minister for Education (Mr Powell) has made remarks about the situation at 
Aumkun. He has spoken rather blithely and in a blase manner about the effects of 
alcohol. Although all honourable members tend to talk about the effects of alcohol 
consumption on members of Aboriginal communities, I believe that alcohol that is 
properly dispensed will not constitute a continuing problem. In fact, I am certain that 
under the provisions of the enlightened legislation that is presently before the House, 
which offers the possibility of a spread of hours for consumption of alcohol so that it 
does not necessarily take place at the prime meal-time of the day, there is a stronger 
likelihood that the people of those communities can be educated to cope with the effects 
of alcohol. 

For many years. Aboriginal communities were controlled by the man who was 
formerly the director and later promoted to the position of under secretary. An enlightened 
and imaginative approach was never adopted during the period of that man's admin
istration. If ever a man should be condemned in the history of Aboriginal and Islander 
affairs in Australia, it is certainly that man, P. J. Killoran. Up till the present, that man 
has had total responsibility for the inroads made by alcohol abuse. He should be 
condemned because of his lack of imagination; not only for that, but because he has 
condemned those people to the cycle of alcoholism. I believe that things wiU now change 
for the better. 

It is rather interesting to read the part of the Bill that gives the commission power 
to become the arbiter of important issues pertaining to the community. To quote rather 
loosely, it states that if the sale of beer causes regularly occurring disorder or breaches 
of the peace, is detrimental to the health or well-being of members of the community, 
or is a source of danger to the life or safety of members of the community, the licence 
can be withdrawn. I commend that provision but have doubts about the way in which 
it might be used, because up to the present the sale of beer has been detrimental to the 
health and well-being of members of the community and has been a source of danger 
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to the life or safety of members of the community. This Govemment has never cared 
a continental about that. 

I am quite happy to see the introduction of such an enlightened provision. In the 
time ahead of me, when I hope I will be concemed with Aboriginal communities—I am 
quite sure that it will be a long time—I will be watching that issue very closely. I do 
not know that a commission should have the responsibility for looking after that aspect 
of community life. Does the Minister intend to send officers to the area to say to the 
community, "Are these things happening?", and then feed the information back to the 
commission for the purpose of a court hearing to see whether the licence should be 
withdrawn? I have a note here to myself saying that if the latter criterion, the sale of 
beer being detrimental to the health, is applied, if not the former, there would be no 
canteens on Aboriginal communities. That is a simple fact of Ufe. 

I have already covered the fact that the canteens are at present open at meal-times, 
and that that is bad. I seek the Minister's advice on the application of section 74 of the 
Community Services (Torres Strait) Act, which appears to cover the present situation 
on communities and shows no signs of being repealed. So here the Minister is in conflict 
with his public service colleague, the Under Secretary, Department of Community 
Services. 

Section 74 of the Act, which relates to the supply of beer in areas, states— 
"An Island Council, with the under Secretary's approval first had and obtained, 

is authorized to establish and maintain within its area premises for the sale and 
supply of beer and to conduct within its area the business of selling and supplying 
beer." 

Members will have in mind that that legislation is co-legislation with the deeds of grant 
in tmst, so that whether or not the deeds of grant in tmst are issued, but certainly when 
the deeds of grant in tmst are issued, the community services legislation is in conflict 
with this Bill. That is not unusual for this Govemment. I presume that, because of lack 
of staff, the Parliamentary Counsel does not have the opportunity to check on these 
matters. As 1 said, it is not unusual for this Assembly to consider legislation that is 
defective. Members are then left to wonder just how it will apply. 

I ask the Minister to tell me later which is the superior legislation. WiU an amendment 
to the other legislation be required? The Minister has already answered a question and 
said that existing canteens must make an application. Who will notify those "people? I 
do not doubt that that will be handled by the public servants. 

I am concemed about the provision that allows other than councils to apply for a 
canteen licence. I am very concemed about the general thmst of the Minister for Northem 
Development and Aboriginal and Island Affairs, who seems to me to be instmmental 
in driving home privatisation on Aboriginal communities. The way he is going about it 
is causing great concem not only to me but to other people. For example, on one of 
the communities, about 1 200 ha of what would normally be Aboriginal traditional land 
and deed of grant in tmst land will apparently be given to one person. I can just imagine 
what will happen if that man is left in that position. If one can take notice of the media, 
one can hope that the Premier will see fit to remove him. Far be it from me to strengthen 
his position by saying that this is a matter of concem, but duty requires me to do so, 
and it worries me that Mr Katter would allow any Tom, Dick or Harry to apply through 
the council. No-one should tell me that there will not be yes-men who will be propped 
up to say that this is a legitimate application. If anyone other than the responsible elected 
councils were to mn canteens on Aboriginal communities, I would see that as a matter 
of great concem. 

Earlier this evening I did mention something to the Minister about the issue of 
spirit merchants and retail licences for premises on the Peninsula. 1 realise that I am 
now getting away from the Aboriginal areas. I was given an undertaking that the Minister 
will consider this matter. I see a need for the availability of liquor licences for resort 
areas on Cape York Peninsula. Anyone who wants a drink after driving for a day should 
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be able to pull up at a centre holding a spirit merchants retail licence. That is a rather 
long-winded way of saying that a traveller should be able to get a beer. I have been 
assisting people in various areas on the Peninsula to apply for a liquor licence. Under 
the legislation as it stands, one of the problems that wiU not be overcome by way of 
amendment concems there being a need in the locality in which it is proposed to carry 
on business under the spirit merchants licence. The key words are, "need in the locality". 
The Minister told me that the Licensing Court paid due attention to passing traffic. On 
my understanding, that need was not taken into account in the applications to which I 
am referring. In the interests of tourism, it is essential that liquor licences be provided. 
When I asked the honourable member for Woodridge by way of interjection how many 
resort licences were likely to be issued by the Govemment, he said, "Wide-ranging", 
and the Minister did not deny that. 

Time expired. 

Mr EATON (Mourilyan) (8.16 p.m.): Because my colleague the honourable member 
for Cook covered a very wide field, I will make a brief contribution. All Opposition 
members have said that they agree with the intent of the Bill but pointed out that many 
problems are associated with the Act, without adding to them by way of amendment. 
The new legislation is wide-ranging, but it all comes back to the interpretation and 
enforcement of the Act. If the present legislation could be enforced, the amendments 
we are debating would not be required. That is where the difficulty lies. 

Some of the problems are concemed with tied hotels, underage drinking, the 
publican's wish to make a living in the changing economic conditions and the population 
drift to the city. For years, in small mral communities, two hotels served the communities 
well, but the drift in population seemed to result in quite a number of hotels being 
bumt down. Despite the fact that half the competition has gone, the remaining hotels 
are still not doing very well. To increase sales, the hotels run specials and encourage the 
holding of functions on their premises, which only leads to binges. 

Opposition members realise the problems in trying to enforce the law in our free, 
democratic society. Everybody wants somebody else to do the dirty work. I am sure 
that, when the amendments are proclaimed, they will not solve many problems, because 
the tied hotels create many of them. 

I should like the Minister to tell me on how many occasions the breweries have 
been prosecuted for bringing pressure to bear on licensees to sell more beer. The two 
main breweries in Queensland have tied hotels and bring pressure to bear on their 
licensees to sell more beer. I know that, like me, other honourable members receive 
many complaints about this pressure, which is applied subtly, not openly, and is hard 
to follow. 

When I spoke to the Licensing Commission about the matter, I was told that there 
could be amendments in this legislation that could overcome the problem. On looking 
through the legislation, I cannot see any amendment covering it. The only amendment 
that could pertain to the problem I have raised is the one under which a licensee and 
holder of a permit is to keep books of account and records, and provide information. I 
do not know whether that will mean that a licensee has to keep records of how much 
beer he buys from the various breweries. 

Hotel patrons have complained to me about going to a hotel and being unable to 
get the brand of beer they want. There should be a tightening up in that area. 

The breweries are great benefactors. They sponsor sporting and other activities in 
the community. Each year, they give away miUions of dollars; but they have that money 
to give away. If other people had as much money as the breweries, they would be just 
as charitable. 

Mr Harper: The Licensing Commission will now have the power to indicate to the 
licensee the quantities of the particular brands of liquor that must be retained by him. 
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Mr EATON: I did not pick that up when I read through the Bill, but 1 am pleased 
to hear that comment. 

In some small mral towns and also in some of the larger provincial cities the 
population has drifted from one side of the town or city to the other. From time to 
time, the Licensing Commission has received applications from hotel licensees who wish 
to move their hotel. In exceptional circumstances they have been allowed to do so, but 
others have been on the borderline and have not been allowed to do so. The licensee 
concemed has been supporting school committees and sporting organisations in his area. 
1 suppose that I am as guilty as anybody else. Over the years, as a member of various 
sporting organisations, I have approached publicans in my community and requested 
some support. All those matters have to be considered. 

My other concem is underage drinking. I do not know what the Govemment will 
do about that. I have spoken to the representatives of the hotels association in north 
Queensland. We brought in the police and other people from the community. We 
reduced, to a certain extent, the incidence of underage drinking; but it is a difficult 
problem to overcome. Young people can get their brothers to purchase beer for them. 
They can borrow the driver's licence of a friend who has a similar build. They can 
produce the licence at the door of a disco and then, once inside the disco, hand it back 
to the owner. 

Many problems have to be overcome. The Opposition does not doubt the Govem
ment's intentions, but it fails to see how some of the problems wiU be overcome by the 
provisions in the Bill. That is why the Opposition will move some amendments. 

Hon. N. J. HARPER (Aubum—Minister for Justice and Attomey-General) (8.22 
p.m.), in reply: I thank honourable members for their contributions to the debate. All 
honourable members who have spoken have made a contribution in some form or 
another. Regrettably, some chose to ignore the merits of the Govemment's intentions 
in this legislation. 

Motion (Mr Harper) agreed to. 

Committee 
Mr Booth (Warwick) in the chair; Hon. N. J. Harper (Aubum—Minister for Justice 

and Attomey-General) in charge of the Bill. 
Clauses 1 to 15, as read, agreed to. 
Clause 16—Amendment of s. 47A; Forfeiture of licenses for cause— 

Mr GOSS (8.24 p.m.): I refer again to the arguments that I put in the second-
reading debate relative to the Opposition's objections to the provisions relating to drug-
dealers, sexual perverts or deviants, and child-molesters. 

I will not repeat the arguments at length because they have been more than adequately 
covered in the debate. However, 1 will state briefly that, although the Opposition is 
opposed to the anti-social activities of these groups of people and will support any 
positive and practical measures to combat these problems, it is not inclined to support 
mere tokenism or what it regards as superficial measures, because they are worthless. 
Worse than that are the detrimental consequences. 

Firstly, many members of the public and many organisations that are just as 
concemed as is the Committee about these problems may feel that positive action is 
being taken. The Opposition would like any action withheld until the development of 
some positive or practical steps that hold a realistic prospect of achieving something. In 
that regard, I made references to the need for the Committee to wait for the report of 
the inquiry into child molestation and exploitation so that it can study the extent of the 
problem and the solutions that are proposed, and then judge the matter on the basis of 
the evidence. 

It is for those reasons that the Opposition considers that these provisions are 
premature and worthless and therefore opposes them. 
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I move the following amendment— 
"At page 8, omit all words comprising Unes 40 and 41." 

Mr INNES: Owing to Standing Orders, I find myself in a Uttle difficulty, which I 
will explain. It relates to my response to the amendment moved by the member for 
Salisbury and to the amendment that I propose to move that will be supported by the 
Liberal Party. 

Standing Order No. 94 provides that when the question that certain words proposed 
to be omitted stand part of the Bill is agreed to, no subsequent amendment can be 
moved suggesting, in effect, a change of words. The amendment that I propose to move 
is that the words "sexual perverts or deviants, child molesters" be taken over by more 
specific words, namely, "homosexuals and persons convicted of any sexual offence". 

Obviously, the licensee may be informed that a person has been found to be a 
child-molester and convicted. It is relevant to note, and it is interesting that the Opposition 
has not canvassed the existing section to any degree, that the present Act says that a 
licence may be put in jeopardy if those licensed premises have been the resort of 
prostitutes or of persons under the surveillance of the police. That clearly covers far 
more people than those who have been convicted of offences. 

If a person is suspected of being a child-molester, at the centre of a dmg ring or 
involved with some form of indecency that is recognised by the law, clearly the police 
are capable of informing a licensee that the person is under surveillance. The licensee 
is entitled to act in response to that information, albeit that he mns the risk of a 
defamation suit. Depending on how a licensee handles the matter, it is perfectly clear 
that the Act, as it is presently phrased, intends to deal with people other than those 
convicted of offences, and that section acts as a dragnet. The Liberal Party relies on the 
fact, which the Opposition has made no great bones about, that there is, in the existing 
legislation, a very wide clause that seems to give to the licensee—one would assume on 
the prompting of the police—power to act in relation to the defence of his licence 
although the suspect has not been convicted of an offence. Anybody who knows anything 
about the police force would know that the Licensing Branch of the Consorting Squad 
has frequently acted in a variety of ways in this regard to keep undesirables on the 
move. 

Mr Scott: How many licences have been at risk? 

Mr INNES: Any licence is basically at risk. 

Mr Scott: How many have been involved over the years that you have dealt with 
this aspect of this legislation? 

Mr INNES: Usually the licensee works in tandem with the police. Things are 
worked so that the matter does not come to court. 

The Liberal Party says once again that the phrase "sexual pervert or deviant" is 
certainly imprecise, as the Opposition says, is capable of covering people whose actions 
might be only in relation to themselves alone, with no harmful consequences to any 
body else, and leaves the licensee totally at sea. If the Standing Orders had allowed, we 
in the Liberal Party would have preferred to have been in a position to be quite specific 
and refer specifically to homosexuals, who we believe are possibly involved in this 
exercise—we say they certainly should be—because of the association of homosexual 
bars with the spread of the disease AIDS, and specifically persons convicted of any 
sexual offence. Again, it is not a single person—it is not a single homosexual—who 
brings the licence into jeopardy. 

The phraseology at the beginning says that the establishment has to be the resort 
of prostitutes. Whichever dictionary one uses, "resort" is defined as involving an element 
of frequency of visit, of habituation, shall we say. I think it is probably right to say that 
a single homosexual or a couple of homosexuals on one occasion would be unlikely to 
bring a licence into jeopardy, although perhaps what they do is a crime. It is a question 
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of habitual use or frequency, which is implied in the word "resort" that prefixes the 
term "prostitutes" and the words proposed to be inserted. The Liberal Party has no 
problem with regard to "dmg dealers". 

Mr Harper: It is a question of behavioural pattern. 

Mr INNES: There is a question of pattem involved. However, I part company 
with the Minister on the virtues of the words he has used to describe certain behaviour. 
Really, I think it would have been far better if the Liberal Party had been able, within 
the Standing Orders, to remove this indefinable term "sexual perverts or deviants, child 
molesters" and come right in on the specifics and include the words "homosexuals and 
persons convicted of any sexual offence", leaving those who are under suspicion to be 
covered by the police powers under the surveillance provision that is already in the Act 
and will stay in the Act. 

So the Liberal Party will not support the deletion proposed by the Opposition. We 
have no quibble with the term "dmg dealers". We have no quibble with people of certain 
sexual behaviour being encompassed by this legislation. However, because of the mles 
of the Assembly, we find ourselves unable to replace the term "sexual perverts or 
deviants" but we will move an amendment that adds after the words "dmg dealers" the 
words "homosexuals, persons convicted of any sexual offence". 

Mr Scott: You would only need four letters to your amendment—WASP. 

Mr INNES: I would think that is a fairly puerile observation. It matters not what 
the religion or the colour of the people involved are. I know that the member for Cook 
parts company with us on the sorts of things that were expressed this aftemoon. Members 
of the Opposition find themselves incapable of accepting that the majority of the 
community adopt a certain behaviour. 

Mr Fouras: You say that the principle of liberalism relates to the individual, yet 
you come here and talk this nonsense. 

Mr INNES: No. What we have shown is that there is a danger—a threat—to other 
people, which is reflected by AIDS and the spread of AIDS caused by the congregation 
of certain persons in bars. It is precisely that sort of thing that is causing the mayor of 
New York 

Sir WilUam Knox: Who is a homosexual. 

Mr INNES: He is certainly a middle-aged single person. For his past two terms, 
he has certainly been the protector, defender and darling of the New York homosexual 
community. 

Nobody wants to go into the bedrooms of adult persons. The mentality that 
Opposition members are trying to espouse—of untrammelled personal liberty, irrespective 
of the consequences or dangers to others—is precisely the mentality that led to the 
congregation of large homosexual communities in San Francisco, New York and Sydney 
and a growing homosexual community in Brisbane. Those have been the places from 
which the terrible disease AIDS has emanated. Opposition members want to disclaim 
themselves 

Mr Vaughan: Why select bars? 

Mr INNES: Public authorities have to look at places such as bath houses and 
massage parlours that cater for males alone. Discussion on that matter during the debate 
on this legislation is not allowed. There is a clear and documented association of places 
of large congregation, particularly in places in which the very activity involved reduces 
people's self-control and sensibility. There is a particular relationship. The Liquor Act 
is being amended. Members of the Liberal Party are saying, "Take the opportunity that 
presents itself with an identifiable area to take some action." I suggest that the statements 
made by the honourable member for Salisbury (Mr Goss) about the Labor Party's 
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wishing to take specific action because it does not support any of the practices involved 
here are hypocritical. I guarantee that if anything specific is proposed, we will start to 
hear from the Opposition the exoneration, the justification, the disturbed backgrounds 
and the freedom of the individual, which will rationalise ourselves off the planet. That 
is what it amounts to. The members of the Liberal Party will oppose the amendments 
and will propose the addition of words. That is not what we would have liked to do. 
We would have liked to replace the ambiguous words in the Act with more specific 
words. However, we are forced into that situation. 

Mr HAMILL: We have been treated to a veritable feast of illogicality from the 
honourable member for Sherwood. He suggested that the existing provision in the Act 
is probably unworkable. In fact, by way of interjection, he posed the question, "How 
many licensed premises have actually lost their licence through the provisions of the 
section?" He has gone from the ridiculous to the sublime by putting forward a proposed 
amendment from the Liberal Party, which has elevated what is in fact a ridiculous 
amendment to what, if one can believe the honourable member for Sherwood, is a 
somewhat serious debating point. The honourable member for Sherwood holds closely 
to an image of small "1" liberalism, but when the chips are down, he comes spewing 
forth with the bigotry, the intolerance and the prejudice that we have come to expect 
from him. Why does he not join with the Govemment, where he spiritually belongs? 
He does not spiritually belong with a Liberal Party that is tme to its name. 

The clause that is being debated has consistently and coherently been debunked by 
the Opposition as totally unworkable expressions upon the statute-book of this State. 
The business about adding the words "dmg-dealers", "sexual perverts", "deviants" and 
"child-molesters" does not bear up to any logical debate. The Minister cannot define 
what he means by those terms. The Liberal Party makes a half-hearted attempt to drag 
the legislation together for the National Party. Even then it makes a hash of it. It is 
impracticable and unworkable. 

I had hoped that the Attomey-General would direct his mind to some of the statistics 
that I presented during the second-reading debate this aftemoon. It was proven conclu
sively that most of the problems of deviance, child molestation, sexual perversion and 
so on were occurring not in the homosexual community but in the heterosexual 
community. The statistics on child abuse and other statistics compiled by the Department 
of Children's Services attest to that fact. If the clause is taken seriously, one will find 
that, if that class of person goes to licensed premises, the licence will be forfeited. One 
wonders what the licensees will do if they are really in fear of forfeiting their licence. 
What will they do if they are in fear of some policing of this clause? Will they weed 
out and cull from their clientele those persons suspected of falling within this category? 
I hardly think so. 

The Minister is yet to show honourable members that the provision has worked in 
the past. Why will it work in the future? What then is the intent? The Minister cannot 
tell honourable members the intent. I will examine it. Presumably, it is some sort of 
symbolic purification of the bars of Queensland by the exclusion of undefined dmg-
dealers, sexual perverts and deviants. Honourable members are certainly indebted to the 
Minister for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs (Mr Muntz), who at least defined 
a deviant as a single parent. Of course, one could include child-molesters in that category. 

Where will those people go? That is an interesting question. It has often been 
suggested in cases such as these that, if a practice is outlawed, they might go underground. 
A close examination of the legislation brings some very interesting facts to the fore. I 
suppose, if it is to be enforced rigidly and if the Minister takes a keener interest in the 
policing of this section than the department has in the past, presumably the dmg-dealers, 
prostitutes, thieves, perverts, deviants and, of course, child-molesters will probably have 
to go to places that are exempted from this clause. 

It is interesting to note that section 28(7) in the Act itself will probably allow them 
to go up to the places that are covered by vigneron-vintners' licences. I wonder whether 
the Minister for Tourism, National Parks, Sport and The Arts (Mr McKechnie) has had 
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a hand in this. I believe that he probably has, because honourable members know where 
the vigneron-vintners' licences are to be found. Of course, they are to be found up in 
the granite belt. I am sure that the Minister for Tourism is very keen to keep the trade 
moving on the granite belt. I believe that he has probably made representations to the 
Minister for Justice and Attomery-General to ensure that that is the case. 

If honourable members are supposed to view this as a serious amendment to the 
legislation, why does not the Minister apply it across the board? Why does not the 
Minister apply it to all sorts of licences? Why does not the Minister apply it to the 
vigneron-vintners' licences that will apply in the granite belt and the Roma area, or do 
the members for those areas carry sufficient weight to be able to look after the interests 
of the people whom the Minister has proscribed from the hotels and bars of Brisbane, 
Ipswich and other centres? Is the Minister happy to have these people congregate in the 
small vineyards and wineries of the granite belt and Roma? 

The Minister cannot have it both ways. He has put forward a totally unworkable, 
incoherent amendment and now tries to tell honourable members that it will serve some 
good purpose for the people of Queensland. It is very selective and proves the point 
made by the Opposition that it is a totally symbolic little amendment with no hope on 
the Minister's part that it will be put into practice, no hope that it will be workable. If 
the Minister wants to retain his dignity, he has no option but to support the amendment. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr Booth): Order! Before the honourable mem
ber for Cook begins, I ask for silence in the Chamber. A fairly important amendment 
is being debated. I am sure that the Minister intends to reply. I ask for a little less 
audible conversation. 

Mr SCOTT: It would be very nice to hear the Minister reply. It is unusual for a 
Minister to sit down after a wide-ranging debate and move to the next clause in the 
Bill. It astounds me that, with his so-called capability, the Minister could not answer 
the arguments put forward by Opposition members. 

Mr Hamill: Sir Robert Sparkes reassured him today, so he thinks he's OK. 

Mr SCOTT: Is that what it is? The Minister is basking in relaxation, if I could put 
it that way. 

The person who worries me more is the honourable member for Sherwood (Mr 
Innes). An Opposition member asked why he does not move over holus-bolus to the 
National Party. Of course, former Liberals can afford to smile a little. I am quite certain 
that the Minister for Health (Mr Austin) is somewhat worried about this legislation, too. 
I wonder, if an AIDS outbreak occurred and the essential services legislation was brought 
to bear, whether the Minister might be required to go into these bars and identify 

Mr Austin interjected. 

Mr SCOTT: That remains to be seen. I do not think that that smug look should 
remain on the Minister for Health. 

I am worried about the point made by the spokesman for the Liberal Party. On 
numerous occasions, honourable members have been blessed by ex cathedra pronounce
ments by the honourable member for Sherwood. He has opinions on every subject under 
the sun, and he addresses the Chamber at great length. I am not attacking him personally, 
but I cannot grasp his arguments, because they are so simplistic that they are just a little 
piqued. What lies beneath that pique is the whole basis of Liberal Party philosophy in 
Australia today. 

Taking into account what the honourable member for Sherwood is attempting to 
do, I can just imagine the headlines in the more outrageous newspapers tomorrow— 
"AIDS comes to the aid of the Liberal Party". It worries me that the honourable member 
for Sherwood is using a particular health problem at present to engage in the cmdest 
form of homosexual-bashiiig. I notice that other Liberal Party members are shaking their 
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heads, and I am wondering whether they are not dissociating themselves from the 
remarks made by the honourable member for Sherwood. 

It is quite outrageous that a man who claims to have some education in a fairly 
wide range of fields—first of all, in the police force and, secondly, in the legal field-
should criticise homosexuals at such length. The honourable member would know that 
homosexuality has been with the human race from the year dot. It can be identified in 
primitive communities as well as in sophisticated communities. The honourable member 
for Sherwood will certainly not push the problem out of society by saying that people 
who either practise it or are accused of practising it should be legislated against. It 
troubles me that members of the Liberal Party like to put the finger on people and tell 
them to do this and that; if they do not, those people will not be regarded as acceptable 
in our society. Under the Bjelke-Petersen Govemment, the problem with Queensland at 
the present time is the way in which Queensland has been pressed so closely to becoming 
a fascist State. That progression has been aided and abetted by the very conduct that 
was responsible for the rise to power of Adolf Hitler. A feature of Hitler's regime was 
the bashing of a particular racial group or people who, in our society, could be described 
as deviants. 

When one has the temerity to stand up and speak one or two words in favour of 
any particular group in our community, one is met by the ex cathedra pronouncements 
of those on this side of the Chamber who happen to think that a particular life-style is 
associated with a socialist outlook. 

To my way of thinking, that is the pits of political debate. The only argument that 
members of the Liberal Party can present in this State is that anyone who raises an 
enlightened voice on such a matter should be condemned. 

I proffer some advice on the basis of my reading on the subject over many years. 
Whether or not honourable members like it, approximately 4 per cent of the population 
tend to be homosexual. I will not be more definite about that, and I will certainly not 
emulate the members of the National Party, who have said so little in support of this 
aspect of the legislation presented by the Govemment. Govemment members want to 
ride out this issue; they are speaking to the silent majority of people who are committed 
National Party voters. 

Some Govemment members should hang their heads in shame because, despite the 
fact that they are people who are slightly more enlightened, they have weaved round 
this legislation. If one were to talk to those Govemment members during their better 
moments, when they are able to act as normal people instead of acting under this 
dreadfully dark umbrella of Bjelke-Petersenism, one would find that they speak in favour 
of abortion and in a more enlightened way about the problems that could be described 
as ills which beset our society. Whether or not the problems could be described as ills, 
the Govemment members to whom I have referred generally accept that people live 
different life-styles, and those same Government members usually adopt an accepting 
attitude and outlook. 

However, members of the Liberal Party, who claim to be experiencing a resurgence 
in popularity in this great State, will go out to the people and say that the Liberal Party 
vote has crept up from a dreadfully low 14 per cent to 19 per cent. The Liberal Party 
will use the worst sort of right-wing pronouncements to say that, yes, they are holier-
than-thou; they can hold their heads up, because they are White Anglo Saxon Protestants. 
I was not joking when I suggested to the honourable member for Sherwood that the 
WASP label would be good enough for the legislation that he supports. White Anglo 
Saxon Protestant people are the people who the Liberal Party would allow to drink in 
our hotels. 

It is rather interesting to note that a perceptive member on this side of the Chamber 
has said that the effect of the legislation will be to hunt people who have been categorised 
in the amendment up to Warwick, to vigneron outlets and places such as that. I ask the 
Minister whether or not that is the case. I ask him whether he is being consistent. Or 
is he being hypocritical, which is typical of the way in which this Govemment operates? 
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Mr HARPER: It is surely a sad day for the Parliament of Queensland when Her 
Majesty's Opposition not only condones and seeks to legalise the use of marijuana but 
also tums to protect dmg-dealers, sexual perverts and deviants, and child-molesters. 
They are the kinds of people who members of the Opposition, members of the Australian 
Labor Party, seek to protect. They not only want to legalise marijuana but they also 
want to protect the dmg-dealers, the sexual deviants and perverts, and the child-molesters. 
They seek to allow those people to make use of licensed premises as a launching pad 
for their activities. 

As the member for Sherwood said, the Bill clearly spells out the word "resort". The 
Opposition is seeking to allow these sexual perverts and deviants, dmg-dealers and child-
molesters to use as a resort licensed premises. That might be good enough in the southem 
Labor States, but it is not on in Queensland. The Government makes no apology for 
not allowing Queensland's licensed premises to be used as a launching pad for that type 
of activity. The whole point is, of course, a matter of behavioural pattems, as I interjected 
on the honourable member for Sherwood. It is exactly the same as prostitutes having 
had no difficulty when they have not practised their profession. In the same fashion, 
these people will not be identified unless their behavioural pattems identify them. 

Although I understand the intent of the amendment foreshadowed by the Liberal 
Party, it cannot be accepted by the Govemment, because, as was mentioned by a member 
of the Opposition, sexual perverts and deviants may not necessarily be homosexual; 
they can quite easily be heterosexual. 

There has been criticism of the difficulty in defining "deviant" or "pervert". I put 
it to the honourable member that it would be more difficult for a licensee to identify 
persons convicted of sexual offences. There is no way that that can be done, unless the 
licensee is required to ask his client whether he has been convicted of a sexual offence. 
It will be difficult to identify such persons, so on that basis the Govemment cannot 
accept the foreshadowed amendment. However, I say to the Liberal Party that the intent 
it has implied in its foreshadowed amendment is certainly the intent of this Govemment, 
and the legislation as drafted will allow action to be taken to ensure that sexual perverts 
and deviants and the customers of gay bars will not be allowed to continue and to 
prosper. The Govemment believes that the legislation will ensure that that does not 
happen. 

Mr GOSS: I had not intended to speak again in relation to this clause, but I do 
need to reply in view of the element of hysteria introduced by the Minister. 1 just want 
to correct a couple of what I suspect were deliberately misleading statements. 

My party maintains a firm position on the use and consumption of illegal dmgs, 
and that is that that is to be deplored. We maintain that position relative to marijuana, 
as with all other damaging and illegal dmgs. The only difference is that we seek to take 
what we regard as a more progressive and appropriate stance whereby young people 
who are involved in an offence of that nature should not suffer for life the stigma of a 
criminal conviction. 

Of course, in July last year, the Minister agreed to introduce legislation relative to 
the rehabilitation of offenders that would have the same effect, so he really has nothing 
to talk about in that regard. His deliberate misleading of the Committee relative to the 
Labor Party's position in respect of marijuana does not stand him in good stead. 

The Minister referred to the intent of this legislation. The Opposition has made it 
plain that we object to the sorts of activities that have been referred to, but we will not 
support tokenism; we will not support flag-waving public relations from this Minister 
or anybody else. The Minister says that by this means he will prevent these people from 
using these bars as a launching pad for their activities. Does the Minister seriously 
suggest that, because he intends to remove these people from licensed premises, that 
wiU put an end to sexual perversion, homosexuality, child molestation or whatever it is 
he is seeking to prevent? If so, this is the first time that we have heard it. 
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The Minister has not put forward one skerrick of evidence to prove that the keeping 
of such people off licensed premises will stamp out sexual perversion and the rest of it. 
It is nothing more than tokenism. 

The Opposition will not support the amendment until the Govemment comes up 
with something practical and shows a serious response to the problems of child pomography 
and child molestation. It is a year down the track, and still the Government has not 
come up with the goods. That demonstrates very clearly that the Opposition was very 
vigorous in this area a year ago. The Govemment took up the baton, but it has not 
taken it anywhere. 

Mr HAMILL: The passionate outburst by the Minister does him no credit. 
Opposition members have been asking the Government consistently to define termi
nologies, to define what is meant by the term "child molester", and to define what is 
meant by the term "sexual pervert or deviant". The minister has steadfastly refused to 
do that. 

Mr Davis: He does not know. 

Mr HAMILL: That is precisely so. 
If the Minister cannot do it, or does not know, he should not be the Minister. The 

fact is that it is shameful to perpetrate this legislation and place it on the statue-book 
without spelling out exactly what the Govemment is on about. It is not good enough 
for the Minister to cast a smear on the Opposition in the objectionable way used by 
him in alleging Opposition support for dmg-dealing. Nothing is further from the tmth. 
Furthermore, the Minister tried shamefully to rely on the emotional outburst of the 
member for Sherwood to help him out of his impasse in trying to define the terminology 
that the Opposition is demanding that he should define. 

I wonder yet again what is the meaning of these terms. If one accepts the proposition 
that a deviant is someone who deviates or departs from the norm, I ask, "What is the 
norm?" Is it, as I suggested this aftemoon, that the norm is the mum and dad with 1.5 
children living in suburbia in a three-bedroom house, with 1.5 cars, a budgie, a dog and 
a cat? If that is the norm, where does the word "deviant" come in? Does it mean anyone 
living a different life-style? 

I pointed out that honourable members had heard the Minister for Welfare Services, 
Youth and Ethnic Affairs brand single parents as deviants. I want the Minister for Justice 
to consider these propositions and tell us, one by one, whether they ?re the people who 
he considers deviate from the norm—the holier-than-thou norm that the National Party 
upholds as the model family for the State. There are groups such as the paedophiles, 
the single parents whom the Minister for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs 
branded, the transvestites, the homosexuals, the lesbians, the transexuals, the bigamists 
and the adulterers. All of those people depart from the normal Ufe-style of the heterosexual 
relationship of mum and dad and the kids at home. Are those the deviants? If they are, 
let the Minister say so. If they are not, let him say so. Those people have a right to 
know, the members of this Parliament have a right to know and the courts of this State 
have a right to know, because, after all, the Minister is pushing this question out of the 
too-hard basket of the Parliament into the basket of the judges for them to determine. 

Mr Scott: It is a cop-out. 

Mr HAMILL: It is an absolute cop-out by the Minister. 
Let the Govemment consider the problems seriously instead of putting forward 

ridiculous amendments. Let us have some real action in dealing with child molestation 
in the community. The Minister for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs used 
statistics to show that half the children in the State mn the risk of child abuse of one 
form or another. This legislation will not help them. Other figures indicate rampant 
veneral disease in this holier-than-thou society in Queensland. This legislation will not 
do anything to eliminate that disease. 
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Let the Minister stop his posturing and do something concrete and constmctive to 
deal with the serious social problems. Let the Government stop its grandstanding and 
playing to the assembled multitude of people who bay for the blood of those who do 
not conform to the life-style that is held up as ideal. Everyone should look at himself 
to see how holier-than-thou he is relative to those that the Government is so ready to 
condemn. 

The amendment proposed by the Opposition should succeed. 

Mr HARPER: The honourable member's protestation is interesting; but, like his 
earlier speech to this Chamber, it is not really worthy of response. Honourable members 
can be assured that if a licensee is wamed twice and is then required to show cause to 
the Licensing Commission why his or her licence should not be forfeited, the commission 
wiU have no difficulty in defining the terms "sexual pervert" or "deviant". That wiU be 
the tme test. If ever there was media-seeking grandstanding, this is a prime example. 
The Opposition continues to endeavour to deceive the people of Queensland into 
accepting its belief 

The legislation is quite clear. Obviously, licensees who default in this respect will 
be wamed. That is the usual procedure. Then they will be given an opportunity before 
the commission to show cause why their licence should not be forfeited. If they can 
convince the commission, obviously the decision will go in their favour. Any normal, 
rational person will have no difficulty in defining those terms. I have sufficient confidence 
in Queensland courts to be sure that they will have no difficulty in defining the terms. 

Mr INNES: On a number of occasions, the Minister has said, "It is the intent"; I 
am afraid that that is not good enough. The job of the legislature and the job of a 
Minister in introducing legislation into this Chamber is to convert the intent to words 
that are as sensible of interpretation as possible. 

The Liberal Party has great problems with the term "sexual perverts or deviants". 
No assistance is given to the courts in defining that term. It could be a very subjective 
interpretation, as has been demonstrated by references to statements made by Ministers 
in this Chamber. That is why it appears to involve some emotional graffiti or, as the 
Opposition says, some grandstanding. 

I repeat that the Liberal Party proposes something far more specific that deals with 
sexual deviants and the problem areas, which in some instances transcend or break the 
law, and could be the target of operation. The Liberal Party is trying to overcome what 
it agrees is an imprecision of terminology. I gave an illustration that might have sounded 
a bit fatuous. One could imagine all sorts of oddballs with solo hang-ups, who are 
deviants. Their indulgence might involve no other person on this earth. 

This is an extraordinary choice of words. They would appear to be less the words 
of draftsmen and legislators and more the words of politicians. 

The Liberal Party totally supports the reference to dmg-dealers. I hoped that the 
Opposition would not have sought to delete that term. 

Mr Harper: But it has. 

Mr INNES: The Opposition has done that. 

It is quite clear that a person involved with heroin or marijuana could conduct his 
business from licensed premises. That would be as good a target area as he could pick. 
He would have an available business, and there would be people who might be susceptible 
to the products. 

The Liberal Party will not vote with the Opposition. Because of the Standing Orders, 
the Liberal Party cannot propose a substitution of words in the amendment. That is the 
dilemma in which the Liberal Party finds itself It agrees with the Opposition's reservations 
about some of the phrases in this clause. 
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To respond briefly to the members for Cook and Ipswich—the problem is not one 
that concems all homosexuals. If such people are caught in this State, they are committing 
an offence. Personally, I see some social purpose in the legislature formally indicating 
its disapproval of that sort of behaviour. 

I do not advocate the intmsion of the police force or anybody else into the bedrooms 
of adult people in this State. However, what I have tried to say—and I repeat it for the 
sake of the record—is that some aspects of modem homosexuality are aggressive and 
promiscuous. What offends me as a parent is that I have to tell my children not to go 
to the toilets in parks in or near my electorate. I do so because of the presence of 
predatory, aggressive homosexuals. If people are so lacking in control—and there are 
enough of them—that they wish to proselytise, evangelise and give their attentions to 
people of immature age, I am absolutely against it, and so is my party. 

Mr Scott interjected. 

Mr INNES: Yes, and we are also against homosexual bars. 
Earlier in the debate, the honourable member forsook mentioned a figure of 3 per 

cent. Every time I mention the subject, I receive threats from people in my electorate, 
who say that 10 per cent of the electorate are homosexuals. They threatened that, next 
time, I could be voted out by them. I refuse to be stood over and to be cowed. I do 
not even accept the statistic of 10 per cent. I do not believe in support for those 
aggressive promiscuous homosexuals who wish to convert others, particularly the young, 
to their cause. It is not the way of this State, and it is now known that homosexuality 
is attended by a vicious and dreadful disease. 

Amendment (Mr Goss) negatived. 

Mr INNES: I move the foUowing amendment— 
"At page 8, line 41, after the word 'dealers,' insert the words— 

'homosexuals, persons convicted of any sexual offence,'." 
Those are the words that the Liberal Party would have sought to replace the words 
"sexual perverts or deviants, child molesters" had it been able to do so under Standing 
Orders. I have explained the reasons. 
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Question—That the words proposed to be inserted in clause 16 (Mr Innes's 
amendment) be so inserted—put; and the Committee divided— 

Knox 
Lee 
Lickiss 
White 

AYES, 6 NOES, 
Ahem 
Alison 
Austin 
Bailey 

71 
Littleproud 
Mackenroth 
McElligott 
McKechnie 

Bjelke-Petersen McPhie 
Borbidge 
Braddy 
Bums 
Cahill 
Campbell 
Casey 
Chapman 
Clauson 
Comben 
Cooper 
D'Arcy 
De Lacy 
Eaton 
Elliott 
FitzGerald 
Fouras 
Gibbs, I. J. 
Gibbs, R. J. 
Glasson 
Goss 
Gunn 
Hamill 
Harper 
Henderson 
Hinze 
Jennings 
Katter 
Kaus 
Kruger 
Lane 
Lester 
Lingard 

Menzel 
Miller 
Milliner 
Muntz 
Newton 
Palaszczuk 
Powell 
Prest 
Price 
Randell 
Row 
Scott 
Shaw 
Simpson 
Smith 
Stephan 
Stoneman 
Tenni 
Turner 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Veivers 
Warburton 
Warner, A. M 
Wharton 
Wilson 
Yewdale 

Tellers: 
Davis 
Neal 

Tellers: 
Innes 
Gygar 

Resolved in the negative. 

Clause 16, as read, agreed to. 

Clauses 17 to 19, as read, agreed to. 

Clause 20—Repeal of and new s. 61A— 

Mr GOSS (9.18 p.m.): Once again, I do not propose to speak at length on clause 
20, because the arguments have been well and tmly put. To a certain extent, the 
arguments follow on from those on the previous clause. The Opposition will not support 
tokenism; it will only support positive, practical and firm measures. Legislation is not 
needed to combat underage drinking. What is needed are some policemen in the bars, 
the clubs and the night-clubs to deter underage drinkers who congregate in them. 1 do 
not think that the optional ID card system will work. The Govemment could fall back 
on to the certificate system, which simply does not work. As I said, it is tokenism. The 
Opposition will not support it because that is all it is. 

In addition, it is a toe in the door for a Government and unscmpulous police 
officers who want to abuse the identification card system. It discriminates unfairly against 
young people. I remind honourable members that, earlier, I put before the Chamber 
some fairly dramatic and startling statistics about the road toll and how it affects the 
15 to 24-year age group in Queensland more than in other States. However, no response 
has been made, so the Opposition opposes this clause. On the basis of that opposition, 
the existing section 61A would remain, which, of course, is the certificate system. 

69064—83 
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Mr HARPER: It is disappointing that the Opposition cannot see its way clear to 
support a reasonable approach to the underage drinking problem. 

It would have done the Opposition more credit if it had acknowledged the initiative 
of the Govemment in introducing voluntary identification cards. The Queensland 
Govemment—unlike the Federal Labor Government, apparently—does not believe that 
Australians should be subjected to branding with a number. However, this Govemment 
believes that Queenslanders should be provided with the facility to apply for and obtain 
an identification card that will clearly determine their age. The Queensland Govemment 
is prepared to provide an identification card bearing a photograph, which the Federal 
Govemment mns away from. 

This Govemment says that that identification card is a facility provided for the 
benefit of young people in Queensland and licensees. People who hold a victualler's 
licence have a responsibility to the community to police underage drinkiiig in exactly 
the same way as any other responsible body has an obligation to the community generally. 

I take the opportunity to state quite cleariy that advertising of liquor parties, such 
as that put out recently by the beer garden of the Surfers Paradise Hotel and distributed 
in Brisbane, will not be condoned by this Govemment. Attention will certainly be paid 
to that. School-leavers who go into such premises on the north or south coast or elsewhere 
would be well advised to ensure that they have adequate means of identification. 

I repeat that it is disappointing that the Opposition is not prepared to acknowledge 
a meaningful contribution by the Govemment towards reducing underage drinking. 

Mr GOSS: I ask the Minister to respond to two points. One question that I have 
already asked and to which he has not responded is this: How many identification cards 
have been issued to young Queenslanders up to the present? I stated that I have heard 
that it was only a few hundred. Earlier today, the Minister indicated that that was 
incorrect. I would like to know the number so that the Opposition can see just how 
practical this measure is as of today, as of the passing of the legislation. 

The second point that I invite the Minister to respond to is this: If the card is 
optional, those people who are over the age of 18 and are entitled to go onto licensed 
premises and who choose to pay the money to get a card will be able, of course, to 
comply with that provision. However, anybody who wants to rort the system, to act 
illegally, whether it be the owner of the premises or the young person, will simply fall 
back on the existing certificate system, which does not work. The situation is not really 
improved. People who are legitimately entitled to drink and who have the cards will 
produce them. However, the people who are the illegal underage drinkers will continue 
to do so, because all that is left in relation to them is the system that applies now, 
namely, the certificate system. 

Mr HARPER: The number of electoral identification cards issued up to the present 
is 1 527. The point that the honourable member for Salisbury makes in regard to 
certificates is acknowledged. I understand the point he is making. However, I am sure 
that the Opposition would agree that the Govemment should not close licensed premises 
to people who appear to be under the age of 18 who are visiting Queensland from 
interstate. There is no way in which the Queensland Govemment could require interstate 
visitors to carry a Queensland electoral identification card, and it is for that reason that 
somewhat reluctantly, I must say, I agreed to continue the practice of making acceptable 
a certificate, a declaration by the person involved. 

To strengthen the legislation—and it is in addition to the legislation as it presently 
exists—the Govemment has placed a greater degree of responsibility onto the licensees 
in an endeavour to ensure that those certificates are genuine. As the honourable member 
has said, in the past the certificate has not worked. The Government acknowledges that 
fact, and it has endeavoured to strengthen the legislation to the best of the ability of 
any Government in a free society, as is presently evident in the amending Bill. 
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Question—That clause 20, as read, stand part of the Bill—put; and the Committee 
divided— 

AYES, 46 
Ahem Lee 
Alison Lester 
Austin Lickiss 
Bailey Lingard 
Bjelke-Petersen Littleproud 
Borbidge 
Cahill 
Chapman 
Clauson 
Cooper 
Elliott 
FitzGerald 
Gibbs, I. J. 
Glasson 
Gunn 
Gygar 
Harper 
Henderson 
Hinze 
Innes 
Jennings 
Katter 
Knox 
Lane 

McKechnie 
McPhie 
Menzel 
Miller 
Muntz 
Newton 
Randell 
Row 
Simpson 
Stephan 
Stoneman 
Tenni 
Tumer 
Wharton 
White 

Tellers: 
Kaus 
Neal 

NOES, 30 
Braddy 
Bums 
Campbell 
Casey 
Comben 
D'Arcy 
De Lacy 
Eaton 
Gibbs, R. J. 
Goss 
Hamill 
Kruger 
Mackenroth 
McElligott 
MilUner 
Palaszczuk 
Prest 
Price 
Scott 
Shaw 
Smith 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Veivers 

Warburton 
Wamer, A. M 
Wilson 
Yewdale 

Tellers: 
Davis 
Fouras 

Resolved in the affirmative. 
Clauses 21 and 22, as read, agreed to. 
Clause 23—Amendment of s. 78; Prohibition of gaming and disorderly persons, 

etc.— 

Mr INNES (9.33 p.m.): I foreshadow an amendment in precisely the same words 
and having precisely the same effect as the amendment I moved to clause 16, which 
amended section 47A. No doubt because he did not expect to have an amendment 
accepted, the member for Salisbury has not moved for the deletion of this clause or the 
addition of certain words, althou^ this clause has the same form and effect as clause 
16. However for the sake of consistency, I intend to move an amendment to this clause 
consistent with the amendment I moved to clause 16. I therefore move the following 
amendments— 

"At page 13, line 6, after the word 'dealers,' insert the words— 
'homosexuals, persons convicted of any sexual offence,'"; 

"At page 13, line 9, after the word 'dealers,' insert the words— 
'homosexuals, persons convicted of any sexual offence,'." 

Mr BRADDY: During the course of the debate, the Opposition has indicated that 
it intends to oppose this clause, which amends section 78. As we pointed out relative 
to this provision, the Govemment has not addressed certain anomalies. I particularly 
ask the Minister to inform the Committee whether licensed clubs and restaurants are 
covered by this provision. I suggest that they are not and that the people described as 
being disorderly and dangerous in their conduct are not prohibited by this provision or 
any other substantive provision from entering licensed clubs and restaurants. What is 
the Govemment playing at? Is it fair dinkum or is it grandstanding? 

With reference to people who are attending ordinary hotels, as I pointed out today, 
it is perfectly in order for a reputed prostitute to enter licensed premises for the purpose 
of obtaining temporary refreshment. That is not regarded as being something beyond 
the scope and ambit of this provision. Section 78 provides that it shall be an offence 
for persons, such as prostitutes and the other people now proposed by the Govemment, 
to be in or upon such premises if they come within the provision. Talking about prima 
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facie evidence—the second paragraph of section 78 provides that "the presence of reputed 
prostitutes longer than is necessary for the purpose of obtaining temporary refreshment" 
is prima facie evidence that the licensee permitted such persons to be on his premises. 
It appears that the Govemment is prepared to allow one type of disorderly and dangerous 
person to enter these premises for short periods to have quick, temporary refreshment, 
but apparently that is not good enough for the others. What nonsense that is! 

When the Govemment came to that section, it should have had a good hard look 
at it and drafted a provision that clearly dealt with the realities of life in Queensland 
in 1985. All it did was to insert a few words in a clearly grandstanding effort to convince 
the people of Queensland that it is dealing, in some way, properly with dmg-dealers, 
homosexuals, perverts and so on. What absolute nonsense! Members of the Opposition 
are exposing this nonsense and pointing out that the Govemment is not fair dinkum in 
its approach. I therefore indicate that the Opposition must oppose the proposal put 
forward by the Govemment because it is not a serious, constmctive effort to deal with 
the problem. 

Mr HARPER: The Opposition is clearly indicating, to the people of Queensland, 
its intent and its philosophy to protect these types of people. That clearly indicates an 
element within the Opposition which is not interested in protecting the rights of the 
average Queenslander. There is an element in the Opposition that is more intent on 
protecting the perverted, the deviants who cause embarrassment and difficulty to the 
normal community. The fact that here, again, the Opposition is not prepared to support 
a realistic amendment to the Act, under which licensed premises may be better policed 
in the interests of society generally, indicates that errant philosophy of the Opposition. 

Mr INNES: I cannot allow the opportunity to go past. The member for Rockhampton 
made a spirited defence of the interests of prostitutes. A very famous story was told at 
the Queensland bar about the long tradition of ladies of ill repute. 

Mr Goss: That famous Queensland bar. Are deviants and prostitutes precluded 
from that bar? 

Mr INNES: I ask the honourable member for Salisbury to curb his excitement, 
otherwise we might think that he is covered by the Act. 

In the Rockhampton Supreme Court, there were proceedings involving the offence 
of rape. The lady claimed that she had been raped, because the person refused to pay 
the money involved. She told the judge, "Your Honour, this gentleman who I met in 
the public bar of the hotel in Rockhampton asked me, after buying me a few drinks, if 
I would go for a drive. We went for a drive. A little way out of town we stopped. He 
had his way with me. We later returned and had a few more drinks." 

Mr Kruger: A terrible story-teller. 

Mr INNES: I ask the honourable member to curb himself for a minute. 

They had a few more drinks. The male suggested that they take another drive, so 
they got in his utility and drove a few miles out of town. They stopped, and he had his 
way with her. They drove back to the hotel. Then she complained that the next time 
he did not ask her; he just grabbed her, put her into the utility, drove her out of town 
and had his way with her. He did not offer her any money. 

Mr Tenni: Which way did he go? 

Mr INNES: It was not Cooktown; it was Rockhampton. 

She said, "He didn't offer me any money, he didn't offer me any more drinks, he 
just had his way." The judge peered down from the bench and asked, "Didn't you think 
it was your shout?" 

It is quite clear that that same robust sensitivity to the plight of the women of the 
night still lives on with the member for Rockhampton, who, with great alacrity, homed 
in on this clause, the refreshments and the quickies. 
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The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr Booth): Order! The honourable member 
should be allowed to make his point; but he should get back to the point. 

Mr INNES: Mr Booth, you allowed the honourable member for Rockhampton to 
talk about quickies, but you will not allow me to tell a "longie". 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order! 

Mr INNES: The matter has a serious element. Some practices can be addressed by 
legislation, and that is the purpose of the amendment. 

Mr GOSS: The honourable member for Sherwood puzzles all of us with his 
convoluted approach to this matter. I note that throughout the day he has protested 
long and loud about the need to exclude homosexuals, perverts and deviants from the 
bars of Queensland. He has just told us about the Queensland bar. I am waiting for the 
time when he stands up in this Chamber and supports the need to exclude those groups 
from the Queensland bar, about which he speaks so often. 

Question—That the words proposed to be inserted in clause 23 (Mr Innes's 
amendments) be so inserted—put; and the Committee divided— 

Knox 
Lee 
Lickiss 
White 

AYES, 6 NOES, 71 
Ahem 
Alison 
Austin 
Bailey 
Bjelke-Petersen 
Borbidge 
Braddy 
Bums 
Cahill 
Campbell 
Casey 
Chapman 
Clauson 
Comben 
Cooper 
D'Arcy 
De Lacy 
Eaton 
Elliott 
FitzGerald 
Fouras 
Gibbs, I. J. 
Gibbs, R. J. 
Glasson 
Goss 
Gunn 
Hamill 
Harper 
Harvey 
Henderson 
Hinze 
Jennings 
Katter 
Kaus 
Kruger 
Lane 
Lester 

Lingard 
Littleproud 
Mackenroth 
McElligott 
McKechnie 
McPhie 
Menzel 
Miller 
Milliner 
Muntz 
Newton 
Palaszczuk 
Prest 
Price 
Randell 
Row 
Scott 
Shaw 
Simpson 
Smith 
Stephan 
Stoneman 
Tenni 
Tumer 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Veivers 
Warburton 
Wamer, A. 
Wharton 
Wilson 
Yewdale 

Tellers: 
Davis 
Neal 

M. 

Tellers: 
Innes 
Gygar 

Resolved in the negative. 
Clause 23, as read, agreed to. 
Clause 24—Amendment of s. 121; Restrictions on sale, etc., of liquor in licensed 

clubs— 

Mr GOSS (9.53 p.m.): I have already put the argument in relation to the amendment 
to section 121. The Opposition supports the amendment proposed by the Govemment, 
because it feels that licensed bowling clubs and golf clubs should have this extra facility. 
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but the Opposition says the amendment should go further and that these licensed clubs 
should have the facility to sell liquor for consumption off the premises. 

I note that in relation to casinos, for example, there is an unrestricted right of sale. 
The Opposition does not propose an unrestricted right but says there should be the 
provision for the sale of limited quantities to members only. The quantities could be 
prescribed from time to time by the commission. Accordingly, I move the following 
amendment— 

"At page 13, line 11, after the words 'amended by' insert the words— 

'(1) in subsection (1) (c) after the words "from its licensed premises" the 
words "save and except to persons who are members of that club 
and then only at such times and in such form and quantities as may 
be prescribed from time to time by the Commission" 

and (2)'." 

Mr HARPER: The Govemment has a degree of sympathy with the intent of the 
amendment moved by the Opposition but, having regard to aU the circumstances at the 
present time, the Govemment is not able to accept the amendment. 

Mr GOSS: Undoubtedly, the Minister, through the commission and his advisers, 
would be in a better position to inform the Committee than I am. I understand that 
many golf clubs and bowls clubs are suffering severe financial problems at present, and 
that for a long time they have been putting forward a case for a limited facility that is 
extended to members only. I ask the Minister to confirm whether or not it is the 
experience of the commission that such clubs are experiencing serious difficulties and, 
if that is the case, why that facility cannot be extended at this time. 

Mr HARPER: Without reference to the commission, I can state that it has been 
my personal experience that golf clubs and bowls clubs are generally prospering. The 
amendment moved by the honourable member for Salisbury would undoubtedly have 
a detrimental effect, particularly in mral areas, so that the argument put forward by him 
is not valid. 

In considering amendment of the Liquor Act, it is important to achieve a degree 
of balance between the various liquor outlets within the State. In introducing this 
amending Bill, it has been my objective to balance as far as possible any concession 
that is given to one particular liquor outlet or one source of supply against what is given 
to another outlet. 

I am not saying by any means that the amendments that are before the Committee 
tonight are conclusive of the total amendments that one would wish to bring forward 
in due course. I think that it has been acknowledged by the Opposition and by the 
Liberal Party that this BUI is a significant step forward towards achieving reforms and 
improvements that have been sought for many years. In acknowledging that fact, the 
Opposition has also acknowledged that there is need for a balance. As I said, at present, 
although the Govemment has sympathy with the proposition being put forward, it is 
considered that it is no« acceptable. 

Sir WILLIAM KNOX: I understand the predicament that the Minister faces, having 
had the problem once myself and having tried to have the Act amended to allow bowls 
clubs and golf cliibs to sell take-away liquor to their members. The existence of the 
present provision in the legislation is an anachronism. When the Liquor Act was enacted 
and when the licensing system was introduced, golf clubs and bowls clubs were virtually 
the only clubs in existence in the community. Since that time, RSL clubs, football clubs 
and many other licensed clubs have been established. All of them have the right to sell 
take-away bottled products to their members. It was considered sensible and socially 
acceptable to allow them to do that. It was tolerated by other outlets in the community, 
such as hotels. 
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Because that provision existed in the legislation and remained in the legislation, 
today it is an anachronism. Sooner or later, the Minister must be convinced of that. If 
he is not convinced of it, I hope that his colleagues will be convinced of it if they are 
stopping him from making the amendment that is socially desirable. The ridiculous 
situation that now exists in our community is that a lady or gentleman who is a member 
of a golf club or a bowls club is not allowed to take home liquor from those clubs. 
However, a person's 18-year-old son can take home from his football club as many cases 
of liquor as he likes. If a member of one's family is a member of an RSL club, he can 
take home from that club as many cases of liquor as he likes. 

Liquor now can be taken home illegally from city bowls clubs. It is absurd to see 
ladies and gentlemen retiring from bowls for the day and taking two or three bottles 
home in their bowls cases illegally because this anachronism exists in the legislation. I 
am quite sure that if every honourable member went round his or her electorate, he or 
she would have to agree that it is an absurdity to prevent bowls and golf clubs from 
allowing their members to take home bottles when members of other clubs are allowed 
to do it. 

Mr Davis: Why didn't you put it up when you were the Minister? 

Sir WILLIAM KNOX: I explained the circumstances earlier. The honourable 
member for Mount Coot-tha (Mr Lickiss) had an exactly similar experience. 

If it is a problem in the country, for some reason or other that I cannot understand, 
by all means allow the members of the clubs in the urban areas to take bottles home. 

Mr Fouras: It's not policed in the country. 

Sir WILLIAM KNOX: It is not policed in the city, either, except when the union 
starts to crack down on it and dobs in clubs to the Licensing Commission. The only 
time it is policed is when the union dobs in a club to the Licensing Commission. 

Opposition Members interjected. 

Sir WILLIAM KNOX: That is exactly what happens. The unions dob in the clubs 
because they object to volunteers working behind the bar. The unions object to members 
of the club doing their share to help the club by working behind the bar. For years, it 
has been a tradition in most bowls clubs that members help behind the bar. Because 
the union is offended by it, it dobs in a club because it is allowing its members to take 
home a couple of bottles at the end of the day. 

It is absurd. I am sure that every honourable member, whatever his or her opinion, 
must agree that it is absurd. The sooner this anachronism is removed from the legislation, 
the happier everybody will be. 

Mr COMBEN: The previous speaker covered a number of points that I was going 
to make. The provision in the present legislation is anachronistic. The amendment 
moved by the honourable member for Salisbury (Mr Goss) is, of course, a good 
amendment. 

The present provision is discriminatory. If I mn out of beer at home, I can walk 
100 metres from my house to the Brothers Leagues Club and buy all the bottles that I 
want. However, if I go another 100 metres down to the bowls club at which I have been 
playing all aftemoon, I cannot buy anything. 

As the honourable member for Nundah said, the legislation is totally discriminatory. 
It may have been all right in the days when bowls clubs and golf clubs were very much 
small, amateur operations and people had a debate as to whether they would take one, 
two or three cartons down in an esky to a game. However, these days the average bowls 
club—certainly in the Brisbane area—is a fairly large commercial operation. Perhaps the 
Minister is not aware of that. Some of the bowls clubs in my area have a tumover of 
half a milUon dollars a year. They employ staff behind the bars and have extensive 
greens that require staff. No longer are bowls club tinpot organisations. 
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Today, the average bowls club round Brisbane is in trouble. If it is not facing 
bankruptcy, it certainly has cause for concem. This year, bowls clubs in my area had to 
raise money by way of Melboume Cup sweeps because there is not enough money to 
go round. Years ago, the Queensland Hotels Association might well have been right in 
saying that golf and bowls clubs should not be given the right to have take-away bottle 
sales because it would take trade away from commercial hotels and thus threaten 
employment. However, today the bowls clubs are big employers. They are large com
munity organisations that are patronised by the community. 

If take-away bottle sales are permitted, clubs will become community centres. Instead 
of that, as the honourable member for Nundah has said, little old ladies are going home 
with a couple of bottles stowed away in their bowls bags, or they drive to the nearest 
hotel, which in my case is a good mile and a-half away. 

Within the city limits, clubs have to be able to be commercially viable. The 
Queensland Hotels Association, which has been so strongly lobbying the Minister and 
the Govemment, must be put in its place. The bowls clubs and golf clubs are community 
organisations that have a right to be commercially viable. The sooner the law in this 
State tmly represents the proper position, the better off will be the old people; and all 
the more will people be better served by their representatives. I hope that the Minister 
will take note of this amendment so that little old ladies and old bowlers will not have 
to break the law behind everyone's back. 

Mr BAILEY: I was quite interested to hear the number of bowls clubs that employ 
enormous numbers of employees. I have five bowls clubs in the area of my electorate 
that fall into the category of the clubs described by the honourable member for Windsor 
(Mr Comben) and the honourable member for Nundah (Sir William Knox). The point 
that must be made is that these clubs are hanging on by their fingertips. They have a 
voluntary labour component in their staffing organisations. They employ a providore, 
temporary staff and some permanent staff. 

As the honourable member for Nundah pointed out, the unions will insist upon 
sporting clubs employing permanent staff, which means a permanent bar-manager and 
permanent staff behind the bar. The end result of that wiU be that none of these clubs 
will exist at all, because it will be impossible for them to survive as sporting clubs. 

The member for Nundah mentioned that the pressures brought to bear by the 
unions are being applied to the clubs. That is the reality, and I find it quite extraordinary 
that the honourable member for Windsor (Mr Comben) can bring up the subject of 
sporting clubs having a right to a viable future. In fact, that honourable member would 
find that the unions will close them down. They have already threatened not to provide 
supplies to the clubs at all. If the clubs were to get the facility of selling bottled alcohol 
to their members, they would not be able to supply it. 

I find it quite extraordinary that the honourable member for Windsor can suggest 
that clubs like these can work on a voluntary basis, when the facts are that, because of 
union, pressure, they will not be allowed to do what they want to do. 

Mr CAMPBELL: I wish to make a point in refutation of the Minister's statement 
about the provision of a bottle sales service not being to the advantage of country areas. 

I point out to the Minister that many country towns presently do not have any 
licensed traders from whom bottled beer can be bought. There are two such areas in 
Bundaberg. 

Government Members interjected. 

Mr CAMPBELL: Because the Minister for Works and Housing (Mr Wharton) is 
present, I make the point that the two places are Moore Park and Elliott Heads, which 
are situated 20 km from Bundaberg. Those communities have no licensed areas in which 
bottled beer can be purchased, despite the fact that there are two bowls clubs in the 
areas. 
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I wish to know why the people who live in those areas should have to drive 20 
km, when the Govemment is supposed to be providing facilities that will have the effect 
of reducing the incidence of drink-driving. The Govemment is, instead, forcing people 
who live in the Bundaberg district to drive 20 km to purchase bottled beer. I ask the 
Minister why he will not allow those people, in the circumstances that I have outlined, 
to pick up bottled beer from those bowls clubs in those two areas? 

Mr GYGAR: The cards are really being laid on the table tonight in this debate. 
Honourable members have heard the most extraordinary example of ducking and weaving 
by the honourable member for Toowong (Mr Bailey). I really never thought that 
honourable members would hear a member of the National Party say that the Govemment 
would not introduce legislation, because it was scared of what the dreadful unions would 
do, and that everyone would just have to cop it. 

If it is good enough to introduce legislation in respect of essential services, if it is 
good enough to bring forward the Electricity (Continuity of Supply) Act, and if the 
Govemment is in favour of abolishing secondary boycotts 

Mr BAILEY: I rise to a point of order. What the honourable member for Stafford 
has stated is not what I have said. I said that the unions would do it, but I did not say 
that the National Party was scared of dealing with it. 

Mr GYGAR: I accept the denial made by the honourable member for Toowong. 

I ask the members of the National Party to come up with another excuse. For many 
years, the question of liquor sales in clubs has dragged on. Every honourable member 
knows how many times the subject has been brought up, how many petitions have been 
brought in, and how many battles have been fought in the party-room. Tonight, once 
and for all, honourable members will be able to see who is against the proposal. A 
succession of Liberal Ministers took the matter to Cabinet and the party-room but it 
was thrown out. 

Government Members interjected. 

Mr GYGAR: I ask the Committee to take note that the members who are doing 
all the raucous jumping up and down are the ones who were not here when it happened, 
and therefore have no knowledge of what occurred. At the moment the names of a 
number of Govemment members could be recalled as being great proponents of the golf 
and bowls clubs. Let us see here tonight who is prepared to give the suburban golf and 
bowls clubs a fair go. 

I look forward with great anticipation to the division on this clause, and then the 
litany of excuses to which the Committee will be treated chapter and verse. The press 
secretaries will be working overtime tonight. They wiU have to come up with some sort 
of excuse for the Govemment's avoiding this issue now that the cards are on the table. 
Are Queensland's golf and bowls clubs to get a fair deal, or are they not? Every member 
of this Committee will have the opportunity to say where he stands and where his party 
stands. The division will be another interesting aspect of today's proceedings. 

Mr D'ARCY: I was absolutely amazed at the speech of the inept and obviously 
green member for Toowong. He made a ridiculous statement about the Federated Liquor 
and Allied Industries Employees Union. That union has, first of all, made a submission 
on this subject stating that it is in favour of the proposal to allow the limited sale of 
alcohol in bottles and cans by bowls and golf clubs. 

Sir William Knox: So is the QHA. 

Mr D'ARCY: So is everybody else, except, for some reason, this Govemment. It 
was extraordinary to see the defence mechanism that came into play tonight from this 
Govemment. There is not one skerrick of evidence, either social or economic—and they 
are the only two possible grounds for refusal—for the Govemment's lack of action in 
this regard. Certainly the most ridiculous argument put forward was the attack by the 
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member for Toowong on the Federated Liquor and Allied Industries Employees Union. 
He has five bowls clubs in his electorate and is obviously grasping at straws to ensure 
his political survival. 

The point was made that the Govemment cannot substantiate its stance on this 
issue. It has never been able to substantiate it. But, as was said a moment ago, the cards 
are now on the table. Members of the Committee will discover exactly where Govemment 
members stand 

Government Members interjected. 

Mr D'ARCY: Because of the problem they face, Govemment members are very 
sensitive tonight. They have put forward nothing to substantiate the stance they are 
taking. The Minister has certainly put forward nothing of substance. 

It is incredible that the Committee is discussing a progressive Bill that contains 
several stupid proposals, and this particular proposal has to be one of the most stupid 
that this Govemment has ever put forward. For the life of me, I cannot understand why 
it has done so. Why would the Govemment allow the green member for Toowong to 
make the ridiculous statements he did in an attempt to justify the Govemment's stance 
on this issue? The Govemment does not understand where it is going. It is unbelievable 
that it has allowed itself to be placed in this position. Because he has a problem, the 
Minister is obviously suffering tonight. Perhaps the member for Toowong has been 
offered his job. I do not know, but if that is so, the Minister should certainly be safe. 

Mr ELLIOTT: I just want to make a couple of points, because there is absolutely 
no confusion in my mind as to who has been in favour of what. It ill behoves the 
member for Stafford to criticise the honourable member for Toowong, who spoke on 
this subject. 

What the honourable member for Stafford said was incorrect. I would like to set 
the record straight. I point out that, at the time, the present leader of the Liberal Party 
(Sir William Knox) was against the proposal. 

Sir William Knox: Oh, mbbish! 

Mr ELLIOTT: The honourable gentleman was against the proposal. He would not 
bring it in. If he does not like to hear that, I remind him that all Cabinet decisions are 
unanimous and that he did not support that position. This is another instance in which 
I am reminded of the old saying, "People who live in glass houses should not throw 
stones." I have nothing against honourable members saying what they like, or what they 
believe should happen now. That is fair enough; we should all have the right to say 
what we think about the Bill. But for them to come here and adopt such a position is 
not reasonable. They are attempting to put the member for Toowong into a comer by 
grandstanding. 

Mr Davis: Don't you support the Bill? 

Mr ELLIOTT: I accept the honourable member's inane interjection. I support the 
Bill. I am not frightened of any electoral consequences coming my way relative to it. 

I ani against the hypocrisy indulged in tonight by the honourable member for 
Stafford in his attack on the honourable member for Toowong, because, in fact, his 
leader would not bring in the legislation. At that time, the decision was supported 
unanimously by Cabinet. 

Mr INNES: I was in the party-room for some time with the member for Cunningham. 
I cannot work out whether he is expressing his own sentiments. He has a funny way of 
getting up just after the Minister for Transport has spoken to him. On occasions, someone 
will be seen moving around and then activity is seen, on rare occasions, from the 
member for Cunningham. I recall this sort of debate. The honourable member knows 
the way things lined up in the party-room. 
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I recaU quite clearly saying the Liquor Act should be treated in the same way as 
the electoral boundaries. It was claimed that country areas had large, vigorous bowls 
and golf clubs that took away all the trade from the hotels in the country towns. We 
said that the problem was different in the city and asked why did not the National Party 
do the same as it did with boundaries, that is, draw a Une around the urban areas, so 
that we could have one set of mles and it would have another, because the situation 
was different. We were told, "Oh, no, you can't do that. That is distinguishing between 
the country and the towns." That was the argument advanced by the honourable member 
for Cunningham aî d his colleagues. The honourable member knows dam weU that we 
are absolutely consistent. 

Because Liberal Attorneys-General were defeated time after time, the matter would 
come forward, and the country members would ask, "What about the country towns? 
What about the country pubs?" We said, "Distinguish." We were then told, "You cannot 
do that, because that is distinguishing between urban and country areas." When it suits 
the Govemment,! it does that. 

When it suits the Minister for Transport, he whispers to the member for Cunningham 
to say the sort of things that he would like to say if he had the guts, and up gets the 
member for Cunningham. 

Mr HARPER: Without wishing to be in any way offensive to the honourable 
member for Nundah, I raise the point that the honourable member for Cunningham 
raised. In this Chamber, two members of the Liberal Party here tonight have had the 
opportunity to introduce amendments to the Liquor Act, including the right for bowls 
and golf clubs to sell limited or unlimited quantities of packaged liquor. They did not 
do so, and they have not introduced amendments of the type contained in this Bill. I 
think that speaks for itself 

As I said earlier, the fact of the matter relates to a question of balance. It is 
undeniable that golf and bowls clubs were never intended to be liquor outlets for the 
general public. They were never intended to be liquor outlets in competition with the 
traditional hotel liquor outlets. 

The Govemment does not mn away from the fact that it beUeves that the traditional 
outlets for take-away liquor supplies are hotels. It will not mn into the supermarket 
situation. 

Golf and bowls clubs in Queensland know that they enjoy benefits and privileges 
that football clubs do not enjoy, and the honourable member for Nundah knows that 
perfectly well. 

Opposition Members interjected. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr Booth): Order! On several occasions tonight, 
I have called for order to allow Opposition members to make their points. The Minister 
is trying to make a fine point, and it is only fair that he should be allowed to do so. 

Mr HARPER: In addition to the privileges that golf and bowls clubs presently 
have, the amendments to the Liquor Act proposed in this BUI give them further privileges. 
I ask Opposition members to deny that. 

Opposition Members interjected. 

Mr HARPER: Opposition members want to know what some of the privileges are. 
Let us forget the Liquor Act under which golf and bowls clubs have privileges 

Mr Davis interjected. 

Mr HARPER: It is a pity that the Leader of the Opposition is not present, because, 
like me, he has some knowledge of bowls clubs. I know what the privileges are, as 
should former Attorneys-General in the Liberal Party. 



2492 19 November 1985 Liquor Act and Other Acts Amendment Bill 

Let US forget the Liquor Act and look at some of the other privileges that golf and 
bowls clubs enjoy. They are given special concessions. What hotel has the ability to 
obtain a sporting grant to help with its capital improvements? Opposition members do 
not know anything about that. 

I repeat that any rationally minded person must acknowledge that making amend
ments to the Liquor Act is a question of balance. Although there is sympathy within 
the Govemment for the proposition that the Opposition is putting forward, on balance, 
at present, it is not acceptable. 

Mr HAMILL: A very interesting debate has ensued about the important matter of 
the respective rights and privileges of clubs in Queensland. It would seem that the 
balance of the argument is overwhelmingly in favour of lifting the prohibition on the 
taking of bottled liquor from golf and bowls clubs. 

It is interesting to note that the Minister for Justice and Attomey-General, who is 
the Minister responsible for the administration of the Liquor Act, failed to tell us the 
privileges that those clubs enjoy. He told us that golf and bowls clubs have the privilege 
of being eligible for grants for capital works and so on and that hotels cannot receive 
such grants. That is right. Most members in this Chamber would have realised that 
most sporting clubs are eligible for those sorts of grants. But members of football clubs 
do not enjoy the same rights and privileges that accme to members of golf and bowls 
clubs. 

Mr Milliner: It is also very dangerous playing golf in hotels. 

Mr HAMILL: I am sure that that would be the case. 
The member for Caims rightly pointed out that the particular privilege that accmes 

to members of golf and bowls clubs is that they can play golf and bowls at those clubs, 
and I did not hear the Minister raise any objection to that. If we consider the legislation 
in its entirety, maybe we will find that a great privilege is extended to those clubs. 

It appears that section 78 of the principal Act does not apply to clubs so, by reason 
of a clause that has already been debated, thieves, dmg-dealers, sexual perverts, deviants 
and child-molesters can be served at those clubs. If that is a special privilege, I would 
be pleased if the Minister were to pursue that course of action a Uttle further and show 
to all and sundry his ineptitude in managing his portfolio. The Govemment is indulging 
in unreasonable stonewalling in relation to the rights of bowls clubs and golf clubs. The 
Committee is not discussing some sort of stmcture; it is talking about individual 
Queenslanders who, in association, support golf clubs and bowls clubs. 

The Minister has even said that, although the arguments were sound and although 
no logical reason could be put forward to oppose the proposal, the time was not quite 
right to introduce it. Maybe the reason for that has some sort of political significance. 
Perhaps it is a donation or lobbying by one particular group that ties the Govemment's 
hands and prevents members of a golf club or a bowls club from taking away bottled 
beer. If that is the case, the members of those clubs have a right to know. If that is not 
the case, the members of those clubs have the right to be treated in the same manner 
as members of any other sporting club in the community. 

Sir WILLIAM KNOX: I feel moved to reply to some of the Minister's remarks. 
He said earlier that this was forward, reforming legislation, and the Liberal Party agrees 
with that. I compliment the Minister on his handling of this legislation because it is not 
easy legislation to deal with in this place, in public arenas, in the party room or in 
Cabinet. It is difficult legislation to manage and the amendments have the support of 
the Liberal Party because they are worth while. 

I was pleased to hear the Minister say that this Bill represents only the beginning 
of the reforms that he has in mind. Presumably, judging by his last remark, the question 
of golf clubs and bowls clubs being licensed to permit their members to take liquor away 
from those clubs is very much in his mind. Although he is sympathetic to the cause, he 
is not prepared to introduce the proposal at this time. I said earlier that I understood 
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his predicament and I sympathise with him, but that does not stop me from stating the 
position. 

Mr Hamill: Why is he in a predicament? 

Sir WILLIAM KNOX: The honourable member for Ipswich will know the Minister's 
predicament when the vote is taken on the amendment that has been moved by the 
member for Salisbury. Many honourable members will wish that they did not have to 
vote because they have promised the golf clubs and bowls clubs in their electorates that 
the legislation would be amended to enable their members to take bottles home with 
them. Some honourable members will be embarrassed, but they do not need to be 
embarrassed because I am quite sure that, in his heart, the Minister knows that, ultimately, 
the legislation will be amended in this respect. I hope that that occurs in his time as 
Minister for Justice and Attomey-General and that he does not get the sack before he 
achieves that worthwhile reform. I wish him well in that matter, too. 

The Minister attacked the Liberal Party for not proposing the amendment, but it 
was known that an amendment would be moved and that the Liberal Party would 
support it. There is no particular merit in initiating an amendment in Committee. The 
amendment that has been moved places a limit on the number of bottles that can be 
taken home, which is in contrast to football clubs and other sporting clubs that do not 
have a limit applied to them. The United Service Club and the other gentlemen's clubs 
in the city have open slather. Their members can take home as many bottles as they 
like. In fact, they can ring up and have them home-delivered, without additional charge. 
At the RSL clubs and all the general sporting clubs, it is open slather on the quantity 
of liquor that can be taken home. The amendment before the Committee at the moment 
proposes to enable the Licensing Commission to limit the quantity of liquor that can 
be taken home from golf clubs and bowling clubs. 

I point out that, generally, the hotels have come to accept that that is a very tolerable 
level that can be accepted. Nobody has ever suggested the open-slather sale of take-away 
liquor from bowls clubs or golf clubs. Certainly the members should be allowed to take 
home a reasonable amount. Most of them are of an age and style that they can take 
only a couple of bottles in their bowls bags, anyway. 

I am very familiar with this problem. I am a member of a bowls club. I am a 
member of a football club. I have been chairman of a football club for more than 12 
years. I know the difficulties that are involved. The amount of money these clubs would 
make out of the sale of bottled liquor would be miniscule. They have to lose only one 
bottle out of every dozen, and that is the end of their profit. If one bottle is stolen, 
broken or in some other way disappears, that is the end of their profit. So it does not 
take very much to lose the profit in handling small quantities of bottles. That is all that 
would be involved in these clubs. 

I accept that there may well be a problem in the country. If that is the case, certainly 
this benefit should be given to the clubs on the Gold Coast and the Sunshine Coast, in 
Brisbane and in the big provincial cities of this State. If it is possible for ethnic clubs 
in some of the provincial cities to be able to sell unlimited quantities of bottled liquor, 
why not the bowls clubs and the golf clubs? If it is possible for the cricket clubs, of 
which there are many in provincial cities, to be able to sell bottled liquor to their 
members, as is presently the case, why not the bowls clubs and the golf clubs? 

As I said earlier, it is quite absurd and an anachronism. Not for one moment is 
anybody suggesting there should be open-slather sales. If these reforms are not accepted 
tonight, I hope at some future time it will be this Minister who introduces the reform 
to allow the sale of bottled liquor to the gentlemen and lady members of golf clubs and 
bowls clubs. 

The Minister made the point about privileges to these clubs. I might say that bowls 
clubs receive funds to assist them in sporting activities, as do golf clubs and football 
clubs. These clubs all receive funds from the Govemment to assist with the provision 
of facilities. So no club is better off or worse off in that way. 
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In fact, if anything, most of the bowls clubs are happy to close after a certain time, 
even if their members want to take bottles away, because the sheer cost of providing 
those services becomes exorbitant. 

Mr HARPER: In contrast to the thoughtful contribution of the leader of the Liberal 
Party, members of the Opposition seemed to find a great deal of jocularity in the 
suggestion that golf clubs and bowls clubs enjoy privileges that are not enjoyed by other 
clubs and certainly are not enjoyed by hotels, tavems and the traditional liquor outlets. 
If the honourable members of the Opposition are not aware of the many privileges 
enjoyed by golf clubs and bowls clubs, could I suggest to them that any one of those 
golf clubs or bowls clubs, provided it can meet the requirements of the Liquor Act and 
the requirements of the Licensing Commission in regard to the number of members and 
in regard to premises, is quite capable of taking out a normal registered club licence. 
Once it does that, it will be able to sell all the take-away liquor that any normally 
registered club can sell. 

What the members of the Opposition fail to understand is the simple fact of the 
matter that bowls clubs and golf clubs do enjoy privileges. That is the very reason they 
are very jealous of their status and have no desire—in the majority of cases they have 
no abUity—to take out a normal registered club licence. So I get back to that fundamental 
point of balance in amendments to the Liquor Act. 

Question—That the words proposed to be inserted in clause 24 (Mr Goss's amend
ment) be so inserted—put; and the Committee divided— 

AYES, 
Braddy 
Bums 
Campbell 
Casey 
Comben 
D'Arcy 
De Lacy 
Eaton 
Fouras 
Gibbs, R. J. 
Goss 
Hamill 
Hartwig 
Innes 
Knox 
Kruger 
Lee 
Lickiss 
Mackenroth 
McElligott 
Milliner 
Palaszczuk 

37 
Prest 
Price 
Scott 
Shaw 
Smith 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Veivers 
Warburton 
Wamer, A. M. 
White 
Wilson 
Yewdale 

Tellers: 
Davis 
Gygar 

NOES, 
Ahem 
Alison 
Austin 
Bailey 
Bjelke-Petersen 
Borbidge 
Cahill 
Chapman 
Clauson 
Cooper 
Elliott 
FitzGerald 
Gibbs, I. J. 
Glasson 
Gunn 
Harper 
Harvey 
Henderson 
Hinze 
Jennings 
Katter 
Lane 

41 
Lester 
Lingard 
Littleproud 
McKechnie 
McPhie 
Menzel 
Miller 
Muntz 
Newton 
Randell 
Row 
Simpson 
Stephan 
Stoneman 
Tenni 
Tumer 
Wharton 

Tellers: 
Kaus 
Neal 

Resolved in the negative. 

Clause 24, as read, agreed to. 

Clauses 25 to 36, as read, agreed to. 

Clause 37—New s. 164L and heading— 

Mr SCOTT (10.45 p.m.): I direct to the Minister a question that I posed eariier. I 
refer to legislation that applies in the area of my electorate—the Community Services 
(Torres Strait) Act and the Community Services (Aborigines) Act—and provides for the 
supply of beer in areas under the control of the Aboriginal and Islanders Council, with 
the under secretary's approval first having been obtained, because those areas are able 
to get a canteen. However, when I examined the legislation presented by the Minister, 
I found that it says that people in Aboriginal and Islander communities shall apply for 
a wet canteen licence. I simply wish to know which piece of legislation will prevail, and 
whether any conflict is perceived by the Minister. 
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Mr HARPER: I am pleased to answer the question posed by the honourable member 
for Cook. I draw the attention of the honourable member to clauses 39 and 40. Clause 
39 provides for amendment of Act No. 51 of 1984, as follows— 

"(1) The Community Services (Aborigines) Act 1984 is amended by— 
(a) repealing section 76;". 

Clause 40 provides for amendment of Act No. 52 of 1984, as follows— 
"(1) The Community Services (Torres Strait) Act 1984 is amended by— 

(a) repeaUng sections 74 and 75;". 

Clause 37, as read, agreed to. 

Clauses 38 to 40, as read, agreed to. 

Bill reported, without amendment. 

Third Reading 
Bill, on motion of Mr Harper, by leave, read a third time. 

FINANCIAL ADMINISTRATION AND AUDIT ACT AMENDMENT BILL 

Second Reading—Resumption of Debate 
Debate resumed from 17 October (see p. 2190) on Mr Gunn's motion— 

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

Mr BURNS (Lytton) (10.48 p.m.): A Financial Administration and Audit Act goes 
only part of the way to solving the problem of accountability in the public sector. These 
proposed amendments, which extend the Act to cover statutory authorities, go a necessary 
step further. It is essential to say again that Queensland lacks accountability because it 
lacks a public accounts committee and lacks program budgeting. 

There are four essential requirements for good govemment and sound pmdent 
financial management of taxpayer' moneys. Those essential ingredients are— 

(1) A public accounts committee, or what is more appropriately described as a 
public accountability committee. 

(2) Uniform accounting and reporting procedures for the State's statutory 
authorities. 

(3) Program budgeting. 
(4) A Financial Administration and Audit Act. 

Queensland has only the last of those, and is now moving towards implementing the 
second of those requirements. 

It is amusing to read on page two of the Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting 
the Treasurer's second-reading speech the three fundamental principles of the Act. Firstly, 
it claims that the Executive is accountable to Parliament for its use of public moneys. 
That is laughable. 

The Executive defines the mles and regulations under which departmental accounts 
are maintained. It confines the Auditor-General's role to ensuring compliance with those 
mles and regulations, and it restricts parliamentary debate on accountability by refusing 
to agree to any parliamentary committee that would have any investigatory powers. In 
fact, the Executive is saying or the Govemment is saying, "Tmst us and believe everything 
we tell you." 

Secondly, it is claimed that the administration reports to Parliament annually to 
give an accounting for public moneys. That is tme. What is not said is that the reporting 
is limited, and, again. Parliament has not got the right, as every other Parliament has, 
to look behind the accounts and see what is actually going on. 
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Thirdly, it is claimed that the Auditor-General, being independent of both the 
Executive and the administration, reports to Parliament on the Govemment's financial 
affairs. That is tme. But, as I said before, the Auditor-General is restricted in his role. 
His role is narrowly confined to whether the provisions of the Financial Administration 
and Audit Act are complied with. He is not empowered to have an independent 
investigatory role outside the provisions of that Act: so the Auditor-General is hamstmng, 
to a large degree. 

Parliament, as everybody knows, is not allowed to investigate, it is not aUowed to 
probe, and it is not allowed to question. For example, last year the State Electricity 
Commision lost $49m on foreign exchange transactions and its interest bill has soared 
to $400m. All that money comes out of the pockets of tax-payers and consumers; up go 
electricity prices without explanation and there is little that this ParUament can do about 
it. A public accounts committee could call the commissioner and officials before it to 
give an explanation for those increases; but, of course, Queensland does not have such 
a committee. The Queensland Parliament is confined to the role played by the three 
wise monkeys: hear no evil, see no evil, speak no evil. 

These amendments, essential as they are, do nothing to adequately extend good 
govemment and financial administration in this State. In the long mn, everything that 
the Govemment spends on the services it provides for the public is provided by the 
public. 

The money for the payments comes in three ways. The prime way is taxation. The 
next major source is in charges for the services rendered; and the third is borrowing. 

All sources of finance are ultimately provided by the tax-paying public and the 
public as consumers. We are all members of the public. We all want to ensure that we 
get value for our taxes and the other charges, such as electricity charges, that we pay. 

When we speak of value and efficiency and effectiveness, we are still speaking in 
terms of money, because although matters of efficiency may be involved, which involve 
different measures or definitions of efficiency, in the majority of situations efficiency 
relates to financial efficiency and is thought of as value for money. So Parliament is 
searching, or should be searching, for value for money. But the Queensland Parliament 
is not permitted to carry out that role. 

Queenslanders are told that the Executive, that is, the Govemment, is the only 
body that is permitted to set down these guide-lines. The Auditor-General is employed 
to ensure that the Government's guide-lines are met. But the Parliament itself in 
Queensland is precluded from the continual search to ensure that value for money is 
gained; from helping to indentify needs; from offering advice to the Govemment; and 
from ensuring that the Govemment and the administration meet the needs of the people 
of Queensland. 

Accountability, not accounting, is the real essence of what is needed in Queensland. 
Most Govemments in Australia and round the world faced up to that requirement years 
ago. Queensland has yet to do so. Accountability is not something that has been dreamt 
up by the Opposition to attack the Premier and Treasurer and the Queensland Govemment. 

Accountability under the Westminster system, even though the Westminster system 
has little relevance for Queensland, has a very long history. In 1348—as some of the 
older National Party members will recall—the English Pariiament was exercising an 
appropriation power, on that occasion, providing money to be spent specifically on 
defence against the Scots. However, the English Parliament found that it was one thing 
to say that money should be spent as specifically directed, but that it was quite another 
matter to prevent its use for other purposes. 

By 1340 there were demands for the production of the royal accounts, and in 1406 
the House of Commons found it necessary to appoint auditors. 

The fact that the king could allow long periods to elapse without calling Parliament 
together also caused problems. It was from those problems that the principal of annual 
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appropriations evolved; to force the king to assemble Parliament and give it a chance 
to call him to account at least once a year. 

Members will no doubt recognise an analogy between the sessions of the English 
Parliament and those of the Queensland Parliament. The long periods between sessions 
of the Queensland Parliament conform closely to the infrequent sittings of the medieval 
Parliaments. 

About 400 years after the first great charter—the Magna Carta—the House of 
Commons, under the leadership of Oliver Cromwell, again tried to bring the king to 
greater public accountabilty to Parliament. The king resisted, and he lost his head. 

The Queensland Parliament is stiU trying to gain the powers gained by other 
Parliaments centuries ago. It is a pity that it cannot take the Cromwell option of 
parliamentary control and do away with the Premier in a similar fashion. I am sure 
that a public hanging outside Parliament House in the name of parliamentary democracy 
and parliamentary accountability would be well received by the great majority of 
Queenslanders. 

Today, Parliament needs to regain control of Govemment administration. The 
heads of departments and statutory authorities have for decades quitely taken away a 
lot of the real control that should be exercised by the Govemment and the Parliament. 
However, Parliament's action is complicated by its being too large to conduct an effective 
debate and close examination of economic and accountability issues. Debates are often 
resolved along party lines, and that does not necessarily produce the most efficient 
solutions. 

If there is to be an examination of accounting and accountability, and real progress 
in calling managers to account, the attention of parliamentary committees such as a 
public accounts committee is required. 

On the subject of a public accounts committee—the first point is that each State, 
except Queensland, has one. The Queensland Parliament has been gelded. 

The Premier has stated that he does not see the need to have, or the value in 
having, a parliamentary accounts committee, which would review the accountability and 
performance of the Government. 

We are told that we have an Auditor-General and that every member of Parliament 
is also an Auditor-General. I well remember that statement being made by the Premier. 
If I am supposed to be an Auditor-General, as the Premier claims, I should like to have 
a look at the books. I am sure that the Auditor-General is allowed to have a look at 
the books. Why cannot we have a look at the books? 

The United Kingdom has recently given the Auditor-General and the Public Accounts 
Commission wider powers to conduct more effective accountability reviews. As weU as 
the United Kingdom, Canada and the United States of America have recently reviewed 
the accountability process. In each case it was agreed that there was a need to move on 
from compliance or regulatory auditing to a comprehensive type of audit review, which 
would assist the Parliament in its pursuit of accountability and the Govemment in its 
real control and operations. 

Parliamentary public accounts committees in other parts of Australia have operated 
for many years with a high level of bipartisan support. The Commonwealth, New South 
Wales, Victoria and other States have utilised public accountability committees to improve 
Government administration. All public accounts committees have proved to be of very 
high value to the process of Govemment. More importantly, a committee of the 
Parliament is in a unique position to review and suggest solutions in a way that neither 
a Govemment nor a bureacracy can do. 

Public accounts committees and Auditors-General have complementary tasks. The 
Auditor-General can and should be able to ensure that Parliament and the Govemment 
are provided with reliable financial information and comments and can see that financial 
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and administrative guide-lines are adhered to. Public accounts committees can then pick 
up on those clues and concentrate on the areas needing further attention. 

Parallel with the new interest in accountability, accounting processes have been 
developed to produce more relevant information. Program-budgeting and accounting 
serve this purpose. It is basic to modem financial management of the public sector that 
the Budget should be reported to Parliament on a program basis. The goals for each 
program should be clearly stated and performance should be assessed and evaluated 
regularly. 

In spite of recommendations from the previous Auditor-General for the introduction 
of program-budgeting, Queensland adheres to an archaic line-item stmcture that prevents 
easy identification of departmental programs. One reason why departments are not 
enthusiastic about changing over to program-budgeting is that the traditional line-item 
Budgets and accounts are easy to prepare, are easy for financial controls, easy for 
maintenance, easy for auditors and easy to hide the facts. By contrast, program-budgeting 
and accounting are initially difficult to establish, to control, to account for and to audit. 

That was the situation back in the late 1960s and early 1970s when program-
budgeting was being formulated. Now, with greater computerisation, program-budgeting 
can offer the best of both worlds, that is good accounting and auditing and good economic 
decisions based on the most efficient allocation of resources according to publicly felt 
priorities. Program-budgeting has permitted changes in the last few years which are not 
possible under the traditional line-item method of accounting. 

In Canada, there has been a major move into program evaluation using a 
comprehensive audit approach. Such an approach is not possible in Queensland because 
the Govemment refuses to contemplate program-budgeting. Traditionally, the Canadian 
Auditor-General's Office examined departmental performance and expenditure control 
by focusing on isolated examples of improprieties discovered through field audits of 
individual transactions. 

That is exactly what happens in Queensland. All we get from the Auditor-General's 
office is some examination of departmental performances, with some focus on isolated 
examples of improprieties. He does not find them all. In Canada, comprehensive system-
based audits are now possible. 

The success of the Canadians encouraged the United States General Accounting 
Office to pursue its own management review and its value-for-money audits. Unlike our 
own Auditor-General, the United States General Accounting Office can determine its 
own work plans and investigate anything of interest. Why cannot our Auditor-General 
do that? Why cannot he determine to investigate some matter of great public interest? 

The United Kingdom has seen the benefit of this wide-ranging approach and, in 
1983, the National Audit Act was passed. The Act links together a controller and Auditor-
General, a public accounts commission of the Parliament and a national audit office. 
The purpose is to promote economy, efficiency and effectiveness in the use of public 
money by Govemment departments and statutory authorities. 

So, in other words, Canada, the United States and Great Britain have all seen and 
recognised the benefit of combining the respective talents of a public accounts committee, 
an Auditor-General and an audit office or accounting office attached to the Govemment 
itself 

Queensland has adopted a different approach by laying on the accountable officers 
responsibility for effective control. Accountable officers are required to review the 
effectiveness of their operations and the Auditor-General is required to review the 
compliance by accountable officers with their responsibilities. As a result, Queensland 
has an extremely limited form of public accountability and auditing. Queensland has 
opted for financial compliance and regulatory auditing rather than for the much more 
comprehensive auditing approach of the Canadian, United States, United Kingdom and 
some other Australian State Govemments, most notably New South Wales and Victoria. 
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Mere knowledge that the book-keeping was in accordance with the mles is no help 
in ensuring that there has been the best use of resources and that objectives are being 
achieved. Under the Financial Administration and Audit Act, the Auditor-General checks 
only to see that the books are OK. 

Comprehensive auditing looks to provide reports that direct attention to problem 
areas and to actual or potential failures. Comprehensive auditing can be done only when 
the Auditor-General's office and a public accounts committee work in tandem. This is 
not contradiction or curtailment of the Auditor-General's powers. In fact, it is giving 
him more powers. 

The Auditor-General should be a servant of the Parliament, not of the Govemment. 
As such, any suggestion of the Auditor-General could be followed up by the Parliament. 
Unfortunately, in Queensland, although the Auditor-General theoretically is a servant 
of the Parliament, in practice he is more effectively a servant or a slave of the Govemment. 

The Auditor-General who becomes subject to control and direction by a Govemment 
mns the risk of being neutralised. It remains to be seen whether the new Auditor-General 
is to be independent-minded. His comments on the Hinze race box at the Doomben 
racecourse does not give me much hope that he will stand up and be counted. Quite 
tmthfuUy, his report on that matter leaves much to be desired. 

Honourable members will recall the embarrassment caused to the former Minister 
for Primary Industries when the Peanut Marketing Board faced financial collapse. Three 
weeks prior to the near collapse of that board, the Auditor-General's report was tabled 
in this Parliament giving the board a clean bill of health. It was very apparent that the 
Auditor-General and the then Minister for Primary Industries had no idea of the parlous 
state of the board's finances. It was only when the board could not pay some of its bills 
that the problems became public knowledge. 

A more recent example was the deficiency of more than $ 100,000 in the accounts 
of the Queensland Dairymen's Organisation. That deficiency was discovered not by the 
Auditor-General but apparently by accident. Apparently the usual audit of the accounts 
of the Queensland Dairymen's Organisation did not pick up the deficiency. That is not 
a criticism of the Auditor-General or his department. He has very limited resources and 
it is impossible for him to scmtinise adequately all the accounts of Govemment 
departments and now all the accounts of statutory authorities. The task is too gigantic. 

I would like to think that the Auditor-General might explain to us why many small 
businesses in the community cannot get the Govemment to pay its accounts on time. 
People who submitted accounts before the end of last year have not been paid yet. Some 
people wait the 30, 60 or 90 days, but they seem to get the same answer from the Works 
Department and other departments, which say that they cannot afford to pay the accounts. 
Yet the Govemment talks about being on the side of small business. It is sending some 
of the poor men in those businesses broke. 

Queensland's insistence on relying solely on the Auditor-General is inadequate, and 
problems such as those faced by the Peanut Marketing Board and the Queensland 
Dairymen's Organisation will always crop up. The Auditor-General can only certify that 
the requirements of the Financial Administration and Audit Act have been met. He 
cannot refuse to certify the accounts if he believes that the procedures are inadequate. 
He cannot comment on whether the requirements are adequate or whether they fulfil 
any real purpose. He cannot question the propriety of expenditure as long as the necessary 
accounting requirements have been met. 

Only a public accounts committee has the power to mount a full investigation of 
such matters. Bureaucratic inertia is a common result of the absence of adequate 
parliamentary scmtiny. It is unlikely to be combated by Ministers. Can anyone imagine 
the Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting the Treasurer going into the Treasury as the 
new Minister and saying to the under treasurer that such and such administrative 
procedure or Treasury policy was inadequate and needed to be reformed? It is more 
likely that the Minister would be brought quickly under departmental control along the 
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lines of the British television program Yes, Minister. When Ministers are fed information 
and are told by boards and bureaucrats only what they believe the Minister should be 
told, and when the Auditor-General is constrained by the provisions of this Act, the 
only body capable of effectively scmtinising activities is a public accounts committee. 

Statutory authorities in Queensland cost more than $4,000m a year to mn and they 
employ 50 000 people, but this Parliament is prevented from investigating them. This 
Parliament is prevented from making sure that the people of Queensland get value for 
money from those statutory authorities. The Auditor-General does not have the power 
or the resources to oversee Queensland's quangos adequately. Examples of financial 
impropriety attest to that. 

This extension of the Financial Administration and Audit Act to cover statutory 
authorities will go some way towards rectifying the problem, but there is stiU a long 
way to go. It is only by following the proven example of Canada, the United States of 
America, the United Kingdom and other Australian States, which have come to the 
conclusion that the only way to control statutory authorities adequately and to get value 
for money is to co-ordinate with various accountability processes of the Auditor-General 
and combine them with a public accounts committee, that we will have proof that 
Queensland's statutory authorities are efficient. 

The Parliament will have no idea whether goals and purposes are being met and it 
will have no idea whether Queensland is getting value for money, and, as has been 
shown recently, the Parliament will have no real idea whether it can even tmst the 
accounts. 

This Bill has taken only five years to come before this place, and I would like to 
thank the New South Wales Public Accounts Committee largely for getting it here. 
Despite the Premier's denial of the valiie of public accounts committees, it was two 
persons from the Premier's Department who travelled to New South Wales to talk to 
the Public Accounts Committee and bring back the report on the accounting and 
reporting requirements for statutory authorities that now forms the basis of this legislation. 

It is ironic that this legislation is based on a report published by the New South 
Wales Public Accounts Committee when Queensland cannot have such a body itself 

Mr ALISON (Maryborough) (11.6 p.m.): This BiU takes the principle of the Act 
beyond Govemment departments to include statutory bodies within its operation. The 
Act incorporates three fundamental principles, namely, that the Executive is accountable 
to Parliament for its use of public moneys, the administration reports to Parliament 
annually to give an accounting for public moneys, and the Auditor-General, being 
independent of the Executive and administration, reports to Parliament on whether or 
not the financial statements presented to Parliament give a tme and fair view of the 
Govemment's financial affairs. 

The amendments proposed in this Bill will preserve and strengthen these principles. 
For the purposes of these amendments, a statutory body has been defined as being a 
body or association of persons whether corporate or unincorporate constituted by or 
under an Act being a body or association that has control of funds and any of whose 
members is appointed by an Act or by a proclamation or some similar device or is 
appointed or is confirmed in his appointment by the Govemor in Council or a Minister 
of the Crown. 

The basic accountability requirements on statutory bodies are such that each statutory 
body will be required to prepare and certify proper financial statements within two 
months of the close of each financial year to ensure that timely information is available 
of the year's financial operations for each body. Statutory bodies will be required to 
prepare and fumish to the Minister within four months of the close of each financial 
year an annual report on operations. The report will contain a copy of the audited and 
certified financial statements, and these reports will then be tabled in the Legislative 
Assembly. 
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The Financial Administration and Audit Act, which came into effect from 1 July 
1978, was pioneer legislation in Australia and has become the standard by which other 
similar legislation is judged and, in many cases, formulated. Prior to the Financial 
Administration and Audit Act, the Audit Act 1874-1968 was the Act that laid down 
guide-lines for the accounting and financial recording of Govemment finances in the 
State. The Audit Act was very much out of date and had become quite unwieldy in 
some respects, and it was necessary to completely redraft the legislation goveming the 
control, responsibility and accountability of Govemment finances in Queensland. 

The objects of the principal Act, as stated in its long title, are to consolidate and 
amend the law relating to financial administration, the management, control, collection 
and expenditure of public moneys and other moneys, the investment of public moneys, 
the accounting for public moneys and other moneys, public property and other property, 
the audit of the public accounts, departmental accounts and certain other accounts and 
for purposes incidental thereto. 

From time to time, the matter of a public accounts committee raises its head in 
this House as being the be-all and end-all for Govemment accounting, responsibility 
and accountability. The honourable member for Lytton (Mr Bums) mentioned this quite 
volubly and at length. 

Mr Borbidge: He is like a broken-down record. 

Mr ALISON: Yes, and he had a prepared brief I am not too sure that he knew 
what he was saying. Nevertheless, he did refer to a public accounts committee. Let us 
have a look at some pertinent facts in relation to the Federal public accounts committee. 

Mr Burns: Are you against public accounts committees? 

Mr ALISON: Just Usten to this. 

Mr Burns: You are against them; that is all I wanted to know. 

Mr ALISON: A public accounts committee is supposed to be the be-all and end-
all and provide 100 per cent accountabUity of all the public finances. 

Mr Borbidge: They have Senator Georges mnning it. 

Mr ALISON: Yes, I was coming to that. Senator Georges is chairman. That really 
gives me confidence in the public accounts committee. Senator Georges is well known 
for sitting in the gutter and stirring up trouble in this State. He is a Queensland senator, 
but one would not know it. 

Mr Borbidge: He would be able to audit the gaols. 

Mr ALISON: Yes. He would have a much better idea of what the inside of gaols 
look like. 

Apparently the Federal Joint Committee of Public Accounts has a staff of 13 and 
three seconded officers. The committee itself is made up of 14 Federal parliamentarians. 
The chairman receives an allowance and is able to do some travelling, but I understand 
that the air fares are paid from normal avenues, so the cost of air fares and travelling 
of the members of the Federal Joint Committee of Public Accounts is unknown. 

Mr Borbidge: They get unlimited travel, anyway. 

Mr ALISON: Yes, they do. 

I do know, however, that staffing costs for the current year are estimated to be 
$440,000 and administrative costs are estimated to be $73,700, although they were 
$96,000 in 1983-84. I understand that the Federal election in late 1984 would have 
affected the number of times that the committee met for that year and, as a result, 
would have affected the administration costs. 

For the current year, administration and staffing costs will come to $513,700. The 
travelling expenses cannot be deduced but, quite obviously, they would be considerable. 
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Shifting 14 parliamentarians with goodness knows how many officers round Australia 
would cost a considerable amount. 

Mr Borbidge: Do you mean to say that the Federal committee does not make 
available to the public details of its own travelling expenses? 

Mr ALISON: That is a very interesting point that the honourable member raises. 
I was unable to discover the travelling expenses of the Federal committee. As the 
honourable member suggested, it might be a good exercise if it had a good look at its 
own records and tidied up its own accounting and accountability. 

The way the Federal committee travels, it is quite Ukely that its travelling expenses 
could be $200,000. That would be a very conservative estimate. For the current year, 
that will take the estimated costs for the Federal committee to $700,000. 

Apart from a lot of hot air, time spent at meetings and travelling round Australia, 
it would be very difficult to gauge any benefits that flow from that committee in spite 
of what the honourable member for Lytton (Mr Bums) told the House earlier. However, 
let me look at a few examples of what the Federal committee is not achieving and some 
of the scandals that have occurred and come to light in the press within the last 12 
months. I ask honourable members to bear in mind that these are only the ones that 
have come to light and that they were not found by the Federal committee or by the 
Federal Auditor-General. We will never know of the ones that have not hit the press. 
So much for the marvellous job that is done by a parliamentary pubUc accounts 
committee. 

In the winter edition of the magazine Facts is an article that contains a few examples 
of Federal Govemment waste. The first is a study by the University of Melboume that 
revealed that, last year, inefficiencies in the Taxation Department cost tax-payers $ 119m. 
The second is that the Commonwealth Auditor-General's Department spent more than 
$185,000 over four years to complete a report of a mere eight pages on the management 
of army tanks. That report failed to analyse the issue satisfactorily. That would be a 
scream if it was not tax-payers' money going down the plug hole. In 1983-84, the 
Department of Social Security paid money to 179 035 people who should not have 
received it. The cost to tax-payers was $63.7m. These figures exclude overpayments and 
fraud that have not been identified by the department. Why did not the Federal Joint 
Committee of Public Accounts get onto this? Why did it not get onto the slackness that 
is obvious in the Federal Department of Social Security? 

I now tum to the Australian Broadcasting Corporation which, in an effort to save 
$10m through reductions in staff numbers, in 1985-86 could have to spend $9.2m in 
various redundancy and redeployment arrangements. 

Let me tum my attention for a moment to the Aboriginal Development Commission, 
which is under the control of the Federal Govemment. Of course, that well known 
stirrer, Mr Charles Perkins, is the person in charge of the Federal Aboriginal Affairs 
Department which, more or less, has control over this commission—and I am sure it 
is less. Mr Perkins is quoted as telling yet another Federal committee—in Canberra they 
are very good at hatching committees—which was looking into the finances of the 
Aboriginal Development Commission that— 

"We have got what they call a moratorium on business enterprises for indi
viduals. Why we have done that is because we have got 460 business enterprises 
out at the moment and they are all going bad—or most of them are anyhow. We 
are having great difficulty with them." 

That provides something very fertile for a couple of hundred public accounts committees 
to get their teeth into. Why does not the Federal Joint Committee of Public Accounts 
look into that? Why does it not report to the people of Australia on the scandalous 
waste of money that is occurring in the Federal Department of Aboriginal Affairs? 

In a report in The Courier-Mail of 24 August this year, the Opposition Health 
spokesman in the Federal Parliament (Mr Porter) said that Medicare would cost the 
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Federal Govemment $3,61 Im this year, compared with an overall cost of $ 1,224m in 
1982-83 before the introduction of Medicare. Mr Porter went on— 

"Medicare has an insatiable appetite. Like a leech it is growing fat by sucking 
more and more money from the Australian taxpayer." 

I ask: What is the Federal parliamentary public accounts committee doing about this 
great monster? 

I will move on a little and examine another scandal affecting Federal Govemment 
funds or, perhaps I should say, tax-payers' funds under the control of the Federal 
Govemment. In The Australian on 1 June this year appears a report with the headline— 
this is a lulu—"How Manual got $242,000 for nothing". The article states— 

"A quietly spoken, Sydney waiter, Manual John Blanco, using 37 different 
names and bank accounts managed to swindle $242,000 in unemployment benefits 
from the Department of Social Security over a 30 month period." 

He is a very bright boy. It is a pity that he did not put his talents into something honest. 
What is the Federal public accounts committee doing if it is such a tremendous 

force, as the honourable member for Lytton tries to tell us, to protect tax-payers' funds? 

Mr Burns: What's it got to do with them? 

Mr ALISON: Did I hear the honourable member say that it has nothing to do 
with the public accounts committee? What is it there for? 

Mr Burns: That's a police job—to catch a bloke who is rorting the system. 

Mr ALISON: The honourable member has just shown his complete ignorance on 
public accounting. I suggest that, the next time he recieves a written brief, he gets 
someone to explain it to him first. 

Mr Burns: You can't even read the mbbish you have got there, let alone understand 
it. 

Mr ALISON: At least I wrote my own notes, which is more than the honourable 
member did. 

Mr BURNS: I rise to a point of order. I move— 
"That the honourable member's notes be tabled." 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Row): Order! The honourable member rose to a 
point of order. 

Mr BURNS: I move— 
"That the notes used by the honourable member for Maryborough be tabled." 

Mr ALISON: I am quite happy to table them when I have finished. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member for Maryborough has 
volunteered to table his notes. There is no call for the honourable member's motion to 
be proceeded with. 

Mr ALISON: I am sorry that the honourable member for Lytton was upset about 
that matter. 

Mr Borbidge: I wonder whether Mr Bums would table his notes? 

Mr Burns: I have handed them to the Hansard staff. 

Mr ALISON: What a pity. 
Then we have, of course, that very well known Juni Morosi, who organised members 

of her family—cop this—to obtain a grant of $133,000 from the Commonwealth 
Govemment for a commune in the Canberra suburb of Kambah, next door to Miss 
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Morosi. How convenient! Those were public funds. Even though the honourable member 
for Lytton might not understand it, I would think that the public accounts committee 
should examine that matter to wipe out fraudulent practices. Those funds were paid out 
under the Community Housing Expansion Project. Other bodies under the scheme that 
received funds during 1983-84 were the Householders of Meagre Eamings, which received 
$310,452—that is not bad for a house—the Meidelant community and a group caUed 
Peasants of Ainslie Collective Housing, which alone received the massive sum of $163,409. 

Mr Lee: Who discovered that? 

Mr ALISON: I do not know whether it was a smart joumalist who got onto the 
matter and blew it in the press 

Mr Lee: I think that it was the Auditor-General. 

Mr ALISON: It might have been the Auditor-General. If the honourable member 
says so, I accept his statement. It was certainly not the public accounts committee that 
got onto the matter. 

Let us tum back to the matter of Medicare. In an article in The Australian Financial 
Review of 18 March this year, it is stated that the Federal parliamentary public accounts 
committee, in an inquiry into medical fraud and overservicing last year, suggested moving 
the medical fraud investigation function from the Health Department to the Health 
Insurance Commission in the interest of greater efficiency. The report states— 

"The goals of their surveillance and investigations division are: to reduce within 
5 years to politically and administratively acceptable levels the incidence of Medicare 
fraud and excessive medical servicing by providers of health services." 

Mr Lee: Is that the doctor who bought that pink helicopter and Porsche for that 
wife of his? 

Mr ALISON: It could be. I really do not know. No names were mentioned. 
Of all the points I will make tonight, this is the most important. The public accounts 

committee is saying in effect that it is not out to try and stop all the loose practices of 
Medicare. All that it is trying to do is get it down to politically and administratively 
acceptable levels. That is a shocking indictment of the complete incompetence and 
ineffectiveness of the Federal committee. 

The report reveals that the Federal committee is interested not in completely 
stamping out or even stamping out to any great extent the medical fraud that is apparently 
going on under Medicare, but simply in bringing it down to a poUtically and administratively 
acceptable level, whatever that means. In other words, that public accounts committee 
does not give a damn about the rip-offs, as long as it can get the number down to a 
certain level. The report is shocking. It shows the ineffectiveness of the Federal committee. 

To put it another way, it could mean that, provided fraudulent doctors and anybody 
else involved in the rip-off do not make it too hot, it is politically and administratively 
acceptable. That should be quite unacceptable to any Govemment and, for that matter, 
to any parliamentary committee. However, apparently it is acceptable to the Federal 
committee. 

I tum to another shocking waste of tax-payers' funds by the Federal Govemment, 
which is supposed to be overseen by the Federal Joint Committee of Public Accounts. 
On 19 January this year, an article in The Courier-Mail reported that the Federal 
Govemment spent $7m to recover less than $900,000 lost as a result of Medicare fraud 
last financial year. Undoubtedly, that is a tremendous retum. For an outlay of $7m, the 
Govemment got back $900,000. 

The Medifraud clamp, which could be labelled setting a salmon to catch a sprat, 
has 200 public servants fishing for instances of fraud and overservicing. The Federal 
Health Department estimates that fraud and overservicing are costing tax-payers $123m 
a year. I suppose that that is politically and administratively acceptable, so it is nothing 
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to worry about. As long as fraud is kept down at a certain level, that is OK, and there 
is no need to worry about it. 

Eighteen prosecutions of doctors for medical fraud were completed, 12 of which 
were found proven by the courts. What a shocking admission of inefficiency and careless 
attitude! What is the Federal joint committee doing about that little rip-ofT? I do not 
know how any Govemment instmmentality, when it is specifically seeking to recover 
money obtained fraudulently, could justify spending more money than the amount of 
tax-payers' funds eventually recovered. 

The Federal committee is obviously doing a completely inadequate job and is a 
very poor substitute for legislation such as the Financial Administration and Audit Act 
in this State, which sets out the guide-Unes for proper financial administration, management 
control and collection and expenditure of public moneys. 

Mr Davis: That is propaganda mbbish. 

Mr ALISON: The honourable member for Brisbane Central should look through 
all the newspapers for the last 12 months and see what malpractices in the State 
Govemment he can come up with. None exist, and it is because of the Financial 
Administration and Audit Act. 

Opposition members continually sing the praises of a parliamentary public accounts 
committee. I believe that I have illustrated that a parliamentary public accounts committee 
is not a substitute for the legislation in force in this State to ensure a very high level of 
responsibility and accountability in Govemment finances. 

Whereupon the honourable member laid on the table the document referred to. 

Hon. Sir WILLIAM KNOX (Nundah) (11.23 p.m.): I have great pleasure in 
supporting the Bill. I believe that it is a complement to the work done prior to 1977 in 
introducing what is now proclaimed right throughout the nation as one of the most 
efficient methods of conducting the financial affairs of a State, that is, the Financial 
Administration and Audit Act. For 103 years, this State virtually worked under the Act 
of 1874, which served its purpose in times when the accounting of the State was less 
complicated and affairs were not nearly as widespread as they have become in recent 
years and will probably become. 

Before I comment on the legislation, I pay credit to the legislation previously passed 
and that is now being added to. I pay credit to the founder and author of the legislation, 
Sir Allan Sewell, who in fact worked on the preparation of the original legislation for 
some time. Eventually, it was his education of the Govemment of the day and ultimately 
the preparation of material for the Parliament that enabled this legislation to be put in 
place. The Act was passed by the Parliament in 1977 without any discord, and with the 
complete support of all parties. I suggest that these amendments should also be widely 
supported. 

The first major amendment provides for the extension of the authority of the 
Auditor-General over statutory bodies. It is difficult to identify what a statutory body 
is, even though the proposed amendments set out what the statutory bodies will be, as 
the honourable member who has just resumed his seat indicated. However, if one 
examines the list of statutory bodies that is published in the Govemment's register, it 
can be seen that there are 626 recognised statutory authorities. In addition, there are 
134 local authorities, 24 joint local authority boards, 14 Aboriginal councils, and 16 
Islander councils. On top of that, there are approximately 370 authorities constituted 
under various Acts which relate to primary industries. 

As I understand it, by the provisions that amend the original legislation, the Auditor-
General's authority or work-load will be extended not only to statutory authorities, but 
also to all of the associated committees of the statutory authorities. That can mean a 
vast number of bodies, and an enormous amount of work. I note that that fact was 
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admitted by the Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting the Treasurer (Mr Gunn) when 
he introduced the Bill. 

Those parts of the Bill that apply to statutory authorities will be proclaimed at a 
later date, as soon as the machinery is put in place to handle the enormous amount of 
additional work that will possibly arise throu^ the supervision of the accounts of the 
statutory bodies. Because some confusion has arisen in the past about who audits the 
accounts of those bodies, I think that is a very wise move. 

Many of the bodies to which I have referred have their own auditors, who are 
reputable people. I have no doubt that everything is in order in terms of the audits that 
have been carried out from time to time. However, it is appropriate that the officer who 
is responsible to this Parliament, the Auditor-General, should report to this Parliament 
on those statutory bodies, which are, of course, subordinate to the legislation that has 
been passed by this Parliament. Despite the fact that many of the bodies raise their own 
revenue by services and supervision they have provided, it is nevertheless tme that the 
audit involves examination of the use of public funds. 

Because public money is involved, a public reporting by the Auditor-General—an 
independent authority, answerable to this Parliament—is a step in the right direction 
and is most welcome. 

I sound a note of wamiiig that the difficulties associated with an audit will be 
substantial, because some of the statutory authorities are not properly geared to handle 
the manner in which the Auditor-General requires accounts to be kept. Difficulties will 
be encountered by a number of statutory authorities in meeting those requirements. 
Those statutory authorities will be obliged to overcome those difficulties because of the 
mles that have been laid down in the provisions of the original Act. By virtue of the 
extension of the authority of the Auditor-General to examination of the accounts of 
statutory authorities, those bodies will have to comply with the mles that apply to 
Govemment departments and other instrumentalities that come under the control or 
supervision of the Auditor-General at present. 

The other major amendment is more interesting, because the Minister will be 
empowered to give directions to individual statutory bodies, relative to the manner in 
which their accounts shall be kept, in a way similar to that in which the Treasurer's 
instmctions are now issued to respective departments. That is not spelt out in the 
legislation, but I presume that it will be regarded as an administrative function. The 
Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting the Treasurer might care to examine that aspect. 

Although the Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting the Treasurer would have the 
authority to give instmctions in a manner similar to that in which the Premier and 
Treasurer issues instmctions to his departments, I hope that consistency will not be lost 
in the framing of those instmctions. In other words, if the instmctions pertaining to a 
department are framed in a certain manner, I hope that statutory bodies that come 
under the control of that department's influence will be provided with instmctions that 
are consistent with the original Treasurer's instmctions. Otherwise further confusion wiU 
be caused. I have no doubt that that has been thought of and checked out, and I tmst 
that Ministers will seek Treasury's advice when they draw up those instmctions. If that 
is not done, conflicts of one sort or another will occur. Consistency in this area is vital; 
otherwise the reports that are made to Parliament will be confusing, and it will be 
difficult to make comparisons between the various authorities and how they are managing 
their affairs. 

One of the great advantages of having the Auditor-General report to Parliament is 
not so much the accounts and the listing of the accounts but the descriptive material 
that accompanies those accounts provided by the Auditor-General. Those descriptions 
are vitally important to members and help them to understand the purpose of the Act 
and the way in which the various authorities behave. This will be additional information 
provided to the Parliament that at present is missing. Members will welcome that, and 
I hope that the Auditor-General feels just as free in commenting on the accounts of the 
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Statutory authorities as he has been on the accounts of the various Govemment 
departments. 

I might say that a number of authorities are already supervised by the Auditor-
General, and they are reported on to this Parliament through the Auditor-General's 
report on the miscellaneous accounts. So a framework already exists for the supervision 
of a number of bodies that are generally called statutory authorities. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The member for Caboolture will retum to his correct seat. 

Sir WILLIAM KNOX: There are some problems on the Govemment side. Gov
emment members must be worrying about who will and who wiU not get into Cabinet. 

A Government Member: Don't you worry about it. 

Sir WILLIAM KNOX: Let me assure the honourable member that I am not worried 
about it in the least. 

A departure has been introduced that I think is desirable; nevertheless, there will 
be problems associated with it. 

Another point that should be brought to the attention of the House—it has not 
been mentioned by the other speakers in the debate—is that the arrangement of the 
Votes that at the moment allows for the transfer of funds from one Vote to another will 
be broadened considerably to allow funds to be transferred on a much wider scale. I do 
not know that that has been understood clearly; but, of course, it means that although 
the Parliament approves through the Budget the amounts for the various departments, 
a degree of flexibility that does not exist at the moment wiU be introduced into the 
system. Knowing from my own knowledge that that requires the authority of the Under 
Treasurer, and is also submitted to Cabinet and the Govemor in Council, I presume 
that the new requirements will be subject to the same sort of procedures as now exist 
for the transfer of Votes. That will give a great deal of flexibility to Ministers and to 
the Cabinet in rearranging funds after they have been approved by the Parliament. It is 
tme that that will be covered ultimately by the report to the Parliament on the Financial 
Statement that is made each year as to the fate of those funds. Unless, of course. 
Ministers talk about it because of some public interest, members are not likely to know 
about those transfers until they are reported to Parliament. 

These changes have occurred because of the experience that has been gained under 
this Act over the past seven years. This State is very fortunate to have this legislation. 
It has been the model that other States have followed in a number of cases, and 
Govemments right round Australia have complimented the Queensland Govemment 
on its provisions. Queensland is very fortunate indeed to have such efficient legislation 
that has been the foremnner of similar legislation round Australia. 

I point out to the honourable member for Maryborough that the matters he raised 
about a public accounts committee are really quite irrelevant to the responsibilities of 
the Auditor-General. The Auditor-General pointed out in his reports on several occasions 
that his work is quite separate and distinct from the work of a public accounts committee, 
if one were to be established. The work of the Auditor-General is an everyday occurrence. 
The continuous audits in the various departments ensure a form of accountability and 
a form of reporting that works very efficiently. 

The appointment of responsible officers in each department, usually permanent 
heads, as accountable officers, places a very heavy responsibility upon them. If the 
accountable officer makes an error, his responsibility ultimately is to this Parliament. It 
is, in fact, a very serious matter if the accountable officer does not carry out his duties 
according to the Act or according to the Treasurer's instmctions. That is one of the 
innovations in Queensland that other States, I understand, have taken aboard and 
adopted. 

Perhaps the Minister could explain the position with statutory bodies. Presumably, 
accountable officers will be appointed to the statutory bodies or, if that is not practicable. 
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perhaps the existing accountable officers—the permanent heads responsible for the 
administration of legislation covering the statutory bodies—may be the accountable 
officers. I ask the Minister to explain who will be the accountable officers for the statutory 
bodies. 

The key to the success of this Act is the fact that there is a person with whom the 
buck stops, with whom the responsibility stops. It is not the Minister, Cabinet or 
Parliament; it is an officer designated in the Act who must take the responsibility. If he 
has a disagreement with his Minister or with the Govemment, he has to record that 
disagreement, the way in which the accounts are to be kept and the manner in which 
the funds have been spent according to law. In doing that, he protects himself and the 
Govemment. 

One of the big steps forward is making people responsible under this Act. In the 
extension to the statutory bodies, I hope that that principle is maintained. 

Mr CAMPBELL (Bundaberg) (11.38 p.m.): I intend to raise two issues relating, 
firstly, to the mismanagement of funds in the Rural Reconstmction Board, conceming 
which the Auditor-General has not exercised his power or fulfilled his role as he should 
have, and, secondly, to the fact that the Minister for Local Govemment, Main Roads 
and Racing should stand down from his portfolio because of the recent report. 

Before raising those matters, I will deal with the comments of the member for 
Maryborough. He missed the whole point about a public accounts committee. He gave 
many examples concerning the Federal Joint Committee of Public Accounts and said 
that it is failing. I believe that even a public accounts committee that is not working 
efficiently is better than no committee at all. He told us that that committee had cost 
approximately $500,000. In Queensland, statutory bodies alone are handling about $4 
billion. The sum of $500,000 would be a very small amount to provide a watch-dog on 
expenditure. The honourable member also said that, because that committee was not 
clearing up all the fraud and misappropriation of funds in the Federal area, Queensland 
should not have such a committee. That is akin to saying that, because the police force 
does not clear up all crime, Queensland should not have a police force. That is a totally 
illogical argument. We know that the police force does not clear up all crime. It might 
be a good idea to have the Auditor-General check on the annual report of the Queensland 
Police Department. It says that it has a 100 per cent record in clearing up drink-driving 
offences. Does that mean that there are no drink-drivers on our roads, that every drink-
driver has been charged? That is utterly ridiculous. 

Although, under this amendment, the reporting of statutory bodies will be improved, 
the Auditor-General does not comment on the stewardship of statutory bodies. In other 
words, he does not comment on the efficiency and effectiveness of statutory authorities, 
and he does not measure their managerial competence. A public accounts committee 
could look at how efficiently those bodies are being mn. Because statutory bodies are 
supposed to account to the Parliament, members should have some say in their efficiency 
and managerial competence. 

All that the Auditor-General does is say whether a statutory body signs a voucher 
correctly every time it spends money. I intend to show that the Rural Reconstmction 
Board has failed to report to this Parliament that the Govemment has misappropriated 
and manipulated Commonwealth funds and farmers' funds. The Govemment has taken 
funds from the Rural Reconstmction Board and put them into its own coffers. I wish 
that the Auditor-General would conduct an inquiry into the reports of the Rural 
Reconstmction Board to ascertain whether funds have been totally mismanaged to the 
detriment of farmers. 

The Rural Reconstmction Board is supposed to operate under three Acts. The first 
is the Farmers' Assistance Act. Under section 13 of that Act, all moneys should be given 
to farmers. It states that moneys approved by the Rural Reconstmction Board should 
be applied as assistance to or for the benefit of farmers for debt reconstmction. Under 
the adjustment agreement between the States and the Commonwealth, the money is to 
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be given to farmers. Under the debt reconstmction assistance scheme, the money is to 
be given to farmers. Assistance provided under the farm build-up scheme is to be given 
to farmers. The money provided under the farm improvement scheme is to be used to 
assist the viability of farmers. Money provided under the rehabilitation program is to 
be used to help the applicant's property. In all those cases, the money is to be spent to 
assist farmers. 

The sum of $ 10m was taken out of the Rural Reconstmction Fund. The Auditor-
General cited that the money was taken by the Treasury and given to co-operative mills. 
That was contrary to the provisions in the Acts. As I say, that was cited by the Auditor-
General, but he did not act to bring the Govemment into line. For the past three years, 
he has allowed the Govemment to take money out of the Rural Reconstmction Fund 
and put it into consolidated revenue. For three years, he has allowed the Govemment 
to act illegally. He has been negligent in his job as Auditor-General. He has allowed 
those funds to be put into the Consolidated Revenue Fund. 

It is illegal that those funds should be taken out of the Rural Reconstmction Fund, 
and that practice should be stopped. The Auditor-General should look at that matter to 
see whether what I am saying is correct. 

Mr Alison: Who funds the bad debts? 

Mr CAMPBELL: It is interesting to ask, "Who funds the bad debts of the Rural 
Reconstmction Board?" Less than one half of 1 per cent of all funds that have been 
lent through the board have been bad debts. If the Govemment, through the Rural 
Reconstmction Board, believes that the farmers will not be able to repay the debts, it 
will not lend money in the first place. What the Govemment is saying is that farmers 
will go broke with the Govemment lending them money. 

The Auditor-General's report of 1982-83 reveals that $8m was taken out of the 
Rural Reconstmction Fund and that $2m was taken out of the Rural Adjustment Fund 
and credited to consolidated revenue. That money was not even put in by the State 
Govemment. The 1984 report of the Rural Reconstmction Board showed that, as at 30 
June 1984, the State Government credited only $3m to the fund. Over the same period, 
the Govemment took out $2.32m in repayments to Treasury and $8m was credited to 
consolidated revenue. In other words, the Govemment has taken $ 10.32m from the 
fund. The net figure is $7.3m, which is more than the Govemment has ever contributed. 
That money is there supposedly to provide necessary finance for farmers. 

In this respect, the Auditor-General has been negligent; he has not been the watch
dog in looking after the allocation of funds in this way. 

Mr Alison: Was he negligent? 

Mr CAMPBELL: I am saying that he is either incompetent or he has not been 
prepared to act and has allowed Treasury and the Govemment to act illegally in taking 
this money. I make the charge that the Auditor-General has not acted in the appropriate 
manner. I make that charge against the provisions of the Act that set down how the 
funds from the Rural Reconstmction Board should be spent. The Auditor-General has 
allowed those funds to be spent illegally. 

The Budget papers for 1983-84 reveal that $3.2m was taken out of the Rural 
Adjustment Fund and credited to consolidated revenue. That was confirmed in the 
Budget papers. However, the 1984 Rural Reconstmction Board report tried to disguise 
that amount by listing it not as an amount to be credited to the Consolidated Revenue 
Fund but as a repayment to the State. These payments have been made for three years, 
and now amount to over $ 16.2m. That means that more money has gone to the State 
than it has contributed. 

The Auditor-General should investigate the matter that I have raised tonight, to 
ensure that the Queensland Govemment, through Treasury, has not misappropriated 
and manipulated the funds to the disadvantage of farmers. After all, those funds become 
available through the Commonwealth Govemment and by repayments by farmers. 
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Another point that I raise concems announcements in the Budget that funds are to 
be expended on particular projects—announcements that have no basis in fact. I refer 
particularly to the Budget claim that $20m would be expended to provide cane-growers 
with immediate relief Later it was announced that this funding would be on a fifty-fifty 
basis between the Commonwealth and State Govemments. Since the announcement was 
made, the Govemment has not even written to the Commonwealth to ask for its $10m. 

I point out also that, although it was announced in the Budget that $20m would 
be provided, an analysis of the figures in the Rural Reconstmction Fund reveals that 
no such sum exists within that fund. On 24 September, the member for Caims (Mr De 
Lacy) asked the Minister for Primary Industries (Mr Tumer) what the estimated receipts 
for the Rural Adjustment Fund and the Rural Reconstmction Fund would be. 

Although the State Govemment promised to provide $20m to cane-growers, the 
Commonwealth Govemment paid $2.6m into the Rural Adjustment Fund and the State 
Govemment paid $520,000—half a miUion dollars! Now I tum to the Rural Reconstmction 
Fund. Where is this $10m? The Commonwealth paid in $5,000 and the State paid in 
$300,000. So for this year the State Govemment will provide a total of $820,000. Where 
is the $10m? Where is the $20m that the State Govemment announced that it would 
provide to cane-growers? These sorts of facts and figures should be closely examined. 

Mr De Lacy: Would you say they are frauds over there? 

Mr CAMPBELL: Yes, especially when it comes to treating cane-growers as fools. 
Members of the Govemment like to do that. 

I shall now refer to the Auditor-General's Report on the Miscellaneous Departmental 
Accounts and the Accounts of Statutory Bodies and Local Authorities. In regard to the 
racing industry and the payment of $12,500 for a private box facility at the Doomben 
racecourse, the report states— 

"In my view, while the charging of such rental against the Fund could, in the 
legal sense, be accepted as being for a 'special purpose' as permitted by section 117 
of the Racing and Betting Act and therefore legitimate in that context, the expenditure 
nevertheless contravenes section 116 (5) of that Act in that, being a 'special payment' 
it has not received the approval of the Govemor in Council." 

Honourable members now know that, months later, that action received the approval 
of the Govemor in Council. That is more or less saying that a Minister is allowed to 
commit a crime and the Govemor in Council will fix it up later on. In this case the 
Minister should step down until the matter is fully investigated. If a Minister is convicted 
of a felony or any infamous crime punishable by imprisonment for six months, he 
cannot remain as a member of the Legislative Assembly. However, the problem is that 
the offence must be proven in court. Because the Auditor-General has alleged that an 
offence has been committed, the Minister should step down. It is implicit in the 
Westminster system that, if allegations and charges such as those are made, a Minister 
should step down. The problem is that there has been a total loss of ministerial 
appropriation. 

A parliamentary public accounts committee could look at the financial aspects of 
statutory authorities. I wish to bring to the attention of the House the financial standing 
of the Gold Coast Waterways Authority, because the State Govemment has put that 
authority in a very tenuous position. In one year the Govemment has lent the Gold 
Coast Waterways Authority close to $21 m. One wonders where that authority wiU get 
that money from. Whom will it charge so that it can pay back the money to the State 
Government? That such matters be looked at is very important. Certainly that is 
something that a pariiamentary public accounts committee could investigate. 

Mr Borbidge: You wouldn't know what you are talking about. 

Mr CAMPBELL: The honourable member says that I do not know what I am 
talking about. I ask the honourable member to listen to the explanatory note that attaches 
to the Auditor-General's report on the Gold Coast Waterways Authority. It states— 
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"Note 1 Capitalised Interest 
Temporary loans amounting to $18,188,533 have been received from the 

Queensland Treasury and the Queensland Govemment Development Authority to 
finance the constmction of the Nerang River Entrance Relocation and Training 
Works. Interest accming on these loans of $1,712,779 has been capitalised. The 
Authority cannot pay those monies at this time. The Treasury has agreed to hold 
the matter of payment in abeyance until such time as the funding arrangements of 
the Authority can be determined." 

The Auditor-General says that the Gold Coast Waterways Authority does not really 
know from where it will get the money to repay the loan from the Queensland 
Govemment. 

It is very important that these matters be followed up. This a matter that could be 
examined very closely by a public accounts committee. Many aspects of the Auditor-
General's report should be examined. One aspect is the loans made to statutory bodies 
and commodity boards. In two years the debt has increased from $llm to more than 
$60m. This a debt for which farmers will be liable. However, nobody questions whether 
they can pay it or whether it is the best way to have funded those bodies. This is why 
a public accounts committee is very important. 

I have raised two issues. I would like the Auditor-General to examine the accounts 
of the Rural Reconstmction Board. I believe that more than $ 16m has been misappropriated 
and that it should be put back into the fund for use by the farmers. 

It has been stated by the Auditor-General that the Minister for Local Govemment, 
Main Roads and Racing (Mr Hinze) breached an Act, and I believe that he should be 
asked to step down until the matter is investigated fully. 

Hon. W. A. M. GUNN (Somerset—Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting the 
Treasurer) (11.56 p.m.), in reply: I thank honourable members for their contributions. 
From the comments of the honourable member for Lytton, it appears that he does not 
fully realise the significance of the proposals, nor does he understand the very wide 
powers given to the Auditor-General under the Act. I draw his attention to the following 
comments of the Auditor-General in his report on the Treasurer's annual statement— 

"These functions and duties include the management of appropriations effi
ciently and economically, avoidance of waste and extravagance and obtaining, as 
far as possible, reasonable value for money expended." 

He further stated— 
" . . . extemal surveillance of departmental performance in terms of the tradi

tional criteria of economy, efficiency and value for money is, and will be to an 
increasing extent, carried out as an integrated adjunct to the financial and compliance 
audit function." 

That does not suggest that the Auditor-General sees his role as being in any way inhibited. 
The honourable member for Lytton also raised the hoary old issue of program 

budgeting. Program budgeting was so discredited in the United States of America that 
its acceptability as a panacea for financial ills of the other States is seriously doubted. 
There is no substitute for the good old sound, responsible, economic and financial 
management that this Govemment practises and is reflected in the strength of the State's 
financial position. 

I draw the honourable member's attention to his friends in Westem Australia who 
made great play about the virtues of program budgeting. They started to do their 
homework and, realising the benefits against the costs, have put it on the back bumer. 
That shows what Premier Burke and his Govemment think about program budgeting. 

I say again that the statutory bodies provisions of this Bill are a major step forward 
in increasing the accountability—and I say it again for the benefit of the honourable 
member for Lytton—accountability to Parliament by the reporting and accounting 
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processes provided for. As a result of this Bill, the role of the Auditor-General in relation 
to statutory bodies will be enhanced. 

Finally, I assure the honourable member for Nundah (Sir William Knox) that the 
Treasurer will maintain a co-ordinating role for Ministers' directions and so on, which 
is provided for in the Bill. 

For the benefit of the honourable member for Nundah, I state that in the statutory 
bodies there will not be an accountable officer as such. The board of the statutory body 
will be responsible for the affairs of that body. The chairman of the board will certify 
to the financial statements, and the body will have duties and responsibilities similar to 
those of an accountable officer. 

As to the Rural Reconstruction Board and the preposterous claims that the State 
has somehow misappropriated Commonwealth funds—they are absolute nonsense. At 
all times the State has complied with the requirements set down by the Commonwealth. 
It is in very poor taste for the honourable member for Bundaberg (Mr Campbell) to 
cast doubts on the integrity of the Auditor-General. I take veiy strong exception to his 
claims. They are not tme. His claims have been more than adequately answered on 
numerous occasions in the past in this House. 

At the Committee stage, I shall move an amendment to insert new clause 8A, which 
will have the effect of broadening section 14 of the Act in two respects. 

Wednesday, 20 November 1985 
This section requires public moneys and other moneys to be kept at a bank. Firstly, 

public moneys and other moneys are defined in the Act as including negotiable instmments 
and securities. In many cases, investments and other securities taken by departments 
are kept at other than a bank with complete security. Secondly, "bank" is defined in 
the Act as a bank carrying on business under the authority of an Act of the Commonwealth 
or of any State. In many cases, offshore loan raisings require foreign currency to be held 
by or transacted with banks and institutions offshore. The relevant authorities are 
contained in a separate Act. 

To clarify the prescribed body of law, it is desirable then to amend section 14 to 
reflect the two accepted practices referred to. It is proposed to insert a new clause 8B 
and thereby effect a minor consequential drafting amendment to section 18 of the Act. 
This section makes reference to section 34. As the relevant provisions of section 34 are 
being substantially re-enacted as section 34A, it has been found necessary to change the 
cross-reference. 

1 again commend the Bill to the House. 
Motion (Mr Gunn) agreed to. 

Committee 
Mr Randell (Mirani) in the chair; Hon. W. A. M. Gunn (Somerset—Deputy Premier 

and Minister Assisting the Treasurer) in charge of the Bill. 
Clauses 1 to 8, as read, agreed to. 
Insertion of new clauses— 

Mr GUNN (12.2 a.m.): I move the following amendment— 
"At page 5, insert the following new clauses to follow clause 8— 

'8A. Repeal of new s. 14. Moneys to be kept at bank. The Principal Act 
is amended by repealing section 14 and substituting the following section:— 

"14. Moneys to be kept at bank. Save as is otherwise provided by 
this Act or any other Act or law, all public moneys and other moneys 
excepting— 

(a) investments made pursuant to Division VIII of this Part; 
(b) securities taken in respect of a loan or financial arrangment; 
(c) public moneys or other moneys that a department, with the 

written approval of the Treasurer, holds or transacts in a currency 
denomination other than Australian dollars. 
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shall be kept at a bank in accordance with the prescribed requirements." 

8B. Amendment of s. 18. Departmental bank accounts subsidiary to the 
pubUc bank accounts. Section 18 of the Principal Act is amended by, in 
subparagraph (ii) of subsection (4) (a), omitting all words from and including 
the words 'with respect to expenditure' and substituting the words 'recovered 
with respect to expenditure referred to in section 34A (1) (b)'." 

Amendment agreed to. 

New clauses 8A and 8B, as read, agreed to. 

Clauses 9 to 27, as read, agreed to. 

Clause 28—New ss. 46C and 46D— 

Mr CAMPBELL (12.4 a.m.): Clause 28 deals with the functions and duties of 
statutory bodies. Many of these bodies are now going into foreign currency and futures 
trading. I was wondering whether statutory bodies will have to report on future liability 
or possible liability from futures trading or with other currencies. 1 would like to know 
whether, in some way, that will be made known to members in annual reports. 

Mr GUNN: Yes, it will be contained in the annual reports. 

Clause 28, as read, agreed to. 

Clauses 29 to 55, as read, agreed to. 

Bill reported, with an amendment. 

Third Reading 
Bill, on motion of Mr Gunn, by leave, read a third time. 

GATEWAY BRIDGE AGREEMENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
Hon. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—Minister for Local Govemment, Main Roads 

and Racing), by leave, without notice: I move— 

"That leave be given to bring in a Bill to amend the Gateway Bridge Agreement 
Act 1980 in certain particulars." 

Motion agreed to. 

First Reading 
Bill presented and, on motion of Mr Hinze, read a first time. 

Second Reading 
Hon. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—Minister for Local Government, Main Roads 

and Racing) (12.7 a.m.): I move— 

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

The Gateway Bridge Agreement Act was passed by Parliament in 1980. Today, 
some five years later, the bridge is a reality, and will soon become a tremendous asset 
to the road network of Brisbane. In this situation, we must now look more closely at 
the conditions under which it is going to operate, and that brings me to the purpose of 
this Bill. 

From the time that the first public vehicle crosses the bridge at 6 a.m. on 12 January 
1986, it will be vital that the Gateway Bridge Company is provided with the legal means 
to adequately control use of the Bridge, in an endeavour to achieve a more efficient and 
safer utilisation of bridge facilities. To achieve that aim, it is necessary to widen the 
scope of the by-laws that can be drawn pursuant to section 11 of the Gateway Bridge 
Agreement Act. 

69064—84 
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The Bill provides in Clause 2 (a) for additional heads of power in subsection (1) 
of section 11 of the principal Act, which will enable the Gateway Bridge Company to— 

Control all forms of traffic on the bridge. It is intended that by-laws will not 
permit the use of the bridge by pedestrians and cyclists. The cost of providing 
facilities for those persons on a bridge such as this would far outweigh the patronage 
that could result. This bridge is constmcted by private enterprise and must ultimately 
pay its way. Furthermore, road conditions will be to motorway standard as exists 
on the South East Freeway. In such an environment, it has been the Govemment's 
practice to exclude pedestrians and cyclists for reasons of safety. 

Control of advertising either by persons or vehicles carrying advertising or the 
placement of advertising material directly on the bridge. These activities are excluded 
from all major roads because of the distraction that may be caused to drivers and 
the consequent accident risk they create. 

Control of parking or stopping on the bridge can be a danger to users of the 
facility, and therefore will need to be controlled under by-laws. 

Remove and dispose of vehicles or objects that are a hazard or are immobilised 
or abandoned is necessary to maintain the free flow and safety of traffic operation. 
It is proposed that by-laws allow for these vehicles or objects to be removed to a 
storage area from which they can be collected by their owners. Failure to do so in 
a reasonable time would allow the company to dispose of them. Costs of collection, 
storage and disposal will be recoverable by the company. 

The Bill provides for maximum penalties for breach of a by-law to be increased to 
$1 000, which will act as a reasonable deterrent. 

As the making of by-laws is the responsibility of the Commissioner of Main Roads 
and not the Gateway Bridge Company, honourable members can be assured that adequate 
control will be exercised and no unnecessary restrictions will be imposed. 

The Bill also provides in clause 2 (c) for by-laws to be drawn that will enable 
collection of tolls or other costs in respect to use of a vehicle to be payable by the owner 
or driver of the vehicle. This allows the facility to claim debts from the owner where 
the driver cannot be identified. 

Clause 2 (c) of the Bill allows by-laws to facilitate the legal process by specifying— 
where legal action can commence; 
appropriation of penalties recoverable by such action; 
ability to recover tolls and other costs in addition to the penalties; 
authority to institute proceedings and the manner of proving an alleged breach; 

and 

means to enable by-laws to facilitate presentation of evidence. 

The scope of application of the by-laws is contained in the proposed definition of 
"bridge" and includes the road areas and all lands controlled by the company. 

The Gateway Bridge is the key element in the Gateway Arterial Road that will 
form a new link between the Bmce and Pacific Highways. Its ability to attract traffic 
from the heavy volumes using the Fortitude Valley and city areas depends to a significant 
extent on the efficient and safe passage offered by the bridge. In this regard, the by-laws 
form the important medium by which those operational standards can be achieved. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Prest, adjourned. 

SEWERAGE AND WATER SUPPLY ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
Hon. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—Minister for Local Govemment, Main Roads 

and Racing), by leave, without notice: I move— 

"That leave be given to bring in a Bill to amend the Sewerage and Water 
Supply Act 1949-1982 in certain particulars." 



Sewerage and Water Supply Act Amendment Bill 19 & 20 November 1985 2515 

Motion agreed to. 

First Reading 
Bill presented and, on motion of Mr Hinze, read a first time. 

Second Reading 
Hon. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—Minister for Local Govemment, Main Roads 

and Racing) (12.13 a.m.): I move— 
"That the Bill be now read a second time." 

This is a simple measure, the main purpose of which is to amend the Sewerage 
and Water Supply Act to reprovide for the annual renewal of licences issued by the 
Plumbers and Drainers Examination and Licensing Board constituted under the Act. 

In terms of the Act, the board referred to is empowered to issue various classes of 
licences to govem the performance of sewerage, plumbing and drainage and water supply 
plumbing work associated with the provision of water supply and sewerage in a local 
authority area. There are presently in the vicinity of 10 000 licences of this nature in 
force. 

When the Act first came into force in 1950, provision was made for the annual 
renewal of licences of the type referred to and this practice was continued up untU 1973, 
when it was decided to discontinue the practice because of administration costs and the 
belief that it served little purpose. At that stage, the fee charged for the renewal of a 
licence of whatever type was a mere 50c. 

With the passing of time, however, it has been found that it would be advantageous 
to once again provide for the annual renewal of licences so that a proper and authentic 
record may be maintained by the board of the names and addresses of current licensees. 
This record is important form the point of view of local authorities, which in terms of 
the Standard Sewerage and Standard Water Supply By-laws made under the Act, are 
required to ensure that all plumbing and drainage work governed by the by-laws is 
carried out by licensed personnel. 

In addition, where breaches of the standard by-laws occur and persons are convicted 
of such offences in the courts, a current record of licensees would facilitate the 
implementation of any subsequent action that might be taken by the board for the 
suspension or cancellation of licences. 

A further advantage in providing for the annual renewal of licences is to remove 
from the records the names of those licensees who have died, and those who no longer 
wish to retain current licences. The proposal is that the Act be amended to enable those 
licences currently in force to be renewed on a progressive basis so as to streamline 
administration procedures, and for all future licences issued by the board to be issued 
subject to renewal thereafter at the expiration of each period of 12 months. 

It is proposed at this stage that an annual licence renewal fee of $20 will be prescribed 
to apply whether a person holds one, or more than one, licence, for example, both a 
plumber's licence and a drainer's licence. 

I should point out at this stage that the measures proposed to be taken have the 
full support of the Plumbers and Drainers Examination and Licensing Board, which 
includes representatives of the Queensland branch of the Plumbers and Gasfitters 
Employees Union of Australia and the Master Plumbers Association of Queensland. 

In addition to those provisions relating to the annual renewal of licences, the 
opportunity has also been taken when preparing the Bill to update references in the 
principal Act, particularly in relation to decimal currency and in respect of the tabling 
of proclamations and Orders in Council issued under the Act. 

1 commend the Bill to the House. 
Debate, on motion of Mr Prest, adjoumed. 
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QUEENSLAND THEATRE COMPANY ACT AND ANOTHER ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL 

Hon. P. R. McKECHNIE (Camarvon—Minister for Tourism, National Parks, Sport 
and The Arts), by leave, without notice: I move— 

"That leave be given to bring in a Bill to amend the Queensland Theatre 
Company Act 1970 in certain particulars and the Queensland Performing Arts Tmst 
Act 1977-79 in a certain particular." 

Motion agreed to. 

First Reading 
Bill presented and, on motion of Mr McKechnie, read a first time. 

Second Reading 
Hon. P. R. McKECHNIE (Carnarvon—Minister for Tourism, National Parks, Sport 

and The Arts) (12.17 a.m.): I move— 
"That the Bill be now read a second time." 

Members may recall that, in 1970, the fledgling Queensland Theatre Company, 
within three days of opening its first major production, gave a royal command performance 
of A Rum Do! in the presence of Her Majesty the Queen and the Duke of Edinburgh. 
It is fitting that royal patronage was thus bestowed upon the company so early in its 
career, and the accolade proved to be richly deserved. 

Over the intervening years, the company has given us many fine productions such 
as Annie, Godsend, The Tempest, Amadeus and The Perfectionist. Such activities have 
established the company as a top-ranking presenter of drama ranking with the best that 
other States can offer, including those groups that have been established for a much 
longer period. 

Public interest in the work of the Royal Queensland Theatre Company is reflected 
in the growing number of subscribers. It is also shown by the considerable increase in 
State Government support. In 1968-69, the company received a Govemment subsidy of 
$8,500. This financial year, it will receive a grant of $780,000. The growing financial 
support shows the level of State Govemment interest in the company and the Govemment's 
concern for the development of professional theatre in this State. 

It is fitting, therefore, that, in September 1984, Her Majesty gave permission to use 
the word "Royal" in the company's title and, although this new title has been in common 
use since then, it is necessary to amend the Queensland Theatre Company Act 1970 to 
enable formal adoption of the word "Royal" in the title. The amendments proposed are 
straightforward, machinery-type provisions that are self-explanatory. 

The other matter covered by the Bill deals with superannuation schemes provided 
by the Royal Queensland Theatre Company and the Queensland Performing Arts Tmst 
for their employees. The background to this proposal commenced in 1983 when the 
Auditor-General drew attention to the fact that both the then Queensland Theatre 
Company and the Queensland Performing Arts Trust were offering superannuation to 
certain employees without having power to do so under the respective pieces of legislation. 

The superannuation thus offered was not on any large scale. Only four officers were 
involved at the then Queensland Theatre Company and 30 at the Queensland Performing 
Arts Tmst, although the latter has the potential to have a staff of 70 to 80. The Auditor-
General was of the opinion that, in accordance with general Government policy in this 
regard, the relevant Acts should be amended to provide the power to offer superannuation 
and for the approval by the Governor in Council of any such scheme. 

Under the amendments proposed, both authorities will require the approval of the 
Governor in Council to institute, amend or join superannuation schemes. That will bring 
them into line with other statutory authorities and make their actions in this particular 
area subject to scmtiny by the appropriate authorities. 
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There is also provision in the Bill for the Auditor-General to audit any superannuation 
scheme payments by each board. 

I commend the Bill to the House. 
Debate, on motion of Mr Prest, adjoumed. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Hon. C. A. WHARTON (Burnett—Leader of the House): I move— 

"That the House do now adjourn." 

Sunday Sun Supplement Entitled Superstate—a Special Feature on Queensland 
Mr DAVIS (Brisbane Central) (12.20 a.m.): Last Sunday, the Brisbane Sunday Sun 

contained a 28-page insert entitled Superstate—a Special Feature on Queensland. I believe 
that that supplement was an example of two things: firstly, it was yet another instance 
of the way in which the National Party Government splashes round public money to 
buy advertising space to tell blatant lies about its performance; and, secondly, it was an 
example of how the editorial policy of a newspaper can be bought by a corrupt and 
arrogant Government. 

1 start at page 2. In an article featuring a photograph of himself, the Premier and 
Treasurer (Sir Job Bjelke-Petersen) again trotted out his claims about Queensland being 
a low-tax State. But there was no mention of the low levels of service that his Govemment 
provides to Queensland families, of the fact that his Government cannot find money 
for more teachers, nurses, police or fire-fighters, or of the fact that Queenslanders pay 
the highest car registration and power bills in Australia. 

In the same article, the Premier and Treasurer got up to his old tricks of claiming 
credit for all sorts of private developments. He talked about Sanctuary Cove, Jupiters 
Casino, redevelopments at Hayman Island, and the new Wintergarden Hotel, and then 
claimed them as evidence of his Government's competence. What a load of garbage! 

On page 4 of the supplement, a glowing report about the activities of the Minister 
for Employment and Industrial Affairs (Mr Lester) appeared above a large advertisement 
containing the now compulsory photograph of the Minister. 

Page 6 had a similarly glowing story about the Minister for Primary Industries (Mr 
Turner). But there was no mention of how the Minister was muzzled by the Premier 
and Treasurer in talks with the Federal Government on the sugar industry, or of how 
the Bjelke-Petersen Government has turned its back on cane-growers. 

Page 8 contained a half-page advertisement for the Queensland Cultural Centre. 
Again, a big slab of that advertisement was used by the Govemment to give itself a pat 
on the back, to try to give some sort of respectability to the mob of hill-billies and 
yobbos that make up the National Party Government. 

Also on page 8 is an article about the Minister for Industry, Small Business and 
Technology (Mr Ahem) and his phantom "Department of Industry and Technology". 
Nowhere does it mention that Queensland spends the least of any State on encouraging 
industry—$2.46 per capita, compared with $14.65 in Victoria, $10.58 in South Australia, 
and a national average of $8.02. 

On page 10 there is a big article about the Minister for Health (Mr Austin), but 
again no mention of the fact that Queensland spends the least of any State on health 
services, even though other States do not have a free hospital system. 

Page 11 has an article about Queensland's economy, allegedly quoting the Deputy 
Premier and Minister Assisting the Treasurer (Mr Gunn). It is well known that he is an 
economic illiterate, and if the article had not included his photograph, he would not 
have recognised the comments that he was supposed to have made. 

I skip now to page 17 and another example of the coincidental placement of a 
glowing story about the Minister for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs (Mr 
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Muntz) above an advertisement about the Minister, paid for with taxpayers' money. 
There were two articles on the one page. 

Mr Prest: He did not get his photo in it? 

Mr DAVIS: Twice. 
The article, which is complete with yet another photograph of the Minister, making 

two on the same page, did not mention Queensland's pitifully low spending on family 
welfare services, its complete neglect of problems such as child abuse, and the understaffing 
of its own emergency services, such as Crisis Care. 

The article about the Minister for Environment, Valuation and Administrative 
Services (Mr Tenni) did not mention the fact that his Govemment is starving fire 
brigades of adequate staff numbers. 

I would like to know just how much public money the National Party Govemment 
used to buy space in this supplement. I would also like to know how a newspaper such 
as Sunday Sun justifies printing such a one-sided, false and misleading view of the 
present state of Govemment activity in Queensland. The Opposition was not contacted 
to provide its point of view. If it was a 28-page advertisement, why was it not clearly 
marked as such? But even if it was, the blatant lies told in it by the National Party 
Govemment would give grounds for complaints that would keep the Advertising Stan
dards Council in business for years. 

I take this opportunity to raise a matter conceming a point of order that I took in 
a speech made a couple of weeks ago by the member for Surfers Paradise (Mr Borbidge). 
The honourable member found the need to mention that point of order in the Gold 
Coast Bulletin. The resulting article based on that point of order stated that I—the 
member for Brisbane Central and Opposition Whip—was dead set against people who 
were rorting the system, particularly restaurateurs. I will defend any restaurateur or 
restaurant-owner who gives a fair go to the people of this State, but I will not defend 
the crooks down at Surfers Paradise who rort the system. 

Time expired. 

Toowoomba 
Mr McPHIE (Toowoomba North) (12.25 a.m.): I draw to the attention of the 

House that, today, the city of Toowoomba is celebrating its 125th anniversary. The 
history of the area goes beyond that and begins with a Thomas Alford, who settled at 
Drayton on the outskirts of the present city of Toowoomba in 1842. In 1852 he moved 
to Toowoomba, which was known as The Swamp, and named his house Toowoomba. 
In 1858, that name was adopted for the area, and, in 1860, the municipality, with a 
population of 700, was created in the Toowoomba/Drayton area. In 1904, Toowoomba, 
with a population of 10 000, was granted the status of a city. Today, 80 000 people live 
in Toowoomba, which has a record of fine achievement. 

Alford's store was the original building in Toowoomba, and Horton's Hotel followed 
shortly after. The settlement was at the crossroads to the vast and rich grazing lands. 
Over the years, the area developed steadily with grazing gradually being overtaken by 
farming. A mral service centre developed, with banks, shops and schools. Indeed, 
Toowoomba had everything that was associated with a vibrant and developing mral 
community. Centres for selling livestock were established and industry followed. 

Mr Davis interjected. 

Mr McPHIE: Many people of great note have come from Toowoomba. Many of 
them have been writers, and the member for Brisbane Central knows some of them 
very well. The area's graziers and farmers have set records. Many shop-keepers of note 
should be mentioned on this occasion, but time does not permit me to do so. Toowoomba 
can boast great sportsmen and people prominent in the world of the arts. The great poet 
Essex Evans came from Toowoomba. A large number of people who have entered public 
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life have come from Toowoomba. A former Govemor of New South Wales is an old 
boy from Toowoomba Grammar, and prominent members of the legal and medical 
professions were also educated in Toowoomba. 

The first member for Toowoomba in the State Parliament was John Watts, who 
was elected on 2 May 1860 and served until 26 July 1862, when he was appointed a 
life member of the Legislative Council. He was succeeded by William Henry Groom on 
11 August 1862, who served right through until 4 June 1901, when he became a member 
of the Federal Parliament. He was Speaker of the Legislative Assembly from 7 November 
1883 until 4 April 1888. The appointment of the honourable member for Toowoomba 
South (Mr Wamer) as Speaker was made just a little under 100 years after Toowoomba's 
first Speaker was appointed. James Taylor was a member of the Legislative Council, 
and Sir Gordon Chalk was one of Queensland's more recent Premiers. Opposition 
members would know Les Wood and Jack Duggan, both of whom served as Leader of 
the Opposition. Arthur Fadden, a former Prime Minister, also came from Toowoomba. 
Reg Swartz was also a member of Parliament. Today, four members of the National 
Party represent Toowoomba in the State and Federal Parliaments, and Mr Speaker is 
an excellent example. 

The city of Toowoomba today covers 118 sq km in area and is the fifth-largest city 
in Queensland, the largest inland city in Queensland and the second-largest inland city 
in Australia. From the mid-1970s, the city has expanded to 80 000 people. Toowoomba 
boasts 720 retail outlets, which employ 4 750 people and have an annual tumover of 
$260m. Approximately 150 manufacturers are centred in Toowoomba, employing 4 000 
people and tuming out production equalling $123m. The Southem Cross Corporation, 
KR Darling Downs and Defiance Milling Co. Pty Ltd are industries of great note. The 
industrial estate of 56 ha has been so successful that a further 44 ha has been added. 

Mr Burns interjected. 

Mr McPHIE: One thing that Toowoomba does not have is very much in the way 
of fishing, so we will probably never see the honourable member for Lytton there. 

The city has McCafferty's Travel and the Elders group. Massive amounts of grain 
are raUed out of the area. The area has 41 exceUent schools. The DarUng Downs Institute 
of Advanced Education has established an excellent record and the city has a good 
college of technical and further education that is soon to be expanded. The show society 
has now moved its operations to new grounds outside Toowoomba. The excellent tuif 
club supports a massive racing industry. The media is well represented, as are the various 
churches and sporting bodies. The city has very attractive parks and gardens. 

Time expired. 

Asbestos 
Mr BURNS (Lytton) (12.31 a.m.): I wish to speak about asbestos, which is believed 

to be the largest single killer in industry. The inhalation of minute asbestos fibres increases 
the risk of lung cancer, mesothelioma and asbestosis. Cancer of the outer lining of the 
lungs or abdomen is always fatal and can result from extremely low levels of exposure. 
Asbestosis is a scarring or thickening of the lungs which causes breathing difficulty and 
increases the risk of heart attack. Asbestos-related diseases may not occur for more than 
20 years after the initial exposure to asbestos dust. Those statements are factual. 

The most frightening fact associated with asbestos is that scientists have not been 
able to find a level of exposure to asbestos dust below which an increased risk of cancer 
cannot be identified. In other words, the only safe level is zero. The World Health 
Organisation does not discriminate between the various forms of asbestos; aU forms of 
asbestos cause cancer. 

When faced with this evidence, some of this nation's major business houses and 
employers have undertaken an asbestos removal program. The danger from asbestos is 
so great that the strictest removal procedures possible are being implemented. I have 
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seen the men on the job and I have to commend those who are implementing these 
procedures. 

Some Govemment departments and business houses, to say the least, have not 
been at all co-operative. Asbestos has been widely used in thermal/acoustic insulation 
in power stations, sugar-mills, meatworks, boiler-rooms, breweries, oil refineries, trains, 
ships, shopping centres, multistorey buildings, air-conditioning ducts, brake linings, etc. 
Asbestos products include asbestos-cement wall sheets, asbestos-cement roofing sheets, 
asbestos-cement pipes, asbestos tapes, ropes and even gloves. So the threat is widespread. 

Most Australians would not know of asbestos problems. Those who do would 
probably think that they are confined to workers on the job, but that is not the case. 
Recently, a family in Cannon Hill with a house with an old fibro roof hired a contractor 
with a high-pressure hose to clean the surface of that fibro roof Large quantities of wet, 
slushy material were deposited all over their yard, their neighbours' yards and gardens 
and on the footpath near the house. When this material dried out it tumed to a fine 
powder and was scattered further. The neighbour, who was a plumber with some 
experience in the work-place, rang the Health Department to ask for its help in testing 
the substance now spreading in the area. The department said that it could not, or would 
not, do that. He was told that, if he wanted it tested, he would have to do it himself 

He contacted my office and I asked Nick Bos of the ETU, who has done a 
tremendous amount of work on health and safety matters, what should be done. He 
gathered some samples and had them tested by a commercial laboratory known as 
Techem Laboratories, which reported as follows— 

"Sample treated as received. The sample was a inhomogenous mixture of fibre 
and filler of which fibre content was approximately 70 percent V/V. 

This fibre was made up of approximately 70 percent chyrsolite (white asbestos) 
and 30 percent amosite (brown asbestos) these percentages are approximate due to 
the inhomogenous nature of the sample." 
Asbestos fibre is a killer. In this case 70 per cent white asbestos and 30 per cent 

brown asbestos was being blown round the yards in the district because this family had 
the roof of their house cleaned. As I said, in industry there are very strict removal 
procedures, but what happened when this fibre was scattered in suburban yards? The 
answer is "Nothing!" The contractor simply left when he finished his job. 

As the people were unaware of the dangers, they got their lawn-mower and mowed 
the lawn to pick up these fibres in the grass-catcher. The dry substance was chopped up 
by the motor mower into fine dust and spread right round the place and into the lungs 
of housewives, schoolchildren and everyone else in the area. That happened only because 
people do not know of the dangers and because no procedures are laid down for doing 
this sort of work in housing areas. That is just not good enough. 

As I said when I commenced, 20 years after their first contact with this substance, 
people die from associated diseases. Scientists have said that there is no safe level of 
exposure, that no exposure is the only safe level. Scientists have said that they cannot 
give a lower level at which it would be safe to deal with asbestos. 

A large number of houses that were built after the war had super-six fibro put on 
the roofs because, at that time, no tiles or other materials were available. Now those 
large sheets of fibro are being hosed down and the dust is being distributed round the 
neighbourhood. That is not good enough. 

Strict controls must be imposed on the use of asbestos substances in the suburban 
environment. The Health Department's refusal and indifference in this case even to 
carrying out the tests indicate an uncaring and inconsiderate attitude from the powers 
that be. I ask the Minister for Health to act to protect us by ordering that these tests 
be carried out free of charge and that safety procedures laid down in industry and 
observed in the major shopping centres in areas in which I have seen asbestos being 
removed be laid down also for the cleaning of fibro roofs in the suburbs. 
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Ipswich State High School Citizenship Assignment 

Mr CAHILL (Aspley) (12.36 a.m.): I rise to inform the House of my concem about 
the lack of objectivity among some of the teachers in State schools. Although a teacher 
is, of course, entitled to his or her personal political and sociological opinions, anyone 
claiming to be a professional should, and in most cases does, try to be as objective as 
possible when practising as a professional. 

In this instance, I refer to an assignment paper on citizenship for a Year 10 class 
at Ipswich State High School. It is based on South Africa and was to contain 450 to 
500 words. 

I propose to bring the questions to the attention of the House. Although there are 
10 of them, I should like to read them to honourable members. The questions are only 
short and I know that they are worth hearing. They will demonstrate not only their lack 
of objectivity—at least some of them will—but also their absolute subjectivity. 

Question 1 was, "What are the Africans so upset about in South Africa? What's 
wrong?" There is nothing to quibble with in the first part of that question, but the 
second part is a subjective statement. 

Question 2 was, "How does Apartheid work?" Mr Speaker, I think that you would 
agree that that is a perfectly proper question. 

Question 3 was, "What are some of the bad things South African police do to 
blacks in that country?" If that was not so seriously a bad question, it would be ludicrous 
for a so-called professional to ask it. 

Question 4 was, "Why were so many Aussies upset with Glen Ella and Kim 
Hughes?" As there was never a scientifically controlled survey taken of the actions of 
those Rugby and cricket intemationals, that question, too, is subjective. 

Question 5 was, "Pick three out of these six and say why they've been in the news: 
Nelson Mandela; President Botha; Bishop Desmond Tutu; Gatsha Buthelezi; Benjamin 
Moloise; ANC." Honourable members will notice that of those six, from which three 
were to be chosen, four are anti-apartheid names. 

Question 6 was, "Some of Apartheid has recently been changed. Explain which 
parts." That was a perfectly proper question. 

Question 7 was, "Why does Australia trade with South Africa? Why don't we stop 
trading with such a cmel place?" Note the second part of that question for subjectivity! 

Question 8 was, "Why are the whites so horrible to blacks in South Africa?" Again, 
absolute subjectivity! 

Question 9 was, "Do you think the Aborigines get a fair go here? Say why you 
think so, or why you don't think so?" How the Aborigines came to be mentioned in a 
paper about South Africa must puzzle honourable members as it puzzles me. 

Question 10 was, "Why bother to leam about South Africa? It's their worry. Why 
should we worry about what's happening in a country miles away?" 

I think that honourble members will see that only questions 2, 6 and 10 could 
possibly qualify as being tmly objective and properly searching. 

What I should like to know and what this House ought to know from the Education 
Department is how a teacher with such obviously displayed bias can be allowed to 
remain within that subject within the department. The House might also wonder whether 
the teacher's subject master also thinks along those lines or is not supervising the content 
of examination papers. 

The ideal of a teacher surely is to make his or her students think—not to ram a 
private opinion down their throats. The object of any educational system is surely to 
turn out thinking people, not automatons; but if this is an example of how things are, 
then that is surely what is happening in at least some circumstances. 
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Alexandra House; Coorparoo Campus of College of Tourism and Hospitality 
Mr FOURAS (South Brisbane) (12.39 a.m.): I bring to the attention of honourable 

members one of the worst examples of political pork-barrelling by the Nationals during 
my eight years as a member of this Assembly. On 28 August this year, The Sunday 
Mail published an article about "Leisha Harvey and the building for which she has won 
a new life". I am referring to Alexandra House being taken away from the Coorparoo 
campus of the College of Tourism and Hospitality. 

That article stated that, following renovations to be carried out on behalf of the 
State Govemment, this old house is to begin a new life as a community centre. Extensive 
renovations will take place because, as the honourable member for Greenslopes said in 
that article, there is nowhere for older people to go, a drop-in centre, a place for single 
mothers, a community centre is needed. 

I do not argue against any community having a community centre. However, I 
point out to honourable members the horrific effects that the loss of the Alexandra 
House will have on the whole Coorparoo campus of the College of Catering and 
Hospitality Services. 

At the time that the honourable member for Greenslopes announced to the media 
that Alexandra House was to become a community centre, the Division of Technical 
and Further Education within the Education Department had not been advised that it 
was going to be taken away from it. It is absolutely amazing that the honourable member 
for Greenslopes obviously approached the Minister for Education (Mr Powell) and asked 
him to make a political decision and impose that on the TAFE without any right of 
appeal by it. 

Mrs HARVEY: I rise to a point of order. I find it personally offensive that the 
honourable member for South Brisbane is completely misinforming the House. At least 
four months prior to the printing of that article, the TAFE was advised. I spoke to the 
principal personally at Parliament House over lunch. I told him that I would notify him 
at least three weeks before the article was printed, so plenty of waming was given. I 
believe that the honourable member should withdraw his misleading statement. 

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

Mr FOURAS: I will examine the effects that the taking over of Alexandra House 
will have on the Coorparoo campus. The consumer studies section will be seriously 
affected by the loss of Alexandra House. 

Approximately 950 part-time students and 30 full-time students are enrolled in the 
consumer studies course. In fact, the section has 10 full-time and 18 part-time teachers. 
At present, students are not being re-enrolled for next year because the college does not 
know whether facilities will be provided to conduct consumer studies classes there next 
year. The 30 full-time students are doing an 18-month certificate course and have 
completed 12 months of that course. Those students will be uprooted because the 
honourable member for Greenslopes wants to be part of a pork-barrelling exercise. 

The teachers in the consumer studies section do not want it to be broken up. The 
consumer studies section is a very effective unit that has been developed by TAFE. It 
is quite likely that it wUl be moved to either the Mount Gravatt or Seven Hills TAFE 
and that consumer studies will be split into two, one section going to one place and one 
section going to the other. 

I tum now to the library, which is also called the resource material centre. A real 
danger exists that it will be lost to the campus entirely. That would be a severe blow to 
the students and teachers, because the library is the hub of the whole college. It is an 
extensively used library, being open 50 hours a week, with 6 000 people using it in the 
last four months. 

The librarians, teachers and students fear that they will be relocated and that the 
library will be over at the South Brisbane Merivale Street campus of the college. That 
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would mean that students from the Coorparoo campus would have to travel to South 
Brisbane to use the library facilities. 

Other facilities are being used extensively for this campus. A pre-vocational course, 
which has 30 students, is currently being conducted. Last year, that course attracted 300 
applicants. The course is mainly for unemployed youth who undertake cooking and 
restaurant studies. 

I repeat that I have no argument with the people of Coorparoo getting a community 
centre, but why Coorparoo? Why not West End? Why not Logan city? It is nothing 
more than a pork-barrelling exercise to secure the seat of the honourable member for 
Greenslopes. Total disregard has been shown for the 1 000 students and for the loss of 
their facilities. Not one teacher has been told what is to happen. Enrolments are not 
being taken at this time. The honourable member for Greenslopes knows that no 
enrolments are being taken. The teachers do not know what wiU happen. It is typical 
pork-barrelling. The honourable member for Greenslopes is trying to secure her seat at 
the expense of these students. 

Time expired. 

Mr P. Blake 
Mr GYGAR (Stafford) (12.44 a.m.): I call on the Deputy Premier and Minister 

Assisting the Treasurer (Mr Gunn) and the Minister for Lands, Forestry and PoUce (Mr 
Glasson) to explain why serious allegations of insurance fraud have apparently not 
resulted in any serious investigation or action being undertaken by the police, the 
Insurance Commissioner or the State Govemment Insurance Office. I call on those 
honourable gentlemen to remove the growing suspicions, arising in many people who 
are aware of the circumstances, that the Government has obstmcted, sabotaged and 
prevented full and proper investigation or action being taken over what is alleged to be 
a serious case of criminal misappropriation. 

The allegations concern Patrick Blake, an insurance broker and a well-known member 
of the National Party. It has been alleged that Mr Blake has been involved in the 
misappropriation of funds and failure to lodge statutory returns with the Insurance 
Commissioner, and that no action has been taken to investigate those incidents. It is 
further alleged that political pressure has been brought to bear upon the Insurance 
Commissioner, the police and the SGIO by the Govemment to ensure that the whole 
matter is hushed up. 

There appears to be a stench of cormption surrounding this affair, but it can be 
resolved simply in this Chamber during this week. I call on the Deputy Premier and 
Minister Assisting the Treasurer, as the Minister who is responsible for administration 
of the Insurance Act and the operations of the State Govemment Insurance Office, to 
answer the following questions fully and openly in the Parliament— 

(1) Is it tme that Patrick Blake, a licensed insurance broker, failed to lodge 
retums in the proper form and at the proper time with the Insurance 
Commissioner in 1983 and/or 1984? 

(2) What action did the Insurance Commissioner take to ensure that the 
appropriate returns were lodged, having regard to the fact that action is 
usually taken in a matter of days in such cases? 

(3) Why was Patrick Blake allowed to continue as a licensed insurance broker, 
even though he had failed to comply with the conditions of his licence? If 
so, for how long, and why? 

(4) Is it tme that properly lodged returns would have shown a large deficiency 
in Mr Blake's account? 

(5) Is it tme that the Insurance Commissioner wrote to Mr Blake in December 
1984, indicating that he had received "numerous complaints" about Mr 
Blake? What action had the Insurance Commissioner taken to investigate 
and act upon those complaints up till that time, or consequently? 
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(6) Specifically, what action has the Insurance Commissioner taken against Mr 
Blake under the penal provisions of the Act? 

(7) On what date did the Minister first become aware of the allegations against 
Mr Blake? 

(8) On what date did the Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting the Treasurer 
discuss the Blake affair with his ministerial colleagues, the Insurance 
Commissioner, or any officers of the public service or any statutory bodies? 
With whom did he discuss the case? What was the nature of those discussions? 
What actions did the Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting the Treasurer 
suggest should be taken? 

(9) With regard to the involvement of the SGIO in this matter, is it tme that 
Mr Blake failed to pass on to the SGIO premiums paid to him for the 
purpose of meeting premiums due on policies held by the SGIO? 

(10) Did any policies lapse, and/or were any SGIO policies cancelled, as a result 
of the failure of Mr Blake to pay the premiums on those policies? If so, how 
many lapsed, and what was the value of the premiums involved? 

(11) Were any lapsed or canceUed policies later reinstated? If so, on what terms 
and conditions? 

(12) What action has the SGIO taken to recover the premiums allegedly not paid 
by Mr Blake? 

(13) Has the SGIO detected any irregularities in the way in which Mr Patrick 
Blake handled premiums that were paid to him in respect of SGIO insurance 
policies? If so, were any reports on those matters made to the police or to 
the Insurance Commissioner? If so, on what dates? 

(14) Is it tme that the SGIO has written off outstanding premiums that were 
unpaid by Mr Blake? If so, how much money was involved? 

(15) What action has the SGIO taken to recover those outstanding amounts? 

(16) Will the Minister give the House an undertaking that he will table in 
Parliament, before the House rises for the Christmas recess, a full report by 
the Insurance Commissioner, giving full details of the Blake affair? 

I also challenge the Minister for Lands, Forestry and Police (Mr Glasson) to reassure 
the public of Queensland that the integrity of the Queensland Police Force has not been 
damaged by any involvement in the cover-up of the Blake affair and that the matter is 
being pursued by the police force with appropriate vigour. In particular, I ask the Minister 
to answer the following specific questions in relation to the Blake affair— 

In view of the statements made by the Minister in this House on 4 September 
that the Fraud Squad was at that time investigating allegations of false pretences 
against Mr Blake, what progress has this investigation made in the last two months? 

On what date was the first complaint about Mr Blake received? 

How many people have been interviewed by police in the course of the 
investigation, and on what dates? 

Have the police interviewed Mercantile Mutual Insurance Limited regarding 
an amount of $5,388 involving Mr Blake? If not, why not? 

Will the Minister table in this House a fuU report on the police investigation 
to date, and give an indication of when the investigation will be completed? 

The Blake affair will not go quietly away. Allegations have been made about 
misappropriation of funds amounting to in excess of $100,000. There has been an 
apparent and, as yet, unexplained lethargy on the part of the Insurance Commissioner 
and the police in carrying out an investigation and in taking action in relation to that 
matter. 
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Allegations have been made that the SGIO has reinstated unpaid policies and has 
tried to sweep the whole affair under the carpet. 

Time expired. 
Motion (Mr Wharton) agreed to. 
The House adjourned at 12.50 a.m. (Wednesday). 




