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TUESDAY, 21 AUGUST 2012

Legislative Assembly

The Legislative Assembly met at 9.30 am.

Madam Speaker (Hon. Fiona Simpson, Maroochydore) read prayers and took the chair.

For the sitting week, Madam Speaker acknowledged the traditional custodians of the land upon
which this parliament is assembled.

ASSENT TO BILLS

Madam SPEAKER: Honourable members, I have to report that I have received from Her
Excellency the Governor a letter in respect of assent to certain bills, the contents of which will be
incorporated in the Record of Proceedings. I table the letter for the information of members.
The Honourable F. Simpson, MP
Speaker of the Legislative Assembly
Parliament House
George Street
BRISBANE QLD 4000

I hereby acquaint the Legislative Assembly that the following Bills, having been passed by the Legislative Assembly and having
been presented for the Royal Assent, were assented to in the name of Her Majesty The Queen on the date shown:

Date of Assent: 14 August 2012

“A Bill for an Act to amend the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2003, the Coastal Protection and Management Act 1995,
the Environmental Protection Act 1994, the Geothermal Energy Act 2010, the Greenhouse Gas Storage Act 2009, the
Mineral Resources Act 1989, the North Stradbroke Island Protection and Sustainability Act 2011, the Petroleum Act 1923,
the Petroleum and Gas (Production and Safety) Act 2004, the State Development and Public Works Organisation Act
1971, the Sustainable Planning Act 2009, the Torres Strait Islander Cultural Heritage Act 2003, the Transport
Infrastructure Act 1994, the Waste Reduction and Recycling Act 2011, the Water Act 2000 and the Water Supply (Safety
and Reliability) Act 2008 for particular purposes”

“A Bill for an Act to amend the Childrens Court Act 1992, the Civil Proceedings Act 2011, the Commissions of Inquiry Act
1950, the Criminal Code, the Industrial Relations Act 1999, the Industrial Relations Regulation 2011, the Justices Act
1886, the Land Court Act 2000, the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992, the Penalties and Sentences Regulation 2005, the
State Penalties Enforcement Act 1999 and the Statutory Instruments Act 1992 for particular purposes, and to make minor
amendments of Acts as stated in the schedule for purposes related to those particular purposes”

“A Bill for an Act to amend the Criminal Code, the Parliament of Queensland Act 2001 and the Crime and Misconduct Act
2001 for particular purposes”

These Bills are hereby transmitted to the Legislative Assembly, to be numbered and forwarded to the proper Officer for enrolment,
in the manner required by law.

Yours sincerely

Governor

14 August 2012

Tabled paper: Letter, dated 14 August 2012, from Her Excellency the Governor advising of assent to bills [697]. 

PRIVILEGE

Correction

Mr STEVENS (Mermaid Beach—LNP) (9.30 am): I rise on a matter of privilege. I wish to advise
the House that on 19 June during debate of the Treasury (Cost of Living) and Other Legislation
Amendment Bill I made a statement including the comments—
... the Treasurer has taken great pains to outline through the audit commission’s report, of $100 billion worth of debt.

By way of explanation, the audit commission report specifically referred to $100 billion of debt being
incurred by 2018 if measures were not taken to rein in spiralling debt. I am very aware that the current
debt position is $65 billion. Therefore, I want to clarify the record of any uncertainty in this regard that my
parliamentary language may have given rise to.

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093009
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093009
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093044
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093044
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093104
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093104
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5412T697
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PRIVILEGE

Correction and Apology

Hon. MF McARDLE (Caloundra—LNP) (Minister for Energy and Water Supply) (9.31 am): On
the same day as the Leader of the House I also made reference to a sum of $100 billion or $110 billion.
If that figure said by me represented the debt of this state, it was incorrect and I apologise to the House
and correct the record to state that the debt at that point in time was $65 billion. 

PRIVILEGE

Correction and Apology

Hon. SL DICKSON (Buderim—LNP) (Minister for National Parks, Recreation, Sport and Racing)
(9.32 am): I rise on a matter of privilege. I wish to advise the House that during debate of the Treasury
(Cost of Living) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill and in response to a question without notice from
the member for Chatsworth on 19 June 2012 and in response to a question without notice from the
member for Whitsunday on 20 June 2012 I made comments about a $100 billion debt. I wish to correct
the record in this regard. The $100 billion debt is projected for 2018-19 as outlined in the audit report
and not the current debt level, which today is $65 billion. I also apologise to the House for any
misunderstanding my comments may have caused. 

PRIVILEGE

Correction and Apology

Mr HART (Burleigh—LNP) (9.33 am): I rise on a matter of privilege. I wish to advise the House
that on Thursday, 2 August 2012 during debate on the Criminal Law (False Evidence Before Parliament)
Amendment Bill, I attributed votes in favour of the original legislation—the Criminal Code Amendment
Bill 2006—to the Leader of the Opposition and the Manager of Opposition Business. It was pointed out
to me soon afterwards that the names referenced in Hansard were in fact the members’ respective
fathers. I immediately apologised personally to the members concerned and I now correct the record in
this regard and apologise to the House for any confusion my comments may have caused. 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY

Reply from Governor

Madam SPEAKER: Honourable members, I have to report that on Tuesday, 14 August 2012,
accompanied by honourable members, I presented to Her Excellency the Governor the address of the
Legislative Assembly adopted by this House on 5 June 2012 in reply to Her Excellency’s opening
speech and that Her Excellency has been pleased to make the following reply—
GOVERNMENT HOUSE

QVEENSLAND

RESPONSE TO ADDRESS-IN-REPLY

Madam Speaker and Members

On the 16th of May 2012, I had the honour to deliver the opening speech at the Official Opening of the First Session of the Fifty-
Fourth Parliament of Queensland.

As the Formal Head of the State of Queensland and representative of Her Majesty the Queen, in Queensland, I now extend to you
and to the Members of the Parliament of Queensland, my sincere thanks for the formal Address-In-Reply.

It will be my pleasant duty to convey to Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth the Second, Queen of Australia, the expression of loyalty
and respect from the Members of the Queensland Parliament. The Queen remains a strong and unifying figure for the peoples of
our Commonwealth of Nations, and a symbol of our shared beliefs in freedom and democracy.

Within our own community of Queensland, I encourage all Members of the Legislative Assembly in their endeavours to promote
the well-being and prosperity of our State. On behalf of the people of Queensland, I trust that your efforts will be rewarded with
much success.

I table Her Excellency’s reply for the information of all members.
Tabled paper: Response to address-in-reply from Her Excellency the Governor [698]. 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093105
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093105
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093233
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093233
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093319
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093319
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093402
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093402
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5412T698
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REPORT

Information Commissioner
Madam SPEAKER: Honourable members, I have to report that I have received the annual report

of the Office of the Information Commissioner for 2011-12. I table the report for the information of
members.
Tabled paper: Office of the Information Commissioner—Annual Report 2011-12 [699]. 

SPEAKER’S STATEMENTS

Parliamentary Service, Staff
Madam SPEAKER: Honourable members, I wish to acknowledge five longstanding staff

members who have recently left the Parliamentary Service. Glenda Emmerson commenced at
Parliament House in 1991. Glenda started as a research officer in the library and then as the principal
communications officer. In 2007 Glenda was appointed as the manager of the parliament’s newly
established community engagement section. In 2005 Glenda was issued a meritorious service badge
for involvement with the centenary of women’s suffrage exhibition, the Central Queensland regional
sitting display and the Indigenous suffrage display. In 2008 Glenda was awarded the Speaker’s Award
for leadership and assistance in implementing the parliament’s community engagement strategies.

Annette Henery commenced at Parliament House in 1993 where she worked in the Table Office
and more recently in Community Engagement. In 2008 Annette was awarded the Clerk’s Award for
involvement in the establishment of the tabled papers database and dealing with change in the
workplace. In 2010 Annette was issued a meritorious service badge for her contribution and
management of the P150 open day and Speakers Corner projects.

Patricia Reeves commenced at Parliament House in 1991 and worked as a telephonist with
Administrative Services. In 2009 Patricia was issued a meritorious service badge for implementation of
the computerised switchboard call management system.

Aurora Senior commenced at Parliament House in 1979, the same week that the Annexe building
was opened. Aurora worked as part of the Members Executive Support team service and previously as
a travel officer. I believe she was also the secretary on my level for many years, and we did appreciate
her great service.

Karen Sampford commenced at Parliament House in 1991 and worked in the Parliamentary
Library as the team leader of General Distribution Research.

On behalf of all members, I take this opportunity to thank Glenda, Annette, Patricia, Aurora and
Karen for their many years of service and wish them well for the future.

Honourable members: Hear, hear!  

Broadcast of Parliament
Madam SPEAKER: Honourable members, broadening the range of media outlets that have

access to the parliamentary television footage is good for democracy. Today, I am pleased to inform the
House and the wider public of an initiative made possible by technological development. A significant
milestone occurs today for the Queensland parliament, with the first live broadcast of question time via
Australia’s Public Affairs Channel, or A-PAC. Members would be familiar with A-PAC’s live broadcast of
federal parliament since 2008. For several years A-PAC has also been broadcasting Queensland
parliament’s question time on Sundays, using DVD footage provided by parliament. This fact affirms that
the parliamentary television footage produced by non-political, independent members of the
Parliamentary Service is of broadcast quality and that there are media outlets that broadcast this
footage believing it is in the public interest to do so. 

Members would be aware that high-definition cameras were installed under Speaker Reynolds in
2007 and that live internet broadcast of parliament also commenced at this time. Subsequent
improvements included the addition of broadcast on demand and broadcasts of committee hearings.
This television footage has always been available free of charge for media outlets, although ease of
access has proved challenging, particularly for those outlets not based at Parliament House. By adding
an external broadcast link, we can now make the feed available to television channels not based at
parliament. 

From today, digital technology used by the parliament allows a more extensive range of media
outlets to access the broadcast, significantly extending the opportunities for reporting on parliament.
This means live, unedited and uncensored footage of parliamentary proceedings is now available to
television channels throughout the whole day, not just question time, and access is extended to non-

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093544
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093544
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093558
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093558
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093824
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_093824
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5412T699
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metropolitan regional news outlets. Members can be assured that this access is also available to those
networks whose cameras have been removed from the Legislative Assembly chamber for nine sitting
days due to their breach of the 2006 media access rules which occurred on 21 and 22 June. 

I emphasise that the broadcast feed of this footage will be available to other news channels, not
just A-PAC, but I acknowledge the assistance of Sky News in helping us take this step forward. This
greatly expanded broadcast opportunity will benefit all Queenslanders who are interested in seeing their
parliament at work. I also wish to thank all parliamentary staff involved in this broadcast system for their
ongoing work of making parliament accessible. 

MOTION OF CONDOLENCE

Lamont, Mr CC
Hon. CKT NEWMAN (Ashgrove—LNP) (Premier) (9.42 am): I move—

1. That this House desires to place on record its appreciation of the services rendered to this state by the late Colin Charles
Lamont, a former member of the Parliament of Queensland; and

2. That Madam Speaker be requested to convey to the Lamont family the above resolution, together with an expression of
the sympathy and sorrow of the members of the Parliament of Queensland, in the loss they have sustained. 
I would also like to acknowledge Lachlan Lamont, Colin’s son, who is present in the chamber

today. Colin Charles Lamont was born in Brisbane on 18 November 1941. Mr Lamont attended Wilston
State School and Brisbane Grammar School. While at Brisbane Grammar School he captained its
debating team before going on to Brisbane Teachers College and the University of Queensland.
Mr Lamont was what would you call an all-rounder. He excelled in classical piano, he was an A-grade
tennis player and, according to those who knew him well, had a reasonable singing voice as well. 

After graduating from university, Mr Lamont initially worked as a state secondary school teacher
before travelling to London to continue his university studies. Following his time in London, he served for
seven years as a detective inspector with the Hong Kong police. During that time, Chinese communists
had set up a red guard unit in the city and ordered science students in the high schools to make bombs.
Colin was defusing one when it exploded. Shrapnel lodged in his brain and pieces near his eye were
removed in 1994. On his recovery he was seconded to MI6’s special intelligence branch, where he
formed friendships that lasted a lifetime. 

Upon returning to Australia, Mr Lamont served as senior history master at Brisbane Grammar
School from 1972 to 1974 and he was also involved in debating circles, serving as president of the
Queensland Debating Union in 1973 and as president of the Queensland Liberal Speakers’ Group from
1973 to 1975. He joined the Liberal Party and formed a close relationship with Australia’s first
Indigenous senator, Neville Bonner. 

In 1974, Mr Lamont was preselected by the Liberal Party to contest the seat of South Brisbane in
the Queensland Legislative Assembly against the sitting ALP member, Fred Bromley. After a keenly
fought electoral contest, Mr Lamont was successful at the state election of December 1974—a landslide
election which famously reduced the ALP to a cricket team—and took his place in this parliament as the
first member from the conservative side of politics to represent the seat of South Brisbane for many
years. That year, he married Janette Alexander in the Speaker’s private dining room at Parliament
House. The couple went on to have two sons, Cameron and Lachlan. 

In 1977, an electoral redistribution rendered the seat of South Brisbane as virtually unwinnable for
the Liberal Party and Mr Lamont subsequently decided to contest the seat of Woodridge. However,
Mr Lamont was defeated at the 1977 state election for the seat of Woodridge by the ALP’s candidate,
Mr William D’Arcy. After his election defeat, Mr Lamont joined the board of the Deaf Society, became the
head of the Brisbane Deaf School and the state chair of the Council on Disability. But he always
remained interested and involved in politics. 

Always one to fight for what he believed in, Mr Lamont was reprimanded by the Liberal Party
hierarchy after publicly taking on party president, Dr John Herron, following a decision to drop his close
friend, Neville Bonner, from the Senate ticket. Mr Lamont went on to become president of the
Registered & Licensed Clubs Association of Queensland, after earlier being asked by the Liberals to
help formulate a pokies policy. His advocacy for pokies saw him engaged in a bitter battle with vested
anti-pokies interests, including the National Party and the Queensland Hotels Association. Mr Lamont
later lectured in politics and public policy at Griffith University and served as the Queensland chairman
of the Australian Council for Education Standards. On retirement, Mr Lamont moved to the Gold Coast,
where he married Gail McGregor, becoming a valued member of her large family. In 2006, he founded
the Unit Owners and Body Corporate Alliance, a Gold Coast lobby group for unit owners, and was also
involved in the Miami Beach Surf Life Saving Club. 

Passionate and idealistic, Colin Lamont gave his all to any endeavour he set his mind to. Once he
had committed to a cause, his support was always absolute. He fought for what he believed in and he
fought hard. Colin Charles Lamont passed away on 7 July 2012 and a service to celebrate his life was

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_094141
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_094141
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held in the Parkview Chapel, Allambe Memorial Gardens at Nerang, on 18 July 2012. I place on record
the government’s thanks to the years of service Mr Lamont gave to the institutions of our democracy
and to the Queensland community. On behalf of the government, I take this opportunity to extend my
sympathy, and that of this House, to Mr Lamont’s family and friends. 

Ms PALASZCZUK (Inala—ALP) (Leader of the Opposition) (9.46 am): Colin Charles Lamont was
born in Brisbane on 18 November 1941. He was educated at two of the more well-known schools in
Brisbane, the Wilston State School and Brisbane Grammar School, before going on to tertiary study at
Brisbane Teachers College and the University of Queensland. Before entering state parliament, he
enjoyed a varied career as a secondary school teacher, a national director of Abschol, which was a
committee supporting scholarships for Indigenous students, and the Royal Hong Kong Police. He also
served as the senior history master at Brisbane Grammar School and as the head of the Brisbane Deaf
School. 

 Mr Lamont was a member of the Liberal Party and was elected to represent the people of South
Brisbane in this chamber in 1974. In an interview in 2010, Mr Lamont revealed that his original plan was
to enter the federal parliament with the aim of becoming a foreign minister. He was urged to run in the
supposedly unwinnable Labor seat of South Brisbane in the 1974 state election as a trial run and to get
his name known before running in the federal seat of Brisbane. Mr Lament remembered speaking to a
senior Liberal state cabinet minister the day before the 1974 election. In Mr Lamont’s own words he
recalled, ‘I said to him, “I think I’m going to win,” and he said, “Don’t get carried away, Col, you need
11 per cent and the state swing is going to be about seven per cent.” Well, I got 17 per cent.’

As a parliamentarian, Mr Lamont demonstrated that he was a man of principle at a time when the
National Party and Premier Joh Bjelke-Petersen rode roughshod over many of the democratic principles
we now take for granted. Mr Lamont was a staunch opponent of the then Premier’s anti street march
laws. He openly opposed the Premier’s controversial appointment of Albert Field as a replacement
senator in 1975, which ultimately contributed to the dismissal of Gough Whitlam as Prime Minister. And
he spoke out against the appointment of Terry Lewis as police commissioner—criticism that proved
warranted, as history went on to show. 

Mr Lamont’s approach to being an MP was one to be admired. He once said, ‘We can’t possibly
know everything. And we can’t possibly govern ourselves. Nor can we check on the government
because we haven’t got time. So we elect representatives to check on the government for us. So a
member of parliament is a representative, and unless he is in the cabinet, his job is to check on what the
cabinet is doing.’ These are the words that Colin Lamont put into practice throughout his political career.
We can be thankful that he did not take the advice of former National Party minister Russ Hinze. In an
interview Mr Lamont retold the following anecdote—
Russ Hinze...said to me, ‘Look, Joh doesn’t agree with you on education’, which worried me. But he said, ‘Joh doesn’t disagree
with you.’ He said, ‘In fact, we all think you talk a lot of sense.’ And he said, ‘You know, you could have a portfolio after this election
if you just promise to stay off police corruption and civil liberties.’ And I said, ‘If that’s the price, I don’t want it.’ 

Colin Lamont, described as a burr under the saddle of the Bjelke-Petersen government,
unfortunately only served one term. Due to his constant criticism of the government his seat was
subjected to a redistribution that forced him to stand in Woodridge where he was beaten in the 1977
election. Yet during his short stint in this House he showed the courage, integrity and character that we
should all aspire to. Mr Lamont passed away on 7 July 2012. He is survived by his wife Gail, his sons
Cameron and Lachlan and grandson Taylor. I extend my deepest sympathies to the family at this sad
time for their loss. 

Hon. JA STUCKEY (Currumbin—LNP) (Minister for Tourism, Major Events, Small Business and
the Commonwealth Games) (9.50 am): It is with a truly heavy heart and great sadness that I rise to
speak on the condolence motion for Mr Colin Charles Lamont. Born Colin Bird in Brisbane on 18
November 1941, Colin changed his name by deed poll in 1965 to Colin Charles Lamont. He passed
away on 7 July 2012 and was farewelled at a funeral followed by a memorial celebration of his life at
Miami Beach Surf Life Saving Club on 19 July this year.

As members have heard, Colin served with distinction as the Liberal member for South Brisbane
from 7 December 1974 to 12 November 1977. Educated at Wilston State School, Brisbane Grammar
School and Brisbane Teachers College, he subsequently studied political science, history and
government at the University of Queensland. In 1964, Colin served as national director of Abschol, a
committee of the union supporting scholarships for Indigenous students. Colin worked initially as a state
secondary school teacher after graduating from university, but also served a stint as a detective
inspector with the Royal Hong Kong Police Force from 1966 to 1971. He subsequently returned to
Australia where he served as senior history master at Brisbane Grammar School and head of the
Brisbane Deaf School. Active in debating circles, he served as president of the Queensland Debating
Union in 1973 and as president of the Queensland Liberal Speakers’ Group from 1973 to 1975. 

Colin was elected to this chamber for the usually safe Labor seat of South Brisbane amidst the
landslide Country Liberal victory in the 1974 state election. Colin’s seat was rendered unwinnable in the
redistribution before the 1977 election in which Colin unfortunately lost his seat. After politics Colin went
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on to lecture in politics and public policy at Griffith University. He was an active member of the surf
lifesaving movement and a very keen tennis player. However, Colin was a real champion for unit owners
and bodies corporate. So much so that in 2006 he founded the Unit Owners and Body Corporate
Alliance, a Gold Coast lobby group for unit owners. In his role of unofficial champion of the maligned unit
owner, Colin gave freely of his time and expertise to hundreds of individuals in need of advice. As he
said to me, there were over 150,000 units on the Gold Coast alone at that time and if only one per cent
came to see him he was kept very busy. It was therefore not too surprising that Colin was particularly
helpful on body corporate matters when I held the shadow Fair Trading portfolio. When Colin took up a
cause he did it in such a vocal and vigorous manner that he would not stop until he got his message
across. One notable account of the efficacy of his tenacity across all of his matters of interest was
reported in the newspapers when his concerted efforts to keep undersize and female crabs off southern
markets were recognised. 

I had the great privilege of knowing Colin for many years. He was a true friend and a good mate
who always offered advice, whether you asked for it or not. Colin always gave me his unconditional
support and was one of the first people to congratulate me when I was elected in 2004. President of the
Unit Owners Association of Queensland, Wayne Stevens, summed up Colin’s dedication to his most
recent vocation when he recently said—
Colin worked tirelessly for unit owners and had an enthusiasm unsurpassed on the Gold Coast. He was very familiar with the
issues of management rights and anxious to see that the inequities that many a unit owner had complained to him about were
addressed. He had a unique style that generated confidence and caring. His encouragement and experience will be missed.

Lukewarm is not a word that you would use to describe Colin Lamont. His legacy will live on. The
Unit Owners and Body Corporate Alliance has now merged with the Unit Owners Association of
Queensland to form the largest representative group of unit owners in Australia. Colin will be
remembered for the significant role he played in this achievement. With his superior grasp of English
and excellent oratory skills, Colin would capture the most resistant of audiences with his convincing
manner. Speaking to a condolence motion here in the Queensland parliament presents one with a truly
humbling experience as we reflect upon and pay tribute to someone who has contributed as a member
of this parliament, in their community and touched the lives of others in some way. I wish to extend my
sympathy to all of the family and friends of Colin Charles Lamont. He will be sorely missed by all. 

Ms TRAD (South Brisbane—ALP) (9.56 am): I rise to pay tribute to Colin Lamont, a former
member for my seat of South Brisbane. Colin was elected as the Liberal member for South Brisbane in
1974 and is only one of two conservative politicians to have held the seat since it became a one-
member constituency in 1912. While his time in this chamber was short, serving only one term, he
packed a lot into those three years. In a parliament much like this one, Colin took it upon himself to be
an internal critic of the Bjelke-Petersen government. He was guided not by the Premier but by his own
principles. The positions he took won him few friends within the National Party, but history has come
down squarely on his side. Colin opposed Joh Bjelke-Petersen’s decision to spurn precedent in 1975
and to ignore Labor’s recommendation to fill the casual vacancy created by the death of Senator Bertie
Milliner. Joh appointed Albert Field instead, a man who Gough Whitlam once described as an individual
of the utmost obscurity, from which he rose and to which he sank with equal speed. Colin was also
critical of the appointment of Terry Lewis to the position of police commissioner. Years later the
Fitzgerald Inquiry and Terry Lewis’s conviction would vindicate Colin’s prescience. 

In 1977 when Bjelke-Petersen resolved to ban street marches, Colin again proved to be a
principled voice of dissent against a Premier and a government that had gone too far. On the morning
the debate was to have taken place in parliament, Colin spoke to students at the University of
Queensland and told them the bill was a tactic to incite a protest and provide a law and order issue for
the Nationals to run on in the 1977 election. The students elected not to march. I will let Colin tell you in
his own words how Sir Joh reacted to his intervention—
Two hours later, he lunged at me across the floor of Parliament, waving a tape recorder and spluttered, “I’ve heard every word.
You are a traitor to this Government”. I told him I was not a member of his Government but a member of the parliament charged
with keeping his Government in check. The point was lost on him. He never understood finer philosophical points: The concept of
the people electing a parliament to keep check on the government was simply not part of his awareness. 

It appears that you can take the member out of South Brisbane, but you cannot take South Brisbane out
of the member. 

Because of this, Colin was not a Bjelke-Petersen favourite. When the 1977 election came around,
a number of changes had been made to the seat of South Brisbane. This was at a time when the
gerrymander was in full effect and the decisions on electoral boundaries were made in the Premier’s
office. Colin decided against running again for South Brisbane, a seat he had little chance of winning.
Instead, he ran for the seat of Woodridge, which he lost. Jim Fouras was elected as the member for
South Brisbane and, arriving in this place, he was told by the Nationals that they had changed South
Brisbane’s boundaries because they would rather have a Labor member than another term of Colin
Lamont. In 1980, Colin returned to contest the seat of South Brisbane against Jim Fouras. He was not
successful. 
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While he was no longer a member of the parliament, Colin was always active in politics and the
community. In his post-parliamentary life, he served as the president of the Registered and Licensed
Clubs Association, lectured in politics and public policy at Griffith University and was the Queensland
chair of the Australian Council on Education Research. In 2006, he founded the Unit Owners and Body
Corporate Alliance to represent Gold Coast unit owners, as has already been commented on here
today. 

Colin is survived by his wife, Gail, his sons, Cameron and Lachlan, and his grandson, Taylor. In
the words of his wife, Gail—
With Colin there were no half measures. Once committed to a cause, it was absolute. He could be likened to a mythical favourite
of his, Don Quixote, even sometimes tilting at windmills, always a crusader and an adventurer. 

As the member for South Brisbane and on behalf of the electors of South Brisbane, I put on the
record the appreciation of my local electorate for his principled service to this place. I extend my
condolences to his family and friends. 

Mr STEVENS (Mermaid Beach—LNP) (10.01 am): It is a great pleasure for me to rise to speak
today on the motion of condolence for Colin Lamont. He was a good friend to me and really proved the
point when I was preselected for the seat of Robina in 2006. Three weeks out from the election, it was
very difficult being the new person foisted on all the locals in that particular seat. Colin was the first one
to jump to my support and, afterwards, always gave me his full cooperation. He also freely gave me
advice in terms of where I should be going as a politician and I appreciated that greatly. He was a
regular visitor to my office. He was also a great community member, particularly through the surf
lifesaving movement, which was dear to his heart, as were the rights of unit owners, for whom he did a
wonderful job.  Colin was a definitive character whose opinion was sought by many people and was
always freely given on many subjects, such as Rugby, which he was very much involved with. He was a
practical person and political intrigue was very much to the fore of his interests. He loved politics. Many
of his friends and political identities attended his memorial service, where we heard countless stories of
his self-belief, his political battles and his unswerving devotion to standing up and being counted on any
issue. 

Colin’s opinion was pretty much the only one he believed in throughout the many wide-ranging
political discourses I had with him. One conversation in particular reminds me greatly of Colin’s forthright
belief in the direction that we should be following. It was after the 2006 election, when the member for
Callide, Mr Jeff Seeney, became the Leader of the Opposition. When the current Deputy Premier was at
school, Colin was one of his mentors and his football coach. I remember Colin bursting into my office
and enthusing about Jeff, a former pupil and star Rugby player, being our new leader of the opposition.
He was absolutely adamant that as a party we had made a great choice and that Jeff had some
magnificent attributes. In fact, he said that Jeff could have gone on to become a Rhodes scholar. Those
were Colin’s words. I made the ridiculously stupid mistake of saying, ‘You’re kidding me?’ For at least
one full hour, Colin regaled me with the wonderful attributes of the member for Callide. Now that he has
become the Deputy Premier, I see how right Colin was. Should his political career finish in the shorter
term, Rhodes scholarship might still be available to the Deputy Premier. Colin was firm in his belief and
firm in his support. Through his long-term association with the member for Callide, he believed
unswervingly in his capacities to lead. He did not resile from any of that dedication. 

Colin was a great friend of Dr Tom Kerr, who was with him in Hong Kong. Tom is also a great
friend of mine. Tom was with Colin when, while performing his policing duties in Hong Kong, a bomb
went off that severely affected Colin’s hearing for the rest of his life. As referred to earlier, Colin made
great contributions to the rights of deaf people. Certainly the Miami Beach Surf Life Saving Club was
always a phone call away from getting support, via Colin, from me and those I knew at council who
could help them with this, that and the other thing. Miami was one of the surf clubs that was very reticent
about introducing poker machines, which Colin did not believe in even though he had been the boss of
the poker machine group in years gone by. 

Colin was a very dedicated person. At the memorial service, I saw some wonderful pictures of a
young Colin Bird, or Colin Lamont following his later name change, which bore a remarkable
resemblance to his hero from earlier years, Errol Flynn. He had the thin moustache, although he was
minus the sword, of course. Colin was very much an outgoing person who enjoyed a very full and fruitful
life. Today, it is my great pleasure to join in this condolence motion and say to his boys, Lachlan and
Cameron, you are very lucky men to have such a wonderful father. To Gail, his partner of recent years, I
offer my sincere condolences. Indeed, I offer them to all of you on the passing of Colin. We will not see
his particular like again. We thank him for his contribution to Queensland and Australia and to politics in
general. 

Hon. JW SEENEY (Callide—LNP) (Deputy Premier and Minister for State Development,
Infrastructure and Planning) (10.07 am): It is with some regret that I rise to make a contribution to the
condolence motion for Colin Lamont. I first met Colin Lamont in 1973. As the Leader of the House just
indicated, he was a teacher at Brisbane Grammar School and I was a country kid sent there to boarding
school. Colin Lamont had an enormous effect on my life, as he did on the lives of a whole lot of young
men who attended the school at that time. He taught me economics and history. 
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Mr Nicholls interjected. 
Mr SEENEY: Very successfully, thank you, Mr Treasurer. Colin Lamont taught me economics and

history. Given his background with the Hong Kong police and MI5, as outlined by a number of speakers
today, as school boys we certainly were in awe of the sort of person that Colin Lamont was.  Colin was
the debating master. The school records show that when I was at school I was involved in Rugby and
debating. At the time, it was something of an unusual combination, especially for country kids, to be
involved in Rugby and debating, but it was because of Colin Lamont. I remember one day we were
coming back from football training and Colin said, ‘We need some people to go to Clayfield College for
debating tonight.’ As we all know, Clayfield College is a girls school. Of course, I was not very keen until
he said, ‘Some intellectual intercourse will do you good.’ Being a 17-year-old, I knew what 50 per cent of
that meant. So I went and I was a long-term member of the debating club after that at the behest of Colin
Lamont, and it was not just because the debating team went to girls schools.

When I was elected to the parliament, one of the first people who made contact with me after
many years of not being in contact was Colin. We had a lot of political discussions over the years,
especially on areas that Colin had taken a particular interest in—the area of body corporates and unit
owners I think became something of a passion of his. He continued to provide me with a deal of advice
both about politics and my debating style as Leader of the Opposition in the parliament at a time when
this place was much more combative than it is now. I treasure the relationship that I had with Colin
Lamont over those years. 

I extend my condolences to his family here today. To his sons, I say that your father had a
profound influence on a generation of young men of which I was but one, and you can be proud of the
legacy that he has left not just in this parliament but in the state as a whole. 

Honourable members: Hear, hear! 
Whereupon honourable members stood in silence.
Madam SPEAKER: Order! In accordance with sessional order 4, question time will commence in

half an hour, at 10.41 am.

PETITIONS
The Clerk presented the following paper petition, lodged by the honourable member indicated—

Caravan Parks

Mr Wellington, from 22 petitioners, requesting the House to stop the sale of the Monte Carlo Caravan Park at Cannon Hill,
Woombye Gardens Caravan Park at Woombye and the Lazy Acres Caravan Park at Torquay [700]. 

The Clerk presented the following e-petitions, sponsored by the honourable members indicated—

Beerburrum-Nambour, Rail Corridor

Mr Wellington, from 206 petitioners, requesting the House to revise the timetable currently set for the 2026-2031 rail duplication
works from Beerburrum to Nambour and to resume the project as a matter of high priority [701].

CSG Industry

Mr Wellington, from 2,686 petitioners, requesting the House to place a 12 month moratorium on coal seam gas projects while
further scientific tests are carried out to ensure that industry techniques pose no threat to prime agricultural land, drinking water
and human health [702].

Nambour Hospital, Car Parking

Mr Wellington, from 457 petitioners, requesting the House to build a multi-storey car parking facility at Nambour Hospital.

Petitions received [703].

TABLED PAPERS
PAPERS TABLED DURING THE RECESS 
The Clerk informed the House that the following papers, received during the recess, were tabled on the dates indicated—
9 August 2012—
668 Response from the Minister for Police and Community Safety (Mr Dempsey) to three ePetitions (1854-12, 1855-12, 1856-

12) sponsored by the Clerk in accordance with Standing Order 119(4), from 87, 74 and 89 petitioners respectively,
requesting the House to amend the Transport Operations (Road Use Management) Act 1995 to prevent Police
Prosecutors claiming costs when on-the-spot traffic fines are being defended in court

669 Health and Community Services Committee: Report No. 6—Report on Subordinate Legislation
670 Response from the Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection (Mr Powell) to a paper petition (1925-12) presented

by the Clerk in accordance with Standing Order 119(3), from 30 petitioners, requesting the House to reinstate the Climate
Smart Home Service and fund it for the next decade
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671 Response from the Attorney-General and Minister for Justice (Mr Bleijie) to an ePetition (1885-12) sponsored by
Mr Shorten, from 107 petitioners, requesting the House to increase the number of Police on the beat and length of
sentences in all relevant Acts and introduce mandatory minimum sentencing where required to ensure perpetrators of
such crimes receive sentences in line with community expectations

672 Response from the Minister for Transport and Main Roads (Mr Emerson) to a paper petition (1924-12) presented by
Mr Davies from 75 petitioners, requesting the House to review TransLink Transit Authority’s decision to discontinue bus
route 257 from Ormiston to the city and to reinstate the service

673 Response from the Minister for Transport and Main Roads (Mr Emerson) to a paper petition (1926-12) presented by
Dr Robinson, from 330 petitioners, requesting the House to requesting the House to examine the dangerous roundabout
at the corner of Shore and Wellington Streets, Cleveland and provide adequate safety measures for pedestrians and
motorists

674 Transport, Housing and Local Government Committee: Report No. 4—Heavy Vehicle National Law Bill 2012

675 Finance and Administration Committee: Report No. 18—Public Service and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2012

676 Finance and Administration Committee: Report No. 18—Public Service and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2012:
Submissions received in relation to the inquiry

14 August 2012—

677 Rockhampton Girls Grammar School—Annual Report 2011

678 Rockhampton Girls Grammar School—Annual Report 2011: Late tabling statement by the Minister for Education, Training
and Employment (Mr Langbroek)

679 Rockhampton Grammar School—Annual Report 2011

680 Rockhampton Grammar School—Annual Report 2011: Late tabling statement by the Minister for Education, Training and
Employment (Mr Langbroek)

681 Townsville Grammar School—Annual Report 2011

682 Townsville Grammar School—Annual Report 2011: Late tabling statement by the Minister for Education, Training and
Employment (Mr Langbroek)

683 Toowoomba Grammar School—Annual Report 2011

684 Toowoomba Grammar School—Annual Report 2011: Late tabling statement by the Minister for Education, Training and
Employment (Mr Langbroek)

685 Brisbane Girls Grammar School—Annual Report 2011

686 Brisbane Girls Grammar School—Annual Report 2011: Late tabling statement by the Minister for Education, Training and
Employment (Mr Langbroek)

687 Brisbane Grammar School—Annual Report 2011

688 Brisbane Grammar School—Annual Report 2011: Late tabling statement by the Minister for Education, Training and
Employment (Mr Langbroek)

689 Ipswich Grammar School—Annual Report 2011

690 Ipswich Grammar School—Annual Report 2011: Late tabling statement by the Minister for Education, Training and
Employment (Mr Langbroek)

691 Ipswich Girls’ Grammar School—Annual Report 2011

692 Ipswich Girls’ Grammar School—Annual Report 2011: Late tabling statement by the Minister for Education, Training and
Employment (Mr Langbroek)

16 August 2012—

693 Finance and Administration Committee: Report No 13—Oversight of the Queensland Integrity Commissioner 2011:
Government response 

694 Agriculture, Resources and Environment Committee: Report No. 7—Mines Legislation (Streamlining) Amendment Bill
2012

17 August 2012—

695 The Royal Children’s Hospital Foundation: Final Report—1 July 2011 to 10 February 2012

20 August 2012—

696 The Market Rules: SEQ Water Market—As amended by Water (Market Rules) Amendment Notice (No. 1) 2012, effective
18 August 2012, pursuant to section 360ZDA of the Water Act 2000

STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS 

The following statutory instruments were tabled by the Clerk—

Integrity Act 2009—

704 Integrity Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 117

705 Integrity Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 117, Explanatory Notes

Sustainable Planning Act 2009—

706 Sustainable Planning Amendment Regulation (No. 5) 2012, No. 118

707 Sustainable Planning Amendment Regulation (No. 5) 2012, No. 118, Explanatory Notes
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Building Act 1975—
708 Building Amendment Regulation (No. 2) 2012, No. 119
709 Building Amendment Regulation (No. 2) 2012, No. 119, Explanatory Notes
Sustainable Planning Act 2009, Water Act 2000—
710 Water and Other Legislation Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 120
711 Water and Other Legislation Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 120, Explanatory Notes
Explosives Act 1999—
712 Explosives Amendment Regulation (No. 2) 2012, No. 121
713 Explosives Amendment Regulation (No. 2) 2012, No. 121, Explanatory Notes
Adoption Act 2009—
714 Adoption Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 122
715 Adoption Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 122, Explanatory Notes
Disability Services Act 2006—
716 Disability Services Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 123
717 Disability Services Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 123, Explanatory Notes
Forestry Act 1959, Marine Parks Act 2004, Nature Conservation Act 1992, Recreation Areas Management Act 2006—
718 National Parks, Recreation, Sport and Racing Legislation Amendment Regulation (No. 2) 2012, No. 124
719 National Parks, Recreation, Sport and Racing Legislation Amendment Regulation (No. 2) 2012, No. 124, Explanatory

Notes
Civil Proceedings Act 2011—
720 Proclamation commencing certain provisions, No. 125
721 Proclamation commencing certain provisions, No. 125, Explanatory Notes
Cremations Act 2003—
722 Cremations Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 126
723 Cremations Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 126, Explanatory Notes
Brands Act 1915—
724 Brands Regulation 2012, No. 127
725 Brands Regulation 2012, No. 127, Explanatory Notes
Vegetation Management Act 1999—
726 Vegetation Management Regulation 2012, No. 128
727 Vegetation Management Regulation 2012, No. 128, Explanatory Notes
South East Queensland Water (Restructuring) Act 2007—
728 South East Queensland Water (Restructuring) Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 129
729 South East Queensland Water (Restructuring) Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 129, Explanatory Notes
State Penalties Enforcement Act 1999—
730 State Penalties Enforcement Amendment Regulation (No. 4) 2012, No. 130
731 State Penalties Enforcement Amendment Regulation (No. 4) 2012, No. 130, Explanatory Notes
Prostitution Act 1999, Weapons Act 1990—
732 Police Legislation Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 131
733 Police Legislation Amendment Regulation (No. 1) 2012, No. 131, Explanatory Notes
Water Act 2000—
734 Water (Market Rules) Amendment Notice (No. 1) 2012, No. 132
735 Water (Market Rules) Amendment Notice (No. 1) 2012, No. 132, Explanatory Notes
SPEAKER’S PAPER TABLED BY THE CLERK
The following Speaker’s paper was tabled by the Clerk—
Speaker of the Queensland Parliament (Ms Simpson)—
736 Letter, dated 16 August 2012, from the Chair of the Joint Standing Committee on Treaties to the Speaker, regarding a

report tabled in the Commonwealth Parliament, Report No. 127: Treaty tabled on 20 March and 8 May 2012
737 Parliament of the Commonwealth of Australia—Joint Standing Committee on Treaties: Report 127: Treaty tabled on 20

March and 8 May 2012
MEMBER’S PAPER TABLED BY THE CLERK
The following member’s paper was tabled by the Clerk—
Member for Stretton (Ms Ostapovitch)—
738 Non-conforming petition regarding national container deposit scheme for Australia
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REPORT TABLED BY THE CLERK 
The following report was tabled by the Clerk—
739 Report pursuant to Standing Order 165 (Clerical errors or formal changes to any Bill) detailing amendments to certain

Bills, made by the Clerk, prior to assent by Her Excellency the Governor, viz—
Environmental Protection (Greentape Reduction) and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2012
Amendment made to Bill *

Clause 62 (Amendment of sch 4 (Dictionary)) 
At page 246, line 2, ‘for chapter 3, part 1-see section 39: or’—
Omit, Insert—
‘for chapter 3, part 1-see section 39; or’. 
* The page and line number references relate to the Bill, after amendments made in consideration in detail.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS

Queensland Economy
Hon. CKT NEWMAN (Ashgrove—LNP) (Premier) (10.14 am): Queensland is open for business.

Last week we saw a number of significant announcements showing how we are making it easier for
companies to operate in this state by reducing red tape and encouraging investment. In the aviation and
tourism sectors, Minister Stuckey and I joined Qantas CEO Mr Alan Joyce on the Gold Coast last
Monday to announce that the airline will resume direct flights between the Gold Coast and Sydney.
Qantas last flew out of Coolangatta airport in July 2008, but the decision to resume flights will mean
nearly 400,000 extra available seats flying to the Gold Coast each year.

Etihad Airways also made an announcement that it would commence daily flights between
Brisbane and Abu Dhabi from 2013. These extra flights—up to a daily service from three flights a week
currently—mean an extra 47,000 available seats coming to Queensland each year. But there is more.
China Southern Airlines has announced it will be increasing its services to Brisbane and Cairns, and
these decisions come only a month after China Eastern Airlines announced it would fly direct from
Shanghai to Cairns three times a week from October 2012. The government has been working hard to
reinvigorate Queensland’s tourism industry by attracting more visitors to the state and will continue to
work with airlines to secure even more aviation business.

I am also very pleased to welcome Tatts Group Ltd to Brisbane after the giant lotteries and betting
agency decided to relocate its head office from Victoria. It is great to see an operation of this size
recognising the benefits of doing business in Queensland. It demonstrates the secure business
environment the government is creating. With the relocation of its head office to Brisbane, Tatts Group’s
Queensland workforce will grow to more than 1,250. The company will be the third largest listed
company in Queensland, worth around $3.9 billion. 

In addition, the US based warehouse shopping company Costco has also decided to open a
14,000-square metre store at North Lakes by mid-2013, and the company has plans for at least three
more stores in South-East Queensland. This decision is another major boost for business in
Queensland and for competition in the state’s retail sector.

I also note with some interest that the reported activity at the Exhibition in the last week or so is
that people have been taking out their wallets and spending money. There has been an increase in
spending and sales of show bags, food and beverage and even in the Fine Arts Pavilion. I think this
bodes well in terms of retail confidence in the state of Queensland. Queensland is open for business.
These decisions that I have outlined for major companies will boost the Queensland economy, and they
show that the government is getting the conditions right for business by reducing red tape and
encouraging investment. 

Infrastructure Projects, Federal Funding
Hon. JW SEENEY (Callide—LNP) (Deputy Premier and Minister for State Development,

Infrastructure and Planning) (10.17 am): Our government is determined to return Queensland to a
strong economic position. Unfortunately, the same cannot be said for the Labor members on the other
side of this House, nor their federal Labor counterparts in Canberra. Today we see an example of the
federal Treasurer and Deputy Prime Minister of this country—a Queenslander supposedly—threatening
to cut off funding for infrastructure projects in Queensland. This is typical of Labor, it is typical of
Mr Swan and it is typical of the way they are failing to govern in Canberra. They are more interested in
playing politics than governing responsibly. 

On Sunday the federal Treasurer decided to write a letter to the Queensland government—to the
Premier, in fact—a letter that was all about politics and nothing about delivering outcomes like a railway
line to Redcliffe. It was all about politics and all about Labor’s political agenda. Mr Swan’s letter asserted
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that if our government did not recommit to the funding of eight specific infrastructure projects then the
federal Labor government would withdraw its funding for these projects. Queenslanders should note
that Mr Swan, the member for Lilley in Brisbane, is prepared to rob them of funding for considerable
road, rail, transport and health projects and redirect the money to other states. 

Our government had given no indication to the federal government that there was any intention to
cut funding to these projects. To the contrary, both before and after the recent state election we indicated
that we supported and would continue with the funding of these projects. Yet Mr Swan ignored that and
felt compelled to write a letter on the matter. He chose to play politics with the infrastructure projects that
are so important to the people of the state that he represents. 

His letter of course was in the hands of the media before Queensland government offices opened
for business yesterday morning. That, of course, is what it was all about: a media stunt from the federal
Treasurer, a political attack on the LNP government in Queensland and no consideration for the people
of Queensland and the infrastructure projects that they need so badly.

Well, Mr Swan will get his answer in writing from the Premier, but I can give it to him here today as
well. All the projects listed by the federal Treasurer will continue to be funded by this government—as
we said we would. In raising these matters, the federal Treasurer only highlights the incompetence of
the previous Labor government—of which members opposite were ministers. He has never stood up for
Queensland—whether it be on Labor’s mining tax, Labor’s carbon tax or now the Gonski reforms that
would leave almost one-third of Queensland schools worse off—but Mr Swan is more than happy to hit
Queenslanders with extra taxes time after time. Labor’s carbon tax, of which Mr Swan is so proud, will
have a more pronounced effect upon Queensland than any other state in Australia—costing jobs,
increasing costs and reducing wages. It is pertinent to note that Labor’s carbon tax is supported by
Labor here in Queensland.

That is Wayne Swan’s legacy for Queenslanders—to add to their costs of living and to place a
drag on the state’s economy. The Newman government on the other hand will do all it can to grow the
business of Queensland. As the Premier told the House earlier, we will ensure Queensland is open for
business. 

Business

Hon. TJ NICHOLLS (Clayfield—LNP) (Treasurer and Minister for Trade) (10.20 am): Queensland
can boast a resilient and innovative business community. Queensland businesses continue to be world
leaders in a range of industries like biotechnology, engineering and construction. We know that business
has a bright future and sees a bright future here in Queensland, and I note last week’s announcement,
just reinforced by the Premier today, that the Tatts Group is moving its head office from Melbourne to
Brisbane. This, together with the announcements that have been made jointly with the Minister for
Tourism about increased flights, simply serves to reinforce that Queensland under a Newman LNP
government is once again open for business.

There are great prospects for growth for Queensland businesses internationally as well. Last
month I undertook a trade mission to China, Japan and the United States, which among other things
aimed to open discussions between Queensland businesses and potential international partners. While
in China, I had the pleasure of opening a Brisbane based company’s new Shanghai office. Sedgman’s
growth and success is a credit to its workers and indicative of the entrepreneurial spirit of Queensland
business. Since its establishment in 1979, Sedgman has grown to become a world leader in coal
innovation and technology, delivering simple, progressive and effective engineering solutions with the
aim of achieving cost savings and optimal productivity for its clients.

Sedgman first gained a presence in China in Beijing in 2008. In 2010 Sedgman’s Mongolia office
was set up and now Sedgman is establishing its Shanghai Engineering Centre of Excellence. The office
will have approximately 50 engineers and draftsman by the end of the year, and they are trained right
here in Brisbane by experienced and qualified Sedgman staff. There is no doubt that Sedgman is a true-
blue Queensland success story. Only last year, Sedgman was awarded the Australian Prime Minister’s
Export Award. Sedgman is just one example of the ingenuity of this state’s business community.

The Newman government recognises that business—not government—is what drives our
economy. We realise that our responsibility as a government is, firstly, to get the policy settings right so
that the business community can continue to grow and thrive, and, secondly, to keep working to open up
pathways between Queensland companies and potential international partners. Under Labor, the
business community was slugged with increased red tape and regulation and more charges. This LNP
government is committed to reducing that regulatory burden and creating an environment that gives
small business owners the confidence to invest and build their company in the same way Sedgman did
in Queensland over 30 years ago. 
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Juvenile Justice, Boot Camps
Hon. JP BLEIJIE (Kawana—LNP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice) (10.22 am): The

Newman government is committed to breaking the cycle of youth crime and getting juvenile justice
under control in Queensland. The former Labor government created a legacy where approximately one-
third of all young offenders in detention had served there five times or more—a statistic no-one should
be proud of. This government will take action to reduce the number of repeat offenders and give these
young people a better chance of turning their lives around.

I am very pleased to announce that this government will trial two youth boot camp programs for
80 young offenders available at different points of the justice system—a sentenced youth boot camp in
the Cairns region and an early intervention youth boot camp in the Gold Coast region. Two different
types of boot camps will be trialled to test which approach is the most successful at reducing reoffending
rates. The boot camp proposal proved overwhelmingly popular throughout the state, and we received
significant input from community groups and government agencies during the consultation process.

The government will continually monitor and review the outcomes of the boot camp trial and, if
successful, it is the government’s intention to broaden the scope of the trial to other areas around the
state. Both programs will adopt a similar approach, including a camp component that will provide
discipline, structure and physical training. The programs will also involve family skilling, community
participation, education and training. Both programs will aim to address the causes of offending
behaviour and re-engage the young person in learning or help them get a job. A longer-term mentoring
component will help to guide the young person in the right direction. The key difference will be in the
intensity and length of the programs.

The sentenced youth boot camp will be implemented in the Cairns region and will divert 40 young
people over the next two years from detention into boot camps. It is clear from the data that Cairns will
benefit significantly from a program that diverts young offenders away from detention. I will be amending
the Youth Justice Act 1992 so that a boot camp order becomes a sentencing option for courts in the
Cairns area. Judges in this area will be able to offer young offenders facing a custodial sentence a
chance to turn their lives around through a boot camp order.

The early intervention youth boot camp will be implemented in the Gold Coast region and will
focus on stopping 40 young people over the next two years from entering the youth justice system. In
South-East Queensland there are a significant number of young people entering the justice system, and
therefore there is a strong demand for an early intervention youth boot camp. The young people
targeted for this camp will be those identified by police, schools and allied professionals as being on a
path heading towards a life of crime if they do not receive intervention to divert them away from crime
and give them new opportunities.

A procurement process to contract appropriate service providers will commence this week, and
details will be available on the department of justice website. The announcement of this procurement
process demonstrates that this government is well on track to fulfilling our commitment contained in the
six-month action plan to engage service providers for boot camp trials before December this year.
Following the procurement process, both youth boot camps will commence in early 2013. For interested
service providers, information sessions will be held in Cairns on 29 August and on the Gold Coast on 30
August. These sessions will provide an opportunity for interested parties to obtain further detail about
the programs and the government’s expectations.

The former Labor government created a revolving door of crime and juvenile detention. We need
to change how we respond to these young offenders because if we do not help them now it will cost
taxpayers $250,000 per offender per year to keep them in youth detention. That is why the Newman
government has committed $2 million to this trial—to give young people the opportunity to learn values
and respect and to take responsibility and get their lives back on track. 

Mining Permits
Hon. AP CRIPPS (Hinchinbrook—LNP) (Minister for Natural Resources and Mines) (10.26 am):

I am pleased to advise the House of the release of a new online service aimed at keeping Queensland’s
local communities informed about mining and petroleum activities in their regions. The local area mining
permit report was launched by the Department of Natural Resources and Mines last week and is now
available online. This new online tool means landholders and regional councils will now have the ability
to access the very latest information about exploration and mining activity in their local area.

The service will generate an up-to-date, user-friendly LAMP report, including maps showing all
applications or granted permits for mining exploration, production or infrastructure tenure in their area.
Users can tailor their search for resource activity by local government boundary, an individual property
using real property descriptions or within two kilometres of a property in their area. Users will also be
able to search for permits by resource type, including coal, petroleum, minerals, greenhouse gas and
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geothermal. It will also highlight constrained land in the local area where resource activity may be
limited, conditioned or prohibited. The report will be easy to understand and emailed to the user soon
after the request is made.

The LAMP report will make a difference to many Queenslanders who feel overwhelmed by the
speed of development in the resources sector. The ability of users to electronically submit search
requests will assist with relieving resource pressures currently experienced by regional mining staff. The
Local Government Association of Queensland made submissions to the previous Labor government
requesting greater transparency and greater integration with resource activity.

It has taken a change of government in Queensland to see movement on this issue and, indeed,
delivery in this regard. The new LAMP report is a clear investment in transparency by the Newman LNP
government. This is an important step forwards, striking a balance between growing the mining and
resources sector and protecting areas from inappropriate resource development. As the Minister for
Natural Resources and Mines, I am committed to improving my department’s strategies to provide
greater transparency and visibility of mining and petroleum industry activities to local governments and
to the broader community. 

Fire and Rescue Service

Hon. JM DEMPSEY (Bundaberg—LNP) (Minister for Police and Community Safety) (10.30 am):
The Queensland Fire and Rescue Service is forecasting a busy bushfire season this year. Therefore, it
is a key priority for the government to prepare all Queenslanders. This is already evident in how hard
our firefighters have been working in the past few days, particularly on Brisbane’s north side. As of
yesterday afternoon there were approximately 11 QRFS urban and rural crews at the scene of a
grassfire burning at The Gap. In total, 19 crews and 60 firefighters continue to monitor that fire, which is
currently burning on Australian Defence Force land, as well as conducting firefighting operations. Along
with the residents of north-west Brisbane, I am extremely grateful for the hard work of these officers to
bring these fires under control and ensure the safety of Queensland residents and their homes. This
morning the QRFS is also controlling fires at Stonelands just west of Gympie and Machine Creek near
Gladstone. 

This is just the beginning of the state’s fire season. Queensland’s fire season continues through
summer in southern and far south-western Queensland. We have already seen a number of bushfire
events across the state and there is no room for complacency. Yes, it is true that the state has had
perfect conditions over the past few years to enable the long bushfire season before us. A couple of
years of wet weather followed by a relatively dry one has created significant fuel in our bushlands,
grasslands and shrub areas. Along with their rural brigade counterparts, the Queensland Fire and
Rescue Service has identified the risk early and has begun mitigating fire risk state-wide. On 3 July
2012 the Fire Commissioner and I launched bushfire season in Townsville, and I thank the members
from that area for attending. I remind Queenslanders to commence mitigation activities to reduce the
potential fire hazards in and around their properties. 

QRFS has continued its fire preparation for the upcoming season for both staff and the
community alike. Eight exercises in total have been completed in preparation for the upcoming fire
season and a further 35 are planned for the coming months. Staff in all regions have been conducting
prefire season workshops, hazard reduction burns and ‘prepare, act, survive’ presentations in at-risk
communities, with more activities scheduled for the coming months. Operational staff from all regions
have attended training to improve front-line service delivery during bushfire danger periods. The QRFS
has launched its Current Incidents facility on the Rural Fire Service website, which is
www.ruralfire.qld.gov.au. This allows people to access current information online regarding all bushfire
and other community information in their area. I really do encourage all members to go to that website
and to push it throughout their community. When I was in Townsville, it was pointed out that the fear of
fire—the fear of the smoke and the smell—can tie up a number of hotlines and emergency numbers. So
if those people who do have computers or access to other technologies can save that site in their
favourites, it will save a lot of apprehension so that emergency services can attend more urgent
situations. 

As at 18 July 2012, 120 fire danger rating signs had been installed with local fire brigades
maintaining them. The QRFS has identified 105 neighbourhood safer places and the QRFS is actively
engaging with local governments across the state to implement local hazard reduction and response
plans. I encourage each MP in the chamber to ensure they get across their region’s strategies. I also
thank the Premier, the member for Ashgrove, for attending his local fires recently and for the support
that he gave to the local crews. I would like to pass on the thanks of those crews to the Premier. 

The QRFS and the Rural Fire Service have done a great job preparing, but now it is up to the
community to do their bit by visiting the fire service’s website, as I previously mentioned, and
investigating the best ways to prepare their properties and themselves for the season ahead. 
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Local Government

Hon. DF CRISAFULLI (Mundingburra—LNP) (Minister for Local Government) (10.34 am): In the
past few months, it has been my great honour to meet with the mayors and councillors from most of the
state’s 73 local governments, and I humbly thank them. From the Gold Coast to Normanton, Cherbourg
to Thargomindah, councillors have come to the table with a willingness to get the best outcomes for their
communities. This tour is about two things. Firstly, it is about healing the wounds from a generation of
rule where centralist control was the order of the day, a time when those who ran this parliament
believed that a council’s true worth should be measured by a one-size-fits-all community plan instead of
the satisfaction of the people who pay their rates. From the brutal forced amalgamations, where the
majority of councils were written off with the stroke of Andrew Fraser’s pen, to the imposition of
expensive state levies, councils were treated with contempt. It is with heartfelt relief that I announce a
new era for local government in Queensland. 

The meetings with councils are helping me gather the information I need to change the Local
Government Act to put local communities back in charge of their destinies and end the ‘George Street
knows best’ mentality. We will introduce the first round of these amendments to the act by the end of this
year. Mayors and councillors are relying on us to deliver those changes to help them provide fast and
effective solutions to their communities. We will not let them down. I have been impressed by the
resilience of all of our communities but particularly those out west. They do not whinge; they do not
whine, and perhaps that is why they have been overlooked for so many years. When I see firsthand
communities waiting years for an approval to do the basics like running power to an industrial estate or
acquiring extra land to bury their people, I know the time has arrived for a new way of governing. 

The councils are not looking for handouts or a free ride. Without exception, Queensland councils
have understood the diabolical financial legacy left to us by those who sit opposite. They know I am
walking into our meetings with empty pockets. They also know that the Newman government is doing
everything it can to change that situation, such as finally balancing our books and, in the process,
restoring the state’s AAA credit rating. This will save millions of dollars for councils and, therefore, the
long-suffering ratepayers. 

Councils are struggling at the restraints imposed by Labor so they can deliver for their
communities. They are asking the state directly and respectfully to put ‘local’ back in local government
and allow them to again set their own course. 

Environmental Protection

Hon. AC POWELL (Glass House—LNP) (Minister for Environment and Heritage Protection)
(10.37 am): The Environment and Heritage Protection portfolio is doing its bit to help small business, the
largest employers in our state. The Greentape Reduction Project, including the legislation that was
passed by this House recently, will cut red tape and regulation by up to 20 per cent and deliver savings
for Queensland businesses that amount to as much as $11.7 million each year. I am pleased to advise
that the Department of Environment and Heritage Protection will introduce a new licensing approach
that moves away from the onerous system of years gone by towards a model that is more proportionate
to risk. It means small businesses can get on with doing what they do best: generating jobs and
stimulating the economy, not filling out forms and dealing with democracy. 

Under this government, low-risk businesses can now be automatically approved to operate under
standard conditions that take into account the risks associated with the activity. Approximately half of all
small to medium sized businesses which used to be regulated under Labor are now eligible, with
savings as high as $19,000 per business from reduced application costs alone. It is likely that there will
be further savings that result from removing time delays and administrative costs. For Queensland
businesses that are currently operating under an environmental authority and development permit for
environmentally relevant activity there is new flexibility. By splitting the environmental authority and
development permit, registered operators will hold the environmental authority but the development
approval will remain attached to the land. This means an operator will be able to apply directly to amend
its environmental authority without affecting its development approval. This provides greater certainty to
allow companies to invest in innovations that may also provide the added benefit of improved
environmental outcomes. Our 2,400 small miners in Queensland, such as the opal and gem miners, will
no longer be required to submit a plan of operations. This will remove a 15-page administrative
requirement from around 2,400 operators. 

But we are not resting on our laurels; we are also reviewing activities that require environmental
licenses under the Environmental Protection Act, including such businesses as motor business and
cabinet-makers. They will operate in accordance with environmental standards but will no longer have
administrative requirements to apply for a licence, pay annual fees and submit annual returns. We are
also addressing advice triggers which alone may reduce the number of referrals to EHP by over 1,200 a
year. 
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In summary, this government is committed to greater flexibility in dealing with environmental
approvals to deliver substantial savings for small and medium sized businesses across Queensland.
Under this LNP government the message is simple: Queensland is open for business. We will get this
state back on track and environmental regulation will be an enabler of, not a roadblock to, sustainable
development. 

PARLIAMENTARY CRIME AND MISCONDUCT COMMITTEE

Crime and Misconduct Commission, Report
Mrs CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (10.40 am): Section 314 of the Police Powers and

Responsibilities Act 2000 requires the chairperson of the Crime and Misconduct Commission, Mr Ross
Martin SC, to report to the Parliamentary Crime and Misconduct Committee as soon as is practicable
after 30 June each year, and requires that I, as chair of that committee, table the report within 14 sitting
days of receipt. I lay upon the table of the House a letter from the chairperson of the Crime and
Misconduct Commission enclosing the Crime and Misconduct Commission report on its activities
regarding authorities for assumed identities in relation to criminal activity for the 2011-12 financial year
which was received by the committee on 17 July 2012.
Tabled paper: Annual Report to the Parliamentary Commissioner for the period 1 July 2011 to 30 June 2012—Compliance
requirements under the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 (PPRA) for assumed identities [740]. 

NOTICE OF MOTION

Queensland Rail
Mr KATTER (Mount Isa—KAP) (10.41 am): I give notice that I will move—

That this House acknowledges the community opposition to the privatisation of rail assets and commits to retaining ownership of
Queensland Rail. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Courthouses
Ms PALASZCZUK (10.42 am): My question is to the Attorney-General and Minister for Justice.

Will the Attorney-General advise the House of any discussions or decisions in which he has been
involved in relation to courthouse closures, including in regional areas? 

Mr BLEIJIE: This question has come as a complete surprise to me! A week ago the issue it
addresses attracted only the front page and pages 4 and 5 of the Courier-Mail, so I really came in here
not expecting a question on this matter. But it does give me a great opportunity to explain to the Leader
of the Opposition what the government is about. We are about fixing the financial mess that the cabinet
of which she was a part presided over for the last 10 years. 

Let me get to the crux of the question. Have we considered courthouse closures? We have said
numerous times that everything was on the table in terms of ending waste and inefficiencies in
Queensland. So in my department no stone has been left unturned. We have been truthful about that.
We have been honest about that. 

The Leader of the Opposition will know that the process is that if government wishes to do A, B,
C, departmental officers generally prepare press releases to the effect that ‘The AG wants to do A, B, C.’
Guess what? We put out a press release stating that no courthouses would close in Queensland. That
was under my hand. So everything is being considered in terms of the budget, to be brought down on 11
September. 

Let us talk about courthouse closures. How do you spell hypocrisy? A-L-P. Members will know in
a minute that it was the Labor Party that closed courthouses in Queensland. In 1991 it closed 16
courthouses. A further 10 courthouses were closed from 30 June 1991. Do members know what their
excuse was at the time? It was that these centres were mostly used to provide services for other
government agencies. Then a further 53 centres providing vital justice services were closed. If it helps
the honourable Leader of the Opposition, I have prepared for her a map. Each purple dot represents
one of the 73 courthouses closed by the Labor Party—not the conservative government. I table a map
showing the courthouse closures by the Labor Party.
Tabled paper: Map depicting Queensland courthouse closures 1990-1992, Labor government closure of Queensland courthouse
and justice facilities [741].
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I have absolutely ruled out courthouse closures in Queensland in this budget. It is hypocritical for
the Leader of the Opposition to ask a question about courthouse closures when she is a part of an
organisation—the Australian Labor Party, Queensland division—that closed 73 courthouses in the early
1990s. So I do thank the honourable Leader of the Opposition for the question because it highlights the
point that we are going to get Queensland back on track. We have to make tough decisions to do it. 

State Reporting Bureau
Ms PALASZCZUK: My question is to the Attorney-General and Minister for Justice. Will the

Attorney-General advise what discussions have been held with the Chief Justice and others in the
judiciary and the legal profession about the risks associated with the outsourcing of court-reporting
services? 

Mr Nicholls: Is this one of the dixer questions?
Mr BLEIJIE: I say to the government members we have asked to ask Dorothy Dixers that they

should just cancel them because I am getting the dixers from those opposite! This is another surprise
question! I suspect that I know how question time is going to run today. The Courier-Mail ran about five
items on draft press releases that were unfortunately leaked from the department of justice, so I guess
we will deal with each of those in turn. 

In terms of the State Reporting Bureau, I say to the opposition leader that no stone has been left
unturned in my department. We are looking at every potential savings measure in terms of the State
Reporting Bureau. I refer the opposition leader to comments by the Chief Justice in the annual report of
the Supreme Court of Queensland from 2008. I also refer her to where the report deals with the Court of
Appeal. Serious issues with the State Reporting Bureau are raised. So the government makes no
apologies for looking at this situation.

Many discussions have taken place in the budget context going into 11 September. As I have said
on many occasions, excepting the fact that I have said that no courthouses will be closed in the
September budget, the opposition will just have to wait and see. I will tell you what we are not going to
do: we are not going to run around in the media and enliven this challenge, as the opposition and
particular media outlets in Queensland have, by giving this great level of uncertainty to our public
servants. We have a great number of public servants doing a fantastic job, and it is not fair for the Labor
Party to use them as their own political football in this place. It is not fair for the Labor Party to use media
outlets to make public servants their little political footballs. I say again to the Leader of the Opposition:
you have created the mess we have in Queensland. 

Ms Palaszczuk: What? 
Mr BLEIJIE: She says, ‘What?’ Is that a denial of $65 billion debt? Is that a denial of the financial

situation we are in? 
Opposition members interjected. 
Madam SPEAKER: Order! There are too many interjections from my left. I warn members on my

left and call the Attorney-General. 
Mr BLEIJIE: I know that they get a bit touchy when we talk about debt in Queensland. It is not a

subject they like to broach because they know that they caused the mess in Queensland. We have to
make the tough decisions. We are the ones battling to get Queensland back on track. And we have to
do it for the sake of Queenslanders—for the sake of business opportunities and working people in
Queensland. We have to make these decisions. We will not be entertaining speculation about the
budget. The opposition will have to just wait and see as we approach the budget on 11 September. 

Whitsunday Electorate
Mr COSTIGAN: My question without notice is to the Premier. Could the Premier please outline to

the House how the Queensland government is listening to locals and promoting growth and opportunity
in my electorate of Whitsunday?

Madam SPEAKER: Before I call the Premier, I will warn members. I will not accept interjections
when other members are on their feet asking a question. I warn members on my left. I call the Premier.

Mr NEWMAN: Thank you, Madam Speaker. Those opposite were being a little rude, I think, to the
poor member for Whitsunday. Give him a go, please. Give him a go.

Mr Nicholls: They don’t care about the Whitsundays.
Mr NEWMAN: They do not care about the Whitsundays indeed, and we saw that from the failures

of the previous member who was also a supposed minister for tourism! But I thank the honourable
member for the question. I am pleased to advise that we had another very successful community
cabinet meeting in the member’s beautiful electorate of Whitsunday. This was the second community
cabinet meeting that this government has conducted. We were at the Proserpine Entertainment Centre
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on 5 and 6 August where around 220 people met with ministers, assistant ministers and departmental
heads for 151 scheduled meetings. So what were we discussing? We heard from locals right along the
Whitsunday Coast talking about issues ranging from tourism, small business to agriculture and
associated industries.

Mr Mulherin interjected.

Mr NEWMAN: I hear the member for Mackay interjecting. Of course, he is one of those failed
ministers for primary industries who left a devastated industry out there—a wreckage of what was once
a proud agricultural sector which we are now rebuilding. I have to say that locals from Proserpine,
Cannonvale and Airlie Beach were very welcoming and I want to thank them for their cooperation and
contribution to the success of the community cabinet. I know that a great number of the member’s
constituents live in North Mackay, and I was happy to meet with them and also the Mackay and
Whitsunday regional councils on a number of issues. We are currently working through those issues. I
particularly note, for example, that finally the people of the northern suburbs of Mackay are getting a
new high school. When was it promised by the former member? Back in 2001 in her maiden speech.
Was it ever delivered through that whole period of Labor? No, it was not. Is it going to be delivered in
2013? Yes, it is! We also talked about things to do with local sporting clubs. The Deputy Premier and I
have cracked a problem that the Labor Party could not deal with to help one of the soccer clubs, and we
will be helping it with its relocation.

Mr Mulherin interjected.

Mr NEWMAN: And the member for Mackay scoffs! He could not solve it! He could not fix it for
that poor old soccer club, but we will fix it.

Honourable members interjected.

Madam SPEAKER: Order! Deputy Leader of the Opposition and Deputy Premier, you shall
cease your interjections. I call the Premier.

Mr NEWMAN: We look forward to future community cabinet meetings where we will cut through
the red tape and nonsense that we have been left by the Labor Party. At a grassroots level we are
sorting out local issues. I am pleased to announce that the next community cabinet meeting will be held
in Cairns where we will be listening again to the grassroots concerns of Queenslanders on 16 and 17
September. I assure you, Madam Speaker, that the entire cabinet is looking forward to it.

Fair Work Ombudsman, Funding
Mr MULHERIN: My question is to the Attorney-General. Will the Attorney-General advise how

much funding is provided by the Queensland and Australian governments for the inspection services
conducted by the Fair Work Ombudsman?

Mr BLEIJIE: Again, another surprise! As I indicated to the House, this is the way the opposition
operates. What concerns me most is—and I have said it in this place before—is that the seven opposite
sit here as the most overresourced opposition in Australia, in any—

Ms Palaszczuk: That’s not the question.

Mr BLEIJIE: I will get to the question. Come on! I have had 10 seconds. I have a little more for
you yet. We have the most overresourced opposition in Australian history. It has 22 staff, and the best it
can do is a cut and paste from the Courier-Mail before it comes in here! It is no secret that the Courier-
Mail ran a pretty big story last week. It started with a fairytale—with a Pinocchio. It had a fairytale
ending. I want to give the process, because I think what the honourable member refers to was also
contained in a draft press release prepared by the department.

My department is considering all things. We have given strict instructions to the department to not
leave any stone unturned in order to look for savings and efficiency measures. Members will recall that
one of the first things I did was in fact abolish the Sentencing Advisory Council, ending the duplication. I
also abolished the Workplace Rights Ombudsman in Queensland as another one of the first things I did.
I also abolished the Workplace Rights Office in Queensland because there was duplication. What
members opposite do not understand was that a couple of years ago we essentially referred all our IR to
the federal government—all of it to the Commonwealth. In fact, which government referred it? Who
referred it? The Labor Party referred it! Queensland is responsible for public IR under the responsibility
of Minister Elmes. I am responsible for local government employees under the Industrial Relations Act
and—believe it or not—tuckshop mums and dads. That is what we have left in Queensland in terms of
IR.

Mr Newman: Look after them.



21 Aug 2012 Questions Without Notice 1511
Mr BLEIJIE: I pay tribute to our hardworking tuckshop mums and dads; I am happy to be the
minister responsible. I say again: no department is immune to ending waste and inefficiency. The
member opposite who asked the question knows that the majority of IR was transferred into the federal
sphere. I did in fact have a workplace relations council meeting with Minister Shorten last week and I
told him to put up the money—put up the money. We in fact still have some obligation of course to the
inspectorate offices, but the federal government should put its money where its mouth is. If it wants to be
responsible for IR, let it show us the money.

Royalties for the Regions
Mr HOPPER: My question is to the Deputy Premier. Can the Deputy Premier please advise the

House what progress the Queensland government has made in implementing its Royalties for the
Regions commitments?

Mr SEENEY: I thank the member for Condamine for the question because he, as a member
representing regional Queensland, understands how important this issue is and understands the
commitment that we gave to the people of Queensland that we would ensure that a percentage of the
royalties that are generated in regional Queensland are returned to regional Queensland to build the
communities, build the infrastructure and build a future for regional Queensland.

Mr Pitt: What about Cairns?
Mr SEENEY: The interjection from the member for Mulgrave really typifies the approach of the

previous government—that it is all about Cairns, that it is all about the major regional centres along the
coast. Those opposite never considered anything west of there—never considered anything west of
there—and that is the situation that we are about to rectify. Last Friday I attended a conference that was
convened by the Local Government Association about building resource communities, and it is an issue
that has been ignored for so many years. The previous government was keen to get the benefits of the
resource industry, but it was very reluctant to invest any money in the resource communities and the
resource regions where that money was generated. We have given a firm commitment to a royalties to
regions program that will be rolled out over the term of our government and will set in place a model that
will ensure that a percentage of those royalties are returned.

We have guaranteed $60 million in the first year. Some $60 million in a very tight financial
situation is enough for a pilot program to set this scheme up to ensure that we have a process there to
return royalties to the regions. I made it very clear last Friday to the local governments that were
assembled at the resource communities conference that our program will channel that money through
local governments. Our program will be a program to which local governments will make application for
projects in their resource communities that they know and understand to be important to their
communities. It is about recognising the importance of local government, recognising the autonomy of
local government, recognising the local knowledge that local government has and using that means to
ensure that the money that we invest in resource communities is invested in a right and proper manner
that will ensure that those communities have a future—that communities like the communities that the
member for Condamine represents, communities that I represent, communities that other members in
this House such as the member for Gregory represent have a solid, viable future because of the
resources industry.

(Time expired)

Costello, Mr P
Mr PITT: My question without notice to the Treasurer. Given Liberal identity Peter Costello is

already being paid $3,300 a day as chair of the audit commission, can the Treasurer advise whether
additional daily fees or allowances are being paid to Mr Costello to conduct his regional roadshow and
whether this is a government endorsed prebudget publicity tour? 

Mr NICHOLLS: I join with the Attorney-General in being truly shocked at this question coming to
me out of left field, given the Leader of Opposition Business’s somewhat feeble posting on his website.
He issued a media release last week complaining that Mr Costello was, in fact, visiting his own part of
the world in Cairns and had a crack because Mr Costello had the temerity to attend a function that I think
might have been organised by that well-known partisan political group, Advance Cairns, who, of course,
heinously proposed to charge those who wanted to go along $45 for the privilege of attending that to
cover the costs of their breakfast. So dutifully, the shadow Treasurer produced a press release claiming
that this was some form of LNP spruiking tour, that those people who are well-known friends of ours
because of our funding decisions were, in fact, charging $45 a head in order to have people come
along. 

I suspect more than anything else that the concern the member for Mulgrave, the Leader of
Opposition Business, has is the fact that it was, indeed, a sell-out crowd. I have to say that I do not know
that the member was on the guest list that day. I am sure, though, that if had he wanted to he would
have been able to turn up and speak to the businesspeople. 
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Mr Newman: He would have learned something.

Mr NICHOLLS: That is exactly right. No, I think that will be coming a little bit later on this morning.
He would have learned something. What he would have particularly learned is that the people and the
businesspeople of Cairns understand exactly what it is that this government is on about and understand
exactly what it is that the Commission of Audit has revealed about the state of Queensland’s finances.
They are that, under the former Labor government, Queensland was left in an untenable position of debt
and deficit. The conditions are—

Mr Pitt: Rubbish.

Mr NICHOLLS: We hear him say ‘Rubbish’. I may not be much good at catching fish in the water,
but I can certainly pick a few up here in Parliament House. There we have it. There he was, hooked
straight on to the end of the line. He says, ‘Rubbish.’ This is a shadow Treasurer who does not believe
that we are heading towards a bad, bad circumstance, who does not believe that $65 billion worth of
debt is a bad thing, who does not believe that deficits for the past four years are a bad thing and who
believes that he can continue to tax and charge the people of Queensland with impunity without
damaging business and confidence. They are debt and deficit deniers and always will be. 

Queensland Economy
Mr BERRY: My question without notice is to the Treasurer. Can the Treasurer please inform the

House of views endorsing the Newman government’s plan for fiscal repair and if there is any resistance
to these views? 

Mr NICHOLLS: I thank the member for Ipswich for his question, because it allows me to continue
with the answer that I was giving the Leader of Opposition Business. I know the member is concerned,
because when I was out campaigning with him in Ipswich earlier this year it was an issue. As we walked
down through Riverlink and through the Ipswich city mall speaking to businesspeople, the one thing they
said to us consistently was, ‘We are sick and tired of the red tape and the increasing fees, taxes and
charges that we are paying.’ As we went through we explained to them that the reason for that is when
you are a government and you have control of the state’s finances and you continue to run deficits, you
have only one option: you can borrow more or you can tax more. What did the Labor government do? It
did both. It was dual medallists. It was a world champion at doing both. So we saw fees, taxes and
charges increase. We had dual gold medallists. Not only were there deficits but also they were
increasing debt. We had the Commission of Audit come out and say, ‘We are heading towards
$100 billion worth of debt if there are no policy changes.’ 

The member asked, ‘Are there any other views out there that would reinforce the strength of the
government’s decision?’ Indeed there are. We have the incoming Treasury brief that says to the
Treasurer and the Premier, ‘The state of Queensland’s finances is unsustainable and requires urgent
remedial action.’ We have the independent Commission of Audit, headed by three commissioners who
have produced a lengthy report, which says, ‘It is unsustainable. Queensland went from a position of
relative strength to a position of relative weakness.’ And now we have the Moody’s Investors Service
report. What does Moody’s say? Moody’s makes it abundantly clear that Queensland cannot continue
down the path that it has gone. The heading states, ‘Sector outlook for Australian states and territories
remains negative’. Because I am very concerned—

Mr PITT: I rise to a point of order. 
Madam SPEAKER: What is your point of order?
Mr PITT: I would ask the Treasurer table the documents that he is quoting from for the benefit of

the House.
Mr NICHOLLS: Because I am concerned that we have the most well resourced and laziest

opposition that Queensland has ever seen, I have brought along seven copies of the Moody’s investors
report.
Tabled paper: Moody’s Investors Service report, dated 14 August 2012, titled ‘Sector outlook for Australian states and territories
remains negative’ [742].

Mr PITT: Madam Speaker, the Treasurer had different documents in his hands.
Madam SPEAKER: Order! Leader of Opposition Business, what is your point of order?
Mr PITT: I just want to be certain that the Treasurer is tabling all of the documents that were in his

hand. 
Mr NICHOLLS: Madam Speaker, it is difficult for me to explain to the shadow Treasurer—and it is

somewhat worrying—in words of less than one syllable, and I cannot write in crayon for him, what I have
done. I have done for him something that Labor never did for us and that is give them the Moody’s
investor report to highlight what is going on. I refer them to page 4, which says—
But the profiles for individual states vary with the largest deficits over this period generated by Queensland, averaging a high
14.9%... 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5412T742
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Then we go to page 5, where it says—
Again, in 2011/12 Queensland is expected to post the highest gap at 16.4% ... 

I refer members to the chart on page 6, which shows Queensland as having the largest deficit and
I refer them to the chart on page 8, which shows Queensland with the highest debt to revenue ratio.
Read the report and learn something. 

(Time expired)

Lazy Acres Caravan Park
Mrs MILLER: My question is to the Minister for Housing and Public Works. I refer to this report,

which I wish to table for the House, which shows that the government will lose money with its heartless
plan to sell off Hervey Bay’s Lazy Acres Caravan Park, sending 100 residents into the street, and I ask:
why is the minister determined to sell this community asset when the sale is bound to lose millions of
dollars?
Tabled paper: Article in Fraser Coast Chronicle, dated 16 August 2012, titled ‘Caravan park sale makes no cents Lazy Acres fire
sale will cost Queensland $3 million’ [743].

Dr FLEGG: Another shock and surprising question from the opposition. The honourable lady has
been running around the countryside making the most outrageous, exploitative attempts to use
vulnerable people in this caravan park. I will quote from the same august journal that the member drew
her question from, the Fraser Coast Chronicle. In the article in that paper the member is quoted as
saying—
Now this government, under the guise of selling off the parks as a social housing initiative, intends to kick them out into the street
and they are justifiably scared. 

The reality of the situation is that this is a commercial caravan park. It will be sold as a commercial
caravan park, operating as a commercial caravan park. It has a private sector manager. The residents of
the park will notice no difference when the private sector continues to manage this as a caravan park. It
does not take from the social housing waiting list. In the same newspaper that the member quoted from,
the journalist went through a little exercise in relation to this 42-or-so site caravan park of saying what
the state government had spent on that caravan park and what it was now worth. The journal that the
member opposite is quoting to us indicates that the state government, under the leadership of those
opposite, lost some $4 million of taxpayer money on this particular caravan park—$4 million on a small
caravan park. That is money that could have been used to house some of these very same people. 

We have the very serious situation in this state where we are unable to house even the most
desperately needy people. That is where the money from this sale will go. I am currently working with
the member for Hervey Bay, who has a great compassion for the people in housing need there, to get up
some housing projects that will house people in that area. Without decisions such as this we will not be
able to follow those initiatives. We have already said that every person in the caravan park will be given
any assistance they need in the very unlikely event that this ceases to operate as a caravan park.

Queensland Health, Payroll System
Mr DILLAWAY: My question without notice is to the Minister for Health. I refer the minister to the

motion of the parliament calling on the Leader of the Opposition to release Labor’s cabinet documents
related to the Health payroll fiasco. Will the minister inform the House of what else can be done to help
recover some of the $1.25 billion lost in this Labor disaster? 

Mr SPRINGBORG: I would like to thank the honourable member for Bulimba for his question.
This is an issue that continues to concern members of this parliament. They cannot believe that the then
Labor government opposite blew a $6 million contract out to a $1.25 billion debacle. That is equivalent
to paying $7 million for a base model Commodore. Only the Labor Party in Queensland can do
something like that.

Some 40 days ago today this parliament passed a motion calling on the Leader of the Opposition
to make available all of the legal advice and the associated cabinet minutes and deliberations
surrounding its discussions with regard to the Health payroll debacle in Queensland and what remedial
action may be able to be taken. Forty days down the track we are still sitting here waiting for the release
of this information. 

To put it in context, the unfunded component of this alone this year is $150 million, which is
equivalent to over 2,000 jobs. Obviously, the leader of the Labor Party in Queensland does not care.
There is something that can be done. When it comes to the moral and ethical obligations of the Leader
of the Opposition, she does not care about saving jobs. She does not care about recovering taxpayers’
money. She does not care in any way whatsoever. Today I am writing to Queensland unions asking
them to exert pressure on the leader of the Labor Party in Queensland to release this information. We
will find out whether the unions in Queensland are interested in saving jobs or propping up the Labor
Party. Queenslanders are rightfully asking ‘How did this happen and what can actually be done to
recover this money?’ 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=5412T743
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In recent weeks in this parliament we have seen the feeble excuses of this Labor leader falling
away. When she said that she could not release this information courtesy of some form of convention, I
pointed out to parliament when we last sat that when I was Leader of the Opposition in Queensland I
released numerous legal advices to the government of the day to assist them with matters that were
before the state. The test will be on the union movement in Queensland. Is the blood connection that
they have with the Labor Party far more important than saving the jobs of Queensland workers? I am
going to have to frame a budget around the fact that we will not have that $150 million—unfunded,
pointed out by the Labor Party in their incoming briefs—which is equivalent to more than 2,000 jobs.’

Ambulance Service

Ms TRAD: My question without notice is to the Premier. Will the Premier guarantee that existing
ambulance stations and paramedic numbers in regional and rural areas will be maintained or enhanced
in this financial year? 

Mr NEWMAN: I thank the member for South Brisbane for the question. I will reiterate the
comments of the Attorney-General earlier that right now we are in a budget process. All things are being
looked at. I am not going to come into this place and make guarantees on any matter whatsoever. The
bottom line is that we are dealing with the problems that we have been left with by those opposite.
Those opposite are the ones who are responsible for the financial abyss that this state government is in.
We are determined to do everything we can to restore this state’s credit rating, to claw back the terrible
financial position and to balance the budget in 2014-15. We make no apologies for looking at those sorts
of issues. 

There are all sorts of pieces of advice being put up by departments. The Attorney-General
illustrated that earlier. We have asked them to look for savings and there are proposals floating around
to do all sorts of things. We have seen the one about the courthouses. But has that happened? Is that
going to happen in relation to the courthouses? The Attorney-General has made it very clear that that is
not going to happen. He also pointed out who did shut courthouses. Who was it? The Australian Labor
Party! 

Opposition members interjected.

Madam SPEAKER: Order! I will start warning members under the standing orders specifically.
There are too many interjections from my left. 

Mr NEWMAN: If the member for South Brisbane is so interested, so passionate and so caring
about this issue I will get her the figures for the fire stations, police stations and indeed schools and
perhaps even a hospital or two that those opposite shut over the last two decades. I am happy to
provide that information to again demonstrate the breathtaking hypocrisy from the Australian Labor
Party. It was good enough for the Labor Party to do it—it always had a reason, a rationale, and it usually
hurt regional Queensland—but suddenly we are not even allowed to talk to public servants about
savings that we can achieve. 

It all comes back to the document that has now been provided to this well-resourced but poorly
informed opposition: the Moody’s Investors Service report from the last few weeks. I urge those
opposite to read this document. Page 6 shows the deficits of the various states. Again, sadly, the gold
medal performance for deficits at the moment is from the state of Queensland. That will change because
this Treasurer is making the tough decisions. This Treasurer and members of the CBRC are making the
decisions that have to be made. We know that the debt of Queensland has gone through the roof. The
debt to revenue ratio for Queensland is far above that of the other states. The shadow Treasurer is
hurling abuse across the chamber because he is a debt and deficit denier. 

(Time expired)

Tourism Industry

Mr MOLHOEK: My question without notice is to the Minister for Tourism, Major Events, Small
Business and the Commonwealth Games. With the large number of international flights from China to
Queensland recently announced, can the minister please inform the House of measures being taken to
accommodate this growing tourist market? 

Mrs STUCKEY: I thank the honourable member for Southport. What a truly committed member
he is to his community and to businesses and, of course, tourism operators alike. The Newman
government’s approach to tourism is certainly reaping the benefits. There is no doubt in anyone’s mind
that we are open for business. Just take a look at our skies. They are buzzing from Coolangatta to
Cairns with announcements of flights to and from our great state.
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Only recently, honourable members heard from the Treasurer that he led the very first Newman
government mission into several countries for investment, trade and tourism. Of course, for my visit the
key market was China, where we successfully signed an agreement with China Eastern Airlines, which
will be travelling into Cairns three times a week, starting from the end of October. Of course, China is our
second largest international market, growing at some 16 per cent a year, so it is certainly worth having
our focus and our attention. 

Whilst in China I met with many travel agents in an effort to find out from them what it was that the
Chinese traveller is looking for. This week on a visit to Cairns, hosted by the honourable member for
Cairns and the honourable member for Barron River, we were able to meet with a number of local
industry people and advise them of what the Chinese traveller is looking for. Obviously, they are
attracted to our climate, our reef, our rainforests and our theme parks. However, they want to immerse
themselves in the Queensland adventure. In other words, they want to get off the bus and start
exploring. There is a growing self-drive market coming from China as well. 

With the Cairns operators we were able to share some of the items that had been highlighted to
us. They included access to maps in Chinese, GPS systems, iPhone apps, touches of home especially
with menus, signage throughout town, in-room TV packages and access to WiFi. I commend the Cairns
Weekend Post for taking up the initiative by publishing daily English-Chinese translations, so that the
people of Cairns can welcome wholeheartedly their visitors, in their own language. This is a tremendous
opportunity for us to tap into one of the most exciting and vibrant and one of the biggest markets in the
world as we embrace—

(Time expired) 

Skilling Queenslanders for Work

Mr KATTER: My question without notice is to the Minister for Training, Education and
Employment. Can the minister make clear the government’s intentions regarding the extension beyond
June 2013 of the Myuma training program at Camooweal, which has seen on average 91 Australians
trained and gainfully employed within the mining industry annually? 

Mr LANGBROEK: I thank the honourable member for the question. Of course, what the member
is referring to is the Skilling Queenslanders for Work arrangements. As the House and members are
aware, we have had to make some tough decisions. The Premier has already spoken about our
community cabinets in Townsville and Proserpine. I have been pleased to meet many of the people who
are providing great work in their communities in the area of Skilling Queenslanders for Work. I have met
with people such as those from the George Street Neighbourhood Centre in Mackay, and others from
Mackay, Bowen and Townsville. 

The honourable member refers to Myuma Pty Ltd, which has received a significant amount of
funding over a number of years. From 2007 to 2011, it received $4,743,000 for 298 Indigenous
Australians to prepare them for work placements. I acknowledge that it has done a great job and we are
currently in the process of extending the contract or having it go until June 2013. 

I have already had discussions with my colleague Minister Elmes, the Minister for Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander and Multicultural Affairs and the Minister Assisting the Premier. From the
information he has been given, I note that for programs such as Skilling Queenslanders for Work we
have to look for other ways. The federal government has to take up its responsibilities; employment is a
federal government responsibility. My colleague the minister is aware that the Queensland Resources
Council is interested in replicating the success of the Myuma group’s training and employment
placement model in the Bowen Basin region. I know that he is interested to progress that. However, we
also need the federal government, which is responsible for employment measures, to step up to the
plate. Over the years the Queensland government has put money into those organisations.

Unfortunately, many organisations have not been to see me as have community groups such as
the ones I mentioned. There are many involved people such as John Battams, as one would expect,
and Debbie Kilroy. The other night Katie Noonan appeared on Q&A, proclaiming the end of the world.
David Barbagallo, the CEO of the Endeavour Foundation, and even the BoysTown general manager
have not come to see me as the minister. They have not spoken to me as the minister responsible or the
other ministers with responsibility. They have simply gone out and complained about the end of the
world as they know it. With a lot of those organisations, we have not yet seen the outcomes that we can
actually expect. Of course, we will never beat Labor on inputs, but we can beat them on outputs and that
is what we are interested in. We have a mandate and a plan. We are not interested in the 24-hour media
cycle, but we are interested in the long-term prosperity of the state. 
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Education
Mr RUTHENBERG: My question without notice is to the Minister for Education, Training and

Employment. Can the minister inform the House of how the Newman government is fulfilling its
commitment to improving education standards by giving Queensland parents more choice and
increasing school autonomy? 

Mr LANGBROEK: I thank the honourable member for the question. I know of his passion, both
as a candidate and since become a member of this place, for the schools in his area, the frustration that
he feels about the maintenance backlog in many of his schools and also the fact that he is a champion
for choice, as is the LNP government. We believe in giving parents choice with state schools,
independent schools and Catholic schools. That is why the nub of the question goes to our election
commitment of introducing 120 independent public schools over the next four years. I know other
members are also interested in this topic, including the Premier who advised me that in his own seat of
Ashgrove there is a school that is interested in independent public schools. The level of interest has
been outstanding. There have been online information sessions. Currently, schools are finalising their
submissions for the 7 September close of the expressions of interest. Members from around the state
have told me of the enthusiasm of schools of all shapes and sizes. They are excited about the prospect
of greater autonomy and local decision making. 

Members will also be aware that, in the context of the current enterprise bargaining negotiations
about pay that we are having with teachers, the union has been deliberately trying to scaremonger. It
has recommended that principals do not submit applications and it is threatening a directive on the
matter. Another union, United Voice, has been misrepresenting the facts in our schools and in our
staffrooms. Members of parliament have spoken to me about some of those misrepresentations by
union representatives. What the union representatives are really saying is that local communities should
not have more independence; that schools should not be able to choose what is suitable for their
communities. On this side of the House, we reject that entirely.  We will continue with our project for 30
independent schools in the next year, heading to 120 over the next four years. We are confident it will be
a great success and we urge all members to make sure that schools in their areas are aware of it, as my
department has been doing by ensuring that members are given the information to pass on to their
principals, which we have been doing as well. 

I am very concerned, and I know other members and the government are concerned, about the
federal government’s planned reforms for school funding. Over the weekend we saw some significant
information that showed what the Gonski review plans for school funding could do. We saw modelling
that showed that up to one-third or 479 Queensland schools would be worse off under the proposed
model. I can advise the House that we will not be signing off on a reform that sees one-third of our
schools worse off. We will not be signing off on a reform that sees any type of school worse off. That is
why it is important for the federal government to get this right. 

Firefighters
Mr BYRNE: My question is to the Minister for Police and Community Safety. Will the minister

advise the House of any plans to have casual firefighters replace highly trained and experienced
permanent officers in fire stations across the state? Will the minister outline any risks he has assessed
when considering such a plan? 

Mr DEMPSEY: I thank the member for Rockhampton for the question in relation to the
Queensland Fire and Rescue Service. As the Premier and many ministers have said this morning,
Queensland is certainly open for business and the future of Queensland will be bright because of the
hard decisions that this state government has to make. These hard decisions are also made in the
atmosphere of maintaining a strong and safe Queensland for all Queenslanders, but to do that we have
to ensure that the hardworking men and women of the Queensland Fire and Rescue Service, the
Queensland Ambulance Service, the Queensland Police Service, the auxiliaries, the SES and the
Corrective Services staff have all the requirements they need to get on with their job in a professional
way.

This government will ensure that we have an efficient and effective department. This means that
the current enterprise bargaining negotiations before the commission will continue in a fair and
reasonable way to ensure that members of the Queensland Fire and Rescue Service have a strong
future in serving the people of Queensland, particularly in relation to health and safety.

Without going into the details of EB negotiations and matters that are before independent
tribunals, we have to ensure that our auxilliaries—many thousands of them who are hardworking,
serving the people of Queensland and many of whom aspire to become members of the Queensland
Fire and Rescue Service, who want to be the No. 1 firefighters throughout Queensland—have a
pathway. I myself have run rural fire units in many regional areas. I have been an auxiliary firefighter on
Magnetic Island and other areas of Townsville, and I know the qualifications and high standards that
these auxilliaries need. This creates another pathway for those auxilliaries to be able to step up and fill
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those positions in an effective way that also assists those hardworking Queensland fire and rescue staff
who are already doing a job. They know that these other men and women in the auxilliaries are not
second rate. They are not to be treated as the poor cousins of the Queensland Fire and Rescue
Service. They are there to step up and fill, as we have said as a temporary measure, positions that
come on to the roster. These are not planned ahead of time. When these things happen, if we have
people from local communities who can fill those spots, who can aspire to be and become better
firefighters for it, it is all the better for the community. 

(Time expired)

Racing Industry

Mrs FRECKLINGTON: My question without notice is to the Minister for National Parks,
Recreation, Sport and Racing. Will the minister please update the House on the positive reaction to the
LNP government’s plan to rejuvenate racing in Queensland? Is this another clear demonstration that,
after 14 years of Labor, Queensland is again open for business? 

Mr DICKSON: I thank the member for Nanango very much for the question because I know she
has a great interest in racing in this state. The LNP government was elected with a clear mandate to
rejuvenate racing in the great state of Queensland, unlike the Labor government which washed its
hands of the industry. One of the first things that struck me upon assuming the role was the total lack of
confidence by the sector in those charged with leading the racing industry in this state. Since being
elected we have taken practical action and effort to restore confidence in the racing industry. By that, I
mean QTIS. We put $2.5 million a year for the next two years into that scheme, which upped prize
money in the state. We put $1 million into country racing, which will enable 20 country races to take
place in this great state. Over recent months I have had the pleasure of going to St George and last
weekend to Gympie. St George had the largest crowd in 74 years, and Gympie on the weekend was
attended by family and friends and it was just great to see the industry thriving and moving forward. 

We have also acted to clean up the racing industry administration after the former government
outsourced responsibility to a few Labor mates who ran it like a branch of the AWU, and we all know
who they are. We requested the Auditor-General to examine RQL’s books, with reports about golden
handshakes. That was $1.85 million of taxpayers’ money given to Labor mates. Most importantly, we
commenced the process to devolve RQL back into three separate control boards, thereby giving the
sector a say again on how the industry is run. That is the most important component of what the LNP
went to the election with. 

I am asked about the positive reactions to all of this, and it is amazing that wherever I go the
message is very clear, ‘You are doing a good job. The LNP is fulfilling their commitments,’ unlike Labor,
which saw racing decimated in this state. Actions speak louder than words and our actions show that
when it comes to racing Queensland is well and truly open for business. We want Queensland to be the
leading racing state in this country.

Take the recent decision by Melbourne Cup winning trainer John Meagher and his two sons to
operate at Eagle Farm after returning from Singapore. Mr Meagher recently told the Gold Coast
Bulletin—

‘With the change of government and racing minister, well it’s probably not a bad time to be setting up here ... 

With nine group 1 winners in Singapore and 17 outstanding career victories in Victoria, we should
not underestimate the importance of these signals that are being sent out by trainer John Meagher and
his family not only to the people of Queensland but throughout the world. It will bring people to this great
state. 

As mentioned, we know we still have a lot of hard work to do, but we are encouraged by the
industry and its participation and by new people coming to our state. Unlike Labor, we want the racing
industry to become as successful as it can be in this great state of Queensland. Labor members
watched it go down the drain and they should hang their heads in shame. 

(Time expired) 

Office of Fair Trading, Product Safety Division

Mrs SCOTT: My question without notice is to the Attorney-General and Minister for Justice. Will
the Attorney-General advise whether a risk assessment has been undertaken to determine potential
impacts on the health and wellbeing of Queenslanders, especially children, of cutbacks to the Office of
Fair Trading’s Product Safety Division? 
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Mr BLEIJIE: Again, like the Premier, Treasurer and other ministers, I am not going to continue
the speculation on what is or is not in the budget. If the honourable member wants the details, then I
advise her to be in the House on budget day and all will be revealed to the honourable member, just like
the Labor Party did for the last 20 years. So it will come as no surprise to the honourable member that
items of budget significance will be announced in the budget. That is why we have a budget and the
process is continuing. 

Mr Nicholls interjected.
Mr BLEIJIE: I take the Treasurer’s interjection. Perhaps they will not turn up. 
There has been speculation on budget issues which has been fuelled by the Labor Party opposite

which I do not think helps. There have been no surprises in questions today. I think the biggest surprise
for the parliament today was the fact that the Treasurer had seven copies of the Moody’s report
available to the opposition. I think that came as a shock, because if the Labor Party had been in
government it would not produce copies of any of this stuff. We have seen the difficulties which the
honourable health minister has had in trying to get legal advice. We know the usual course for the Labor
Party is not to be frank and fearless, not to give information out that might put the Labor Party in some
sort of situation. They never did. They never tabled it despite requests from the opposition at the time.

I think the Moody’s report backs up what the government has been saying. We came to the
realisation that there was an independent commission report. There were Treasury officials who were
essentially Treasury officials for the former Labor government who produced the incoming brief that said
finances are not sustainable, and then we had the joke opposite earlier when talking about the state’s
finances and the shadow Treasurer laughing and saying that it is rubbish. It is $65 billion of debt. I do
not know what that is to the Labor Party, but apparently it is rubbish to the shadow Treasurer—all from a
person and shadow Treasurer who one day aspires to be Peter Costello. 

Mr Newman: What did Cameron Dick say? 
Mr BLEIJIE: The Premier has given me an article in which Cameron Dick states—

‘I do think Labor fell into the error, or seriously miscalculated and under-estimated the desire for Queenslanders to hold onto the
AAA credit rating’ ... 

(Time expired) 

Science
Mr MALONE: My question without notice is to the Minister for Science, Information Technology,

Innovation and the Arts. Will the minister advise the House how the government’s investment in science
is supporting Queensland industry?

Ms BATES: I thank the member for Mirani for the question. Last week I announced Queensland
government funding for the Queensland Sustainable Aviation Fuels Initiative to develop a business case
for a commercial sugar cane to bioaviation fuel refinery in Mackay. There will be $300,000 of
Queensland government funding going towards developing a business case which could lead to private
industry backing for a manufacturing facility in Mackay.

In Queensland we have been cutting our teeth on biofuel research and development for a while
now. Our scientists have made some remarkable progress on sourcing alternative fuels from sugar and
other natural products. The Queensland Sustainable Aviation Fuels Initiative is led by Professor Lars
Nielsen from the University of Queensland’s Australian Institute for Bioengineering and
Nanotechnology. The business case will investigate issues such as site requirements and scale of
production on behalf of potential investors. It will assess whether diversifying and adding new products
such as advanced biofuels would make economic sense for the sugarcane industry. If successful, the
next stage would be a detailed feasibility study and engineering design. Of course, a commercially
successful bioaviation fuel plant will not only mean new jobs for the Mackay region during the
construction phase, but it will also mean skilled jobs to operate any future plant. I know the member for
Whitsunday is particularly keen to see those jobs eventuate as well.

I am pleased to announce that this project has even caught the eye of the US Navy. The US Navy
is trialling biofuels in aircraft and ships with plans to power half of its fleet from alternative fuels. On my
recent trip to the United States, I met with Mr Chris Tindal, the Director for Operational Energy at the
United States Department of the Navy. I was pleased to be able to highlight the achievements of
Queensland science and in particular the progress of the Queensland Sustainable Aviation Fuels
Initiative.

While a lot of the work we have been doing is still at a very early stage of development, this
government is now looking to take what we learn down the commercialisation path. I will acknowledge
the contribution of the previous government, which did fund earlier work for this initiative. While our
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investment in science forms a foundation for this project, the initiative will not get off the ground without
the support of the private sector. That is why it is so important that the Newman government is getting
on with the job of getting Queensland back on track and, even more important, that under our new
government Queensland is now open for business.

Madam SPEAKER: The time for questions has expired.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC INTEREST

Newman Government, Performance
Ms PALASZCZUK (Inala—ALP) (Leader of the Opposition) (11.41 am): Last week the Treasurer

claimed the Newman government was failing to sell its message about its mass sackings and savage
cuts to front-line services. He said it would be making a better effort from now on to get its message
across but I do not think the Treasurer and the government have failed to sell their message at all. In
fact the LNP, from the Premier down, have sent a crystal clear message to all Queenslanders right
throughout the state. What is that message? Put simply, they have convinced many Queenslanders to
never again trust this LNP government.

Queenslanders have well and truly absorbed that message in just the first four months of this
government. They have seen thousands of government workers—wives, husbands, partners, friends
and family members—sacked by a callous government that said one thing before the election and did
another after gaining office. They have seen a government change the rules, introduce new directives
and shift the goalposts, giving itself more and more power to take away more and more people’s jobs
and more and more family pay packets. Queenslanders have seen front-line services cut by a
government that promised to boost these services. They have seen hardworking, front-line community
groups starved of funds, all by a government that said the exact reverse—that it wanted to build stronger
communities.

Queenslanders have got the message that the Premier and the Treasurer will break promise after
promise that they made in the election campaign. They have got the message from the Premier down
that they just do not care. Of course the biggest broken promise was made to their own workers when
they said that government employees had nothing to fear from an LNP government. In just the first few
weeks of this government, they soon found out that they had everything to fear. Thousands of them are
still, to this very day, living in fear. Why? It is all because the Premier and Treasurer refuse to say how
many they will be sacking, who will be next to go and who will be keeping their jobs. The Treasurer may
try to put a new spin on this LNP government but it has set a new low as the most cold-hearted, arrogant
and vindictive government ever seen in this state. So much for the three words we heard the Premier
say on election night, when he said very clearly that he would govern with ‘humility, grace and dignity’.
Despite his solemn commitments, those qualities went well out the window the day the Premier took
office.

Every day brings a new disappointment and a new reason for Queenslanders to never trust the
LNP again. That is the feeling out there in the local communities that the LNP MPs are supposed to be
here to represent. But do we hear a peep out of any of the LNP’s backbenchers or ministers? Do we
hear anything? All we hear is the sound of silence—except for one, the member for Gregory. The
member for Gregory has stood up for his constituents in his local community about job cuts. He can see
the folly in the government’s tactics, while his colleagues run for cover to toe the party line. They go
missing in action, not only on job cuts but when the housing minister sends letters terrorising public
housing tenants and when the same incompetent minister plans to close three caravan parks.

People are in tears at those caravan parks because of this hard-hearted government. When I was
in Hervey Bay last week, I met people such as Ranald and Carol and Ailsa and Clarrie who have made
these caravan parks their homes. They told me firsthand of the stress they are experiencing and how
the local member sitting in this chamber, the member for Hervey Bay, at that stage had not even been
down to visit them. The LNP government does not care about them now and will not care about them
when they are forced out of their homes. When the people living in those caravan parks drive out the
gates for the last time, who will they turn to for help? Where will they go? For them, their caravan park is
their home. It is where they have chosen to live and where they believe they had certainty for many,
many years to come. Under the previous government, they could have gone to their local Tenant Advice
and Advocacy Service but they will not be able to do that because the government has cut all funding for
those services.

The Treasurer wants to spin a new message for the government, but Queenslanders know that
the real message from this government is this: ‘You may be on a low income, you may be elderly and
fearful, you may have a disability, you may even be disadvantaged or vulnerable, but we just don’t care.’
The Treasurer thinks the government’s message has been distorted by the media, but there has been
no distortion and no undue emphasis on the bad news. Put simply, this government is nothing but bad
news. Far from having its message scrambled, the people of this state see and hear exactly what this

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_114113
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government is like. Part of the problem is its own do-nothing, see-nothing and say-nothing MPs. Unlike
the member for Gregory, all the others show a callous indifference to their local communities. The
member for Gregory said that jobs would go in the Emerald office of the Department of Transport and
Main Roads ‘over my dead body’. He said it was the job of MPs to stand up for local jobs, adding, ‘That’s
what I was elected to do.’ Yet we have seen in this House time and time again that members here are
failing to stand up for their constituents. We have not heard the member for Bulimba or the member for
Hervey Bay stand up in this House and say anything about those residents living in the caravan parks,
but we do know that the member for Nicklin is out there fighting to keep the Woombye park open. He is
out there standing up for the locals and talking to them and listening to them, and that is what the Labor
Party is committed to doing. We are committed to being out there and listening, but as far as LNP MPs
are concerned the residents may as well pack up their bags now.

Government members interjected. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Robinson): Order! Those on my right!

Ms PALASZCZUK: What we have seen is a total abdication of responsibility for the local people
by their so-called local members. It has got so bad that when I referred to the member for Hervey Bay as
the ‘Tin Man with no heart’ his own local newspaper ran it on the front page—

Mr Springborg: What about releasing the payroll legal advice? 

Ms PALASZCZUK:—the ‘Tin Man with no heart’. 

Mr Sorensen: You got your little old editor to write it for you. You are misleading the House.

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members will cease interjecting. 

Ms PALASZCZUK: I know that the member has a heart. The Fraser Coast Chronicle has the
member for Hervey Bay sized up. It knows the quality and level of representation that he offers. It is
there on the front page for all to see. Why would anyone in the Hervey Bay or Bulimba electorates trust
their local MP? 

Mr Sorensen: You are misleading the House. You got your little old editor to write that for you. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Hervey Bay will cease interjecting. 

Ms PALASZCZUK: The member has the right to stand up and say whatever he wants in this
House. Each day we see more examples of the double standards of this government. We see LNP
ministers grinning for the cameras as they inspect progress on major projects started by Labor—

Mr Sorensen: Why don’t the caravan parks down there take people that need housing? 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Hervey Bay will cease interjecting.

Ms PALASZCZUK:—or snip the ribbons at their official openings. 

Mr Sorensen: Tell me about the person who came to see me yesterday. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Hervey Bay will cease interjecting. I warn the
member. 

Ms PALASZCZUK: Who can forget the Premier and the Transport Minister at the Northern
Busway opening or the Premier and the Attorney-General at the opening of the new Supreme Court?
Just last week the health minister, who is sitting in this House now, was touring major health projects in
regional centres. They were all happy to take the credit for these projects but ruthlessly slammed the
budget strategy under which they were built. These projects were built by Labor. Members opposite
constantly attack the investment that Labor made in infrastructure that helped create or save jobs. The
only conclusion to be drawn is that the LNP would never have built the busway; the new, extended or
upgraded hospitals; or dozens of other job-creating projects. If the Treasurer thinks the government’s
message is not clear, here is the tip: if you do not like the budget strategy that built these projects, do not
open them, do not go and cut the ribbons and do not take credit for them. It is no wonder the people of
Queensland cannot trust their local LNP MPs and they cannot trust the LNP ministers. 

Speaking of the Attorney-General, last week we saw the spectacle of the state’s chief law officer
being caught out over what he knew about courthouse closures. This is the minister who reintroduced
the offence of lying to parliament yet he cannot get his story straight about plans to cut courthouses. The
Attorney-General now meets the low standard of ministerial behaviour set by the Premier, otherwise
known as the ‘Flegg standard’. Is the Premier happy to have his minister likened to Pinocchio or his
backbencher christened ‘Tin Man’? If so, he is living in a fairytale himself. It is cruel and unfair for this
government to keep tens of thousands of its own workers in a holding pattern until the budget. 
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Youth
Mr YOUNG (Keppel—LNP) (11.52 am): I rise to speak about an issue that I, along with my cohort

of friends and family, have agonised over for years—no, I correct that, decades. As most members
would be aware, I grew up in a police environment and continue to see youth crime and antisocial
behaviour spiralling steadily into a social abyss. Thirty years ago a mere handful of youths in the central
region were under the spotlight of agencies that we now know as the department of justice and the
department of communities. As at our last central youth justice meeting, both departments were case
managing 84 young offenders—a deeply disturbing figure. So why is it that, as we move forward with
more knowledge than ever before and an understanding of the mistakes of the past, we continue to see
growth in youth crime? 

As we celebrate the start of Seniors Week we now see an increase in the number of grandparents
taking over the roles of parents as mentors for children seeking some order of stability. Increased mining
in Central Queensland has created a two-speed economy and we are now starting to see a social
divide: the haves and the have-nots. The social background of the child dictates how well they perform
socially and in education. From a psychological point of view there has always been a question: was it
nature, or was it nurture? Why is it that children and young adolescents do the wrong thing and commit
crimes? 

If we turn back the clock 200 years to a time of hunting and collecting, the young man whom we
now deem to be out of control would have been an asset to the family unit. We all would have had a
cousin or a nephew who was sent out to a cattle station to get back on track. Hence, there is some
understanding that, if adolescents are not in an educational facility, they should be in meaningful
employment to provide structure in daily life. The member for Rockhampton also sits on the central
Queensland youth justice committee and we both share the disappointment of seeing the large numbers
of youth who continue to reoffend. 

What are the methods to lift society when families in some cases—not all—struggle to provide the
stability, structure and social morality required for youth to respect other community members and their
property? Education and sport, I believe, are the tools we have to address adolescent antisocial
behaviour that leads to youth crime. There is a direct correlation between school attendance and youth
crime—those who do not attend school or those who do not finish primary or secondary education. 

Teachers are undervalued in the early formation of children’s behavioural development, purely
due to the large amount of contact time they have with students. As members would be aware, 12 years
is a substantial part of a child’s life. In many cases, especially when parents work away, teachers
become mentors in their absence. Some teachers rise above just being the classroom teacher and
engage in extracurricular activities such as debating, sport and music, to name a few. Sport also plays a
pivotal role in youth development. There are many initiatives to punish juveniles so that they are
reluctant to reoffend. However, the challenge that society has—that we have—is to get to the front end
of child development before youth embark on antisocial behaviour. 

Manufacturing
Ms MILLARD (Sandgate—LNP) (11.56 am): I stand here today as a Queenslander who is

extremely concerned about the future of the state’s manufacturing industry, in particular the lack of
opportunity and the amount of work for major projects being sourced offshore. I raise this issue as a
result of my experience in the manufacturing industry and with knowledge of the tough times it is in. I
believe that I am well qualified to alert our government to the problem at hand. The last five years of the
Labor government saw poor productivity gains as per the Australian Steel Institute’s position statement,
which I table.

Tabled paper: Australian Steel Institute document, dated February 2012, titled ‘Position Statement: Australian steel fabrication
utilisation’ [745].

Worse still, there have been no plans for manufacturing in Queensland—for real growth or
consistency—despite the fact that it continues to account for close to 10 per cent of total industry gross
value in Australia and it is a sector with real pockets of real potential for foreign investors. 

There is pressure on Australia’s and Queensland’s manufacturing industries. The combination of
our high dollar and the lack of policy in this area from the previous government has left this sector with a
legacy of structural change that it struggles to adapt to. While much focus has naturally been on the
mining boom, where we have been able to guarantee resource flows, I know our government is only too
aware that this is not a permanent situation. Hence, we went to the election promising more than a two-
speed economy and that the manufacturing sector will play a vital role in the literal rebuilding of
Queensland. Now is the time for us to lay down our future framework, to help this sector thrive and to
contribute well into the future for Australians and Queenslanders. 
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In the metal and machinery area, which is heavily reliant on steel, there is a significant level of
underemployment, with employers running at 50 per cent capacity or below and workers on short hours.
I refer to the independent Australian Steel Institute’s NIEIR economic report executive summary for
details, which I table.
Tabled paper: Australian Steel Institute document, dated August 2011, titled ‘Key Points: Maximising Australia’s Resources Boom
(NIEIR Report)’ [744].

If this trend continues, Queensland is in danger of continuing to lose essential skills in the
process, manufacturing and steel fabrication sectors. We will also see skewed playing fields and poor
engagement with international supply chains in areas where we are unable to supply locally. 

We have also inherited a high youth unemployment rate. The recent Training and Tertiary
Education, Queensland Information Brief—Regional labour force has indicated that Queensland youth
unemployment rates increased in the 12 months prior to February 2011 and that the average youth
unemployment rate in Queensland during that 12-month period was 11.7 per cent, increasing 0.3 per
cent over the year. We need to give the opportunity to our young people and unemployed to be involved
in the state’s development, rebuilding and growth and to build vocational skills for those who are not
naturally inclined towards formal education models. We need to see reinvigoration of the manufacturing
sector, particularly focusing on areas where Australia can naturally add value and expertise, allowing us
to enjoy a competitive advantage internationally. 

As I see it, the previous Labor government had not been serious about skills, training and
employment in the manufacturing sector. It is predicted that the need for skilled tradespeople will
continue to grow unless we act now. This is heading towards no less than a crisis. Let me demonstrate:
I am sure most members have needed the goods or services provided by skilled tradespeople in the last
12 months. Our policy, Pathways to a Skilled Trade Future, will deliver 10,000 additional
apprenticeships and establish a skills and training task force which will go a long way towards
addressing the looming skills shortage. I welcome this policy. As a new government that is focused on
getting Queensland back on track, we need to constantly aim to develop good policy to provide support
for this industry into the future. 

Queensland is a state with immense reserves of natural resources, and its growth is being driven
by new investments in coal seam gas and energy and mining projects. The Australian Steel Institute and
several other employer and industry groups support the LNP government’s initiatives in manufacturing
and stand ready to work with the government to support the manufacturing and steel related businesses
in Queensland that, are doing it tough and those that, know it can be done a lot better. I look forward to
engaging with my colleagues and laying the foundations for a Queensland manufacturing sector that
can boast productivity, high employment, training outcomes and best practice. As my final note I say:
let’s bring the skills back and build a strong manufacturing state once more. 

Rural and Regional Queensland
Mr MULHERIN (Mackay—ALP) (Deputy Leader of the Opposition) (12.01 pm): As a member of

this parliament representing a regional electorate, I am particularly interested in the impacts of
government decisions on people outside the south-east corner. Sadly, it appears that my concerns are
not shared by most of the regional members of the Liberal National Party. Ever since the Newman
government came to power, we have witnessed an alarming lack of consideration for Queenslanders in
regional and rural areas. This month alone we have seen threats to regional services with suggestions
that courthouses in regional areas will be closed. There are courthouses in centres such as Atherton,
Proserpine, Sarina, Yeppoon, Gatton, Pittsworth and Tully that could be on the Newman government’s
hit list. Of course, we have heard the Attorney-General say that these closures will not go ahead;
however, we also know that he previously said that they were not even being considered, and leaked
documents from his own department showing that his statements were misleading at best and
downright untruthful at worst. The Attorney-General, the man who reintroduced ‘lying to parliament’
laws, has shown that you simply cannot trust what this government says. 

There are also concerns amongst staff within the State Reporting Bureau that more than 200 jobs
will be outsourced by this callous and cold-hearted government. These court-reporting staff are located
not just here in Brisbane but also in many regional areas such as Cairns, Townsville and Rockhampton. 

It appears that the member for Ashgrove is more interested in being Premier of Brisbane than
Premier of Queensland. We should never forget that Premier Newman’s first, and so far only, major
infrastructure announcement was for a flash new executive building for himself and his ministers here in
the Brisbane CBD. 

Just five months after being elected, the Newman government is not listening to regional
communities. In Saturday’s Daily Mercury it is reported that the mayor of Mackay Regional Council,
Councillor Deirdre Comerford, after meeting with officials from the department of infrastructure, stated
that the government has no intentions of developing a regional infrastructure plan for the Mackay-
Whitsunday-Isaac region but that its focus will be in the Toowoomba and south-east parts of the state. 
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Another clear example of the Newman government’s failing is its handling of the closure of the
Darling Downs Correctional Centre. It is clear that the Brisbane-centric Newman government is slashing
and burning services in regional communities across our state with no concern for the human cost. The
Toowoomba Regional Council has been justifiably concerned about the impacts of the abrupt closure of
the jail, a decision that was announced with no consultation. These are front-line jobs and services that
have been axed, yet community safety minister Jack Dempsey refuses to meet with the local council
and fails to respond to genuine questions from the council. 

What is even more surprising is that the members for Toowoomba South, Toowoomba North and
Southern Downs are silent on this matter—not a backbone amongst them. At least the member for
Gregory has had the temerity to speak out about the Newman government’s program of savage cuts to
jobs and front-line services. He told ABC Radio last week that cuts to the Emerald office of the
Department of Transport and Main Roads would happen ‘over my dead body’. And the member for
Gregory has had some advice for all first-time LNP members in this chamber—that it is a local MP’s role
to stand up for local jobs, that it is what we are elected to do. In fact, a constituent sent me an email
praising the member for Gregory for standing up and criticising the members for Burdekin, Mirani and
Whitsunday for not standing up for local public servants, local jobs and the local services that they
provide.

At least the member for Gregory recognises the huge impact that job losses have in regional
communities. Unfortunately, there are dozens of other LNP members who sit in this chamber in silence
while the Brisbane-centric Newman government takes jobs and services away from their local
communities. The challenge for all LNP members in this chamber, particularly those representing
regional areas, is to break their vow of silence and find their voice. They should be standing up for their
communities and letting the Premier and Treasurer know in no uncertain terms that their slash-and-burn
approach is just not acceptable. 

Jeta Gardens
Mr LATTER (Waterford—LNP) (12.06 pm): In March this year Queensland voters made a clear

choice when they elected a conservative government to lead their state for the next three years. They
were very clear in their expectations. They wanted a change. They wanted a government to
demonstrate vision and provide opportunities to help ensure a sustainable future for them, their families
and future generations. In my electorate of Waterford and in fact the wider Logan City community, this is
certainly the case. My community is looking to me and this government to deliver what the Labor
government could not. This is a community that, thanks to the great work done to date by Logan City
Council, is aware and understanding of the need for growth. This is evident in the proactive work council
has done to date in developing a number of master plans and local area neighbourhood plans for key
areas earmarked for growth. 

The dramatic inroads that council has made in the all-important area of development assessment,
taking it from an area of dire need to best practice in less than three years, show just how ready Logan
City is to become the solution to the population boom forecast for the South-East Queensland region.
The work done has been rewarded, with investors and developers keen to benefit from what the city has
to offer. Among those developers keen to stake their claim in Logan City is Malaysian developer Mr Tan.
The $500 million development of Mr Tan’s Jeta Gardens in Bethania is the largest Malaysian property
investment trust in Australia and the first retirement and aged-care resort in the country that bases its
design, services and management on eastern values and philosophies. 

Acknowledging the importance of this development to the Logan community, councillors worked
closely with Mr Tan to clear any unnecessary road blocks and red tape. As this development is in my
electorate, I have taken a strong interest in it and have worked with council, in particular divisional
councillor Luke Smith, to help wherever possible to ensure this important and exciting development
takes shape. Jeta Gardens is a magnificent development in terms of trying to sell a big idea that really
requires very little input or investment by the state government. All we really need to do is tick a few
boxes and approve a couple of access points. 

Mr Rickuss interjected. 
Mr LATTER: They sure did. A development of this magnitude of scale with such little investment

should be extremely attractive to state government. This development is just a sample of the sort of
investment we are attracting in Logan with the support of the council. There are at least four massive
developments and close to $1 billion worth of investment coming into this area alone. Jeta Gardens and
these four other developments are examples of why we need Beenleigh to be developed as a satellite
city. 

It is clearly evident that, while an increasing number of people are moving to Logan and
commuting to the city—whether it be Brisbane or the Gold Coast—it is becoming an unattractive and
unviable option. The development of Beenleigh as a satellite city will ensure residents have ready
access to all of the supplies, offices and corporate businesses they will need. I grew up in Beenleigh and
have an intrinsic knowledge of its background and its potential. Beenleigh has everything going for it in

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_120525
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_120525


1524 Matters of Public Interest 21 Aug 2012
terms of growth. Growth for Logan City has to come from Beenleigh out, and I see this area as a
catalyst. I know that council itself shares this vision and has identified both Beenleigh and Springwood
as key principal centres, and these are the core focus for it.

My sole focus for the next three years is to try to facilitate the planning instruments Logan City
Council needs to support the type of growth the area requires and subsequently this city and the
residents need going into the future. My view is that any growth or development in Beenleigh is 20 years
overdue. Frankly, given where Beenleigh sits in respect of its geographic location, particularly with its
relevance to commerce and industry, it is prime for growth. It is a prime position for investment in
infrastructure in that it is so centrally located. But there are a couple of reasons why now more than ever
it is important to facilitate that sort of growth. With the growth of Yarrabilba and massive housing
developments out to Greenbank and even some of our local housing developments, job location is
imperative. One only has to look at the congestion on the M1 every morning and afternoon to realise
that we have to do something to get cars off the road. Our rail networks from the Gold Coast to Brisbane
are also at capacity. We have to lessen the burden on our transit corridors, and the development of
satellite cities helps achieve that. The development of Beenleigh as a satellite city will give people the
opportunity to live, work and play closer to their homes, helping to ensure a more livable lifestyle and
easing the pressure on our transit corridors. Logan City Council is well aware of this—

(Time expired) 

Newman Government, Performance
Mr PITT (Mulgrave—ALP) (12.10 pm): Yesterday it was revealed in the Brisbane Times that the

Treasurer has plucked a figure of 20,000 government workers out of the air. The Treasurer told the
Brisbane Times that in relation to picking the year 2000 as the year of the ‘right sized Public Service’—
Well I think if you go back over time you look at those sorts of numbers and you have to start somewhere. We can’t go back to
1900.

This follows Dr Doug McTaggart’s testimony under oath to the Queensland Industrial Relations
Commission that the government was not borrowing to pay 20,000 government workers. Now the
Premier tells us, as if it is some surprise, that he will not have to sack 20,000 public servants—part of an
elaborate plan to allow Mr Newman to play ‘hero’ when he sacks fewer people and says people should
be grateful. The opposition has known all along that the government was not borrowing to pay 20,000
public servants and there was no need for jobs and services cuts. Labor had a return to surplus locked
in for 2014-15, and not even Peter Costello could deny this.

In response to question on notice 368 demanding evidence for the Premier’s statements, the
Treasurer referenced figures from the previous government’s midyear review in an attempt to invent an
answer. This follows on from the Premier telling ABC Radio last week that the midyear review from
before the election was a justification for job cuts. If these latest excuses are to be believed, then the
question this government needs to answer is: why did it not tell Queenslanders about jobs and services
cuts before the election? The fact is that this government is not making cuts to pay down debt, as it
keeps telling Queenslanders; the cuts are to pay for election promises. It is as simple as that. The facts
are, on the Treasurer’s own admission, that this government’s debt number is the same as the previous
government’s.

In June the Treasurer said that this plan was a ‘debt binge’ and described it as ‘Labor’s plan’ that
was placing pressure on the credit rating. The LNP is now in government and it needs to take
responsibility for its plans, and this LNP government’s plan is to increase debt by more than $20 billion
over the next three years. The story it does not want to tell yet is what infrastructure it will produce to
reach this debt. As much as the LNP invents other figures to hide the truth, Labor left gross debt at
$62 billion and net debt at $24.92 billion. For some context, New South Wales has a net debt of
$40.27 billion and Victoria $25.6 billion. Labor in government invested more on infrastructure per person
on average over the last decade than any other state in Australia at a time when it was needed.

Labor locked in and delivered hospital projects, including the Sunshine Coast University Hospital,
Gold Coast University Hospital and upgrades to Cairns Base Hospital and Townsville, Mackay,
Rockhampton, Mount Isa and Yeppoon hospitals. Most people would understand that you do not need a
new hospital every year. Labor embarked on generational infrastructure spending that had debt peaking
at $85 billion—just as the LNP government now does. The Treasurer has announced in his interim
response to the Costello audit that he needs to find $4 billion to avoid exceeding debt of $85 billion ‘after
policy decisions are implemented’. Two days before the election, as shadow Treasurer—the very same
person—he told Queenslanders that the LNP would need $4 billion of savings over the same period to
meet election commitments. Some $4 billion in savings over three years—the identical cost the LNP put
on its own pre-election promises!

No matter how much it tries to say otherwise, the truth is that the LNP planned to cut jobs and
services to fund promises before the election but did not tell Queenslanders. It said that government
workers’ jobs were safe. They are not. It said it would pay down debt. It is not. When the Treasurer
points to a report by Moody’s Investors Service from last week as validation of the Costello audit, he is
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just continuing to be tricky. The Moody’s report uses May Treasury figures only publicly available in the
Costello audit—the very same figures the audit itself attacks. Under oath, Dr McTaggart said that the
Costello audit was not resourced to do economic modelling and that findings are based on opinion. We
all know whose opinion the audit is based on—Peter Costello’s—and it is not even an independent one! 

Child Safety
Mr MOLHOEK (Southport—LNP) (12.14 pm): It has been my great honour and pleasure in

recent weeks to join the Minister for Communities, Child Safety and Disability Services in visiting Child
Safety offices all around the state and it has been an incredible privilege to meet with some of our front-
line staff.

Ms Davis: Hardworking—very hardworking staff.
Mr MOLHOEK: Yes, our very hardworking staff. This government is working hard to understand

the challenges facing those front-line staff, and that is why we announced the Carmody inquiry—the
fulfilment of our government’s policy and commitment to improve and strengthen Queensland’s child
protection services so that we may better help vulnerable children and their families. The inquiry is
essentially tasked with reviewing and revising all policy and financial and operational aspects of
Queensland’s child protection industry and charting a new road map for the next decade.

Over the past month I have had the privilege of meeting with staff in Townsville and Thuringowa. I
have had the opportunity to go and meet with some of the front-line staff in Ipswich and the relocated
Goodna office at Springfield Lakes. I had the great honour of speaking at the QCOSS conference in
Rockhampton and meeting with front-line staff from our Rockhampton North and South offices. Just a
fortnight ago I had the opportunity to meet with some staff from Gympie, from our Caloundra office, from
the Maroochydore office and from Strathpine, Caboolture and Redcliffe. I actually had the pleasure of
meeting the member for Coomera’s sister, Janice Larkin, who was relieving as the team leader at the
Caboolture office. It must be a bit of a family thing, because her daughter Stacey works as a team leader
for Save the Children Australia.

But beyond that, I have had the opportunity to meet with some of the investigation and
assessment teams to gain a little understanding as to just how tough it is for them going out and dealing
with the flood of notifications that we have received through our Child Safety Services. This is
fundamentally and can only be described as one of the worst failures of Labor over the last 20 years. In
the last 12 months alone we have seen 118,000 notifications received through our regional intake
services. Over 25,000 of these notifications have subsequently been investigated and substantiated.
Many hundreds, if not thousands, of young children have had to be taken into our care or have case
management plans put in place to look after their needs and to protect some of our most vulnerable.

In respect of the inquiry, I refer to the opening remarks of Counsellor McMillan. Ms McMillan is the
assisting counsel in the inquiry. She said on the opening day of the inquiry—
A key challenge ... would be finding ways of developing and redirecting resource investment and integrated prevention strategies,
early intervention programs and intensive family support services to gradually reduce overall demand for and reliance upon
tertiary services.

What that simply means is that we failed to prevent the flood of children flowing into the child
safety system and that it is time for this government to look at ways we can better support families and
better support some of the state’s most vulnerable children, because prevention is better than cure.
Prevention is certainly better than cure.

Another challenge is identifying the practical content and reasonable limits of a relevant concept
of unacceptable risk in the child welfare context. Simply, that means that we have to start to look at other
ways to deal with some of these most vulnerable children as they continue to flow into the system. My
goal and my intent, and that of the department, is to be as responsive as we can to the needs of
children. I am undertaking practice manual training each week, chapter by chapter, so that, by the time
this inquiry is completed, as the Assistant Minister for Child Safety I will have the best possible
understanding of our current practices. I am looking forward to the recommendations that come out of
this inquiry in informing the House as to a better pathway for our children and our most vulnerable in the
state of Queensland. 

BreastScreen Queensland
Mrs MILLER (Bundamba—ALP) (12.18 pm): Cancer is not a word that most of us want to hear.

As a diagnosis, it strikes terror into our hearts—for us, our family and our friends. Cancer is a complex
set of diseases. Currently, cancer places the largest, and a growing, burden of disease on patients,
families and the health system in Australia. More than 100,000 new cases are diagnosed every year
and there are more than 30,000 preventable cancer related deaths every year. Cancer is potentially one
of the most preventable and treatable of all diseases. Risk factors include tobacco consumption, poor
diet, insufficient physical activity, being overweight or obese, alcohol misuse, infectious diseases and an
exposure to ultraviolet radiation. 
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As a nation, we have made significant strides in reducing the incidence of lung cancer by
containing the epidemic of tobacco smoking through successful public health strategies, of which plain
paper packaging is only the latest. Here in Queensland, our medical research heroes have achieved
world renown, with the development of a vaccine for cervical cancer, Gardasil, which can prevent the
human papilloma virus in both girls and boys. Population screening helps protect the health of
Australians through early detection, even if symptoms of the disease are not present. Some screening
programs can also help to prevent cancer developing if changes can be found before they become a
cancer. Population screening programs for breast, cervical and bowel cancers have achieved major
successes across Australia, saving tens of thousands of lives. These programs have been so
successful that most women now think of pap smears every two years as being a normal part of staying
healthy. 

Breast cancer screening programs across Australia, including those delivered by BreastScreen
Queensland, are recognised as one of the most comprehensive population based screening programs
in the world. They provide free mammograms to women in the target group of 50 to 69 years. Women
aged 40 to 49 and over 70 years are also eligible to attend. There are two components within the
BreastScreen Australia program: screening and assessment services, where mammograms aid
diagnosis, and the coordination units at state and territory levels. BreastScreen Australia states—
The Co-ordination Units do the planning and overall co-ordination of the program in each state and territory and play a large role
in the recruitment of women. 
The state and territory governments have primary responsibility for the implementation of the program at their local level. 

Recently, this LNP Newman government announced changes to the operation of BreastScreen
Queensland—changes that the opposition believes will be detrimental to the program’s operation and,
therefore, to the health of Queensland women. We know that nearly two-thirds of the staff of the
Queensland cancer screening coordination unit will be axed. That is right: they will be sacked. After
nearly 20 years of service to the people of this state, the senior director of our cancer screening services
has resigned in disgust, and what a loss to Queensland she is. On behalf of the opposition and the
women of Queensland, I want to thank Jennifer Muller for her service to BreastScreen Queensland and
I want to thank her and her team at BreastScreen Queensland for the work that they have done. I had
the pleasure of working with Jennifer Muller when I was a parliamentary secretary for health and she
and her team did an excellent job whilst we were in government. 

Health minister Springborg claims that these cuts will not affect the delivery of breast cancer
screening. Clearly, others do not agree with his assessment, including the CEO of Cancer Council
Queensland, Professor Jeff Dunn, and also the readers of the Sunday Mail. As a client of the
BreastScreen Queensland Ipswich service myself, I share the concerns of many women and clinicians.
This is what I want to know. These are the questions that I want them to answer. How will 16 separate
hospital and health services ensure state-wide contact and follow-up with women due for a
mammogram? How will these local services recruit, train and retain and provide relief for the specialist
radiographers needed by BreastScreen Queensland? Will those local services retain the national
standards required for accreditation? Which hospital services will get access to the limited number of
mobile screening vans and which will not? Who will now represent Queensland on national cancer
issues to advocate on our behalf? 

The Premier and the health minister will go down in the history of this state for their infamy as the
wreckers of two decades of careful, sustained work to build world-class cancer treatment and
prevention programs in this state. Shame, Newman, shame! 

(Time expired) 

Fishing Industry
Mr BENNETT (Burnett—LNP) (12.25 pm): I take this opportunity to speak about a serious

matter—and one that I have spoken about before—the Queensland fishing industry. In the first place,
I am surprised by how many people no longer understand the role of a professional fisherman and the
place that the fishing industry has in our economy and our society.

Queensland’s marine resources belong to the entire community. The fishing industry provides the
vast majority of our seafood-eating population with access to seafood. That does not mean that
individuals cannot catch their own supplies of seafood, but it must be recognised that it is equally
important for all of the population to have access to what is an important and valuable resource.

Currently, the Gillard Labor government has a proposal that further threatens the fishing
industry—a proposal to increase the marine reserves from 27 to 60. This proposal cannot be about
conserving our oceans, as we already lead the world in fishing management. We are being deceived.
The federal Labor government is prepared to ruin the Queensland fishing industry and cut off a vital food
resource so that it can appease certain green groups. Seafood has been found to provide a wide range
of health benefits, including cardiovascular benefits, prevention and control of high blood pressure,
protection against certain cancers and a reduction in depression. Experts have found that deficiencies of
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omega-3 fatty acids and iodine, both of which are sourced from seafood, can have serious implications
for brain development and mental health. The old saying that seafood is brain food has been found to be
true. The experts have called for a new focus to be placed on the restoration of traditional fish and
seafood consumption. 

Queensland fisheries are recognised as being among the healthiest and best managed in the
world. Australia ranks fourth in the world on the UN Code of Conduct for Responsible Fisheries after
Norway, the USA and Canada. Australia has the world’s third largest fishing zone, but already imports
about 75 per cent of its fish. We rank 61st in fisheries production. I would like to repeat that we have the
third biggest fishing zone but we are the 61st largest producer of fish products. I need to stipulate that
these low actual catch rates have nothing to do with critical stock levels. They indicate that we are
underutilising our marine resources in Queensland because of the extent of management restrictions
imposed upon the fishing industry. This has led to a massive rise in imports, most of which come from
Thailand, which has a fishing area almost 20 times smaller than Australia’s. The country with the biggest
ocean catch by kilogram per square kilometre is Bangladesh, with 21,000 kilograms. After that comes
China, Peru, Korea and Vietnam. Then there is the United States, which takes 372 kilograms per square
kilometre. It would be no surprise to know that the country with the lowest catch is Australian, with 28
kilograms per square kilometre. 

So why do we need 3.2 million square kilometres turned into no-go marine parks? The seafood
processing industry and workers in my electorate would certainly like to know. The federal Labor
government is not interested in encouraging the sustainable production of a proven renewable and vital
resource. The proposal to lock up even more of our fishing grounds will actively destroy the industry. 

Minister Burke’s proposal is to turn 70 per cent of the east coast of Queensland into marine parks.
That is approximately eight times the international benchmark of 10 per cent. The Coral Sea will
become a no-go zone. We would have more marine parks than anywhere else in the world. I am talking
about an area about half the size of Queensland that cannot be used for sustainable fishing. 

In Queensland, the majority of professional fish businesses are small, family based businesses.
Those businesses are at risk. Approximately 6,000 professional fishermen, five million amateur
fishermen and the charter boat industry will be affected. In the last decade, the Queensland professional
fishing fleet has been drastically cut down, with some of the remaining licences having sunset clauses
attached to them, which means that they cannot be passed on to another fisherman. More than one-
third of the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park, and in some areas as much as 70 per cent or more of the
main fishing grounds, are now locked up indefinitely as green zones. Yellow zones are not accessible to
the vast majority of professional fishermen, so these areas further restrict professional fishermen’s
access to fishing grounds. 

Unnecessary restrictions only serve to make it more difficult to provide the public with their
seafood. The ultimate hypocrisy is evident by the fact that commercial fishers have undergone
excessive restrictions and closures in the past 12 years, supposedly in the name of sustainability, only to
continue to be relentlessly attacked and criticised and subjected to never-ending further proposals and
more restrictions from the federal Labor government. 

Governments have an undeniable responsibility to ensure ongoing access to seafood for all
Australians and Queenslanders, including those who do not wish to catch their own. No Australian
should ever have to resort to buying imported seafood in a country like ours, which is surrounded by
sea, simply because there is no available alternative produced by domestic commercial producers. I am
proud to represent the fishermen of the Burnett and the commercial fishing industry and I hope that
Senator Burke can revise this proposal. 

Caravan Parks
Mr WELLINGTON (Nicklin—Ind) (12.29 pm): I rise to join with the Leader of the Opposition in

speaking out for some of the most vulnerable people in the community. I am proud to say that I will stand
shoulder-to-shoulder with the Leader of the Opposition in fighting for the people that this government
does not want to listen to. As we speak, hundreds of firies are outside protesting against this very
government. I bet that many of them voted for this government in the last election. Many of the people in
our retirement villages and our government caravan parks voted for this government. If we had an
election tomorrow I wonder what that vote would be. 

I am standing here to fight the fight for the people in our government caravan parks because the
government is not listening. I believe we as members of parliament have a duty of care to look after the
most vulnerable people in our community no matter what the budget bottom line is. This morning the
minister responsible claimed these caravan parks are being run as commercial caravan parks and will
be sold as commercial caravan parks. The minister is in the chamber at the moment. My advice is that
the Woombye caravan park is managed and operated to provide affordable accommodation for people
on a limited budget. That may mean, in someone else’s terminology, being run as a commercial caravan
park, but the fact is that the Woombye caravan park is managed and operated to provide affordable
accommodation for people on a limited budget. 
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I want to quote from letters presented to me from people from the Glass House electorate and the
Woombye caravan park. I table these letters. 
Tabled paper: Correspondence in relation to the proposed sale of government owned caravan parks [746].

They are from Ray Smith, Lloyd Blake, Morris Clarke, Neil Stevenson, Karen and Adam
Gustafson, Byron Webb and Maxine Stone, A Dunstan and Kim Mostran. I want to read some extracts
for the benefit of members whom I urge to take the time to go and visit these three caravan parks. One
letter says—
I have been living in this park on the site in my own caravan with hard annex for the last 9 years. I moved here because the park I
was living in at the time was put on the market. The owners here at the time were happy to have me stay here, but there was
always the worry the park would sell and I would have to move again. The park did sell but it was the government bought it. 

We, the residents, were assured that we would be safe here for the rest of our days, because they had said that the Government
had bought the park for cheap housing so it couldn’t be sold for development and we would be secure. It would appear that the
Government ‘That I voted for’ are sacrificing people’s lives and homes for Koala’s. 

If the latest news is accurate ($25,000,000 for land for Koala habitat) thank you LNP. I, like most of the other residents in these
parks are here mainly because we can’t afford to move. 

I would love to live in a nice house or fancy retirement village, but life doesn’t always go as planned, so we have to make the best
of what we have. 

Mr Powell interjected.

Mr WELLINGTON: I am not taking interjections from the minister for the environment. I listened to
him in silence. Please listen to me in silence. To quote further from the letter—
‘I have a great idea—I will come and live with you and then you can sell the Park—or perhaps I will have to learn to eat gum leaves
and go and live with the Koalas. 

Thanks for making us feel so important. 

An extract from another letter states—
Many of us residents (including me) are old and unwell and the stress is making us sicker. Your decision is killing us. 

We are all stressed about having to move. There is a shortage of low cost accommodation which your action is making worse. We
are unable to pay for a move, removal costs etc. 

I note that earlier this morning the minister said, ‘Don’t worry. We will look after you.’ 

Mr STEVENS: I ask that the member table the document he is quoting from. 

Mr WELLINGTON: I have tabled the documents. My advice to the Manager of Government
Business is to read them. The government knows that after these parks are sold and 18 months has
passed the new owner would be able to apply to the local council for a change of use. That is a fact.
Once the term of the current 12-month lease expires there is no certainty that there will not be a
significant increase in rent for the people who want to stay on this site in Woombye. I believe that the
decision to sell these three caravan parks is heartless. 

(Time expired) 

Credit Card Charges
Mr STEVENS (Mermaid Beach—LNP) (12.34 pm): I rise in the House today to highlight an

important matter of public interest that is of great concern to my community and that is the additional
charges that are being enforced by companies using credit card facilities on top of the price of the
consumer goods when paying by credit card. I understand completely that this is a federal government
issue, but it is one that affects us greatly. The constituents of Mermaid Beach have been complaining to
me about the ongoing rise in costs of goods and services that are provided by major retailers of all
things, from fuel right through to energy, and then they are copping the credit card charge on top of what
they have consumed. It is just another nail in the coffin of affordability. These percentages can be from
one to three per cent. 

The business community, under legislation changes of the Howard government—which
disappointed me greatly—have been afforded the opportunity to gouge another little percentage point
out of the consumer. Currently there is an investigation underway by the Reserve Bank into these
charges. These charges were facilitated by the Howard government in changes to the legislation, but I
do not believe it was ever envisaged that those changes being made to assist business to recover costs
of credit card charges were ever intended to be passed on as another cost to consumers who are
suffering left, right and centre. There is an exploitation of consumers with this process. It does not matter
whether you are paying for food, fuel, services, utilities, including water, electricity, rates and everyday
bills, there is an extra charge that is being passed on to the retailer for using a credit card. 
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According to the Reserve Bank of Australia, as of November 2011 there were 15 million credit
cards in circulation in Australia. At that time Australians had spent $21 billion on credit and charge cards
with an average credit balance of $3,333 each. Australia’s credit card and charge card balance is over
$50 billion. On the transactions of $21 billion, with an average of 0.2 per cent charge, the consumer is
paying an extra $420 million on the goods they are purchasing. These credit card charges are being
passed on from the retailer to the consumer to cover the merchant’s cost of using their credit card.
These charges are passed on unfairly and are increasing the cost of the item significantly. 

I personally have written to the governor of the Reserve Bank of Australia and have highlighted
the need to have these charges reviewed. As a former retailer, I have seen the usage of credit cards
increase and believe that quite clearly the benefits were to the business operator, the retailer. It was
originally called a Bankcard and was introduced primarily to help businesses. The credit card charges
passed on from retailers to consumers to cover the merchant’s cost of using credit cards are being
passed onto the consumer unfairly, increasing the item that they are purchasing significantly.

Bank charges were introduced to protect the retailer and to obviate the need for a cash economy.
Their benefits were marketed to retailers as increasing the safety of payment, as opposed to cheques.
They were introduced to increase spontaneous spending decision making, thereby increasing turnover
for businesspeople and retailers. There were to absolutely negate the need for consumers to have cash
on hand. The ill-considered and, unfortunately, big business interest decision of allowing the passing on
of credit card charges to the consumer places a further unnecessary and unfair financial burden on the
consuming public. It is a clear financial decision and I cannot fathom how consumers can be duped into
suffering the burden of a business cost that benefits the business entirely. I urge the Reserve Back of
Australia and the federal government to review the passing on of credit card charges that merchants
and retailers are inflicting on consumers for the so-called privilege of paying by credit card. Quite clearly,
consumers cannot afford a further burden on their purchases. This increases the costs and, again, it is a
detriment to the growing economy right throughout Australia, particularly Queensland and, more
importantly, Mermaid Beach. 

Roads, Speed Limits
Dr DOUGLAS (Gaven—LNP) (12.40 pm): Some decisions made for the benefit of the community

will never make some people happy, such as with the setting of speed limits on roads through our
suburbs, cities, regions and nation. It might be said that no-one ever seems to agree on the correct
speed for any given road, yet most people believe that the road toll is unacceptable. In 2011, there were
269 fatalities and 227 fatal crashes. Major roads such as the Bruce Highway and the Warrego Highway
are grossly inadequate for today’s world. Recently we heard the dreadful debate about the new
approach to disability insurance, which significantly involves people involved in motor vehicle and
motorcycle travel. 

The speeds on regional roads do not need to be raised. Currently there is a lot of discussion
about tolerance levels. Today I table evidence from the RACQ on the public’s opinion about what is an
acceptable speed. That evidence states that less than five per cent support speed limits above 110
kilometres and over 50 per cent want the maximum speed limit reduced to below 110 kilometres. This is
important. I recommend to all honourable members that they encourage their constituents to support
speed limits staying below 110 kilometres. 
Tabled paper: Extract from RACQ document, titled ‘Opinions of best speed limit on rural highways’ [747].

(Time expired) 

EDUCATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction
Hon. JH LANGBROEK (Surfers Paradise—LNP) (Minister for Education, Training and

Employment) (12.41 pm): I present a bill for an act to amend the Education and Training Legislation
Amendment Act 2011, the Education (General Provisions) Act 2006 and the Education (Queensland
College of Teachers) Act 2005 for particular purposes. I table the bill and explanatory notes. I nominate
the Education and Innovation Committee to consider the bill. 
Tabled paper: Education Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 [748].
Tabled paper: Education Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, explanatory notes [749].

The government is committed to giving Queensland students brighter futures and this bill assists
in delivering on this commitment by progressing a number of amendments for the Education portfolio.
For kindergarten programs to be made available to as many Queensland children as possible, the bill
will enable the state schools of distance education to deliver kindergarten programs to those families
who, due to distance or itinerant lifestyle, are unable to access a kindergarten program from a centre
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based service. It aims to ensure that students permanently excluded from state schools are advised of
their right to periodically seek a revocation of decision in the most effective way possible. The bill will
ensure Queensland teachers are subject to the same professional standards applied to teachers across
the country. Finally, the bill aims to facilitate appropriate levels of reporting of concerns of likely future
sexual abuse of Queensland students. This is achieved by avoiding the application of section 204 of the
Criminal Code. 

The Queensland government is committed to providing universal access to quality early
childhood education by ensuring all Queensland children can access a kindergarten program regardless
of their individual circumstances or where they live. This commitment forms part of the National
Partnership Agreement on Early Childhood Education endorsed in 2008 by all jurisdictions, including
Queensland. Under the national partnership agreement, Queensland is to achieve 95 per cent
participation in kindergarten programs by mid-2013. This target requires specific strategies to support
access and participation of children from rural and remote communities and those with other diverse
needs. The ambitious participation target for 2012 is 86 per cent. Participation was at 68 per cent or
about 41,500 children in 2011, up from 29 per cent or approximately 16,000 children in 2008. 

This growth is being achieved by funding the delivery of kindergarten programs in long-day-care
services and establishing extra kindergarten services in areas where supply of places is insufficient. For
the vast majority of Queensland families, children are able to access a kindergarten program at these
centre based services. However, in a geographically dispersed state like Queensland, centre based
services are not readily accessible to all children and alternative delivery modes are needed. 

That is why this government supports the development of e-kindy, a distance education
kindergarten program that can be delivered by teachers via the internet. E-kindy builds on the
government’s current efforts by supporting access to and participation in kindergarten for children
unable to access a centre based service because of their remote location, medical issues or an itinerant
lifestyle. E-kindy is being developed by the Brisbane School of Distance Education and is currently
being piloted to finalise materials for use from next year. I am advised by the Isolated Children’s Parents’
Association that the pilot is being very well received. The educational program includes: a package of
physical resources for parents, teacher assistance provided through three 20-minute web conferencing
sessions per week, teacher resources, teacher-led lessons, online support to parents and cluster
groups where children will meet with the teacher and other children at least once a term. This is a best-
practice early education program. 

This bill will enable state schools of distance education to deliver distance education pre-
preparatory learning programs. If passed, state schools of distance education will commence state-wide
delivery from January 2013 and contribute to meeting the government’s obligations under the national
partnership agreement. Amendments to the Education (General Provisions) Act 2006 enabling state
schools of distance education to deliver e-kindy are necessary because currently under the act state
schools are only able to provide primary, secondary or special school education. They cannot deliver
education programs to children younger than school age. 

The bill prescribes the eligibility criteria for participation in e-kindy and the process for seeking
registration in the program. The criteria capture children in the kindy aged cohort who are unable to
regularly access a centre based service because of their isolation, medical condition or itinerant
lifestyle. The program is to be provided free of charge to eligible families. The pilot program, which has
been running since July with more than 100 families, is receiving positive feedback from families and
teachers and is assisting the Brisbane School of Distance Education to refine the program. The program
is helping prepare participating children for prep, their first year of school. 

State schools of distance education are best placed to deliver the program from both a value-for-
money and capacity standpoint. They have well developed expertise in delivering distance education
programs tailored to meet the needs of all children. This includes children with disabilities and those
from culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds. Delivery by state schools of distance education is
cost effective, as the government is able to leverage existing infrastructure and administrative
processes.

These amendments will not prevent non-government providers from also entering the market to
deliver an online kindergarten program. In fact, a small number of independent schools already provide
distance education programs for school aged children in their schooling communities and may look to
offer kindergarten in the future. 

The bill also amends the Education (General Provisions) Act 2006, the EGPA, to remove the
requirement for ‘anniversary letters’ to be sent annually to students who have been permanently
excluded from state schools. Currently under the EGPA, after each anniversary of a student’s
permanent exclusion from a state school, a letter must be sent to the student’s last known address until
the student is 17, advising them they may make a submission to have the exclusion revoked. The
effectiveness of the letters in raising awareness of rights is questionable. For example, many letters may
not reach intended recipients as the department is not always advised when a student moves address. 
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It has been decided that the better way to inform students about their right to seek a revocation is
to advise them at the time the exclusion decision is made. The bill therefore replaces the existing
requirement with a requirement to send a one-off notification to permanently excluded students advising
of their right to periodically seek a revocation of the exclusion decision.

My department will also include information about the process on its website. In addition, final
notices will be sent to existing permanently excluded students explaining their rights and advising about
the change in the requirements to provide yearly reminders. It will remove the requirement for more than
an estimated 2,600 letters to be sent annually. The reduction in red tape will enhance support for front-
line educational services. 

I want to be clear, though, by advising members that the proposal does not remove review rights.
Regional case managers will continue to be appointed to work with all excluded students to help them
re-engage in education. Case managers follow up with students within one month of their enrolment in a
new school or program and again within six months to ensure their continued engagement. These case
managers will play a key role in ensuring students and parents understand their review rights.

The bill also amends the Education (Queensland College of Teachers) Act 2005 to enable the
Queensland College of Teachers, or QCT, to adopt the National Professional Standards for Teachers,
developed under the National Partnership Agreement on Improving Teacher Quality. The QCT is
responsible for teacher registration in Queensland. It approves Queensland pre-service teacher
education programs to ensure graduate teachers enter the profession with requisite skills and
experience. The QCT has responsibility for developing and applying professional standards which detail
the abilities, experience, knowledge and skills expected of Queensland teachers. 

Professional standards provide benchmarks for QCT decisions about provisional and full
registration of teachers and approval of pre-service teacher education programs. The national
standards are to operate in place of the existing professional standards developed by the QCT. The bill
enables the QCT to adopt the national standards or, with the approval of the minister, develop or adopt
other professional standards. This is required in the event the national standards are not maintained in
the future. 

The national standards and the QCT’s standards are broadly similar in the essential elements of
teaching relating to professional practice, knowledge and engagement. It is not anticipated that there
will be a significant impact on teachers as a result of the adoption of the national standards. The QCT
supports their implementation. 

The adoption of the national standards will reduce red tape by improving the mobility of teachers
throughout Australia. Adoption across the nation will ensure the same high standards are applied in all
states and territories for teacher registration and the accreditation of pre-service teacher education
programs. 

The Education and Training Legislation Amendment Act 2011, passed by the 53rd Parliament,
amended the Education (General Provisions) Act 2006 to strengthen the requirements of reporting
sexual abuse in all Queensland schools. The legislation had the support of the current government, then
in opposition. The reporting requirements were expanded to require that school staff report to the police
suspected sexual abuse perpetrated by any person, not just employees, as well as a likelihood of future
sexual abuse. No penalty was prescribed for failing to report a likelihood of future sexual abuse. This
was intentional. A failure to comply with this specific obligation was to be dealt with by the education
sectors through disciplinary action in appropriate instances. This aimed to mitigate concerns that the
risk of criminal sanction would increase reporting of inappropriate low-level matters. 

It has subsequently been identified that, despite the original intention, a person who fails to report
the likelihood of future sexual abuse may be guilty of a misdemeanour under section 204 of the Criminal
Code. This carries a maximum penalty of one-year imprisonment. Section 204 provides that a person
who fails to comply with a statutory obligation is guilty of a misdemeanour unless a mode of proceeding
against the person is expressly provided. As a result, this bill amends the Education and Training
Legislation Amendment Act 2011 by inserting provisions providing that a person does not commit an
offence under the Education (General Provisions) Act 2006 or any other act by failing to report a
likelihood of future sexual abuse under sections 365A and 366A. The intention of the section is to
ensure that a person cannot be prosecuted under section 204 for committing a misdemeanour under
that section if the failure to report is not an offence under any act. The bill will clarify the Legislative
Assembly’s original intention that there is no criminal sanction for failing to report the likelihood of future
sexual abuse. I commend the bill to the House. 
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First Reading
Hon. JH LANGBROEK (Surfers Paradise—LNP) (Minister for Education, Training and

Employment) (12.54 pm): I move—
That the bill be now read a first time.

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

Referral to the Education and Innovation Committee
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Robinson): Order! In accordance with standing order 131, the bill is

now referred to the Education and Innovation Committee. 

SPEAKER’S STATEMENT

School Group Tours
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Before I call the Attorney-General, I acknowledge in the gallery

representatives from three schools from the Redlands—Calvary Christian College, Chisholm Catholic
College and Faith Lutheran College. 

HOLIDAYS AND OTHER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction
Hon. JP BLEIJIE (Kawana—LNP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice) (12.55 pm): I

present a bill for an act to amend the Holidays Act 1983 for particular purposes and to make
consequential amendments to the Industrial Relations Act 1999. I table the bill and the explanatory
notes. I nominate the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee to consider the bill. 
Tabled paper: Holidays and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 [750].
Tabled paper: Holidays and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2012, explanatory notes [751].

The objective of the Holidays and Other Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 is to relocate the
Labour Day public holiday from May to the first Monday in October (for 2012, this is the date of the
Queen’s Birthday public holiday) and to return the birthday of the Sovereign public holiday, commonly
known as the Queen’s Birthday, to its original date on the second Monday in June. These changes will
take effect from 2013.

Public holidays in Queensland are regulated by the Holidays Act 1983. On public holidays,
workers are entitled to a paid day off or, if they work, payment of the public holiday penalty rates
prescribed by their relevant award or agreement. The Holidays Act 1983 determines which days are
public holidays and so activates public holiday entitlements for Queensland employees. The
Commonwealth Fair Work Act 2009 recognises as a public holiday any day or part day prescribed as a
public holiday under a law of a state or territory. In Queensland, the majority of public holidays fall within
the first half of the year, with a particular concentration in the April-May period, which includes Anzac
Day, the three Easter public holidays and Labour Day.

In 2011, the former government conducted a review of the Holidays Act 1983. Consultation
undertaken as part of the 2011 review indicated there was overwhelming support to move a public
holiday to the second half of the year. Such a move has a number of advantages including:
• uniformity with the majority of other states and territories, where a public holiday is observed in

October or early November;
• diminished disruptions to production and services for business and industry that result from the

concentration of public holidays falling in quick succession in the first half of the year; and
• additional respite and rest for workers during the second half of the year as a result of a more

even spread of public holidays across the year.
Following the 2011 review, the former government moved the date of observance of the Queen’s

Birthday public holiday from the second Monday in June to the first Monday in October. However, this
relocation of the Queen’s Birthday public holiday has done little to break up the concentration of public
holidays in the first half of the year or diminish disruptions to production and services for business and
industry that comes from public holidays often falling in consecutive weeks.
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In contrast, moving the Labour Day public holiday from the first Monday in May will break up the
concentration of public holidays that occur in the April-May period and more evenly distribute public
holidays throughout the year. Furthermore, the reinstatement of the Queen’s Birthday public holiday in
the middle of the year, creating a long weekend, will help tourism because this time is traditionally
quieter for the Queensland tourism industry.

Moving the Queen’s Birthday public holiday back to its original date of observance in June will
also better align Queensland public holidays with those of other states. All states, except for Western
Australia, observe the Queen’s Birthday public holiday on the second Monday of June. In contrast, the
Labour Day public holiday is observed across different months although New South Wales, South
Australia and the Australian Capital Territory observe the Labour Day public holiday on the first Monday
in October.

It is clear that the advantages of moving the Labour Day public holiday as opposed to the
Queen’s Birthday public holiday are already well known and supported across the community as a
number of comments to the review in 2011 show, and submissions from several business organisations
have advocated the movement of Labour Day rather than the Queen’s Birthday public holiday to the
second half of the year.

Movement of the Queen’s Birthday and Labour Day public holidays could be implemented by a
ministerial declaration of a substitute day, which would mean the prescribed dates in the act cease to be
a public holiday and are instead observed on declared dates. However, given that these changes will be
permanent, it is appropriate that the changes be made through the proposed amendments to the
Holidays Act 1983 specifying the dates of observance of those public holidays in law for the information
of the whole community. 

To ensure the entitlements and obligations in relation to public holidays will apply only on the
proposed new dates of observance for the Queen’s Birthday and Labour Day public holidays, the bill
includes consequential and clarifying amendments to the Industrial Relations Act 1999 and state awards
and agreements. Therefore, the bill amends the Holidays Act 1983 to provide that from 2013 the
Queen’s Birthday public holiday will be observed on the second Monday in June and the Labour Day
public holiday will be observed on the first Monday in October. 

We are proposing these changes to the Queen’s Birthday and Labour Day public holidays now so
that the new arrangements can be implemented and communicated to the public as soon as possible. A
public holiday long weekend will still be observed in October although the Queen’s Birthday public
holiday will be moved back to June. But it is important to ensure businesses, community and sporting
groups and other organisations that are already planning events for the Labour Day long weekend in
May are given ample time to alter their arrangements for the new October location of that public holiday.
I commend the bill to the House. 

First Reading
Hon. JP BLEIJIE (Kawana—LNP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice) (1.00 pm): I

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

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

Referral to the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Robinson): Order! In accordance with standing order 131, the bill is

now referred to the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee. 
Sitting suspended from 1.01 pm to 2.30 pm. 

ABORIGINAL AND TORRES STRAIT ISLANDER LAND HOLDING BILL

Introduction
Hon. AP CRIPPS (Hinchinbrook—LNP) (Minister for Natural Resources and Mines) (2.30 pm): I

present a bill for an act to make ongoing provision for particular matters arising under the Aborigines
and Torres Strait Islanders (Land Holding) Act 1985 and to repeal that act, and to amend this act, the
Aboriginal Land Act 1991, the Environmental Protection Act 1994, the Land Act 1994, the Land Court
Act 2000, the Mineral Resources Act 1989, the Survey and Mapping Infrastructure Act 2003, the
Sustainable Planning Act 2009, the Sustainable Planning Regulation 2009, the Torres Strait Islander

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_142943
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_142943
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_130032
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_130032


1534 Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Land Holding Bill 21 Aug 2012
Land Act 1991, the Vegetation Management Act 1999 and the Wild Rivers Regulation 2007 for particular
purposes. I table the bill and the explanatory notes. I nominate the Agriculture, Resources and
Environment Committee to consider the bill.
Tabled paper: Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Land Holding Bill 2012 [752]. 

Tabled paper: Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Land Holding Bill 2012, explanatory notes [753]. 

I am very pleased to introduce this important bill into the House today. As the Minister for Natural
Resources and Mines, I am committed to working decisively to improve the operation and effectiveness
of Queensland’s statutes across the breadth of my portfolio responsibilities. This bill primarily addresses
a number of longstanding issues arising from the operation of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders
(Land Holding) Act 1985. It is aimed at resolving a range of complicated anomalies under the existing
laws and providing the tools to resolve them.

The current act is outdated, inflexible and provides no tools to resolve important issues which
have impeded its usefulness as a ‘home ownership’ delivery mechanism for Indigenous Queenslanders.
This bill delivers necessary amendments across several pieces of legislation and tackles difficult tenure
issues that have been problematic for far too long. These anomalies have impacted upon the delivery of
important social housing and the transfer of land that could facilitate higher levels of home ownership in
Indigenous communities. By addressing these issues, the government is delivering on our election
commitment to work with all trustees, individual community members and stakeholders to remove
barriers to sustainable home ownership on Indigenous land in Queensland.

This bill will repeal the Aborigines and Torres Strait Islanders (Land Holding) Act and replace it
with a new, more effective and flexible piece of legislation, including provisions to align the new act
wherever practicable with related pieces of legislation, namely the Aboriginal Land Act 1991 and the
Torres Strait Islander Land Act 1991. A number of members would be aware that in inheriting
responsibility for this legislation, I have inherited, as the responsible minister, a legacy of inconsistency
and neglect. The land holding act was intended to allow the state’s Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
people to obtain perpetual leases for residential purposes and leases for other purposes over land in
Queensland’s Indigenous communities. Many people applied for these leases. Unfortunately, while 223
leases were granted, I am sorry to say that many other applicants who were found to be eligible never
received their leases. More than 200 eligible Queenslanders were denied their rights to secure
leasehold property in their home community.

The result of this poorly drafted legislation has been a raft of tenure anomalies, housing not being
constructed within, or even on, the correct lease area and numerous other examples of infrastructure
either encroaching on or being entirely constructed on lease or entitlement areas where it should not
have been. The Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Land Holding Bill seeks to rectify this problem by
establishing a process and framework—a ‘plan of attack’ if you will—to grant these outstanding leases
to the eligible applicants. The amendments will enable as many as 436 perpetual leases in 19
Indigenous communities to be formally recognised and for the lessee to be able to be confirmed as a
‘home owner’ where housing exists on those lease areas, where the lessee is willing to take on that
responsibility.

Fortunately, some outstanding leases will be able to be granted quickly. With others, the process
will be more time consuming as some complicated scenarios and technical difficulties will need to be
overcome with goodwill and community based agreement. In some cases, given the time that has
elapsed since they were made, the physical layout of the application area may have been impacted. For
example, if part of the land has been unwittingly used for another purpose or has been built upon by
others, the survey of adjoining lease boundaries may impact on the parcel’s size and location. As the
responsible minister, I will not grant a lease to someone who will be burdened with such problems.
Challenges of this nature will first be tackled at the local level with a community reference panel,
including the local Indigenous council, working with state officials and individuals to develop viable
solutions.

This bill is effectively a legislative clean-up operation to deal with a number of unfortunate
legacies created by the land holding bill 1985. Where necessary, the Land Court will be the final and
impartial arbitrator where agreement on whether a lease can be granted is not reached. The Land Court
will be able to make appropriate orders about alternative arrangements where the grant of a lease is
ultimately not possible.

Members may well ask if I can be certain that all the applications that were made were valid,
given the time that has passed. Despite our best efforts, I cannot say with complete certainty that every
validly made application has been considered and processed properly. To avoid overlooking valid
applicants, the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Land Holding Bill allows people to bring forward
evidence of their entitlements for consideration—even where this evidence is not otherwise a matter of
record. The Director-General of the Department of Natural Resources and Mines will consider the
evidence and decide if a case for an entitlement exists. 
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This bill also makes other important amendments, including modernising the conditions of leases
that can be granted and in many ways brings them into line with the provisions of the Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander land acts—acts now used to grant leases on Indigenous community land. I now
turn to the other amendments proposed in this bill.

Many members of this House are aware of the strong connection Aboriginal people have with
land and country. Members would also be aware that older pastoralists and pastoral families of long
standing also have a strong understanding and connection with the land. Given this strong connection to
country, it is no surprise that the Land Act 1994 already allows pastoralists and Aboriginal groups to
voluntarily enter into agreements about access to land subject to pastoral leases for traditional and
cultural activities. To encourage more of these agreements, I am bringing forward amendments in this
bill that will better define their scope and operation.

The amendments will provide clearer guidelines for pastoralists seeking to enter into Indigenous
access and use agreements or Indigenous land use agreements. These amendments will ensure that
agreements are well balanced and protect the interests of both parties but remain flexible enough to
cater for particular needs of specific cases. These provisions will also provide an incentive for
pastoralists to resolve native title and will remove some of the barriers such as public liability concerns
which have impeded access to and use of pastoral leases by traditional owners.

In exchange for a 25 per cent rental reduction incentive from the state for five years, a pastoralist
can agree to withdraw from being a respondent party to any native title claim in the Federal Court and
will assume responsibility for public liability insurance. This approach takes into account that around
70 per cent of state rural leasehold land leases are within native title claim areas and that, of the more
than 100 outstanding native title claims, around 60 per cent include pastoralists as respondent parties.
Ultimately, these provisions encourage relationship building between traditional owners and lessees,
which may give rise to new opportunities for both parties. These amendments will be beneficial to both
pastoralists and Indigenous Queenslanders alike. 

These amendments are the result of engagement with stakeholder groups including the State
Rural Leasehold Ministerial Advisory Committee, Queensland Indigenous Working Group, AgForce,
North Queensland Land Council and Queensland South Native Title Services. Many of the new
provisions included in the bill are a direct result of negotiations with key stakeholder groups facilitated by
the National Native Title Tribunal, ensuring that the amendments proposed complement native title
process.

I turn now to other amendments to the Land Act, and the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
land acts contained in the bill. These amendments will benefit Queensland’s Indigenous councils in their
management of Indigenous community lands. Perhaps the most important amendment proposed is the
protection for ongoing use of existing council facilities where Indigenous community land is transferred.
The Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander land acts provide that the existing Indigenous community lands
are to be transferred by way of an inalienable freehold to the appropriate Indigenous grantees as soon
as is practicable. 

However, an oversight in the acts has been identified. While the acts provide for continued access
and use by the state and Commonwealth of their facilities after land transfers have occurred, this
protection is not extended to local councils. A local community cannot be expected to properly function
where local councils are not extended this protection. Without this commonsense reform, the only thing
councils can do is to try to seek a future lease or attempt to make suitable arrangements with the new
landowners in circumstances of some uncertainty. This is an unacceptable outcome. Local governments
need to be empowered to deliver services to local communities in rural and remote areas. This bill
extends to councils the same protection for their existing public facilities and infrastructure. Even when
land is transferred, they will be able to access it and can continue to operate their infrastructure for as
long as is required. 

In addition, the bill makes amendments to the Land Act 1994 to allow for the subdivision of a deed
of grant in trust by the trustee. This new provision will allow the trustee, with the approval of the minister,
the ability to subdivide the DOGIT. The ability to subdivide a DOGIT facilitates effective land
management and opportunities for home ownership in Indigenous communities. 

This is an important bill for Queensland’s Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people. I commend
the bill to the House. 

First Reading
Hon. AP CRIPPS (Hinchinbrook—LNP) (Minister for Natural Resources and Mines) (2.42 pm): I

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

Question put—That the bill be now read a first time.
Motion agreed to.
Bill read a first time.
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Referral to the Agriculture, Resources and Environment Committee
Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs Cunningham): Order! In accordance with standing order 131,

the bill is now referred to the Agriculture, Resources and Environment Committee. 

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 2 August (see p. 1485), on motion of Mr Bleijie—

That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr HOPPER (Condamine—LNP) (2.43 pm): As the chair of the Legal Affairs and Community
Safety Committee, I would like to congratulate the Attorney-General on this legislation before the House
and I bring forward the committee findings. In relation to the increase in mandatory minimum non-parole
periods, the committee was in receipt of learned opinions courtesy of submissions and advice. The
committee carefully considered a range of perspectives. On balance, the committee noted that the
amendments reflect the Liberal National Party’s pre-election commitments to introduce amendments to
strengthen the sentences in this bill. Mandatory minimum non-parole periods are true to the policy
objective of the bill and, therefore, received the committee’s assent. 

In relation to punishment for murder, the committee noted that the amendments give effect to the
government’s commitment to strengthen Queensland’s criminal laws relating to murder and will provide
strengthened protection to police officers. As for the serious assault of a police officer, mindful of the
breadth of criminal conduct covered in section 340, serious assaults, and the fundamental tenet that the
maximum penalty must reflect the gravity of the offence, the committee noted that the bill effectively
restricts the penalty increase to the more serious category of assaults upon police officers. As to the
abolition of the Sentencing Advisory Council, the committee acknowledged the work of that council and
notes the capacity of the Law Reform Commission to contribute in that context. 

As to the evade police offence, the committee noted that the bill strengthened the consequences
for the evade police offence and considered these measures will provide further disincentives. As to the
consequences of a reduction of guilty pleas, the committee notes the possible consequences of the
proposed amendments on the courts and other criminal justice agencies. Accordingly, the committee
recommends that the Attorney-General monitor and review the consequences of the proposed
amendments and report to parliament within two years from the commencement. As to the estimated
cost of government implementation, the committee acknowledged these submissions. However, it
supports the government’s commitment to introduce amendments to strengthen the sentences for
evade police, murder, murder of a police officer and serious assaults committed upon police officers. 

I turn now to the fundamental legislative principles. With regard to the rights and liberties of
individuals, punishment for murder, murder of a police officer and serious assault of a police officer, the
committee considered the rights and liberties that are potentially affected. The committee notes that the
policy objectives of the bill outweigh any potential issues of fundamental legislative principle. 

Our police are front-line workers. There is a need to protect our police, and I really think that this
bill before the House today does that. How often have we as members of parliament attended a police
remembrance day? It is very moving if one of the officers mentioned happens to be someone you knew
and with whom you worked closely and they lost their life in the line of duty. Hopefully, this legislation will
put in place some deterrence, which is exactly its objective. 

I respect the work of police officers. I think they do a marvellous job. It is great to be part of this
institution that enables us to bring in legislation to help protect them as they protect us in the community,
and this is very welcome. Under Campbell Newman, the LNP has announced 1,100 new police officers
in Queensland. We are bringing 200 from the back to the front. In other words, we are redeploying
another 200. That is 1,300 more police officers who will be on the beat. The Premier and all those
involved—the police minister and the Attorney-General—have to be commended. We have seen what is
happening on the Gold Coast. I know it will certainly strengthen that area. Our government is about
getting tough on crime. Queenslanders heard us promise this before the election and the fruits of that
promise are before us today. It is great to be able to protect those police officers who protect our lives. 

Miss BARTON (Broadwater—LNP) (2.47 pm): It gives me great pleasure to rise in the House
today to speak to the Criminal Law Amendment Bill. This measure is one that responds to
Queenslanders’ calls for us as a government to be tough on crime. These are calls that have been
bellowed for years. However, until now these are calls that have gone unanswered. 

As a member of the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee, I had the privilege of
reviewing this bill with my colleagues and I thank them for their work. I would also like to thank the
committee secretariat for their tireless work and of course extend my gratitude to those who took the
time to make submissions to our committee. 
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As I said, at its heart this is a measure that is finally responding to Queenslanders’ calls for us to
be tough on crime and to be even tougher when the heinous act is perpetrated against a police officer.
Those hardworking men and women in blue work day in and day out to serve and protect
Queenslanders. They are most deserving of our respect and these measures go some way to
illustrating just how much this government respects them and their hard work. 

These measures honour a pre-election commitment that the LNP gave to toughen sentences for
evading police and for the murder and serious assault of police officers. It will also abolish the
Sentencing Advisory Council. This amendment will see the mandatory non-parole period for someone
who is convicted of murder increase from 15 years to 20 years and where multiple murders are
committed, this non-parole period will increase to 30 years. This increase reflects community values and
reinforces not only the gravity of the crimes themselves but also the severity of offending. 

Where the victim of a murder is one of our hardworking men or women in blue, the mandatory
non-parole period will be increased to 25 years. This sends a message not only to offenders that we will
not tolerate such heinous and abhorrent crimes but also to the very assiduous men and women in the
Queensland Police Service that we will not tolerate such odious acts against them as they risk their lives
to protect Queenslanders. 

There were many submissions received regarding opposition to mandatory sentencing and
minimum non-parole periods. These included submissions from the Queensland Law Society, the
honourable Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Queensland, the Prisoners Legal Service, Catholic
Prison Ministry, QPILCH and others. I appreciate the argument that can be mounted with regard to
mandatory sentencing and the removal of judicial discretion. Indeed, these arguments were often made
with regard to the Criminal Law (Two Strike Child Sex Offenders) Amendment Bill. However, I think it
really is very important to note that mandatory non-parole periods do still allow for judicial discretion. 

In the Criminal Code, the offence of murder currently already attracts mandatory life
imprisonment and there is no discretion for the courts to reduce this penalty. Mandatory non-parole
periods merely provide a base from which the learned judge deciding the sentence starts. This is in no
way intended to impinge on judicial independence. Rather, this is a message that expands on the
current regime in order to more accurately reflect community expectations, and this measure honours
our commitment to Queenslanders to do just that. This measure, which will see an increase in the non-
parole period for those convicted of committing murder from 15 years to 20 years, is one that has the full
support of the Queensland Homicide Victims Support Group. 

With regard to increasing the non-parole period for multiple murders from 20 years to 30 years,
the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Legal Service’s submission suggested that the increase should
be only five years, not 10. The sixth of the 10 commandments is ‘thou shall not kill’. Murder is a heinous
crime. It always has been and it always will be. To kill once is heinous. To commit multiple acts of murder
is even more monstrous still. This is why we have moved to ensure that those who commit such
horrendous crimes are punished appropriately. 

The ATSILS submission also indicated that they had a general concern with the non-parole period
of 25 years for the murder of a police officer, arguing that the lives of all Queenslanders should be
valued equally, regardless of occupation. And they argued that police officers are aware of the risks of
their role. Whilst I appreciate the view that lives should be valued equally and that officers are aware of
the inherent risks, I do believe that we also have an obligation to send a message to those in our
community, and that message is that when people put their lives on the line to protect us, to maintain
order and to serve us, an act of homicide against them is all the more heinous because of the virtuous
nature of our honourable intentions in carrying out their duties. 

As I highlighted earlier, this amendment also provides for an increased maximum penalty for a
serious assault of a police officer, from seven years to 14 years imprisonment. ATSILS addressed this in
their submission and argued that it was disproportionate when compared with other offences, including
those committed against civilians. They suggested that an officer with poor people skills might initiate
circumstances that could lead to an assault. They were also concerned that those who are seriously
disadvantaged and are, for example, suffering from mental illness or substance abuse might not fully
comprehend the increase in the penalty. 

It is important to note that the increased penalty only applies in very specific circumstances. It
applies if the offender bites, spits on or applies bodily fluid or faeces to the police officer, the assault
involves bodily harm or the offender is or pretends to be armed with a dangerous or offensive weapon or
instrument. In the absence of any of these aggravating circumstances, the assault of a police officer
would attract a maximum penalty of seven years imprisonment. The aggravating circumstances listed in
the amendment are of such a nature that the increased penalty is, in my opinion, warranted. 

With regard to the Sentencing Advisory Council, submissions from the Prisoners Legal Service,
Catholic Prison Ministry, QPILCH and ATSILS all expressed concern about its abolition but, given that in
recent times its work was more law review, a responsibility of the Queensland Law Reform Commission,
its abolition will achieve a more efficient use of limited public resources. 
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Another key element of this bill is increased penalties for the offence of evading police after a
direct order to stop. The penalty will now be a fine of $5,000 and the disqualification of licence for two
years. ATSILS’ submission suggested that, rather than increase penalties, there should be a saturation
public awareness campaign. We all appreciate the dangers of police pursuits—we have seen horror
stories on the nightly news for years—yet people still continue to evade police, put civilians’ lives at risk,
put police officers’ lives at risk and put their own lives at risk. The time for serious action is now, and that
is why the government has moved to strengthen the punishment and to send a strong message, not
only to offenders but also to the Queensland community at large. 

Many of the submissions did express concern at the truncated time frame for submissions;
however, these measures formed part of our government’s first 100 days action plan. The people of
Queensland had their chance to have their say, and I believe that they overwhelmingly offered their
support to our plan to get Queensland back on track. 

These measures are very important. We are a government that is heeding the calls of our
communities to be tougher on crime. These measures send a message to Queenslanders and to
Queensland police officers. This message is that we truly appreciate the hard work that they do, day in
and day out, putting their lives on the line for us all. These measures also send a message that we
abhor the horrendous crime that is murder. I congratulate the Attorney-General on the introduction of
these measures, and I commend the bill to the House. 

Mrs MENKENS (Burdekin—LNP) (2.56 pm): I am very happy to rise in support of the Criminal
Law Amendment Bill 2012. ‘Respect’ is a word that was once associated with police and the law. It was
also once applicable to our society in general. There is not a day that goes by, when Queenslanders
open a newspaper or turn on the television news, that they are not confronted with the sickening news
of yet another vicious and abhorrent crime, drug or alcohol fuelled violence, a savage beating or home
invasion, sometimes even involving defenceless, unarmed elderly pensioners. The respect for others
and the respect for those in authority really has, sadly, diminished. The criminal element in our society
has been left to flourish under Labor’s soft penalties, with perpetrators flouting their conquests in the
face of the law, receiving a slap on the wrist, while victims, their grieving families and police are left
appalled and often left asking why. When will this state stand up to the bullies? When will we reclaim our
streets? When can Queenslanders feel safe and secure in their own homes and on our streets? 

The Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012 is the follow-through on a pre-election promise by this
LNP government. It is a commitment. It is a commitment to the people of Queensland to fight crime and
to introduce harsher penalties to deter would-be offenders so that Queenslanders can once again feel
safe. This bill is also reinforcement for our police force—the police force that deserves to be treated with
respect while performing the front-line and often very dangerous duties within our cities and regional
areas throughout Queensland. 

From speaking to members within the Burdekin and the wider community, I think there is a
general feeling, indeed a concern and a real fear out there, that this current generation of children do not
respect their parents or the police or their teachers. Those in the court system will tell you that what has
been happening simply is not working. 

Only recently, a murderer serving a life sentence for killing his 16-year-old niece in 2004 was
appealing to be released so that he could die at home, as he has been diagnosed with a terminal illness.
His victim died a week after being brutally bashed, and he allegedly left her for dead outside a church.
She would have been a beautiful young woman of 24 years of age today.  

This victim’s life was cut short at the tender age of 16. However, the perpetrator and even his
barrister still amazingly think that there should be some compassion. What compassion did this offender
show when he was brutally committing this offence, which saw him locked away for life? However, just
eight years later he is appealing to be released. Bravehearts founder Hetty Johnston summed up the
sentiments of many Queenslanders when she said that the man forfeited all rights to compassion when
he murdered an innocent child.

Queenslanders want to send a clear message to the perpetrators of crime that they have had
enough, and the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012 sends this message loud and clear. The Criminal
Law Amendment Bill 2012 will increase the non-parole period for multiple murders. It will attempt to put
a closure on the revolving door of our court system and stop the mockery of our Queensland legal
system. The bill will amend the Criminal Code Act 1899 to increase the non-parole period for multiple
murders from 20 to 30 years imprisonment; insert a new minimum non-parole period of 25 years
imprisonment for the offence of murder where the victim was a police officer; and increase the maximum
penalty for serious assault of a police officer from seven to 14 years imprisonment. Next month—on 29
September—the Queensland Police Service will stop to honour the 139 officers who have lost their lives
in the line of duty via National Police Remembrance Day. This day has been held in Brisbane and many
regional centres throughout Queensland since 1989. These police officers died while performing their
duty, upholding the law and protecting innocent Queensland citizens. There needs to be a tougher
stance and the reintroduction of respect towards our police officers and law enforcers, and the Criminal
Law Amendment Bill 2012 addresses this.
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The bill also amends the Corrective Services Act 2006 to increase the non-parole period for
murder from 15 to 20 years imprisonment. Some Queenslanders would argue if this penalty is sufficient
enough when victims were not granted the opportunity of one more gasp of life. Further, the bill also
seeks to amend the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992 to abolish Queensland’s Sentencing Advisory
Council and to amend the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 to introduce a mandatory
minimum penalty of $5,000 and a two-year licence disqualification for the offence of evading police.
Queensland police have been left powerless under Labor, with offenders thumbing their noses at
authority, often getting away scot-free in the very vehicles they have stolen from law-abiding members
of the community. Officers have been spat on, bitten and much worse by these disrespectful
undesirables who, with the introduction of the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012, may now hopefully
think twice about committing such acts towards officers, as this bill will increase the maximum penalty
for the offence of serious assault of a police officer from seven to 14 years imprisonment.

This bill also sends a strong message to the criminal element out there in society that
Queensland has simply had enough. Instead of Labor’s broken promises, this Campbell Newman LNP
government is honouring its pre-election commitment to get tough on crime by strengthening the
sentences for evading police, murder, the murder of a police officer and serious assaults committed
upon police officers. It is time to take a stance. It is time to take a stance against crime and give police
officers the respect they deserve within our community along with the respect and safety that all
Queenslanders rightfully deserve, because these people are out there preserving our safety and looking
after the safety of all of us. The least that they can be given is the respect and the honour that they
deserve.

I was privileged, along with the member for Townsville, to attend the police induction parade last
week at the Townsville Police Academy. It was really moving to see those 40 new constables on parade
who are now out on the beat as new constables in various areas. Ten of those new constables have
been allotted to the northern district and the others have gone to various other regional districts. The
member for Townsville actually represented the minister and in his speech he outlined the educational
qualifications of all of those 40 new constables. It was really inspiring to see how incredibly well
educated so many of our new police are. They were of varying ages from 20 to their early 40s and, as I
say, it really made you feel so proud to see them there. I am very happy to commend this bill to the
House. I hope that this will have very positive ramifications across Queensland when it comes to law
and order. 

Mr GRIMWADE (Morayfield—LNP) (3.03 pm): Today I rise to contribute to the debate on the
Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012. From the outset I inform the House that I will be supporting this bill.
Those who know me will understand that I have been a strong advocate for the boys and girls in blue in
Queensland—the police force. We are a government that must legislate to ensure that appropriate
penalties exist to deter those in our communities who want to do the wrong thing. This will give them a
chance to think twice about their actions and the consequences that will be associated with them. As
part of our pre-election commitment, the Newman government committed to making it illegal to lie in
parliament. We have already implemented that election commitment. We also made the commitment to
toughen sentences when people evade police, and that measure is contained in the bill that we are
debating today. We said that we would take a tougher stance in relation to repeat child sex offenders,
and we have already legislated for that in this House. Further, we said that we would introduce tougher
sentences for serious assaults committed upon Queensland police officers and murder, and again these
issues are dealt with in this bill. Those commitments were put forward during the election campaign so
that we could ensure that we would be a government that offered a tough stance on crime, because our
communities have a high expectation of us to do just that. This bill and other legislation previously
debated in this House over the last couple of months will continue to strive to ensure that we deliver on
our election commitments.

I now want to address some of the important issues in this bill specifically. The bill before the
House today adopts a tough new approach to the handling of life sentences for murder. The
amendments increase the non-parole period for the offence of murder from 15 years to 20 years
imprisonment and applies a new 30-year non-parole period for multiple murders. These increases
ensure that the punishment fits the severity of these offences. The bill delivers on the government’s
commitment to provide strengthened protection to police officers acting in the performance of their
duties day to day and in particular our pledge to deal specifically with the murder of police officers.
These men and women perform their duties each day in the face of inherent dangers and high-risk
situations. Criminals who murder police officers must and will face tough punishment here in
Queensland. The bill amends the Criminal Code to insert a new minimum non-parole period of 25 years
imprisonment for the offence of murder where the victim was a police officer. This legislation also
increases the maximum penalty for the serious assault of a police officer from seven years
imprisonment to 14 years imprisonment in circumstances where the offender bites, spits or applies any
bodily fluids or faeces to the police officer or where the assault does the police officer any bodily harm.
The higher penalty will also apply where the offender is armed with dangerous or offensive weapons.
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The bill amends section 754 of the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 in that it will now
be an offence to fail to stop a motor vehicle when the driver of the vehicle has been directed to do so by
a police officer. This is one of the areas that I want to address in this bill and one of the issues that local
police officers around the electorate have given me feedback about, not only recently but throughout my
time as a candidate before the election. Before addressing that specific issue, this is an area that is very
important to police. When one listens to police officers in the community and asks what is the No. 1 thing
they would change, nine times out of 10 this particular issue will raise its head and therefore I want to
address that specifically in terms of this bill. As it stands, there is no real deterrent to stop an offender
evading police. In fact, as the current legislation stands, there is more of an incentive to evade the
police. Let me give the House a couple of examples outlined by local police officers. At a recent
community corner in my electorate one police officer stopped by to discuss this very issue, and I will
give the House an example. If a police officer wants to conduct a random breath test, for example, the
police officer will direct that person to pull over for a breath test.

As the legislation stands currently, there is more incentive for that person to try to evade the
police officer than to get caught. If they evade the police officer, they will cop a fine—usually about only
300 bucks. If they get caught, they will have to deal with heavier fines, licence disqualifications and court
appearances. This bill amends the offence for evading police officers by inserting a mandatory minimum
penalty of a fine of $5,000 and a two-year disqualification from holding or obtaining a driver’s licence. 

As members can see, it is a tough stance under this bill. It ensures that, where these people are
committing these crimes or where they are trying to evade police, this new fine of $5,000 will provide a
big disincentive for people to try to do that. The criminals out in our local communities know that they
can try to evade police and get a slap on the wrist with a small fine. This amendment makes our
communities safer and, by making our communities safer, the mums and dads in our local areas will
understand that we are doing something to fix the problem. The last thing we need in our local
communities are people like this—intoxicated people driving their cars off at high speed to try to evade a
random breath test. They could run over a child near a school. That is one flow-on effect from drivers
having alcohol in their system. This amendment is a critical part of the bill as it ensures that we are
protecting our communities and making them safe places in which families can raise their children. 

It is my belief that our communities should expect a government to be tough on crime. During the
election campaign and since becoming a member holding my community corners, I would say that at
least eight or nine out of 10 times someone comes to me they want to speak to me about the cost of
living or crime. The mums and dads in my community are sick to death of criminals laughing in the face
of law enforcement and getting a slap on the wrist. They are sick and tired of Labor’s weak stance on
crime. I make no apologies for my hard stance on crime and my continued advocacy for the police
officers of Queensland. Before each and every shift they kiss their families goodbye and then go out into
the community and risk their lives so that our communities are safe. 

Crime is one of the biggest issues in my community and I am proud to say that already I have
been able to deliver on measures to make my community safe. Eight new police officers have been
allocated to my electorate. We have protected our kids from sex predators and now we are moving to
legislate to deter criminals from breaking the law and to offer protection to our police officers. In fact, as
recently as today I saw in my local paper a photo of a police officer in my electorate giving a spiel on
TruCAM, which is a device that recognises numberplates, has facial recognition technology and a
number of other things that are critical to the police performing their jobs at a high level. That is another
resource that has been delivered to my region, which had been lacking for some time and which had
been called for. I know from attending Neighbourhood Watch meetings in my electorate and listening to
the local police that that technology is something that the police have been looking to get. It has finally
been delivered to my region and is a permanent fixture at the Caboolture Police District. 

Members will notice that today I am wearing the QPS tie in memory of Coomera detective,
Damian Leeding, who tragically lost his life while performing his duty to protect our community, and for
his family, who have suffered his loss. I commend this bill to the House for the very reason that it
protects our police officers. It provides a real deterrent against people trying to break the law, assaulting
or murdering police officers, or trying to evade police officers. That gives me good reason to support this
bill. I commend the bill to the House. 

Mrs MILLER (Bundamba—ALP) (3.13 pm): I rise to contribute to the debate on the Criminal Law
Amendment Bill 2012. As the Leader of the Opposition has indicated, we will not be opposing this bill
but we have a number of concerns about some of the matters contained in it. The bill contains a number
of increases to the mandatory minimum non-parole period for murder. Since 1922 in Queensland, when
the Theodore Labor government showed that it was more than 30 years ahead of any other state and
abolished the death penalty, the penalty for murder has been life imprisonment. Currently, the Corrective
Services Act 2006 mandates that a person convicted of murder will not be eligible for parole for at least
15 years. This bill amends that act to increase the mandatory non-parole period to at least 20 years.
This is a standard provision and applies equally to everyone. 
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The committee received a number of submissions in relation to this bill. Many of those
submissions expressed concerns about the increase in the mandatory minimum non-parole period. The
Leader of the Opposition spoke of the Chief Justice making a submission on behalf of the Supreme
Court and mentioned that this was, and I quote, ‘unusual’. That caused an amazing outburst from the
Attorney-General, who questioned the Chief Justice’s observance of the doctrine of the separation of
powers. In my view, the submission from the Chief Justice was totally appropriate and it is a shame that
the Attorney-General had not acquainted himself fully with its contents before his outburst. The Chief
Justice said—
The Judges adopt the position that it is generally inappropriate for them to comment on matters of policy. The determination of
government policy and the content of legislation are the provinces of the executive and legislative branches respectively. It is
inappropriate for the courts and their members to be involved in debates about the merits of legislation and executive action.
However, on occasions I will make submissions to a Minister, Parliamentary Committee or Law Reform Commission where
proposed legislation or executive action affects the institutional workings or integrity of the courts, or has implications for their
resources. 
The following submission is limited to such matters. 

The Chief Justice then went on to outline—
... the increase in the—

mandatory—
non-parole period for murder ... may have resource implications for the Department of Community Safety. 

He was concerned that—
... any additional resources required to accommodate prisoners for longer periods will not be at the expense of the courts and
services which support the courts in the administration of the criminal justice system, such as probation and parole services which
assist in the rehabilitation of offenders and thereby enhance community safety. 

As he pointed out—
The Explanatory Memoranda for the Bills state, ‘Any costs in relation to the amendments will be met from existing agency
resources’. 

I urge the Attorney-General to consider this point raised by the Chief Justice and to ensure that
the courts are not adversely impacted by such changes. 

The Queensland Law Society, in its submission to the committee, outlined a number of concerns
about mandatory sentencing in particular—and there are three points—
... mandatory sentencing encourages judges, prosecutors and juries to circumvent mandatory sentencing when they consider the
result unjust. In some circumstances when an offender is faced with a mandatory penalty, juries have refused to convict.
Furthermore, prosecutors have deliberately charged people with lesser offences than the conduct would warrant to avoid the
imposition of a mandatory sentence. In effect, this shifts sentencing discretion from an appropriately trained and paid judicial
officer to a prosecutor. This process is called ‘de-mandatorising’. 
The inevitable increase in prison population as a result of the mandatory sentencing is one of many additional costs to the
community without any commensurate benefit. 
Mandatory sentencing reduces the proportion of pleas of guilty, thus increasing court costs, court delays, prosecution costs,
defence costs and the stress upon victims and other witnesses. 

The possibility that an offender may plead not guilty in the hope that they may be convicted of a
lesser offence of manslaughter may lead to increases in delays for trials. This causes undue hardship
for families and friends of victims, for witnesses, and may lead to increased backlogs in the courts. I
urge the Attorney-General to monitor this to ensure that this is not an unintended consequence of these
proposed changes. 

The proposal to increase the mandatory minimum non-parole period for multiple murders to 30
years is also not opposed, although the same concerns remain. Again, I urge the Attorney-General to
monitor this. However, the increase in the mandatory minimum non-parole period for murder of a police
officer in the execution of their duty causes some concern for the opposition. 

We consider all life to be sacred. Every person has an inherent dignity. The murder of an
individual in our society can only be regarded as the most heinous of all crimes. The murder of a person
as they go about their work is something that fills us with absolute horror. Earning a living, having the
capacity to provide for yourself and your family without fear of harm, is one of the most fundamental
human rights that should be recognised by governments everywhere. But we can see no justification for
drawing any distinction between police officers killed in the execution of their duty and any other public
officer who is killed in similar circumstances. 

The disgraceful interjection from the member for Stretton, who last sittings accused the Leader of
the Opposition, when she raised this issue, of saying it was all right to kill her son was a complete
embarrassment to everybody in this parliament. How she could have discerned that from the Leader of
the Opposition’s speech defies logic. However, I challenge the Minister for Communities, Child Safety
and Disability Services to explain to this House why a person who kills a child safety officer who is trying
to rescue a child from an armed parent should receive any lesser penalty than someone who kills a
police officer in the execution of their duty. I also challenge the Minister for Health to stand in this House
and explain why someone who kills a psychiatric nurse in a mental health unit at one of our hospitals
should receive a lesser penalty than someone who kills a police officer. I challenge the Minister for
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Police and Community Safety to stand in this House and explain why a prisoner who kills a Corrective
Services officer in one of our jails should receive a lesser penalty than someone who kills a police
officer, or someone who kills a paramedic or one of our great ambos trying to give assistance to a victim
of a crime should receive a lesser penalty. I challenge the Minister for Police and Community Safety to
explain why someone convicted of abducting a young child from the side of the road, torturing them and
committing gross acts of sexual depravity on them should receive a lesser penalty than someone who
kills a police officer, or someone who kills a mother of three children and disposes of their body in
bushland near their home should receive a lesser penalty than someone who kills a police officer. 

Before the member for Stretton bleats and screeches the way she did the last time—deary me,
what a oncer we have in the member for Stretton!—this does not make the killing of a police officer any
less serious. This does not demean in any way the dangerous work that they do and the fact that some
police officers take their lives into their own hands every time they don their uniform and go out to work.
It just says that the taking of any human life is abhorrent and should be treated in the same way. In
relation to the firies and the ambos, who had a protest out in front of the parliament this morning—

Ms Bates interjected.
Mrs MILLER: Dear, oh dear! Here we have the parrot spruiking again.
Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs Cunningham): Order! 
Mrs MILLER: Thank you for your protection. They had to protest out in front of the parliament this

morning because you lot in the LNP are just making their lives horrendous. None of you went out there
because you are absolutely gutless. 

Madam DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Bundamba, would you please direct your comments
through the chair. 

Mrs MILLER: Tell Bob, Russell, Jason, John, Sean, Kerry Henderson, United Voice ambos and
Webby, and hundreds of our firies across the state that their lives are worth less. What did the Deputy
Premier, this shameful man, have to say about the hundreds if not thousands of ambos and firies
outside the front? Jeff Seeney was reported on Twitter as saying, ‘Those people are really wasting their
time.’ How dare he! Shame on the lot of you. You are a disgrace! 

Mr CRANDON (Coomera—LNP) (3.23 pm): I rise to make a contribution to the Criminal Law
Amendment Bill 2012. 

Mr Elmes: At least it will be intelligent. 
Mr CRANDON: Thank you. I take that interjection. In listening to the debate today and last sitting

week it brings to my mind the situation that Damian Leeding found himself in. It was mentioned by the
member for Morayfield. Damian Leeding was based at Coomera Police Station. What happened to him
certainly was quite a shock. I did speak to many of the officers down there. The people in the local
community were quite affected by such a heinous crime. It happened some 14 months ago now. We
recognised the anniversary of Damian Leeding’s passing just a couple of months ago. I thank all
members for making the effort and wearing the tie, or the scarf for the lady members, on that particular
day. I can report that it was very much appreciated by all members of the police in my electorate who
were very taken by the show of solidarity from the whole of the parliament. 

It is quite possible that the Damian Leeding tragedy could have been a catalyst for this bill. I am
not saying it was. We have to remember that there have been many more through the years and we
should remember the suffering all of their families have experienced and will continue to experience at
their loss as we go forward. That really brings us to what this bill is all about. The primary objectives of
the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012 are to amend the Criminal Code to increase the non-parole
period for multiple murders from 20 to 30 years imprisonment. It inserts a new minimum non-parole
period of 25 years imprisonment for the offence of murder where the victim was a police officer and the
offender did the act or omission that caused the police officer’s death either when the police officer was
performing their duties and the offender knew or ought reasonably to have known that the victim was a
police officer; or because the victim was a police officer; or because of, or in retaliation for, actions
undertaken by the victim or any other police officer in the performance of their duties. 

What we are referring to here is a situation, and I think it is fairly clear, where a police officer,
because of their position in society, because of their role in protecting the people of Queensland, is
targeted by individuals. We are not talking, as the member for Bundamba was raving on about—it
unfortunately became a bit of a rage at the end there—situations where unfortunate things occur.
People in all sorts of emergency services lose their life for various reasons. We are talking about
criminals who are intentionally targeting police officers; to take them out whilst they are in the
performance of their duties. It is a particular type of crime that we are talking about. The bill also
increases the maximum penalty for the offence of serious assault of a police officer from seven years
imprisonment to 14 years imprisonment where the assault results in an injury amounting to bodily harm
involving the spitting on, biting or the application of a bodily fluid or faeces to the police officer or
involved the offender being or pretending to be armed with a dangerous or offensive weapon or
instrument. 
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In a nutshell, it sends a clear message to people who think it is funny or smart, if we are talking
about urine or faeces or some other bodily fluid, to turn the stomach of society by doing these sorts of
things, right the way through to what can be quite serious circumstances where we are perhaps talking
about someone who has the AIDS virus or some other incurable disease and they decide they are going
to run the risk of infecting one of those police officers.

This bill sends a clear message. At the moment, the maximum penalty is seven years. After the
bill goes through the House, the maximum penalty will be 14 years. The reality is that society demands
that we get tough on criminals and that is what this bill is about. As I said, the bill gives the courts more
flexibility. It gives them the option of rolling things out to 14 years if someone has made a particularly
heinous decision in relation to one of those crimes.

Amongst other things, the bill amends the Corrective Services Act 2006 to increase the non-
parole period for murder from 15 years to 20 years imprisonment. Earlier on, the member for Bundamba
was ranting on, which is a shame when we are talking about something as serious as this bill. The
member suggested that this government was making light of other people’s suffering. Certainly that is
not the case. We are talking about increasing the penalty from 15 years to 20 years. Under the previous
Labor government, for quite some time the minimum non-parole period was 15 years. Now it will be 20
years, 25 years for the murder of a police officer in the performance of their duty and under other
circumstances, and 20 to 30 years for multiple murders. We are sending the message that we have had
enough and society has had enough. 

Importantly, the bill also amends the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 to introduce a
mandatory minimum penalty of $5,000 and a two-year licence disqualification for the offence of evading
police under section 754. Wow! That will certainly turn around the thinking of a few of those guys.
Initially, it might not sink in with some of them, because I have to say that some of them have pretty thick
skulls and nothing seems to get through to them. However, if they decide to do a bit of hooning and then
they do a runner on the coppers, guess what? We will have to knock off only a couple of them by
whacking a $5,000 fine on them and the message will get out that it is not on. The message is, ‘If you
think it is fun, society has had enough. It is not fun for society to listen to your screeching and the
hooning that goes on.’ Certainly it is not fun for people in the community to have their lives put at risk by
people who perhaps steal a motor vehicle, rob a bank or corner store and then decide to do a runner
with police in pursuit and just keep going, going, going. 

This legislation will send the message that, in a nutshell, society has had enough. The Attorney-
General and the government have heard that message loud and clear. I too have heard it loud and clear
from my constituents. Over the past two years, I have been conducting an ongoing survey of my
constituents. The survey has a list of 10 items. It is not a push survey. I send out the survey or I hand it
out to members of the community at various events and functions. I give them an envelope so that they
can return it to me. I ask them to fill in the survey, which takes about a minute and a half. They fill it out,
whack it in the envelope and send it back to me. I have been keeping a record of the results over a two-
year period. I have found that in excess of 80 per cent of the people in my constituency want policing to
be strengthened. They want us to be tougher on criminals and on hoons. They want us to be tougher on
those who are making our society not as safe as it should be. I commend the bill to the House. 

Mr JOHNSON (Gregory—LNP) (3.32 pm): It is with much pleasure that I speak to the Criminal
Law Amendment Bill 2012. The laws of the state are created, implemented and passed by the
government of the day. On 24 March this year, this government was given a mandate by the people of
Queensland. Why? Because Queenslanders are sick and tired of the crime rate in this state. They are
sick and tired of louts and individuals who have no respect for the law and who are running rampant
through the streets, towns and cities of our state. Today, we are doing something about that. 

I commend the member for Coomera for his contribution in the House this afternoon. Nobody
knows more about this topic than he does. He represents an electorate that has witnessed carnage in
the past couple of years, especially with the loss of Damian Leeding. As the member for Coomera said
this afternoon, out of everything bad comes something good and maybe Damian’s death has become
one of the weapons that has made the Attorney-General and the committee of this parliament realise
just how tough we have to be. When I was a young fellow, if we saw a police officer walking down the
street, even if we saw an empty police car, we thought, ‘Am I doing the right thing?’ I still do that. I have
the utmost respect for the police, regardless of where they are, who they are or whether they are male
or female. In this state we look to them for protection. We must teach our kids how important police
officers are for the protection of the citizens of our great state. 

The bill before the House today fulfils the Queensland government’s pre-election promise to
toughen the sentences for evading police and for murdering or committing serious assaults upon
Queensland police officers. When the current Western Australian government came to power, it
introduced similar legislation to toughen sentences for serious offences committed against police
officers. In a matter of weeks, attacks on police drastically reduced because of the toughness of the new
penalties. I believe that when this legislation is proclaimed the people of Queensland will change their
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practices. I am not talking about the law-abiding people of Queensland, but the half a per cent or the
one per cent who do not give a continental about the police. That is precisely why we are here today,
debating this legislation. 

I was very disappointed to hear one of the members of the opposition say, ‘What about prison
officers? What about ambulance officers?’ I say, what about everybody? From the moment a police
officer gets out of bed in the morning, whether or not they put on their uniform, they are still police
officers and they are a target for an element of society that has no regard and no respect for anybody. I
do not think they even respect themselves. The bill introduces amendments to increase the non-parole
period for the offence of murder from 15 years to 20 years imprisonment. It applies a new 30-year non-
parole period for multiple murders. This is a very good approach. 

When I was in opposition and Laurie Springborg was the shadow Attorney-General, he did some
great work in this area, which has been carried on by the Attorney-General, Jarrod Bleijie, and the LNP
government. This government has the vision and the determination to put these changes in place. Every
day, police officers put their lives on the line. Criminals who murder police officers must face the tougher
punishments that will be imposed on them by the courts as a result of this legislation. For too long they
have had a free ride and many members have spoken about that in the House this afternoon. The
Criminal Law Amendment Bill will increase the penalty for the serious assault of a police officer from
seven to 14 years. In itself, that will be a deterrent. It is absolutely paramount that we make certain that
these penalties are imposed. 

As the member for Coomera said, the scum of society who throw bodily fluids at police—or
anyone, for that matter—will not be tolerated any longer. A higher penalty will also apply where an
offender is armed with a dangerous weapon or offensive weapon that could be used to harm a police
officer—or anyone, for that matter.

The rationale behind the creation of an offence of evading police was to create an alternative to
police pursuits and to ensure a sufficient deterrent exists in light of the move towards a more restrictive
police pursuit policy. That is very good, but at the same time the introduction of helicopters for the police
force in this state is a great weapon in their arsenal to detect crime. We heard the hoo-ha from the
former Labor government that police helicopters were not needed. Again, this was a display of the
former Labor government being soft on crime. That is why they were building more prisons in this state,
but I do not think we will need more prisons in this state. After one term or even one year of this
government when the hoons and the crims find out that this mob is not going to tolerate their behaviour,
we might see a lessening of people marching through turnstiles and courts to go into prison. Again, that
will be a saving to the taxpayers of the state. 

I want to pay tribute again today to a great crusader who protects the children and other citizens
of this state, and that is Hetty Johnston of Bravehearts. Hetty Johnston has said that child sex assault
victims often develop mental health problems including depression and anxiety. I know that a lot of times
that led to suicide. Look at the terrible things that have happened in this state over a period of time
because police never had the powers or the laws to make it safer for our women and children to walk
the streets and live in their homes and for elderly people to live in their homes. The laws were too soft on
the scum of society who just ran rampant all the time. 

After this piece of legislation is proclaimed, it will be a better Queensland. It will be a state where I
believe many other people in this great nation of Australia will want to live, because they will have those
protective laws in place. They will see penalties apply to demonstrate that we will not tolerate that
behaviour. At the same time our children will be able to go to school and be in a safer environment. 

We have witnessed tragedy after tragedy after tragedy because serious crime has not been dealt
with and has not been reigned in by the former Labor government when they were in power. We hear
about how tough they were on crime. We hear about how they dealt out penalties, but we also saw how
paedophiles walked free from prison after spending a little while there. They got a slap on the wrist and
were told not to do it again. In Queensland we have some 4,000 people under surveillance by police
because they cannot keep their eyes off the kids of this state. I say here today: good on the Attorney-
General. Good on the Newman government for bringing laws into place that will make our state a safer
place not only for our police men and women to work in but also for the citizens of this state to be able to
go about their business and know that the police will have the powers to execute their duty in the
protection of the community of this great state. Queensland is a great place, and under an LNP
government it will be a greater place because it will be a safer place to live. 

Hon. DF CRISAFULLI (Mundingburra—LNP) (Minister for Local Government) (3.43 pm): It is
with great pleasure that I rise to support the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012, and I do so for a couple
of reasons. The first thing is it is wonderful when a government campaigns on something and then has
the opportunity to deliver it and deliver what it says it is going to do. Indeed, this is something that the
community wanted. They spoke very clearly during the election campaign about this, and I will talk more
about that in detail. 
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But there is another reason why, and that is that I have a deep admiration for the men and women
of our police force. They are indeed great people. As I look around the chamber I see some former
officers in here who know firsthand how tough it is to be a police officer, but they make a mighty
contribution to ensure our society is a safe and just one. 

The bill delivers on our election commitments in four key areas. One is amending the Criminal
Code to increase the non-parole period for murder from 15 to 20 years for a single murder and from 20
to 30 years for multiple murderers. It amends the Criminal Code to insert a new minimum non-parole
period of 25 years for the offence of murder where the victim was a police officer. It amends the Criminal
Code to increase the maximum penalty for the offence of serious assault of a police officer from seven
to 14 years, and it amends the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act to introduce a mandatory
minimum penalty of $5,000 and two years licence disqualification for the offence of evading police.

The two matters that I would particularly like to discuss relate to assaults or murder of police
officers. I want to start with assault. I will speak to some statistics from my part of the world. Those who
know me know that I am an unashamedly proud regional Queenslander. I love my home and I live in the
electorate of Mundingburra but I feel a deep affinity for all of regional Queensland. It deeply troubles me
when I read that in the 2011 financial year the Northern Region reported the highest rate of assaults on
police in the state. To give members an indication of how serious that is, across the Northern Region
37.2 per cent of our officers reported an assault. So more than one in three officers in the Northern
Region have been assaulted during that financial year. 

In the Townsville district, that figure was a little lower—32.3 per cent. Here is the one that should
concern members. In the Mount Isa area, which is covered by the Northern Region, 59.6 per cent of
police have reported a serious assault in that financial year—59.6 per cent. One wonders how anyone
can speak against anything that can give protection to men and women who just want to get out of bed
and serve us when there are statistics like that. If you work in a particular area there is a better than one
in two chance that you will be assaulted by some grub while you are trying to keep the community safe.

I ask members to consider what that means. What does it mean for a police officer to be
assaulted? Obviously there are the physical issues. There are the bloody noses and the broken arms,
but imagine what it does to your family life if you have been spat on by one of these grubs. Imagine what
it puts your family through for the many months that you have to wait for test results. Imagine what that
does to your partner, whether that be your wife or your husband. Imagine what that does. Imagine how
that makes you feel around your kids that you love. Each and every day when we come into this House
we have to ask ourselves how we can make society better. We can make it a damn sight better if we can
focus on protecting our police officers.

I now turn to murder. The member for Bundamba asked why should we treat police differently.
Well I can tell her why. When somebody murderers a police officer it is not just a crime against that
individual; it is a crime against all of society. Those people put on a uniform because they want to protect
each and every one of us. That is why it is different. They are the heroes of our society. They put their
lives on the line and they deserve our protection.

I was interested in what the member for Coomera said when he spoke about his community
survey, because I can report a similar story from my part of the world. I do the same as the member for
Coomera. I send a survey out. It is not push polling. It is not, ‘What do you think about this particular
issue—good, bad or indifferent?’ I ask them what they think and time and time again crime comes up. I
struggle with why anyone who can profess to being in touch with their electorate could come in here and
say that these are not wonderful changes to our laws. This is what our community wants. Our
community wants tougher sentences against grubs. They want our police officers protected. They want
to know that if some turkey jumps in a car and goes speeding off at a million miles an hour something
can be done about it.

The member for Burdekin mentioned a word that means so much—that is, respect for police
officers, and it is something that is all too lacking. The reason it is lacking is that these people know that
if they are getting put into the back of a paddy wagon and they give an officer a bit of a slap around there
will not be a lot of consequences. They know that if they give them a bit of lip, if they spit on them or if
they fail to treat that uniform with any form of respect nothing will come of it. That will change.

I sincerely believe this bill will make a difference. We have seen a few things come through this
House during the short time that this government has been in power, and this unashamedly puts the
focus and the protection back on those people doing the right thing and it unashamedly makes sure that
those who are doing the wrong thing can go to the place where they deserve to be if they fall foul of the
law. I support the bill. 

Mr KAYE (Greenslopes—LNP) (3.49 pm): I rise today to speak with great pleasure on the
Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012. In particular I would like to speak to the amendments that relate to
police. This bill has provisions in it which I think are vitally important. As many in this House are aware,
in my previous life before I came to this place I was a serving member of the Queensland Police
Service. I worked on the front line for my entire service and have seen the good, the bad and the
hideously ugly. This bill is not about punishing those people who do the right thing; it is about making
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sure those who do the wrong thing are punished appropriately. This was a commitment that we on this
side of the House made in our election campaign and we are determined to deliver on this. This bill sees
an increase in the non-parole period for multiple murders from 20 to 30 years imprisonment, inserts a
new minimum non-parole period of 25 years imprisonment for the offence of murder of a police officer
and increases the maximum penalty for the offence of serious assault of a police officer from seven
years imprisonment to 14 years.

In my role as a police officer, I was expected to uphold the law and make sure those who broke it
were dealt with accordingly. Unfortunately, and more frequently, we have seen police officers become
victims of crime themselves. Officers have been spat on, bitten, run down with motor vehicles, physically
assaulted and in some cases killed whilst performing their duties. As has been previously mentioned,
we only have to cast our minds back a short time to the tragic death of Senior Constable Damian
Leeding. I will quote from the explanatory notes—
... the amendments give effect to the Government’s commitment that Queensland’s criminal laws provide strengthened protection
to police officers acting in the performance of their duties. The penalty increases for the murder of a police officer and the serious
assault of a police officer reflect the important role performed by police officers in maintaining civil authority and the dangers faced
by them in the discharge of their civic duties.

Before people jump up and down about police getting any extra powers or having the courts
come down on the side of the good and decent in society, I would like to point out that this is only an
increase in the maximum sentence for seriously assaulting a police officer whilst performing their duties.
I wonder if those people have had excrement thrown on them or a needle waved in their face, like
former colleagues of mine. I would like to give the House a couple of examples of things which I have
witnessed and been a victim of. In my 23 years of service, I have been punched, kicked, spat on and
threatened with knives, a crossbow and firearms. I have seen police so badly assaulted that you cannot
recognise them as one of your mates. Yes, police day in and day out knowingly place themselves in
harm’s way for the protection of all Queenslanders. Some argue that it is their job, but no-one—no-
one—has the right to assault or treat our police like punching bags.

I could speak for a long time in this House listing the various assaults on police that I have
witnessed or been the subject of. I was also involved in the process of returning assaulted officers to
work through one of the extraneous duties I had in being a return-to-work coordinator. Through this
work, I saw the emotional effect on police and their families. The Queensland Police Service is the thin
blue line. The police are charged with keeping civil authority and helping those in need. When one of
those officers is threatened, assaulted or killed and the offender is not punished accordingly, we are all
affected. It sends a message, and that message is not a good one.

Police work is not just arresting a person or solving a crime; it is getting that offender before the
court and the law being applied and, where so found guilty, them being convicted and punished. When
an offender assaults a police officer in the execution of their duty and is not punished accordingly, what
is to stop that offender committing the same crime again or escalating their actions next time? We lose
good officers. Following assaults, officers may go on restricted duties, unable to be operational for
periods of time, or in some cases they face medical retirements. Some just simply resign, and who can
blame them.

I speak from personal experience when I say that police work is tough both mentally and
physically. You can be faced with myriad high-stress situations for your entire shift. When an officer is
assaulted, it can affect not only them but their families as well. As has been raised by a few other
speakers in the House, the officers who are exposed to bodily fluids are required to undergo months of
testing, unable to hug their partner or their children until they are cleared for fear of passing on some
terrible disease.

I will now speak to the amendment of the PPRA to introduce a mandatory minimum penalty of
$5,000 and a two-year licence disqualification for the offence of evading police under section 754.
Those on the other side of the House would be pleased to know that under their watch hoons and
offenders driving stolen vehicles regularly failed to stop for police. With the changes to the police
pursuits policy under the previous government, offenders just snub their noses at police and simply
drive faster or more dangerously, knowing that police will not follow and that there were no suitable
repercussions. I myself on numerous times in the 12 months leading up to the election simply waved
goodbye as offenders sped off, knowing that I would not pursue. I then had to create an evade police
occurrence and I like many other police thought, ‘Why bother? This is a lot of work for a penalty that is
inadequate.’ This amendment will not only ensure that offenders are appropriately punished for the
seriousness of the offence; it will also have a preventative effect once potential offenders become aware
of the penalties.

I have heard a few comments in the House by some speakers about ambulance and fire officers.
I am not saying that they are not deserved. However, I and many of my colleagues regularly were called
to attend jobs because the fire brigade and the ambulance would not attend until the police went in first.
They would wait for 45 minutes if they had to and the police, rightly so, went in first because they were
most suited to deal with the situation. Whilst others can run away, the police have no choice—they stand
their ground or they go forwards.
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The police have been crying out for legislative protection for many years, but the former
government did not listen. Those on the other side of the House might be interested to know that it was
commonly said amongst my former colleagues—and these were their words, not mine—that the only
thing the Labor government gave them was a drawn-out process, more paperwork, red tape, frustration
and, honestly, a feeling that the government hated the police. It takes a special person to become and
remain a Queensland police officer. We as a government need to look after and support our police, and
the Newman government is doing just that. I commend the bill to the House. 

Mrs SCOTT (Woodridge—ALP) (3.56 pm): I rise to contribute to the debate on the Criminal Law
Amendment Bill 2012. This bill has a number of objectives. The first ones I will deal with are the changes
to the minimum non-parole periods for murder. These are contained in amendments to the Corrective
Services Act 2006 and the Criminal Code. The increase in the non-parole period for murder from 15
years to 20 years is supported by the opposition. Murder is the most heinous of all crimes and this
increase reflects the community’s abhorrence of this offence. The increase in the non-parole period for
multiple murders to 30 years is also supported. Multiple murders already have a higher minimum non-
parole period to reflect the severity of this offence, and this increase will bring it into line with the new
increase for murder.

The increase in the non-parole period for someone convicted of killing a police officer in the
execution of their duty is, as has been indicated by other opposition speakers, more of a problem. We
have every respect for the important community safety work undertaken by police officers, some of
whom risk their lives when they go out to work each morning. Police officers, like other public officers,
undertake important work on behalf of the community and they deserve the best protection the
community can provide. However, it is difficult to see the rationale for singling out police officers as
victims when other public officers are not so regarded. All life is sacred. All lives are valuable and the
taking of any life deserves the opprobrium of the community. This is at the heart of our concern about
this aspect of the bill. 

In the past 20 years four police officers in Queensland have been killed while on active duty. This
is four too many police who have been killed. It is four too many families who have had to endure the
overwhelming grief of having lost a loved one. There are also far too many children being killed by
parents in Queensland. In 2010-11 there were seven children aged between zero and 14 killed in
Queensland. Four of these were the child or children of the offender. 

There are also far too many people being killed by their partner or ex-partner in Queensland. In
2010 there were 95 murders in Queensland. In 32 of these cases the victim was a family member of the
accused—20 of them partners and 12 being another family member. Of the homicide victims in
Queensland in 2010-11, 19 were killed by a partner and five by an ex-partner. These are also
horrendous figures and these people are also targeted by their position in society, as a child of an
offender or the partner or ex-partner of an offender. None of these people should lose their lives and the
increase in the minimum non-parole period for murder reflects our view on this matter. 

The next amendment contained in the bill that I wish to address is the amendment to increase the
maximum penalty for serious assault of a police officer from seven to 14 years where the assault causes
bodily harm to the officer, the assault involves spitting, biting or the application of bodily fluid or faeces to
the officer or where the offender used or pretended to use a dangerous weapon. We have similar
concerns about this amendment as we have to the increased mandatory non-parole period for murder
of a police officer. 

The maximum penalty for serious assault on a police officer was increased to seven years after
police raised concerns about the prevalence of assaults on police officers. In fact, police are at a much
greater risk of assault than other members of the community as they go about their work. However,
there are a number of different classes of vulnerable victims whom this parliament saw fit to protect by
extending this increased penalty to them including all public officers who are assaulted in the execution
of their duty. This includes paramedics, child safety workers, corrective officers as well as the elderly
and those who rely on remedial devices such as wheelchairs and guide-dogs. This increase in the
penalty to seven years for serious assault was in keeping with community expectations. However, to
further increase the penalty only for police officers has put the penalty again out of kilter. So I call on the
Attorney-General to keep an eye on the penalties imposed to ensure that they are not out of line with
penalties imposed for serious offences against other members of the public including grievous bodily
harm, wounding and other vicious offences. 

This bill also finalises the abolition of the Sentencing Advisory Council, although this was
effectively abolished earlier this year when the council was disbanded and all staff terminated. This is
just giving legislative effect to this decision. The Attorney-General has said that one of the reasons for
abolishing the council is that it duplicates the work of the Law Reform Commission. In this respect I note
the submission made to the committee by the Chief Justice in relation to the abolition of the council. The
Chief Justice said—
The Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012 will dissolve the Council in the expectation that the provision of advice on sentencing
matters and reviews of the law relating to sentences will be undertaken by existing agencies, including the Law Reform
Commission. 
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I should record my appreciation of the research undertaken by the Sentencing Council in relation to sentencing for serious violent
offences, and standard non-parole periods for such offences. Such research benefits the community in providing an informed
basis to review current laws and practices. I trust that the Law Reform Commission and any other agency which undertakes
research in this area will be adequately resourced to provide your Committee, the courts and the community with information that
will enhance our collective understanding of how sentencing laws operate in practice, and how they might be improved.

However, last sitting week when the Leader of the Opposition asked the Attorney-General if he
would give an assurance that, if the Law Reform Commission did take over the role of the council, he
would refer all outstanding projects to the commission so that they can be completed and that he would
adequately resource the commission to ensure that they have the capacity to undertake the referrals,
the Attorney’s very short and to the point answer was no. So it appears that this important work will not
be completed and will be lost forever. 

This bill also amends the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 to create a minimum
penalty of $5,000 and two-year licence disqualification for evading a police officer. This amendment
gives cause to some concerns about the mandatory nature of the penalty. The amendment was in
response to the coroner’s report into police pursuits following the death of Caitlin Hanrick at Redcliffe
during a police pursuit. 

A number of the submissions commented on the mandatory nature of the penalty. In fact, the
behaviour covered by this offence can be very different in nature. This means that the penalty will not be
able to adequately distinguish between the criminality of the offences. The policy objective behind the
amendment is laudable. It means that when a drink driver is stopped by police, if they try to evade
detection when caught, they will receive an automatic licence disqualification. This is a disincentive to
any motorist. However, if a motorist is not stopped they must be breathalysed within two hours or they
cannot be charged. So there is an even greater incentive to evade detection. 

As many of the groups who made submissions pointed out, the mandatory nature of the penalty
does not allow the special circumstances of the offence to be taken into account. This means that the
same minimum penalty applies whether the evasion of police involves a momentary breach where the
driver immediately stops or the driver engages in dangerous driving and manoeuvres that put other road
users and pedestrians at risk. As I have said previously, we will not be opposing the bill. We have,
however, some concerns about the mandatory nature of the penalties to be imposed. 

(Time expired) 
Mr BENNETT (Burnett—LNP) (4.07 pm): I rise to support the bill and to make a contribution to

the debate on the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012. One of the important issues we have, especially
with this government’s mandate, is the enormous challenge we have inherited. Graciously, we have
been charged with this great honour and responsibility by the people of Queensland. They have placed
their trust in us. We will be, and we are, delivering.

Many constituents in my electorate of Burnett have been lobbying for tougher sentencing,
particularly for evading police and serious assaults on emergency workers, including those serving the
Queensland Police Service. Surprisingly, this is a difficult issue, but it is a credit to a strong government
that we have immediately addressed it. There is a real difference in a conservative government. We are
not afraid to implement tougher sentencing measures. We will not shy away from the real and
meaningful impacts on crime. We will respond to the concerns of the greater silent majority of our
community. 

The feedback from my community’s meetings, in particular the Neighbourhood Watch meetings in
the Burnett, is that this legislation is long overview. The provisions of clear legislation will leave no doubt
in public and criminal sentencing. I have received good feedback from my electorate in relation to this
legislation. The feedback is that for crimes that are referenced in the bill certainty is what we are
seeking, and that is what is being delivered—that is certainty that offenders will be adequately punished
for their offences, certainty that there is now a deterrent to others from committing similar offences,
certainty that the community will be safer from these offenders and certainty that offenders will be held
accountable for their actions. 

I have a special interest in the implementation of our pre-election commitment to strengthen
sentences for serious offences. I endorse the LNP’s pre-election commitments. This legislation amends
the Criminal Code and the Corrective Services Act 2006 to increase the non-parole period for murder
from 15 years to 20 years imprisonment for a single murder and from 20 years to 30 years imprisonment
for multiple murders. It ensures that offenders are adequately punished for these offences. We as a
society want punishments to prevent reoffending or, more importantly, to act as a deterrent. 

In my electorate we have seen an increase in the number of assaults on police officers. Every
time, the community outcry is loud and clear. As a result of this bill, sentencing laws will be clearer and
easier for sentencing judges to apply. They will be better understood by all parties, including the general
public. The Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 will be amended to introduce the mandatory
minimum penalty of a fine of $5,000 and a two-year licence disqualification for the offence of evading
police. 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_160647
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_160647


21 Aug 2012 Criminal Law Amendment Bill 1549
There are many reasons why society wants offenders punished. Members of the public generally
want stronger sentencing. I am repeatedly reminded by my constituents that punishments must reflect
the seriousness of the offences committed. This bill will prevent crime by making a public statement that
these offences will not be tolerated. We are saying that we want to reflect consistency in the policy that
we are being asked to deliver in legislation. In making stronger decisions in government we are
delivering for our communities. Our communities have spoken. These crimes will not be tolerated. 

Firstly, this bill ensures that the punishment fits the severity of the crime and promotes community
safety and protection from serious offenders. The effective operation of the criminal justice system in
relation to the murder of a police officer allows this bill to deliver on the government’s pledge that
Queensland’s criminal laws will provide strengthened protection to police officers acting in the
performance of their duties. The public confidence in our hardworking emergency services workers, in
particular police, needs to be supported. This legislation will allow the government to support these
front-line officers. 

Police officers are unique in terms of the dangers faced by them in their line of duty. In contrast to
other front-line professionals, police officers carry out their duties in an inherently dangerous
environment and are vital to maintaining law and order. Appropriate deterrents against fatal harm are
justified and expected. The offences in the Criminal Code involving serious assault cover a wide range
of criminal conduct, from a verbal threat, a single punch or scuffle and blows causing bodily harm to
biting and spitting where the assault carries the risk of an officer contracting an infectious disease. Just
this week in my electorate another incident of an offender spitting on police was reported. We need to
send a strong message. We only need to review the media to see the ongoing emerging trend of
criminals assaulting emergency workers, including police—examples like that of a Gold Coast police
officer who contracted a disease after being bitten and spat on during an arrest and who may no longer
be able to have children of his own, or of my local sergeant in Bargara who suffered horrific injuries
while trying to deal with a violent man resisting arrest. 

There is an extensive list of criminal conduct covered by section 340 of the Criminal Code, which
details many examples of serious assault. This bill restricts the penalty increase to the more serious
category of assaults of police officers. My local paper this week reported another alleged assault of a
police officer. The report alleges that the police officer, in the course of performing his duties, was
tackled by six teenagers who held him down and bashed him. 

Finally, regarding specific provisions of the bill, this bill proposes that an assault of a police officer
under section 340 will attract a maximum penalty of seven years imprisonment. This is a significant
statement addressing deterrence. Deterrence works through several mechanisms: likelihood of getting
caught, severity of punishment and perceived public disapproval. The sentences proposed in this bill
increase the effectiveness of severity as a deterrent. If potential criminals know that a mild sentence is
possible, they are more likely to commit a crime in the hope that they might be able to charm a judge
into sympathetically lowering their sentence. By establishing a set minimum punishment, a potential
criminal with any knowledge of the penal code will know that, if caught, he or she will face substantial
punishment for his or her crime. The people in my electorate want the law to have a reasonable
deterrent effect which will reduce crime and therefore improve the overall standard of living. Do we need
deterrence? Surely. 

Between 2000 and 2009, 22 people died and 689 people were injured during or following police
pursuits in Queensland. We need deterrents to stop the often tragic events that flow from engaging in a
police pursuit. High-speed pursuits of evaders are some of the most dangerous activities in which police
can become involved. It gets worse, because the statistics are getting even more tragic. Between June
2005 and July 2008, 10 people died in Queensland while police, attempting to intercept a vehicle, were
directly engaged in pursuit or soon after the pursuit was abandoned. The alternative to police engaging
in pursuit is to take enforcement action against offenders who elect to evade police and fail to stop when
directed. It is important to remember that police do not start police chases; the criminals and evaders
start the sometimes tragic pursuits. We have a duty to protect our community. 

The proposed stronger penalties for those convicted of evading police will help police officers in
doing their job of keeping our community safe. They are much preferred to high-speed chases of
criminals on our streets. In 2010 the Queensland Coroner, Michael Barnes, made 13 recommendations
relating to how police handle pursuits on public roads. Among his recommendations were the end to
police pursuits of drunk or drug affected drivers and the increasing of penalties for those who evade
police. Mr Barnes investigated the deaths of all 10 people killed during police pursuits between 2005
and 2008. Among the victims were a 13-year-old killed outside her Redcliffe school by a car driven by a
drug driver being chased by police, and a married couple who died when the speeding vehicle trying to
evade police struck their car from behind. It is no secret that recorded offences of evading police have
risen significantly. With a growing awareness by offenders that police will not engage in pursuits when
attempts to intercept fail, something has to give, and we have to weight that in the favour of the police. 
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Two of the components which deter individuals from engaging in criminal behaviour are
apprehension and adequate punishment. The offence of evading police can only operate effectively if its
deterrent value is maintained through the imposition of sentences that reflect the inherently dangerous
nature of the conduct involved. The proposed amendments ensure that sentences imposed on
offenders who commit the offence of evading police reflect the serious nature of the conduct and the
risks that it poses and are in line with community expectations. 

In short, the Criminal Law Amendment Bill proposes to keep criminals out of society for a longer
period of time, thereby reducing their window of opportunity to commit crime. The community have
waited for legislation like this for many years. They want to be safe and they also want to ensure the
safety of hardworking police officers in doing their jobs. These maximum penalties are justified, if
nothing else, to deter offenders. It is a pleasure for me to commend the bill to the House. 

Mr HART (Burleigh—LNP) (4.16 pm): I rise today to speak in support of the Criminal Law
Amendment Bill 2012, introduced by the Attorney-General and Minister for Justice, the honourable
member for Kawana, on 20 June this year. This bill seeks to amend the Criminal Code, the Corrective
Services Act 2006, the Criminal Law Amendment Act 1945, the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992, the
Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 and the Youth Justice Act 1992. In line with the LNP’s
election commitments, this bill will see Queensland get stronger on crime through toughening sentences
for evading police, murder and serious assaults committed upon Queensland’s police officers. This bill
signifies our government’s intention to be tough on crime and to strive to ensure that adequate
punishments are imposed on serious criminal offenders. 

This bill also seeks to abolish Queensland’s Sentencing Advisory Council through the
amendment of the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992. As I move around the electorate of Burleigh I
hear from people from all walks of life that they are sick and tired of the lack of respect for our teachers,
our politicians, our elders, our ambulance officers, our firies and in particular our police officers. As was
articulated by the member for Burdekin, our police officers are tired of being ignored, being spat on and
being abused by members of our community who have no respect for them. They simply do not deserve
that. I am sure that all members in this place would agree with that sentiment. The Criminal Code will be
amended to enable this government to give officers who are attacked or injured in the line of duty justice
for the sacrifice they make every day to protect each and every one of us. 

The minimum non-parole period for criminals who commit the heinous crime of murder of a police
officer while they are performing their duties will be increased to 25 years. The penalties for assault of a
police officer will also be increased to a maximum of 14 years—double the previous seven years
imprisonment. As we heard from the member for Coomera earlier, we lost one of our beloved police
officers in Damian Leeding. That gentleman was out there protecting us when he unfortunately met a
very vicious criminal involved in a robbery, and that person shot him. 

It is very important that we give some backing to our police officers. They are out there every day,
as I have just said, protecting our lives and protecting the lives of our children. When you talk to those
officers, they want to get on with their jobs. They really want to be on the beat arresting criminals, which
is exactly what their job is. However, they were disheartened by the lack of support from the previous
government and are heartened by the support that they are getting from this government, and one can
see that when one talks to them.

The abolition of the Queensland Sentencing Advisory Council through amendments to the
Penalties and Sentences Act 1992 will enable a more efficient use of public resources by the
rationalisation of law review functions across government. The main focus of the council’s work was to
provide advice on sentencing matters which effectively duplicated the law review functions of the
Queensland Law Reform Commission. Through amendments to the Police Powers and Responsibilities
Act 2000, this government will increase the penalty for those offenders who evade police to a mandatory
minimum penalty of $5,000 and a two-year licence disqualification. This amendment seeks to create an
alternative to the hotly debated issue of police pursuits and to ensure that there is sufficient deterrent for
offenders. On our TVs at night we see a police pursuit where police officers are required to remove
themselves from that pursuit because it is just too dangerous. Cars speed down the road at 200-plus
kilometres an hour and those things are just far too dangerous. We have to put in place a deterrent for
those people so that they think twice about trying to evade police officers. This bill goes a long way
towards doing that. This offence will only be a successful alternative to police pursuits if the deterrent
value is maintained through the imposition of sentences that reflect the dangerous nature of the conduct
involved.

There has in fact been a decrease in the number of police pursuits and as a consequence less
related deaths and injuries. However, the number of people failing to stop for police has increased every
year since 2007. In a 2011 report, the CMC found that between July 2006 and June 2010 the most
common penalty for evading police was a mere fine of $300. That is no deterrent for anybody. The CMC
also found that a period of licence disqualification was only imposed in approximately one in every five
cases. Through this bill, the creation of mandatory sentencing for evading police will impose a deterrent
to hoons everywhere.
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The LNP is taking a position of being tough on law and order, and that is demonstrated through
our proposed changes to Neighbourhood Watch and our stance on being tough on graffiti, which is a
blight on society. This government has provided a police helicopter to the Gold Coast and is in the
process of moving towards a second police helicopter to look after South-East Queensland. Therefore, I
was quite surprised to listen to the member for Bundamba during her contribution to this debate. I have
to say that this is the second time that members on this side of the House have endeavoured to move a
bill that would in fact penalise people who assault our police officers or, for that matter, any other
emergency workers. The member for Bundamba might remember that in 2010 the honourable member
for Southern Downs moved a private member’s bill named the Criminal Code (Serious Assaults on
Police and Particular Other Persons) Amendment Bill. I wonder if she remembers that, because at the
time according to Hansard—and I will go to the Hansard again—it appears as though the member for
Bundamba did not in fact speak on that bill. At that time she sat there quietly just like the other five then
members of the Labor Party. I will not speak for the two new members, but the then five existing
members sat there during debate on that bill and said absolutely nothing. They said nothing. When it
came to the vote, did they support the private member’s bill that might have led towards these officers
being protected in a better way? No, they voted against it!

Those opposite really should be ashamed of themselves for standing in this place and criticising
us on this side of the House for endeavouring to be tough on crime when you sat there not saying a
word. When you had the opportunity in 2010, you sat there and you did not do anything to support that
bill. You now come into this place and you are being hypocrites. You are being absolute hypocrites.

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would ask the member to address his comments through the chair and
not use the word ‘you’.

Mr HART: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I will move on and say that members on this side of
the House will be tough on crime. We will not step back from that. We will not apologise for it, and I
commend the bill to the House. 

Mrs CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (4.25 pm): I rise to speak to the Criminal Law Amendment
Bill 2012 and at the outset commend all of the police officers in my electorate, both male and female.
They do an amazing job, as I am sure they do in all of our electorates. There is a contingent of police at
the Gladstone station, at the Tannum Sands station, Calliope and Mount Larcom, with single-officer
stations at both Mount Larcom and Boyne Valley. With the growth in population in the region, the
amount of work that each of those officers is required to do has grown and the number of newcomers to
the region has grown exponentially too. So those police officers have a newly developing community
that they have to make adjustments for. I also recognise all other emergency services workers—the
ambulance and the fire officers and the volunteers like the rural fire brigades and St John Ambulance, all
of whom work at times in very difficult circumstances.

The Criminal Law Amendment Bill, as has been discussed by others, amends a number of other
pieces of legislation and deals with many issues. The non-parole period for murder is being increased
from 15 to 20 years. Sadly, the Gladstone electorate has had a cluster of murders recently which is
atypical for the Gladstone region. Sadly, most of those have been because of domestic violence, but in
one case a young woman was killed. It was particularly vicious and traumatic for the parents, as
members can well imagine. Although this legislation is not retrospective, they would be more than
pleased to know that the person who killed their daughter had to stay in prison for 20 years. This
particular person and his offence come under the previous legislation, but we have to think also for the
families of those victims in that they would be looking for a penalty that will not bring their son or
daughter, mother or father back but gives some respect and dignity and worth to the life that was so
wrongly taken. The bill also increases the non-parole period for multiple murders from 20 to 30 years.
Whilst there may be exceptional circumstances where the intention of the murderer is not to kill a
multiple number of people, where it is wilfully done that shows a personality and a person who is
particularly unwanted in our community. Again, in that case the increase in the non-parole period would
be welcomed by the community.

The next aspect of the bill that I want to address is the insertion of a new minimum non-parole
period of 25 years for the offence of murder of a police officer. In the past I have had great difficulty in
supporting mandatory sentencing, because I believe that in many instances there are mitigating
circumstances that should be taken into account by the court before sentencing is applied. On the first
reading of this bill, it does not allow for consideration of mitigation and I would seek a comment from the
minister as to whether there is any flexibility in this part of the bill to allow for a mitigating circumstance. I
will give one—and I am not in any way deriding the wonderful conduct of and the wonderful work police
do. In that extreme situation where a police officer has corruptly and willingly become involved in
criminal affairs and the criminal with whom he or she has developed a relationship is the murderer, how
will that circumstance be dealt with, because there is a contributing factor to that circumstance? I would
be interested in whether there is any flexibility in this minimum non-parole period. Usually, there is none
and I have grave concerns. Some years ago a bill was proposed for mandatory sentencing for the
assault of a police officer which I did not support simply because it did not allow for mitigating
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circumstances. It also did not allow for those circumstances where perhaps there has been some
provocation between the officer and the perpetrator over a period of time and there was a reasonable
suspicion or proof that the officer was provocative in the circumstance where the assault occurred. 

The crime of murder is a different kettle of fish altogether and a tragedy on any level, whether it is
the murder of an emergency services worker, an ambulance officer, a firefighter or a police officer. I think
a previous speaker hit the nail on the head when they said that the difference is a police officer does not
get a choice as to whether they respond to an incident. Even child safety officers, if they have any
concerns about the security of a situation where they have to remove a child from a circumstance where
there is a proven lack of safety, will take police officers with them and the police officers are the first
responders. So police are in a different category. As I said, I have problems with mandatory sentencing
because of that lack of flexibility or an inability to take into account any mitigating circumstances. I look
forward to the minister’s response. 

The final matter that I wish to speak to is the change to the Police Powers and Responsibilities
Act to include mandatory minimum penalties for the offence of evading police. Whilst it is fairly difficult to
understand a circumstance where that was done unknowingly, I would like the minister to clarify whether
the circumstance of evading police will be called up only where the person who is accused of evading
police clearly knew that the person was a police officer. We have officers in plain clothes and they are
often travelling in unmarked vehicles, although those unmarked vehicles usually have flashing lights to
identify them as police vehicles. I am particularly thinking of young women on their own who are
signalled to pull up by an unmarked vehicle, and perhaps an officer not in uniform. I believe there needs
to be some flexibility in considering that circumstance and that that young person, who may not have felt
safe, has the opportunity to travel to a safer environment and then pull up. I would seek the minister’s
clarification on that matter because, again, there does not appear to be any circumstance that allows for
that situation.

 On the other hand, on Saturday I was privileged to attend the Vietnam Veterans’ Remembrance
Day. I was walking to the memorial park. As my husband and I were just about to walk across Tank
Street, the lights turned green and a motorbike, with a pillion passenger, came through the intersection
at at least 80 kilometres an hour and was accelerating towards the roundabout and the park. A local
inspector stepped out and waved the rider down. I do not know whether the young person riding the
motorbike even saw the inspector of police. The inspector instantly got on the phone and organised for
a vehicle to go and intercept that motorbike rider. Certainly, the bike was not travelling safely and on this
day there were a lot of people congregating at the park. Where a person knowingly and wilfully evades
police in those very dangerous circumstances, I think that this bill will be a deterrent. As other speakers
have said, once or twice there has been a fine and a period of incarceration, the message will get
around and the law will be effective. 

I seek those two matters of clarification from the minister in relation to mandatory sentencing for
murder of a police officer and mandatory evading police in terms of failing to pull over when a police
officer indicates. I look forward to his reply. Otherwise, I support the bill. 

Hon. MF McARDLE (Caloundra—LNP) (Minister for Energy and Water Supply) (4.33 pm): I rise
to make a short contribution to the debate on the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012. I note that at the
first opportunity the Attorney-General introduced this bill into the House. It is a commitment by the LNP
government to ensure that Queenslanders live in a safe society and that those who pose a threat to
society, in particular police officers, serve a harsh and long term of imprisonment. 

I think the Attorney-General needs to be congratulated because, through this bill, he has caught
and understands the mood of our society. He is going to make the penalties in regard to these crimes fit
the understanding of our community and the expectations of our community. It is always a difficult task
to balance community expectations with what needs to be achieved to ensure that we have a society
that we are proud of. I believe that the Attorney-General has struck that balance very well. 

We can contrast that to the actions of past ALP governments in this state, which have been very
Left leaning. When my side of the House was in opposition, we introduced a number of bills that were
knocked back by that government with various excuses and various rationale. It has taken an LNP
government to understand that protecting police officers in particular, as contained within this bill, is a
very important component of what we as a society expect those officers to do. In particular, the non-
parole period of 25 years for murder where the victim is a police officer and 14 years for committing a
serious assault on police are very important components of penalties for what our society believes are
heinous offences.

Recently, I had the opportunity to go into the Queensland Police Roll of Honour, which contains
the names of officers who were either killed as a direct consequence of the actions of an offender or
offenders or who have died trying to save a life. There are 29 entries on the roll—the first in 1867 and
the last in 2011. Some of the entries on that roll are quite recent. Who can forget Damian Leeding, who
was shot on 1 June 2011; Brett Irwin, who was shot on 18 July 2007; Senior Sergeant Perry Irwin, who
was shot on 22 August 2003; Senior Constable Norman Watt, who was shot on 21 July 2000; and Plain
Clothes Constable Brett Handran, who was shot on 29 June 1989. I cannot vouch that all of these men
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were married, but I can tell members that the overwhelming majority of them would have been married
and may well have had young families—certainly a bride or indeed a partner. Most of these men died at
a very young age. Their children grew up without a father, if they had any. Their wives became widows
at a very early age. That itself highlights to me the necessity to acknowledge the fact that police officers
are called upon on a daily basis to go to horrific scenes and also scenes that may not be, as we think,
scary to begin with. For example, Constable Brett Irwin, who was shot dead on 18 July 2007, went to a
home to serve a Bail Act warrant. That is not what one would call a dangerous situation for a police
officer to be in in a normal circumstance. If I recall correctly, Constable Brett Irwin was shot through the
door. He went to the door and he was blasted to death by the person who was going to be served with
the warrant. I can also indicate that Senior Constable Norman Watt went to a domestic incident in
Rockhampton in July 2000 and he was fatally shot. Plain Clothes Constable Brett Handran was also
shot at a domestic disturbance. 

When I talked to police officers in days gone by they told me that the one thing they hated to
attend were domestic violence situations, because they were very volatile situations. They had little
control over what had gone on before they were there and, more importantly, they could never
guarantee the outcome. 

When we consider that 29 men have died in the line of duty, I think that alone is more than
sufficient to warrant the penalty increase as stipulated in the bill before the House. In addition, in regard
to serious assault, between 2007 and 2011 we had almost 13 assaults on police and in 2012 1,200
assaults were reported. What we are talking about here are men and women who go out into our streets
on a daily basis and have to deal with fools and idiots high on drugs or alcohol or a combination thereof
or are simply stupid by way of their upbringing or outlook on society. These men and women are spat
on, kicked, punched and clawed at when all they are trying to do is keep the peace in our society. Is
there any sense in this bill not being passed by the House? Of course it will be passed by the House
because it reflects what our society demands from our police officers—that is, that they put their lives on
the line in many different circumstances every day of the week. In doing so this House has an obligation
to ensure that these men and women are protected. 

This bill will not mean that we will not lose more police in the future. There is no question about
that. The scenes they go into are horrific and the outcomes are greatly unknown. Unless we take steps
to put in place a regime that ensures as best we can that they are protected, this House and our society
fails in a very important step. The bill before the House in my opinion reflects the LNP’s attitude to two
things: ensuring that our police are given the best protection we can possibly give them by putting in
place a regime that will deter as best as possible criminals and others from taking serious action to
impede police officers or actually taking their lives; and reflects community attitudes towards police for
what they do and the necessity to ensure that they are protected as best as possible. 

Hon. JM DEMPSEY (Bundaberg—LNP) (Minister for Police and Community Safety) (4.40 pm): It
is with great pleasure that I rise to support the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012. It is a bill that
supports Queensland’s finest, the Queensland Police Service, and reflects the thoughts of
Queenslanders. It is also a bill that puts in place long overdue measures to protect our police officers as
they go about their daily duties. 

I would firstly like to acknowledge and thank the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee
for its work in examining the bill. Being a police officer is a very rewarding career, but as we all know it
does come with inherent dangers. It is a job where every day is different, every situation is unexpected
and every phone call could place police officers in life-threatening situations. Despite the inherent risks
and dangers, it is also a job which can be tremendously satisfying, a job which allows you to see the
best parts of society and the best people within that society. But more often than not, officers are faced
with dealing on a regular basis with the worst that society has to offer. As I get around the state, from
Cairns down to the Gold Coast and in between, I try to impress on police officers the importance of
ensuring that when they leave their workplace they make sure they leave on a good note—the same as
when they leave their family—because you never know what will happen. Police officers do not step
headfirst into dangerous situations like armed robberies and domestic violence situations for personal
glory but to fulfil their oath of service to the people of Queensland. The people of Queensland are very
thankful for the job that their police do. That is why we on this side of the House believe we need to do
all we can to protect and support those who help make Queensland a safe place to live, visit and work. 

The Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012 is about protecting our police officers, those who put their
bodies and, on occasion, lives on the line for their communities. As minister I am committed to ensuring
the safety of all police officers. This bill is a step in that direction and towards meeting the community’s
expectations. By providing the tough and necessary penalties proposed in this bill, police officers can
have more confidence as they head out to serve our communities every day. This bill toughens up the
punishments for those who seriously assault or take the life of a police officer and those who evade
police. By doubling the maximum penalty for an assault on police from seven to 14 years, it provides a
real deterrent and ensures the public knows that there are severe consequences for assaulting a police
officer. This includes instances of assault where the offender bites, spits or applies bodily fluids to the
police officer, causes bodily harm or is, or pretends to be, armed. 
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These criminals have not been deterred by the soft penalties which were left in place by the
previous Labor government for far too long. These penalties have been in desperate need of
toughening up which is why the changes were among the first actions of the Newman government.
Quite simply, the maximum penalty available to the courts for assaults on police or the murder of a
police officer must reflect the gravity of offending and the criminality involved. As we have heard from
many members of the House, the rates of assaults on front-line officers is certainly too high. This is a
problem which has not sprung up overnight, but has been allowed to fester by the previous Labor
government. The people of Queensland deserve better for their police officers. 

This bill delivers the provisions for punishment the community expects from such crimes.
Between 2007 and 2011 approximately 250 police assaults were reported for every 1,000 officers
walking the beat. Already this year more than 1,200 assaults on police have been recorded in
Queensland. Officers and their families should not have to tolerate these appalling statistics. The
shocking rate of police assaults will not improve without real consequences for the offenders who
commit these heinous crimes. 

Last year in my own electorate of Bundaberg a police constable, unprovoked and without
warning, was kicked in the face as he bent down to help the offender’s father. We have seen many
images of this particular incident on our TV screens. The constable was knocked to the ground and
helped up by a witness to the attack. He was a junior officer and this will affect his many years of service
as far as how he will attend to jobs in the future. The officer lost three teeth and fractured a number of
others, leaving him facing hours of dental work. This dreadful act is just one example of offenders who
have a huge impact on the community and the people who serve that community. This legislation
provides real consequences for those who willingly assault police officers. The bill toughens up those
penalties in order to help provide a safer environment for the more than 10,600 officers who work to
protect our communities. 

The changes in this bill will give police officers and their families peace of mind as they step out
onto the beat each day. In his contribution the member for Burnett mentioned the number of officers
assaulted in his area. Police officers do not just do police work, they contribute to their communities in
many other ways, as do their families. They are certainly not there to be taken advantage of by criminals
or people who are being antisocial in their communities. Each morning officers must be able to say
goodbye to their families knowing they are safe as they go about their daily duties. It is with this in mind
that the Newman government designed the Criminal Law Amendment Bill to introduce a minimum
parole period of 25 years for those who take the life of a police officer. Queensland is not the first state to
introduce special provisions for those who have murdered a police officer. New South Wales and the
Northern Territory have already legislated for harsher penalties for those who take the life of a police
officer. Last year the Coomera police district experienced firsthand the devastating impact the death of a
police officer has on a community after Detective Senior Constable Damian Leeding was fatally injured
while responding to an armed robbery call. The heartbreak of Detective Senior Constable Leeding’s
death reverberated throughout the state with communities across Queensland coming forward offering
their support to the officer’s family, colleagues and community.

Taking the life of a police officer is a crime not only against the individual but also against the
community as a whole. The punishment for such a despicable act should reflect the impact the crime
has on a community. This bill means that offenders will feel the full force of the crime committed. It is
necessary to take this action now so that our judicial system can reflect community expectations if such
a tragedy occurs in the future. 

The Newman government is aiming not just to reduce assaults on police but also to target those
who evade police, reducing the need for dangerous pursuits. Previously, offenders who evaded police
have been given penalties that were far too lenient. Previously, fines as low as $300 were handed down
to offenders who had no regard to the fact that their actions of evading police endangered not only the
police officers but also the community. The Newman government will not tolerate a slap-on-the-wrist
approach to those type of offences. Such inadequate approaches have been going on for far too long. 

Under the amendment, drivers who evade police will be given a mandatory $5,000 fine and a
licence disqualification for two years. This will replace the current punishment, which has seen offenders
who evaded police walk away with a fine equivalent to that of a minor traffic infringement. It is not minor
to evade police, it is not minor to risk your own life and, certainly, it is not minor to risk the lives of police
officers and members of the public. The Newman government is ensuring that the amendment to the
penalties for evading police are not minor. A mandatory fine and the loss of a driver’s licence will send a
clear message to offenders that their actions will not be tolerated. 

For far too long, Queenslanders have been waiting for some real measures to help protect those
who protect them. The bill delivers what the public, serving officers and their families expect and the
Newman government will continue to legislate to protect our front-line police officers and the community
that they serve. I commend the bill to the House and especially thank the Attorney-General and his staff
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for the hard work that they have done to complete the bill before the House in such a timely manner.
Certainly they go far beyond what is expected of normal people in those positions. We thank them all for
that. 

Mr GULLEY (Murrumba—LNP) (4.50 pm): I am pleased to speak in support of the Criminal Law
Amendment Bill 2012. Through amendments to the Criminal Code and the Corrective Services Act
2006, this bill rightly renews the balance in terms of life sentences for murder. We live in an age where
people who have committed crimes need to face the consequences of their actions. Our society
rightfully acknowledges mistakes and has a level of compassion in sentencing. Unfortunately, it seems
that the last government took compassion in sentencing to such an extent that criminals no longer had
any fear of the consequences of their actions. Today, the balance is being partially redressed. 

I support the amendments to increase the non-parole period for the murder of a police officer from
15 years to 20 years imprisonment and the application of a new 30-year non-parole period for multiple
murders. I believe those changes are in line with community expectations. We must remember that
police have no choice but to put their lives on the line. All we can do is respect police and, as law
makers, try to acknowledge the risks that they take on our behalf and on behalf of our constituents. I
commend the Attorney-General’s bill, which is a tougher approach to the handling of life sentences for
murder. 

I support the Attorney-General’s proposed changes to section 340 of the Criminal Code, which
provides the offence for serious assault. I commend the increase in the maximum penalty for the serious
assault of a police officer to 14 years imprisonment. For many criminals—or, in laymen’s terms, grubs—
14 years is not enough. Unfortunately, some grubs have no respect for the law, no respect for society,
no respect for police and, sadly, in some cases no respect for themselves. Fourteen years is not a long
enough period for society to be protected from such people, but we will be given that reprieve from their
violent intent. 

Today I have the privilege of speaking in support of the amendment to section 754 of the Police
Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000. I congratulate the Attorney-General for introducing legislation
that addresses the issue of failing to stop a vehicle when given an instruction to do so by a police officer.
Grubs who evade the police are just that: grubs. In many cases, they do not respect society and, again,
they do not respect themselves. Our society functions well when we respect the law and properly
respect the instructions of community leaders, including police officers. Most people in the community
understand that and do not need laws to follow police instructions. Sadly, there are some for whom laws
are needed to enforce something that the remainder of the community expects. 

I congratulate the minister for introducing this bill. Clearly, unlike members from the other side of
the House, he has listened to community sentiment. Labor is soft on crime. In May, a couple of my
neighbouring members of parliament and I had the privilege of attending the Dickson police forum. One
of the things that I took away from that forum was that federal Labor, during its first term, reduced the
funding to Customs. Previously, 90 per cent of imports to Australia were scanned; now, sadly, less than
50 per cent of imports are scanned and there is a rapid increase in the number of illegal firearms in this
country. As a result, in major Australian cities we are seeing a rise in statistics for violent crime and
violent deaths. 

Yet again, the ideologists of the Left do not get it. As much as we would all love to live in a utopia,
there will always be grubs and only conservative governments side with society rather than opening the
doors for grubs to import weapons. Unfortunately, most murdered police are killed by illegally imported
firearms. Our police and, importantly, their families rightfully need the support of the law and society as
they apply the law on our behalf. Any evasion of police, murder of police or serious assault committed
on a police officer is an attack on society. It is an attack on those who serve to protect society. Those
who choose to attack society are choosing to deny themselves the opportunity to live in society,
because they are committed criminals. 

From the speech given by the member for Bundamba, I note that most people in society would be
amazed at her lack of respect for this House. I raise this issue because she was happy to attack the
member for Stretton when that member was not here. I believe that the member for Bundamba does not
respect this House. I note that I make this comment during the presence of the member for Bundamba. 

I must admit to not knowing a police officer who lost his life in the service of society, but I know
many police officers—and I call many of them friends—who have been assaulted and targeted for
verbal and physical abuse while acting on our behalf. I also know their kids have suffered verbal and
physical abuse. In this House I will take any opportunity to support the men and women who serve
society. I bring to the attention of the House the fact that I am wearing this tie out of respect for DSC
Damian Leeding, who just over a year ago lost his life in the service and protection of Queenslanders. 

A couple of minutes ago I had the privilege of listening to speeches made by the member for
Greenslopes, Ian Kaye, and the Minister for Police, Jack Dempsey, both of whom were career
policemen. I acknowledge the work that they and their peers have done and are doing for society. I
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believe that having a couple of former policemen in this House brings a depth of knowledge, character
and insight that can be only good for the House. I am proud to work here with the members for
Greenslopes, Bundaberg and Yeerongpilly. I commend the bill to the House. 

Mr DOWLING (Redlands—LNP) (4.58 pm): This afternoon I am pleased to rise and give a brief
contribution on the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012. This bill amends the Corrective Services Act
2006, the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992 and the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000. This
is actually another tick in the box, as it were, for an LNP government that is delivering on an election
commitment. We promised to get tough on sentencing in line with community expectations—nothing
more, nothing less. It is a contract we entered into with the people of Queensland. We recognise crime
as an issue, as they do, and we are going to address that. It reflects absolutely perfectly the sentiment of
our community, our constituency.

This bill touches on a number of issues, and members have given constructive and positive
contributions in the debate about the sentencing. The minimum non-parole period for multiple murders
will increase from 20 years to 30 years, while the minimum non-parole period for murder of a police
officer will increase to 25 years. Sadly, there are too many examples of police officers who have
perished in the line of duty at the hands of some mongrel, some scumbag.

It is essential that our law enforcement officers know that we respect the role they play, that we
understand the dangers they face and that we will be there to back them with firm sentencing. This is a
double-edged sword, as it ensures that a heavy price is paid by anyone who deliberately kills one of our
officers and it acts as a deterrent. While criminals are not notoriously known to be Rhodes scholars—
they are not the sharpest tools on the shelf ordinarily—they are not completely stupid either and they
understand that if there is a minimum mandatory sentence in place they will serve that time. This
government will see to it through this legislation. So this bill is a deterrent in order to try to further protect
our officers. We protect them with training, we protect them with skills and we protect them with
weapons, armour, shields and as many of those devices as we can; this is another plank in that
defensive weaponry. This is another part of their shield.

This legislation will also protect police officers by increasing the maximum term for serious
assaults on officers from seven years to 14 years. Can I say that this is long overdue. We put forward a
similar piece of legislation from the opposition benches in the last parliament, yet the Labor government
saw fit to ignore it. They did not support it and they continued their strategy of being soft on crime, with
the touchy-feely nonsense that they go on with. Our community wants us to be tough on crime. I want to
quote the Hon. Jarrod Bleijie, the Attorney-General and Minister for Justice, who said—
The bill delivers on this government’s commitment to provide strengthened protection to police officers acting in the performance
of their duties, in particular our pledge to deal specifically with the murder of a police officer. 

Police officers are part of the integral fabric of our community. They are not only out there doing
their duty as officers; they are our neighbours, they are on the school P&Cs, they are volunteers and
they give of their time—and this in spite of the workload that they face. They go out to try to catch
murderers, they find bodies, they walk into domestic situations where families are being torn apart for
whatever reason. These are all incredibly unpleasant things. They are deliverers of messages about
fatalities where loved ones have been killed in traffic accidents, they attend parties where they are
abused, they rescue people. They are truly unsung heroes in our society, and it is important that we
protect them.

This bill is about being tough on crime. We need to remember that, when things are getting ugly
and we are all running for cover, that is when the police are running in. When we are in trouble and at
our lowest and in awkward situations, we turn to the police to help us and it is important that they are
there to do that. Also, imagine what anyone who deliberately attacks a police officer—knowing the role
the police play and the respect and importance they have in our community—would do to you and I.
They would not think twice about harming us or our families. That is why it is important that we protect
the police. This is about being tough on crime. We only need to look to the police motto—to protect and
serve. It is high time we protected them a little by whatever means possible.

Can anyone here demonstrate a workplace where it is okay for someone in the course of their
duty to be sworn at, bitten, spat at, punched, shot at or stabbed? There is no other workplace where we
would allow that to happen, yet somehow that is quite normal for police in their work. The police are a
special breed. They are a good bunch of guys and gals, and they understand that occasionally there are
emotions and a bit of big elbows and a bit of biffo and they take that as part of their job. They are trained
to cope with that and manage that, but in terms of these other offences with bodily fluids there are health
issues that are too horrible to even think about. They need to worry about hepatitis and diseases like
AIDS because of the biting, the spitting and the bodily fluids.

These men and women have to confront completely unacceptable behaviours—daily in some
cases—where offenders are armed or pretending to be armed, or where offenders try to evade capture.
Again, this clearly demonstrates that we have been soft on traffic offenders who try to bypass RBTs and
we have been soft on hoons who deliberately drive on the wrong side of the road in order to evade
capture, knowing full well that the pursuit will be called off. This is all unacceptable in our society. We
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need to empower the police and we need to send the message to the community that those
opportunities no longer exist and those opportunities will not be tolerated. We do not agree with that in
any way, shape or form.

It is hard to fathom a society where we have removed the cane from schools and we are not
allowed to chastise our children with a smack anymore for fear of some form of retribution or some talk
of childhood abuse—not that I am condoning either activity—yet we are quite happy to let police walk
into a situation and have seven shades knocked out of them. They are allowed to be beaten up,
bludgeoned, stabbed, shot at, bitten and spat at. It is a bizarre contrast.

Mr Krause: No society without order.
Mr DOWLING: I take the interjection from the member for Beaudesert. We allow criminals to get

away literally with murder. It is not acceptable and it will not happen anymore in Queensland. I am
absolutely pleased to be able to speak on this legislation and I thank the Attorney-General for bringing it
into the House. I was also pleased to hear a number of our former police officers give their contributions
on this legislation. I can assure the House that I have not spoken to one officer who does not support
this 100 per cent and does not agree with it 1,000 per cent. They are looking forward to its
implementation to help protect them in their life so that, like us, they can go home at the end of every
shift intact having served their community well and diligently and having upheld the good order of our
society and our community. I commend the bill to the House. 

Mr MANDER (Everton—LNP) (5.08 pm): I rise to speak today on the Criminal Law Amendment
Bill 2012. It has been great to listen to a lot of my colleagues who have spoken to this bill, and they have
covered it extremely well. Today I want to limit my comments to two aspects of this amendment bill,
specifically the sections of the bill that refer to the murder or the assault of a police officer and the one
that is relevant to evading police. 

Many people in my electorate of Everton lament the fact that in our society today there seems to
be a breaking down of respect for some of those institutions and traditions that have served us so well in
society. There seems to be an erosion of some of these traditions and ways that for years have been
held in high regard and respect by all members of society. Some schoolchildren on buses often do not
seem to respect their elders, although the majority do. Occasionally, I hear reports of schoolchildren not
showing respect to their elders. Schoolteachers, who put in hours and hours of hard work to teach our
children and who sacrifice their own time, are given a hard time by parents in an unreasonable way
because they do not respect the role that our teachers play in schools. Paramedics and nurses who,
again, sacrificially give, serving the public, are assaulted by people while they are doing their job. Of
course, one of the reasons for this amendment bill is that police are assaulted simply for doing their job
of protecting law-abiding citizens. 

Those who protect us deserve protection themselves. We as a government have a responsibility
to ensure our police officers are protected from harm. I am proud to be part of a government that will
bring in laws to make sure that these people are protected. No-one going about their day-to-day job
deserves to be assaulted. This is especially the case for those who have been given the authority to
keep law and order in our state. Our police deserve better and, quite frankly, the families of our police
deserve better as well. I cannot imagine what it would be like for a husband or a wife to kiss their spouse
in the morning as they go off to work and wonder whether they are going to return home again that night
safely. We must send a message to all Queenslanders that police officers should never, ever be touched
in the course of performing their duty. 

I want to speak briefly about a parallel context with which I have had a lot of experience. I do not
want to treat this light-heartedly. As most of you would be aware, I have been involved in the game of
rugby league for many years. This is a tough game played by tough people. Sometimes tempers flare
and sometimes referees get abused for some unknown reason. There is one thing that is sacrilegious in
rugby league circles and that is that no matter how upset you are—even if the referee makes a decision
you may not agree with and even if that decision is wrong—you never, ever touch the referee. 

Mr Krause interjected. 
Mr MANDER: I will take that interjection. Mark Geyer did do that. The penalty for touching a

referee is instant dismissal and a long suspension. 
Mr Cripps: ‘Blocker’ Roach.
Mr MANDER: I will take that interjection as well. ‘Blocker’ Roach patted Eddie Ward on the head.

He was instantly dismissed and served a long suspension. 
This same principle should apply in the treatment of our police officers. These brave men and

women put their lives on the line every day of their lives to protect us from law breakers. They are put
under enormous stress and pressure as are their families, as I have previously mentioned, and they
deal with some very nasty people. The least we can do as a government is send a very clear message
to criminals, and that message is this: if you assault a policeman or woman, if you subject them to
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degrading and dangerous actions, the full weight of the law will fall down from on high. That message
needs to be loud and clear. It is unacceptable to hurt a police officer as they go about their business of
protecting the public. Those in authority deserve our full respect and our full protection. 

Recently, I had the privilege of representing the Premier at some bravery awards at Government
House. It is an incredibly inspiring experience to hear about the acts of bravery of not only members of
the public but also those in emergency services and in the armed services. I heard some really inspiring
stories of bravery. Of course, as usual, every time these awards are handed out, our police officers are
included because they are constantly putting themselves in the line of fire and being incredibly brave in
their duties. They are appropriately rewarded with these types of awards for doing so from time to time.
Imagine my amazement to speak afterwards to some of these police officers who received bravery
awards. In one particular case they told me that they went out into the Brisbane River. They had to strip
down in order to rescue a person. As they were rescuing the person he started bashing them, spitting on
them, assaulting them. After they had rescued him from the dangerous situation that he was in and they
had reached the shore, he started doing the same thing again. I am hearing from other people—some of
my colleagues who were former police officers—that this is a regular experience and this is totally
unacceptable. I am appalled when I hear about these transgressors who bite, scratch, spit and even
splash blood on our police officers as they try to do their job. This needs to stop. One of the ways that
we can discourage that sort of behaviour is to significantly increase the penalty for such a crime. 

I commend this bill, which seeks to create a specific non-parole period of 25 years when the
victim of a murder is a police officer acting in the exercise of their duties and which also seeks to extend
the maximum penalty for the offence of serious assault of a police officer from seven years to 14 years
imprisonment. 

Let me go to the other issue of this bill about which I want to speak, and that is those who evade
police. The debate on whether police should take up pursuit when someone fails to respond to a police
direction and attempts to evade them continues. There are very good arguments on both sides of this
debate. Do they chase or do they not chase? If they chase, the criminals can act in a dangerous way
which then endangers the public. Of course that is something that is of great concern. If the police do
not chase them and the criminals know they will not, that may encourage them to commit crime. It is a
very vexed question and something that will continue to be debated for some time yet. At the moment
the side of the argument that is the law is that the police will not pursue those who are causing a
dangerous situation for the public. If that is the case, we have to make sure there is a deterrent so that
people will not do that. So a mandatory penalty of $5,000 and a two-year licence disqualification for
evading police is the type of sentence that we require. We need to send a message to people that they
are not to disobey a police direction, they are not to put their lives and the lives of the police and
members of the public in danger when they evade police. So we need a very strong penalty, and I
believe that this penalty is appropriate. 

I commend the Attorney-General on these amendments. I also pay tribute to those members of
the House who are former police officers: the member for Yeerongpilly, the member for Greenslopes
and the Minister for Police, the member for Bundaberg. I say thank you for the contribution that you
have made in serving your community through the Police Service. We want to thank you for being in the
House and thank you for the contribution that you will make as we make laws to protect people such as
yourselves and your colleagues. The respect that we have for those people is immeasurable. 

This bill is a further sign that we are determined to get tough on criminals. They need to hear that
message that police officers should never be touched in the course of performing their duties and that, if
people evade police, they will receive the full force of the law. I commend the bill to the House. 

Mr JUDGE (Yeerongpilly—LNP) (5.18 pm): I rise to contribute to the debate on the Criminal Law
Amendment Bill 2012. The primary objectives of the bill are to amend the Criminal Code Act 1899 to
increase the non-parole period for multiple murders from 20 years to 30 years imprisonment; to insert a
new minimum parole period of 25 years imprisonment for the offence of murder where the victim was a
police officer and the offender did the act or made an omission that caused the police officer’s death;
and to increase the maximum penalty for the offence of serious assault of a police officer from seven to
14 years imprisonment on the basis of assault. 

In addition, the bill seeks to amend the Corrective Services Act 2006 to increase the non-parole
period for murder from 15 years to 20 years; amend the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992 to abolish
the Queensland Sentencing Advisory Council; and amend the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act
2000 to introduce the mandatory minimum sentence of a fine of $5,000 and a two-year licence
disqualification for the offence of evading police under section 754 of the Police Powers and
Responsibilities Act. 

I believe that it is important to put a human face on the types of crimes we are seeking to target
here today. Regarding the increase in the non-parole period for multiple murders from 20 to 30 years, I
remind the House of notorious serial murderer Leonard Fraser, who confessed to four murders. The
remains of some of his victims were concealed in the area of Rockhampton. At his subsequent murder
trial, there was a sensation when one of the alleged victims, a 14-year-old schoolgirl named Natasha
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Ryan, was found alive and well in the middle of proceedings. I had the bizarre experience of finding
Natasha Ryan in hiding in Rockhampton. I can assure you that her family was absolutely relieved to
discover her survival. Having said that, three other victims were ultimately found to have been murdered
by this one person, Leonard Fraser. They can never be replaced. Leonard Fraser had an impact on the
wider community of Rockhampton by undermining the fundamental feeling of safety. That fear prevailed
for a number of years, for example when young children were invited to go to the picture theatre at
Rockhampton from which Natasha Ryan was reported to have been abducted. These types of crimes
have a serious impact on our wider community. Leonard Fraser was a serial murderer, and such
offenders should be detained for extended periods of time for a multitude of reasons, with community
safety being the paramount reason for extended detention. 

The bill also seeks to insert a new minimum non-parole period of 25 years for the offence of
murder where the victim was a police officer and the offender did the act or made the omission that
caused the police officer’s death: when the person knew or ought reasonably to have known that the
victim was a police officer; or because the victim was a police officer; or because of, or in retaliation for,
the actions undertaken by the victim or any other police officer in the performance of their duties. 

Offences of this nature should not be forgotten or forgiven, because our police bravely risk their
lives to protect our communities and the free and easy way of life in our society. Sadly, such offences
are not uncommon. We should pay respect and honour to all police who have lost their lives—people
like Detective Senior Constable Damian Leeding, most recently, who was fatally shot on 29 May 2011.
Just to give a few other examples, on 19 July 2007 Constable Brett Irwin, 33 years, was shot whilst
executing an arrest warrant for a breach of bail at Keperra in Brisbane’s north-west; Senior Sergeant
Perry Irwin, 42 years, was shot whilst investigating reports of gunfire in bushland at Caboolture; and on
21 July 2000 Senior Constable Norm Watt, 33 years, was shot whilst investigating reports of gunfire in
bushland outside Rockhampton. I knew a number of these people. They had partners and families. Just
like we in this chamber do, they had hopes of leading lives with family, raising children and growing old.
Their lives were stolen from them by offenders who were willing to kill police in the line of duty, in
protecting our community. That should not be forgotten. 

As the last line of defence in our community, police deserve the utmost respect. Thirty years
imprisonment for the shooting of a police officer is more than justified in light of the nature of the crimes
committed. The lives of police officers are no less important than the life of the next person, but it is a
fundamental breach of community protection and therefore should be considered as the most serious
form of offending against our community. 

When I was a 16-year-old boy living in Rockhampton I recall a man by the name of Constable
Michael Low, who in February 1984 was shot attending a domestic violence dispute at North
Rockhampton, not far from my home. Years later, in 2008 I worked with a person who was involved in
that investigation. These crimes do not leave the minds of the police officers who are tasked with
protecting our communities. They really are an offence against the fundamental protection and safety of
our community and are, in my opinion, deserving of 30 years imprisonment. 

Sadly, there are many more fine men and women who have paid the ultimate price to ensure that
our families are able to enjoy a relatively safe community life. It should not be forgotten that police are
the last line of defence in our community. Although it is true that no-one’s life is more valuable than that
of another, it is the willingness of offenders to kill police and threaten the safety of our wider community
that warrants the greater punishment for the outrageous crime they commit. The penalty increases for
the murder of a police officer and the serious assault of police reflect the important role performed by
police in maintaining civil authority and the dangers faced by them in the discharge of their civic duties in
everyday life. 

The bill also seeks to increase the maximum penalty for the offence of serious assault of police
from seven years to 14 years imprisonment. This applies to an action causing bodily harm; spitting on,
biting or the application of bodily fluid or faeces to a police officer—these are quite revolting offences;
and being or pretending to be armed with a dangerous or offensive weapon or instrument. 

I ask members to think of Fortitude Valley on a Friday night and consider what police have to
contend with. Having experienced that myself, I can assure members that it is not a simple task to work
in the Valley on a Friday night from 10 pm to 6 am. The police are challenged by many situations. Quite
often there is a shortage of police to deal with the dangers they are confronted with. 

The bill seeks to amend the Corrective Services Act 2006 to increase the non-parole period for
murder from 15 to 20 years. The offence of murder is the most heinous of all criminal offences. The
increased non-parole period will ensure that the punishment for murder fits the severity of the crime and
will promote community safety and protection from these serious offenders. The offence of murder has a
profound impact on our society. The loved ones taken can never be replaced. Families never recover
from such a crime. The victim’s birthday and, sadly, the anniversary of their death are never forgotten.
They are etched in the minds of the family and friends for the duration of their lives. It is a crime that is
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unforgivable and the punishment must fit the seriousness of the crime. On each and every birthday and
at each and every social event where the victim should have been if not for the fact that their lives were
sadly ended at an early stage, the family and friends of those victims would never be able to forget what
could have been.

Regarding the proposed amendments to the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992 to abolish
Queensland’s Sentencing Advisory Council, that is well and truly explained in the explanatory notes.
The bill includes amendments to repeal part 12 of the Penalties and Sentences Act to dissolve the
Sentencing Advisory Council. The council is an independent statutory body which was established in
December 2010 by the previous government which had six statutory functions—namely, to provide its
views on the giving or review of guideline judgements prepared by the Court of Appeal; if requested, to
provide advice to the Attorney-General on sentencing matters; to provide information to the community
to enhance knowledge and understanding of matters relating to sentencing— 

Debate, on motion of Mr Judge, adjourned.

MOTION

Queensland Rail
Mr KATTER (Mount Isa—KAP) (5.29 pm): I move—

That this House acknowledges the community opposition to the privatisation of rail assets and commits to retaining ownership of
Queensland Rail. 

This evening I rise to speak against the deceptive promise of privatisation that provides a false
expectation of growth and prosperity in this state. It is not the answer. This ideology promises efficiency
through competition but deceitfully disappoints the people and industry that depend on critical
infrastructure such as our rail service. This is an issue that the last government was so strongly
chastised for but again it appears to be rearing its ugly head. The debate on asset sales—in this case,
we are talking of rail assets—has been politicised. We are led to believe that asset sales are the only
option available after the legacy of the Labor government, but this is a limited argument. The argument
should be whether or not this will provide a good long-term outcome for Queenslanders, and I sincerely
believe that it will.

In order for this state to prosper, the government needs to ensure that growth occurs particularly
where it is being resisted from industry and restricts industry growth. The hurdle rates for investment in
rail infrastructure are often too low for private industry to accept and therefore development will only
occur in some development areas where the government shows leadership. Our state government used
to build rail lines and power stations prior to the industry being established, and Queensland enjoyed the
benefits for many years afterwards. Such was the case with the coal industry in Queensland. We have
now swung to the other end of the spectrum where industry is now required to build any infrastructure
development that is required. This scenario can only ever be undertaken or offset by governments with
vision willing to take a punt on industry.

1 July 2010 was the day the Labor government sold QR National, cutting and running on a
generations-old asset. No different from any family antique preciously passed down from generation to
generation, the government sold a company that did not belong to it, nor does it belong to any of us. It
belongs to the people of Queensland. Previous Queenslanders laid those rail tracks with nothing but
determination and the sweat off their faces, working in the hopes for a modern future and providing
prosperity for the future. We are all stewards entrusted to preserve this proud industry for the utilisation
of future generations. 1 July was the day the government unjustly abandoned this proud industry and,
as such, lost the trust of the people of Queensland. The people reaffirmed their angst against
privatisation and voted the government out.

I can only hope that the current government has learnt from this lesson and saw that the election
result was in part the public’s disapproval of the sale of our rail assets in QR National. The people of
Queensland will not tolerate the sale of these assets and my colleagues and I and our party understand
the importance of this. We will constantly and consistently be opposed to the sale of state infrastructure
and assets. I encourage the current government not to turn its back on this, and selling state assets is
paramount to turning its back on the people of this great state. I ask the government to understand and
be aware of the direct and indirect ramifications on industry in Queensland and the resulting loss of jobs
that could arise from this. As seen in my electorate, the job losses over the years have been constant
and strong and have not led to good outcomes in industries that rely on this network.

This is about the role that a rail industry plays in a broad industry context. The rail system is
utilised in my area for transport of bulk minerals, mining supplies, cattle and personal travel. Many
enterprises critically rely on this service and in part it supports industries that keep our economy
diversified and therefore more robust. Privatisation of the network means that some services will be
removed that are part of the complex network of industry and community infrastructure that can never
be reasonably expected under the control of a commercial entity. An adverse outcome that has
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eventuated from part privatisation of the rail network in my patch of the world is that one of the
commercial operators introduced driver sleeper cabins. This is not seen as a good industry practice and
has meant that many of the drivers and this private operator no longer have to be positioned in the
western towns but based in Townsville. That does not lead to good outcomes and can only mean that in
the long run there will be massive walkouts from people in these towns once driver sleeper cabins are
allowed in QR National trains. We could see a mass exodus from some of our rural towns and I do not
think people would cope with that, because that would mean a future where some of these small towns
would be smashed. We need people living out there to service so many other industries. That is one
adverse outcome that can come from these commercial initiatives that do not provide for a sustainable
industry.

Another issue that has adversely affected the region as a whole is that some private operators
have been locating their workshops or industries in the regional towns and they have relied in part on
councils to support them if they have breakdowns and so on. Quite rightly, some of these councils have
not supported them, because if they wanted that support they should base themselves in the regional
areas and not rely on councils and ratepayers to fund them and support them. Once Queensland Rail
changes its focus from providing a valuable artery between our precious resources and the markets it
will become profit focused and many peripheral benefits will fall by the wayside. Many of these benefits
all play a role in the long-term sustainability of the asset.

I believe that investment in the rail line appears to have diminished, particularly in my area, and
this would only be exacerbated by further privatisation of the network in that private operators will not
justify further investment. We have come through an enormous resources boom in the north-west
minerals province, a highly enriched area which has made a lot of money out of the resources. We can
only say that the capacity of these lines has diminished. I spoke personally to a couple of drivers who
have been involved in the industry for some 30 or 40 years and they have seen the trains slow down.
The trains used to travel to the coast at 80 kilometres an hour, but for significant parts of that journey
they are now going at 40 kilometres an hour. I would not expect to find anyone in this House who thinks
that that is an acceptable outcome—that is, after so many years of prosperity there has been a decline
in the ability to get our resources to the coast. One would have expected that to increase or at least be
maintained.

There have been examples where this endeavour has failed. In Tasmania and New Zealand the
governments have had to buy back their rail lines because it has proven to be a folly going down that
road and is further evidence why we should not be going down that road. Another point I want to make
is that there is a lot of contraction in the economy outside mining at the moment and Queenslanders are
looking for that positive message. Investment in our rail system sends that positive message and
provides the stimulus that we are after. I do not expect that to come. We have been waiting for that for
years, particularly in the north-west, and it is not coming through private industry. Again, we rely on
government to retain that interest and provide that leadership.

I urge the government to send a very clear and concise message to the people of Queensland
that there will be no more ill-conceived attempts to privatise state assets such as our Queensland Rail
assets. 

Hon. TJ NICHOLLS (Clayfield—LNP) (Treasurer and Minister for Trade) (5.39 pm): I move the
following amendment—
That all words after ‘House’ be deleted and the following words inserted—
‘notes:
• the LNP government has inherited state debt of $65 billion and heading to $100 billion as identified in the independent

Commission of Audit report, if no policy changes were made;
• that the former Labor government sold assets without a mandate and failed to reduce debt;
• the LNP government has committed to no asset sales without a mandate and that the LNP was the only party to oppose

Labor’s forced privatisation; and
• that the Labor Party and Katter’s Australian Party have no positive plans for Queensland to fix Queensland’s finances.’

In moving this amendment, I also reflect on the motion moved by the member for Mount Isa. I
know that the member for Mount Isa is relatively new to this place, but it is somewhat difficult to frame a
response to the motion moved by the member for Mount Isa when it is not abundantly clear what he is
talking about. After listening to the member’s contribution to this debate for the past eight minutes of the
10 minutes that he was allotted, I have no greater understanding. Is the member talking about the
retention of the shares that the state of Queensland owns in QR National or is he talking about the sale
of QR Ltd? What is it that he means? It would help us all to have a sensible debate if the member for
Mount Isa was actually able to frame his argument in some way that made sense to an existing entity in
the state of Queensland, either at law or in some other way, shape or form. That has not happened. 

I am assuming—and it is a big assumption and I take some care in making that assumption with
the member for Mount Isa and his cohort, the member for Dalrymple—that they are talking about
Queensland Rail Ltd, that is, the remaining asset that is owned by the people of Queensland and
administered by the Minister for Transport and Main Roads and me as shareholding ministers. I am
assuming that that is what he is talking about. 
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Mr Knuth interjected.
Mr NICHOLLS: In fact, I hear the member for Dalrymple saying, ‘That’s what the motion says.’

That is not what the motion says. The motion says ‘Queensland Rail’. It does not say ‘Queensland Rail
Ltd’, it does not say ‘QR National’; it does not say what it is. If the member had some sense of what he
was talking about, we would be able to respond.

Let us turn to the nub of the matter. The reality is that the LNP government has inherited
$65 billion of debt. That is the position as at 30 June 2012. Even the member for Mulgrave has to admit
that that is the number. I think we have him over the line so far. It has been a little difficult—it has taken
only four or five months—but I think we have him there. That debt would be heading to $100 billion if
there had been no policy changes, which is what we have constantly said. If the member does not
believe that, he is a denier, but I think we are going to get there. We have the Commission of Audit, we
have Moody’s, we have Doug McTaggart. I think we might get him there. I am hopeful, but I would not be
putting the house on it. 

Mr Newman: Give him time.
Mr NICHOLLS: I am giving him time. We are going through an education process. It is taking a

long while. 
In terms of that debt number and the deficit and the devastation of the loss of the AAA credit

rating, not only is it the incoming Treasury brief, not only is it the independent Commission of Audit, not
only is it Moody’s Investors Service, but it is that impeccable source of financial wisdom and advice, the
former member for Greenslopes, Cameron Dick, who also said, ‘I think we got it wrong. We didn’t realise
the Queensland electorate’s attachment to the AAA credit rating and we didn’t realise what the debt and
deficit would mean.’ So not only is it the three independent sources, there is also even someone from
their own side. Maybe—just maybe—the seven remaining members of the Labor Party will finally accept
that they got it wrong the last time. 

Mr Newman: He’s coming back. He’s making Desley swap. 
Mr NICHOLLS: That is right; he is coming back. The plot was to come back and take over South

Brisbane. He has moved on to Woodridge now.
If we do not do anything about it, the debt gets larger and larger. The member for Mount Isa walks

in here without a knowledge of the history of this place. Seventy-three days after being re-elected in
2009, it was the Labor Party that stood up and offered for sale the five assets of the people of
Queensland and the one party that opposed them was the LNP. The one party that took the government
to 5 am in the morning, when the government truncated debate, was the LNP. The two people who led
that debate were the Deputy Premier and me as the shadow Treasurer. We fought it the whole way. The
people of Queensland relied on us to fight it and we did. We went to the people of Queensland at the
last election saying, ‘No asset sales without a mandate.’ I say to the member for Mount Isa that that
remains our position. 

Mrs CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (5.44 pm): I rise to second the motion circulated by the
member for Mount Isa. I think it is important to be clear that, in the first instance, this motion is to oppose
the privatisation of Queensland Rail Ltd—those assets that are still in full ownership of the people of
Queensland. If the government is giving an assurance that the government’s share—and by
‘government’s share’ I mean the people’s share—of QR National will be retained, I believe the people of
Queensland will be very, very pleased. 

Currently in the community of Queensland there is a great deal of uncertainty about this new
government. People are uncertain about employment security and they are uncertain about funding for
various programs, some of which have been in existence for many years. Tonight, there is an
opportunity to give the people of Queensland the reassurance that this government is listening. 

The sale of Queensland Rail was done deceptively by the previous government. The Premier at
the time went to the people of Queensland with an election and the closest acknowledgement that she
gave that something was going to happen was to say that it was going to be a tough budget. Despite
what the Premier tried to say after the election—that is, that Queenslanders knew that everything was
up for sale or up for consideration—the people of Queensland did not know that. Within months of the
re-election of the ALP government, Queensland Rail had been divided up and coal and rail freight was
privatised. Not only that—and to this day I do not believe the community of Queensland is clear on what
was actually put up—it was more than just the coal and rail freight; land and buildings were rolled into
that sale package. The first anyone in my electorate knew about it—and I am sure it was the same in
other electorates and I have raised this matter in this chamber before—was when the CWA and the
music society and the Queensland Railway Institute Social Club got letters from QR National to say,
‘Your land is excess to need—just know that we are thinking about selling it.’ In my electorate, that is
when all hell broke loose. I know that the current minister is still trying to get to the bottom of the
finalisation of handing back that land to the people of Queensland and subsequently to those tenants
who have been leasing that property, in the case of the CWA, for 80 years and the music society, for
many years. 
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To this day we do not know what else was packaged up. When it became apparent that the land
that the CWA hall was on was included in the sale, I asked the then minister for transport what else was
included in the sale. The minister at the time either could not or would not clarify what else was included.
There were a few blocks of land that specifically had Queensland Rail assets on them that were
retained. As far as I know, anything else was bundled up. The QR National representatives were not
always particularly easy to deal with. They certainly would not win any personality awards. In terms of
negotiating this very sensitive and emotional issue with people in the community who had been in a
leasing arrangement with the government for decades and decades, the only sense that we got was
from my local representative, who has since resigned. That whole incident angered the community and
I think everybody in this chamber, particularly those who were here at that time, understood the depth of
anger. 

Tonight, this is an opportunity to tell Queenslanders that we as the parliament of Queensland
heard their anger and their frustration after that deceptive sale of QR coal and rail freight by the previous
government to QR National and that this parliament and this government does not intend to repeat that
folly. I note that in the amendment to the motion the government has said that there will be no asset
sales without a mandate. I am taking that to the next election, at which point it gives the community of
Queensland a clear understanding of what the government proposes to do, because in this term of
government there certainly is no mandate to privatise anything. In fact, it is quite the opposite. 

Mr MINNIKIN (Chatsworth—LNP) (5.48 pm): I am only too pleased to rise to speak in support of
the Treasurer’s motion and reiterate the points the Treasurer has made in the House today. Let us cut to
the chase here tonight. The legacy left by the former Labor government is one of poor decision making
and fiscal irresponsibility which was absolutely breathtaking in its magnitude. It had a blatant disregard
for Queensland’s future and the financial stability of individuals around this great state of ours. The
members opposite try daily at each sitting of this House, in the media and in their electorates to justify
Labor’s reckless decision making to sell off assets and allow wasteful spending as being in the best
interests of the people of Queensland, if it was not for Labor we would not have survived the GFC, the
series of natural disasters et cetera. There is only one slight problem with this premise: it is entirely self
delusional. What about massive increases in public transport costs, health payroll debacles et cetera—I
could run down the clock just on those alone. 

I am a professional man with a Bachelor of Business and a Masters degree in property
economics. I have read the interim audit report prepared by three esteemed people along with the
recent Moody’s Investors Service report. They all make very sobering reading indeed. In fact, I put it to
members, where in anyone’s playbook is losing our AAA credit rating, handing over debt of $65 billion
and a projected fiscal debt of $9.8 billion and creating uncertainty for households across the state
written? Is it underneath the section ‘In the best interests of the people of Queensland’ like Labor so
often try to convince us to believe? Since the 24 March election I have been reading the playbook cover
to cover and I still cannot find a single mention of poor fiscal management under that section at all. 

The recent ALP strategy inquiry as to where did it all go so pear-shaped has been delivered. Well,
the previous Premier was let off the hook so that sounds okay. In fact, it was just a little bit of bad timing
and bad luck that the once formidable ALP has now been reduced to seven lonely souls. There is no
hubris or complacency on this side of the chamber, as history has shown the inevitable swings and
roundabouts of the political pendulum will one day change. Given the fact that the ALP are indeed
economic illiterates who still do not understand that they need to apologise to the good people of
Queensland, they may be on the receiving end of many a lecture from the current Treasurer. The
Treasurer does know, unlike those opposite, that you cannot continue to run deficit budgets with
expenses out of kilter with income. The people of Chatsworth with whom I spoke on Saturday morning
at my mobile office—sidenote to those opposite, we have already started the next campaign—
understand that you need to be fiscally responsible just like one’s own kitchen table economics 101. 

What Labor did to the economy of our great state of Queensland was not only unsustainable, it
was totally unforgivable. I have spoken previously in my maiden speech, along with many of my
colleagues here, about intergenerational debt on abject waste. No responsible government would let
debt blow out to $65 billion. If members of the ALP would like some light reading in regard to remedial
economics then I would invite them to seriously consider page 11 of the Moody’s Investors Service
report, appendix 2, which clearly shows that Queensland is the only Australian state to not have a AAA
credit rating. Yes, in the battle for the lowest common denominator for economic illiteracy we are now
surpassed by even the luminary states of South Australia and Tasmania. No responsible government
would let our credit rating drop, costing the state millions in extra interest payments. To put it in relative
terms, the state owes $13,739 per person and if no policy changes are made this figure would blow out
to $18,729. It was reckless decision making that cost us our AAA credit rating. It was reckless spending
that forced the sale of assets and, as the voters of Queensland know, this was done without a mandate.
Within weeks after the 2009 state election the Bligh Labor government showed its true blue-collar ‘let’s
protect the worker’ colours and what did it achieve? Absolutely nothing. The sale of QR National,
Forestry Plantations and Port of Brisbane failed to reduce debt. The only reduction achieved was the
state’s assets portfolio base. What astounds me is the fact that the former Labor government could not

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_174824
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_174824


1564 Motion 21 Aug 2012
even get asset sales right. The sales should have boosted our bank balance but instead it only assisted
in buyers picking up a bargain on undervalued stock. Yes, indeed, ladies and gentlemen, when it comes
to economic illiteracy in this House I can point to seven stellar examples. 

Mr WELLINGTON (Nicklin—Ind) (5.53 pm): I rise to speak in support of the motion moved by the
member for Mount Isa. I repeat the motion for the benefit of all members. It is—very simply, very
clearly—that this House acknowledges the community opposition to the privatisation of rail assets and
commits to retaining ownership of Queensland Rail. It is very simple, very clear. I am amazed at the
Treasurer’s attempt to belittle the member for Mount Isa in his reflection that he cannot understand what
the motion is about. Can I say it is very simple and very clear to all Queenslanders. The Treasurer may
not understand it but Queenslanders certainly do. 

Mr Newman interjected.
Mr WELLINGTON: The Treasurer has spoken about trust. I simply say that the last government

was clearly voted out because Queenslanders lost trust.
Mr Newman interjected.
Mr WELLINGTON: I am not taking interjections from the Premier so will you please be quiet and

listen in silence. The LNP government has inherited state debt of $65 billion and is headed to
$100 billion, as identified in the independent Commission of Audit report, if no policy changes are made.
For the benefit of members I will quote from the Courier-Mail. 

Government members interjected.
Mr WELLINGTON: Members are invited to look at it. They are not my comments, they are

comments from someone else. What does the journalist say about this alleged $100 billion debt about
which government members and ministers have been standing up in here and apologising for
misrepresenting the status of? I will quote for the benefit of everyone and especially the Premier. 

Mr Newman interjected.
Mr WELLINGTON: Premier, will you please be quiet and show some respect. 
Madam SPEAKER: Order!
Mr WELLINGTON: Thank you, Madam Speaker. I will quote from the article. 
Mr Newman interjected. 
Mr WELLINGTON: Look, Premier, will you please show respect. I wish Queenslanders could see

how you are performing now. You are performing like a school aged child in your school. 
Madam SPEAKER: Order! I ask that comments be directed through the chair and that

interjections and the banter cease. I call the member for Nicklin and ask for you to also ensure your
comments are parliamentary. 

Mr WELLINGTON: The article states—
The $100 billion figure is a worst-case scenario if nothing is done and current spending is maintained until 2018 which is two years
beyond the horizon of normal forward estimates. 
It is a bit like saying the Broncos risk taking out the NRL wooden spoon if they don’t win enough games next year. That’s true, but
a statistical outlier in terms of probability. 

It is almost ridiculous. The Treasurer, as we speak, is saying trust us. Today we have had
Queensland ambulance officers, Queensland firefighters and as we speak Queensland teachers out
there saying they do not trust this government. The Deputy Premier said on Channel 10 tonight. ‘We are
not going to hear them. They are wasting their time.’ It is time that the Premier and the government
listened to what is happening in Queensland. The last government was clearly voted out because it lost
the trust of Queenslanders. Quite frankly, this government is rapidly losing the trust of Queenslanders.
The motion is very simple and very clear. I believe that the Treasurer is trying to misrepresent the state
of Queensland’s finances. There is no doubt there is a significant debt, but this motion is very clear, very
simple, in saying we want to stand up and fight for Queenslanders. In relation to the claim, ‘Well, what
are you going to do?’, I have already stood in this chamber and said put the assets—

Government members interjected.
Madam SPEAKER: Order! The interjections are getting to the point where it is hard to hear and

we have some other competition. 
Mr WELLINGTON: I am glad that we can all hear the Queenslanders outside saying, ‘We want to

speak with the government.’ But the government does not want to hear any more. Prior to the election
the government was saying, ‘We are with you. Trust us.’ Now it is saying, ‘Sorry, we are not hearing.’
Isn’t it amazing how quickly the tide will turn. If only some of the backbenchers were able to step outside
and speak with their constituents—their teachers, ambulance officers and fire service members. In
relation to the cutting of the debt, I repeat that we have significant assets in the Mary Valley that are
available for sale now.
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Honourable members interjected.
Madam SPEAKER: Order! Before I call the member for Nicklin, I remind members in the House

that their comments are to be directed through the chair. 
Mr WELLINGTON: I also represent part of the Mary Valley and I have an interest in making sure

that land is sold at a fair market price. For Queenslanders to sit here—
A government member interjected. 
Mr WELLINGTON: I am not talking about a fire sale. I am saying let us stop the High Court

challenge, let us put some of the land on the market and let us get a fair market price. The reality is that
you cannot have it both ways. We know the market in Queensland has changed. Let us put it on the
market and let us reduce the debt, and we can do it now. 

Mrs FRECKLINGTON (Nanango—LNP) (6.00 pm): I am unsure how I can follow that. I would
remind the previous speaker that in its midyear fiscal review the previous Labor government projected a
debt of $62 billion at the end of 2011-12 and an $85 billion debt by 2014-15, but the Commission of
Audit report indicates that the debt will reach $64 billion in 2011-12 and it will reach $92 billion in 2015-
16, escalating to $100 billion by 2018-19, if urgent action is not taken. Tonight, I rise to support the
amendment moved by the Treasurer. Katter’s Australian Party would do well to review the history of the
Bligh government’s asset sale, which saw the privatisation of some $15 billion worth of state assets,
including forestry plantation licences, the Port of Brisbane, Queensland Motorways, Abbott Point Coal
Terminal and the rail freight business of Queensland Rail. Forestry Plantations Queensland, which had
a large footprint in the Nanango electorate, sold for $605 million to Hancock—

Mr Rickuss: A bargain.
Mrs FRECKLINGTON: It was a bargain; I take the interjection from the member for Lockyer. After

the sale, the Queensland government did an asset and liability audit and found that the value of Forestry
Plantations Queensland was $1.1 billion. Therefore, the Bligh Labor government sold that state asset
for $405 million less than its value. 

Mr Rickuss: Undervalued. 
Mrs FRECKLINGTON: It was undervalued. During the election campaign, Katter’s Australian

Party made many promises, such as reducing the price of fuel, without detailing how they would be
funded. Two of the key commitments of Katter’s Australian Party, a 12-month moratorium on new coal
seam gas projects and restrictions on foreign ownership, would stymie economic growth and damage
several industries that are vital to this state. Several other policies of Katter’s Australian Party would
simply plunge the state further into debt. Its policies are fiscally and economically reckless. To re-
establish the state bank, to issue state guaranteed bonds at five per cent interest and to reinstate the
state government insurance office are reckless proposals. 

Some 73 days after promising not to sell assets in the 2009 election, the Bligh government
announced its intention. It simply overturned its election promise not to sell the state down the drain.
The LNP was the only party to strongly oppose the privatisation undertaken by the Bligh government.
The LNP’s opposition was not on the basis of some socialist philosophy that government should run
those businesses, but due to concern that no mandate had been obtained from the people of
Queensland. Despite the additional $15 billion of proceeds generated by those asset sales, the Labor
government still managed to rack up massive fiscal deficits in the three financial years following the
asset sales announcement. 

Mr Rickuss: The debt still went up. 
Mrs FRECKLINGTON: The debt still went up; it went up very high. The cumulative deficit of the

three years is estimated at $20.9 billion or around 47 per cent of expected revenue in 2011-12. The
Newman government has said it will not consider selling assets without first seeking a mandate from the
people. Minister Emerson is getting Queensland Rail into shape. He has already appointed a new chair
and frozen all of Queensland Rail’s bonuses. He has directed Queensland Rail to refocus its business
on front-line service delivery and convened an expert panel to review cross river rail. Only the Newman
government has a plan to get Queensland back on track and clean up the mess left by the former Labor
government. 

Mr PITT (Mulgrave—ALP) (6.03 pm): The opposition supports the motion moved by Katter’s
Australian Party. At the 2012 state election, the Labor Party received the message loud and clear that
Queenslanders do not support selling off state assets. We listened and we are listening.

Government members: Ha, ha!
Mr PITT: Members opposite can laugh if they like, but we are unlike this ‘know it all’ Newman

government that today ignored the hardworking firies and ambos who stood outside the gates of this
parliament demanding to be heard. We argue that the government should retain its stake in QR National
to ensure that taxpayers receive the benefits of future growth in this iconic company. Since QR National
was floated, the government’s retained stake has increased in value by more than $680 million. This is
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an increase in value of more than $150 for every Queenslander. When the previous government floated
QR National, it generated proceeds of $6.72 billion. Of those proceeds, $4.39 billion was used to pay
down debt and $2.19 billion was invested in Labor’s massive infrastructure program, which is more than
the value of the entire Gold Coast University Hospital. The initial QR National float delivered benefit
worth more than $1,490 for every Queenslander. 

The LNP government argues that the retained QRN stake is borrowed against by Queensland
Treasury Holdings and it is forced to sell it down as part of its strategy to scare Queenslanders into
agreeing with poorly thought out decisions. What it does not mention is that dividends are available to
meet borrowing costs and the overall value is increasing, delivering a return to Queenslanders. This
means that this is an investment in a great Queensland company, not a liability. By retaining the stake in
QR National, the government can prevent placing any downward pressure on the share price and can
deliver certainty to investors. I am sure there are plenty of investors knocking on the Treasurer’s door
looking to buy into the retained stake. Some of those investors may be the same investors who tried to
rubbish the float of QR National and talk down the value for taxpayers. They may be the wealthy
investment bankers who shunned a great Queensland company as they did not see an immediate profit. 

The LNP had previously flagged retaining the state’s holding of QRN, but this was before the now
Premier announced he was storming George Street and all previous policies were ‘null and void’. In May
last year, the LNP in opposition promised that it would create a sovereign wealth fund from the proceeds
of selling down QR National. Of course, the state already effectively has a very large sovereign wealth
fund in Queensland Investment Corporation. Therefore, in February the LNP abandoned this policy for a
sovereign wealth fund and said proceeds would be used to pay down debt. 

During question time this morning, besides inadvertently promoting me to the role of Treasurer of
Queensland, the member for Clayfield patronised me by suggesting the use of crayons. What this
government and this Treasurer do not seem to understand is the strong economy they now claim as
their own has not just appeared since March. It is an economy built by Labor. Obviously, they do not get
that the balance sheet has both the assets you own and the debt you owe. 

This government’s constant fearmongering about debt is evidence that the LNP believes the
government should not own assets. We never hear the Treasurer talk about the fact that Queensland
has financial assets of $42 billion, total assets of $275 billion and a net worth of $171.28 billion. Instead,
all we hear is his constant scaremongering about gross debt. That is because this government does not
understand the term ‘investment’. The LNP wants to sell off some caravan parks owned by the
government, thinking it will make a quick buck. What it does not understand is that its actions will create
more social issues and end up costing the economy and society more over the longer term. 

It is only overseas that this Premier and Treasurer whisper the positives about the strength of our
finances, while talking down Queensland at home. Already, five LNP MPs have been forced to
apologise to parliament for claiming that the state’s debt is $100 billion. Who knows how many more we
will see. Meanwhile, the Treasurer has been going around alarming everyone about his new standard of
a ‘fiscal deficit’, a standard that is not used in the budget speech of any other conservative Treasurer in
the country. Why is the LNP making up alarmist claims about debt and shifting the goalposts on what
counts as a surplus? The LNP is doing this to create a political narrative to justify its real plans to sell off
state assets, which is another broken promise to Queenslanders. The measure of a fiscal balance
includes asset sales and sets the stage to politically justify asset sales. 

The LNP wants to con Queenslanders into agreeing with its ideological views that the government
should not own anything, should not invest in infrastructure for our future and should merely operate like
a business. Members should make no mistake: you can be fiscally responsible, even fiscally
conservative, without trying to run the state like a business. Forget equality of opportunity, which is
something that decent Liberals used to stand for. The LNP sees the government as a business, not as
having a role in providing services to Queenslanders and maximising our collective potential. 

Let us be clear: Labor in Queensland is committed to fighting against the privatisation of assets.
We learned the hard way. We have listened to Queenslanders and we fully support Katter’s Australian
Party in moving this motion. 

Mr CHOAT (Ipswich West—LNP) (6.08 pm): I rise to speak in this evening’s debate in support of
the Treasurer’s amendment. Firstly, I want to congratulate the Treasurer on his hard work and
determination to get Queensland’s finances back on track and his work to ensure that Queensland is
well and truly open for business. Whilst there is much to look forward to and be positive about, the
current $65 billion debt is a burden we all should be concerned about. It is a burden we must work
together to address, and I know the Treasurer, the Premier and the entire cabinet will make all decisions
necessary to responsibly see us through these testing times.

In talking to the people in my electorate, I get a sense that indeed they have a keen
understanding of the current state of Queensland’s finances and the need to take steps and make tough
decisions to ensure the debt is reined in and the state lives well within its means. It is always regretful
when decisions are made that impact on people’s personal situations, but it is a much worse situation
when the potential financial stability of a government is put at risk by thoughtless and brazen financial
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mismanagement, such as we saw under the Bligh and Beattie governments over the past 14 years. It is
this blatant mismanagement that is to blame for the difficult times many in our state are now faced with.
I am confident the situation will be turned around quite quickly, and I am certain that the Queensland
economy will generate wealth and opportunities for people right across the community. 

As honourable members know, I was employed by QR Ltd and later QR National for five years.
I am proud to say they were the most fulfilling years of my career to date. The men and women of the
railway are great people and they have contributed so much to this great state over many years. The
railway in Queensland was born at Bigge’s Camp in my electorate, now known as Grandchester, and in
so many ways it became the backbone of Queensland. At its peak, QR Ltd was the largest rail business
in Australia owned by the people of Queensland. We all know about the dark and dirty business
associated with the despicable act by the Bligh government and Queensland Labor with its forced
privatisation of QR National. The former Premier and the former transport minister, Rachel ‘the rail
wrecker’ Nolan, planned the sell-off long before the 2009 state election. Quite simply, they lied.

I will never forget my disbelief, as an employee of QR Ltd, when I heard the news of the sell-off. I
thought to myself that surely the Labor caucus would not let this happen and surely the union bosses
would intervene. Well, they did not. Union delegates were stood over and told not to vote at Labor’s
conference, and not one Labor MP stood by the railway and did the right thing. Every one of them came
into this place and sold out the railway and they sold out Queenslanders in the process. 

I am sure honourable members know why none of them dared to stand up like the former
member for South Brisbane, Mr Colin Lamont, who was remembered in this place today. They were
afraid, as they all thought about what they did to Ms Cate Molloy, the former member for Noosa, who
dared to stand up for her people and vote against the now famed Traveston Crossing Dam. That lady
was vilified, harassed and condemned for having a backbone, and I bet she has not received one
apology, as she deserves, particularly when Labor’s own federal colleagues condemned the project. I
also know that the five culprits still in this parliament will never apologise to the railway, and the former
speaker’s sentiment says it all to me and my former colleagues in the railway.

I was a proud worker of QR, and I was very pleased to be a member of the Rail, Tram and Bus
Union. Throughout my years in the railway, they helped some very good workers, including me, who
were subjected to some disgraceful conduct by a number of senior staff. I could name them but I will not
stoop to their level, at least not at this time. Needless to say, some so-called senior representatives of
the former QR Ltd have no HR skills and use bullying and intimidation to get their way, just like their
Labor masters did. I gave happily to the RTBU fighting fund to fight Bligh and Palaszczuk’s forced
privatisation, while some Labor MPs pretended to be against the sell-off whilst voting for it in this place.
What did these lies and betrayals achieve? Not much—it paid a bit of interest maybe, but it certainly did
not fund a single new school or hospital as promised.

I drove to Brisbane Airport some time back and I saw a huge QR National billboard outlining
the billions of dollars in coal that is hauled by them every year. What a lost opportunity in terms of the
revenue that would have been brought into Queensland coffers today. It could have paid down debt and
funded Queensland Rail’s passenger service and rail infrastructure. I am so proud that it was the LNP
who prosecuted the arguments against forced privatisations in this place. I am very pleased that the
Premier has committed that our government will not—

(Time expired) 

Mr KNUTH (Dalrymple—KAP) (6.13 pm): Many in the House will remember that in 2009 we sat
here in shock and disbelief as the previous Treasurer tabled the Infrastructure Investment (Asset
Restructuring and Disposal) Bill, which included the sale of Queensland Rail’s above and below rail coal
businesses and assets, along with the Ports Corporation of Queensland’s Abbot Point Coal Terminal
and Forestry Plantations Queensland. The reasoning of the former Labor government was very similar
to what we are hearing day after day after day here in the House: ‘We have to make the hard decisions,’
and ‘The people of Queensland will thank us for it and understand.’ 

But the main thing that brought rage was the breaking up of Queensland Rail—a 144-year old
Queensland icon built by the taxpayers of Queensland through their sweat and toil. It was a wonderful
transport service and asset and Queensland Rail boasted of having up to 26,000 employees. Many
workers were Aboriginals, South Sea Islanders or Torres Strait Islanders. It carried billions of tonnes of
commodities year in, year out, reducing traffic on the roads and providing safer roads and less road
maintenance.

During the asset sale debate, many LNP members lined up and slammed the Labor government
for its short-sightedness and lack of long-term vision. The member for Surfers Paradise said at the time
in Hansard—
The Premier is selling off assets because she has no long-term strategy to address the important challenges Queensland is
facing.
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This current Treasurer, Mr Tim Nicholls, said at the time that asset sales were ‘ripping the heart
out of Queensland communities’. He said—
Critically, asset sales should not be undertaken simply for the sake of a few extra dollars and they should not be seen as a short-
term fix for long-term problems.

The member for Southern Downs said—
The thing that is not being considered by honourable members opposite is that the maintenance of some government assets
guarantees a revenue source. If those opposite cut off our most lucrative revenue sources and sell them at the bottom of the
market, what are the other implications for the budget?

The member for Mirani voiced his concerns for the fettlers and drivers and all the Queensland
Rail jobs in Sarina. How many Queensland Rail jobs have been lost in his electorate and many other
rural electorates? The member for Gregory best voiced the feelings of those who knew what the real
value of retaining the Queensland Rail freight arm was. He said—
Those things have been wealth generators for this state for the last 100-odd years, yet now we see this government with a vision
to dispose of the arteries feeding the heart. If you shut the arteries down the rest will die, and I do not say that lightly.

The member for Bundaberg said that the sale of Queensland Rail was ‘selling the family home to
pay the bills’ and ‘selling the goose that lays the golden egg’. The member for Hervey Bay said—
With the sale of the Port of Brisbane and the Abbot Point Coal Terminal to overseas investors, they will control our mines, our rail
and our ports. What will be left for Queenslanders? We are selling Queensland’s ports and selling our workers to overseas
investors.

That is all this motion says—do not sell Queensland Rail—but the LNP are opposing this motion.
That means they want to sell the rest of Queensland Rail. The Premier came to Charters Towers, and I
said that the Premier is going to sell Queensland Rail. He said that the member for Dalrymple is
misleading the people and that he has no plans to sell Queensland Rail. That is what this motion is
about—to guarantee to the people of Queensland that the government will not sell their assets. The
people do not want our assets sold. Telstra was sold and now we cannot get mobile phone coverage in
rural and regional Queensland as we were promised when it was sold. The retail arm of our energy
sector was sold—and the LNP backed this and could not race to their pens fast enough to sign it—and
now the cost of electricity has increased 300 per cent. The State Government Insurance Office was
sold, and now we are seeing the consequence of that with insurance rip-offs and rorts. The sale of our
coal component sees a billion dollars less going back to our Treasury coffers. If the government
supports the sale of Queensland Rail, we will see billions of dollars that could have been going to
hospitals, education, nurses, the firies, et cetera, going to profit-making corporations.

It is very important that we keep the assets. In relation to Queensland Rail assets, the state
government still owns 7,200 kilometres of track—the south-east to west corridor, the central western
corridor, the Normanton line, the Forsyth line, the great northern rail corridor, Citytrain, passenger
services, Spirit of the Outback, The Inlander, The Sunlander and passenger express services. These
are assets that are very important to retain in the state government’s hands. We must retain these
assets. This is about stopping the sale of Queensland Rail—

(Time expired) 
Madam SPEAKER: Order! Before I call the minister, there are too many conversations in this

chamber and the noise is starting to creep up. I would ask members to take their conversations outside
and to show courtesy to the person with the call. I call the Minister for Transport and Main Roads. 

Hon. SA EMERSON (Indooroopilly—LNP) (Minister for Transport and Main Roads) (6.20 pm):
We have seen an extraordinary debate here tonight and some remarkable performances. Many of us
who are new to the House have seen some performances that we will never forget. I will start off with the
performance of the member for Mount Isa. First, I will say that I am supporting the amendment moved
by the great Treasurer of Queensland. Let us start off with the performance of the member for Mount
Isa. It was a rambling performance, one that most of us could not even follow no matter our determined
effort. Was it about Queensland Rail Ltd? Was it about QR National? Who knows what it was about?
Does he know what it was about? Clearly not, because he does not understand the issue. We could
apologise for him because he was not in this House when these issues were being debated previously.

We did see a sensible contribution from the member for Gladstone, who understood what the
issue was and who spoke about what happened in the past under Labor. She detailed exactly what the
situation was, as did many of my colleagues on this side of the House—Labor’s deceit about this issue,
what they said before the 2009 election and what they said after the 2009 election. As many of my
colleagues said, 73 days after that election they came out and said that they were going to sell the
assets. That is what we saw from Labor and, as the member for Gladstone quite rightly detailed, that is
what Labor did. She also pointed out the reality of what the LNP has promised, and it is in this
amendment moved by the Treasurer. Let me refer to it again. It states that the LNP government has
committed to no asset sales without a mandate and that the LNP was the only party to oppose Labor’s
forced privatisation. That is the reality; that is what we inherited. 
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I want to come back to the ALP because there are such rich pickings over there to talk about. Let
me go first to the member for Dalrymple. What an extraordinary performance we saw again from the
member for Dalrymple! What did he talk about in his speech? He talked about the fact that in this House,
going back, the LNP repeatedly opposed the ALP’s decision to sell the assets. That is what he did and
that is what we did. I know that the Deputy Premier talked about sitting here in this House until after
4 am arguing against that decision, against the deceit of the ALP. Why did that debate finish just after
4 am? Because the ALP moved a guillotine motion to stop the debate and—

Mr Seeney: And we opposed that, too. 

Mr EMERSON: Yes, I take that interjection from the Deputy Premier. We opposed that guillotine
motion. Those who were here then remember it very well. We wanted to keep going through, arguing
against what the ALP planned to do. They could not handle it and they guillotined the debate. In the
dark, dim past when the member for Dalrymple was a member of the LNP, he used to vote with the LNP
and he supported motions moved by the LNP. What have we seen so far in this House during this
parliament? Ever since they came into this House, the member for Dalrymple and the member for
Mount Isa have voted repeatedly with the ALP—over and over again. I heard my colleague the Minister
for Environment describe them as the ‘north-west branch of the ALP’ because we have seen them vote
repeatedly with the ALP. In fact, we saw the extraordinary situation where they even voted against their
own amendment so that they could vote with the ALP. Who remembers that? That would have to be the
first time in the history of this parliament that someone voted against their own amendment so that they
could vote with the ALP. That is how ridiculous that situation was. That is what we saw from the member
for Dalrymple. He is so determined to keep voting with the ALP that he will even vote against his own
amendment. 

Let me quickly turn to the ALP. We saw the extraordinary situation. We know that the Leader of
the Opposition, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the Manager of Opposition Business were all
there voting to sell assets. They knew what was coming. They misled Queenslanders. They voted. They
kept voting. I did notice that the member for Bundamba did not speak in this debate because she had
the courage to argue against the asset sales at the time. However, the three in the front—the debt, the
deficit and the deceit—voted for asset sales. They will do it again and they will mislead Queenslanders
every chance they get. 

(Time expired) 

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

AYES, 74—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Berry, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Choat, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli,
Davies, C Davis, T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Douglas, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson,
Grant, Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Hopper, Johnson, Judge, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Latter, Maddern,
Malone, Mander, McArdle, McVeigh, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Newman, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Powell, Pucci, Rice, Rickuss,
Robinson, Ruthenberg, Seeney, Shorten, Shuttleworth, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Symes, Trout, Walker,
Watts, Woodforth, Young. Tellers: Menkens, Smith

NOES, 11—Byrne, Cunningham, Katter, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad, Wellington. Tellers: Knuth, Miller

Resolved in the affirmative.

Division: Question put—That the motion, as amended, be agreed to. 

AYES, 75—Barton, Bates, Bennett, Berry, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Choat, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli,
Cunningham, Davies, C Davis, T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Douglas, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France,
Frecklington, Gibson, Grant, Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Hopper, Johnson, Judge, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause,
Latter, Maddern, Malone, Mander, McArdle, McVeigh, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Newman, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Powell, Pucci,
Rice, Rickuss, Robinson, Ruthenberg, Seeney, Shorten, Shuttleworth, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Symes,
Trout, Walker, Watts, Woodforth, Young. Tellers: Menkens, Smith

NOES, 10—Byrne, Katter, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Scott, Trad, Wellington. Tellers: Knuth, Miller

Resolved in the affirmative.

Motion, as agreed—

That this House notes:

• the LNP government has inherited state debt of $65 billion and heading to $100 billion as identified in the independent
Commission of Audit report, if no policy changes were made;

• that the former Labor government sold assets without a mandate and failed to reduce debt;

• the LNP government has committed to no asset sales without a mandate and that the LNP was the only party to oppose
Labor’s forced privatisation; and

• that the Labor Party and Katter’s Australian Party have no positive plans for Queensland to fix Queensland’s finances.’
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COMMITTEE OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY

Portfolio Committees, Reporting Dates
Mr STEVENS (Mermaid Beach—LNP) (Manager of Government Business) (6.35 pm), by leave,

without notice: I advise the House that the Committee of the Legislative Assembly has today, in
accordance with standing order 136(2), agreed that (a) the committee report in respect of the Education
Legislation Amendment Bill be tabled by 29 October 2012, (b) the committee report in respect of the
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Land Holding Bill be tabled by 29 October 2012 and (c) the
committee report in respect of the Holidays and Other Legislation Amendment Bill be tabled by 6
September 2012. 

Sitting suspended from 6.36 pm to 7.36 pm.

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from p. 1560, on motion of Mr Bleijie—

That the bill be now read a second time.

Mr JUDGE (Yeerongpilly—LNP) (7.36 pm), continuing: The bill also seeks to insert a new
minimum non-parole period of 25 years for the offence of murder where the victim was a police officer
and the offender did the act or made the omission that caused the police officer’s death: when the
person knew or ought reasonably to have known that the victim was a police officer; or because the
victim was a police officer; or because of, or in retaliation for, the actions undertaken by the victim or any
other police officer in the performance of their duties. 

Offences of this nature should not be forgotten or forgiven, because our police bravely risk their
lives to protect the community and, ultimately, our free way of life in society. Sadly, these offences are
not uncommon. We should pay respect and honour to all police who have given their lives in the course
of their duties—police like Detective Senior Constable Damian Leeding, who was fatally shot on 29 May
2011, just last year. I think it is worth mentioning the following police because they are in the recent
memories of us all. On 19 July 2007 Constable Brett Irwin, 33 years, was shot whilst executing an arrest
warrant for a breach of bail at Keperra in Brisbane’s north-west. On 22 August 2003 Sergeant Perry
Irwin, 42 years, was shot whilst investigating reports of gunfire at Caboolture in Brisbane’s north. These
are incidents that I personally attended. And on 21 July 2000 Senior Constable Norm Watt, a friend of
mine from Rockhampton Police Station, was shot whilst investigating reports of gunfire in bushland at
Alton Downs, just west of Rockhampton, in the company of his police dog Zeus. When I was 16 years of
age and living in Rockhampton I recall the death of Constable Michael Low on 29 February 1984. He
was shot whilst attending a domestic violence dispute at North Rockhampton. Unfortunately, the murder
of police officers is not uncommon in our society. Fortunately, it does not happen extremely often, but it
does happen, as the records I have just read out reflect. Sadly, many more fine men and women have
paid the ultimate price to ensure that our families and our society enjoy relative safety. 

It should not be forgotten that police are the last line of defence in our community. Although it is
true that no life is more important or valuable than another, it is the willingness of offenders to kill police
and threaten the safety of the wider community that warrants the greater punishment. This is really just
an outrageous crime. The penalty increases for the murder of a police officer and the serious assault of
police reflect the important role performed by police officers in maintaining civil authority and the
dangers faced by them in the discharge of their civic duties. 

The bill also seeks to increase the maximum penalty for the offence of serious assault of a police
officer from seven years to 14 years imprisonment. This applies to an action causing bodily harm;
spitting on, biting or the application of bodily fluid or faeces to a police officer—quite revolting offences;
and being or pretending to be armed with a dangerous or offensive weapon or instrument. 

These are offences that occur quite regularly and our police on the beat are confronted with them
on all too often an occasion. For example, in Fortitude Valley on a Friday night police are regularly
dealing with these types of offences. It is up to this parliament and the laws of our state to send a clear
message to offenders who are willing to perpetrate these types of crimes.

Amendment to the Corrective Services Act 2006 to increase the non-parole period for murder
from 15 to 20 years imprisonment is another example of how our laws rightfully should be changed to
reflect the seriousness of the crime. The offence of murder is the most heinous criminal offence. The
increased non-parole period will ensure that the punishment of murder fits the severity of the crime and
will promote community safety and protection from these serious offenders. The offence of murder has a
profound impact on our society and a loved one’s life can never be replaced. Families never recover
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from such a crime. The victim’s birthday and, sadly, the anniversary of their death is forever etched into
the minds of family and friends. It is a crime that is unforgivable and the punishment must fit the
seriousness of the crime.

Regarding the proposed amendments to the Penalties and Sentences Act to abolish
Queensland’s Sentencing Advisory Council, the bill introduces amendments to repeal part 12 of the
Penalties and Sentences Act 1992 to dissolve the Sentencing Advisory Council—the council, if you like.
It is an independent statutory body which was established in December 2010 with six statutory
functions—namely, to provide its views on the giving or review of guideline judgements prepared by the
Court of Appeal; if requested, to provide advice to the Attorney-General on sentencing matters; to
provide information to the community on enhancing knowledge and understanding of matters relating to
sentencing; to publish information relating to sentencing; to research and publish information about
sentencing; and to seek the community’s views on sentencing. To date, the main focus of the council’s
work has been to provide advice to the Attorney-General on sentencing matters. Notably, these
functions effectively duplicate the law review functions of the Queensland Law Reform Commission.
Accordingly, the bill dissolves the council to enable a more efficient use of public resources by the
rationalisation of law review functions across government.

Finally, with regard to the amendments to the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 to
introduce a mandatory minimum penalty of $5,000 and a two-year licence disqualification for offences
involving evading police under section 754(1), in June 2011 the Crime and Misconduct Commission, the
CMC, released a report titled An alternative to pursuit: a review of the evade police provisions. As part of
that review, the CMC analysed sentencing outcomes for the offences of evade police between July 2006
and June 2010. The CMC found that the most common penalty imposed on a single charge of evade
police was a fine of $300. The CMC also found that a period of licence disqualification was only imposed
for approximately one in every five cases. Such sentences are not consistent with the risk imposed by
those who evade police. By and large, pursuits are permitted only for high-risk or violent offenders and
those endangering lives. I submit that this is the right approach. In my experience, the pursuit of a stolen
car could never justify the destruction of life which could possibly follow from such action. A family
travelling home from an outing, for example, should not be exposed to the risk of a police pursuit. As
such, this defence is deserving of a serious punishment to deter such offenders from such crimes. I
commend the bill to the House.

(Time expired) 
Mr DAVIES (Capalaba—LNP) (7.45 pm): I rise to commend the Criminal Law Amendment Bill

2012. Firstly, I am very proud to be part of a government that holds law and order in such a high place. I
commend the bill to the House and also commend the Attorney-General for having the courage to
actually put this bill on paper and bring it before the House. This bill fulfils an LNP promise leading up to
the 2012 election in that we said that in our first 100 days we would strengthen the law in Queensland
and strengthen law and order. This bill certainly plays a significant part in that along with our ‘two strikes
and you’re out’ legislation for repeat sex offenders. The Criminal Law Amendment Bill 2012 seeks to
amend the non-parole period for murder from 15 to 20 years, the non-parole period for multiple murders
from 20 to 30 years, introduce a 25-year non-parole period for the murder of a policeman, increases
from seven years to 14 years the maximum sentence for the assault of a policeman and, finally, brings
in a mandatory $5,000 fine and two-year disqualification of licence for those who seek to evade a police
request to pull over in a motor vehicle.

The first issue that I want to talk about relates to the charging of people who commit an offence
against a policeman—firstly, murder and then, secondly, assault. These are very significant pieces of
legislation. It has been said that a policeman’s life is no less important or more important than anybody
else’s and that maybe having a higher punishment for the murder of a policeman or the assault of a
policeman is somehow wrong. That is crazy. Throughout the legal system offenders receive a higher
penalty for more serious crimes. A sex assault against a child often receives a higher penalty than a sex
assault against an adult. That is not to say that the assault on the adult is any less depraved or any less
traumatic, but we acknowledge that that crime against a child is a very serious thing. In the same way,
the assault or the worse scenario of the murder of a policeman is a very significant crime.

The newly elected member for Greenslopes, who was once a policeman himself, said that a
policeman cannot run away when they are in a situation. They have to stand there. They are the thin
blue line. They are the people who keep crime away from us. It is very important that we as a
government show police the respect they deserve and the office of a policeman the respect it deserves.
In my travels I have had the privilege of meeting a significant number of police officers. One of the things
that they often say is that this government shows them a sense of respect and honours their job and that
they often felt that that was not the case with the previous government. The police minister said that we
have had 1,800 assaults against policemen thus far this year. I would say that that is 1,800 too many.
That is just pathetic.

Mr Dowling: Appalling.
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Mr DAVIES: It certainly is. As a government we want to provide a real deterrent to committing that
offence by imposing not a mandatory sentence, but a maximum sentence of 14 years. That certainly
gives the judiciary the opportunity to punish these offenders. We cannot get away from the fact that
there is a punitive element to the court system. Often we talk about reforming and rehabilitating
criminals. That is true, but we also have to punish them. There is a punitive element to our justice
system and a sense of justice that, when people do the wrong thing, they are punished. I believe that
people should be punished for assaulting a policeman. I think a maximum of 14 years imprisonment for
that is too short. 

This bill also amends the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2006 to make it illegal for people
to evade police. For that offence they will receive a mandatory $5,000 fine and a two-year driver’s
licence disqualification. Some studies have shown that the average fine for evading police was a $300
fine and that one in five offenders who evaded police were disqualified from driving. That is an absolute
disgrace. Michael Barnes in his report recommended tougher penalties as a way to stop this crime
being committed. We are doing that. We are a government that is doing what it says and saying what it
does.

Finally, I would like to talk about the increase in the punishment for the crime of murder and
multiple murders from 15 to 20 years and 20 to 30 years respectively. I am going to get a little bit
personal here. My wife likes shoes. She has a real passion for shoes. She is a bit of an Imelda Marcos.
But just lately we had a very troubling time with shoes and I think her passion for shoes has died out a
little bit. About 2½ years ago my wife went to a gathering of victims of crime. They met at King George
Square and pairs of shoes were laid out for every member of a family who was murdered in
Queensland. My wife took her father’s shoes and laid them out. Her dad was murdered when she was
11 years old. That one incident destroyed her family. Her mum was never the same, her two sisters were
never the same and her little brother was never the same. Simone laid out shoes along with about 1,000
other people whose families were dramatically impacted when a loved one was murdered. 

Murder is a heinous crime. It has ramifications far beyond just that person being murdered. It has
ramifications for the families of those people. For the past 30-odd years—and I am not going to say how
many years—my dear wife has struggled with trust. Her dad was a car salesman. He took a man on a
test drive and he never came home. Six months later his body was found in Daisy Hill forest. That was
such a traumatic thing for her. We often talk about rehabilitation in the criminal justice system, but for my
wife a punishment of a non-parole period of 20 years is not enough. My wife and her family received a
life sentence. They will never have their daddy back. I think it is really important that we do not forget
that the murder of police officers such as Damian Leeding or the murder of members of the public is a
horrible, horrible thing. 

I commend this bill. I want to congratulate the Attorney-General for the great work he is doing,
because I think we need to strengthen our laws. There are victims of crime who will never get justice,
because you can never get justice if a loved one is murdered. But they can feel that they have been
heard and that their loved one’s memory at least has been honoured, not just forgotten about. I
commend the bill to the House. 

Mr KRAUSE (Beaudesert—LNP) (7.54 pm): I thank the member for Capalaba for his contribution
to this debate tonight. It was a very personal reflection on the bill. If I could add to that, earlier in the
debate I interjected that there is no society without order in society. What I meant by that is that for
society to exist and to continue to exist communities need to respect order. Communities need to
respect the law and communities need to respect each other. This bill goes some way towards
demonstrating our solidarity with the police and the community of law-abiding people in Queensland. It
is about respect for life, respect for the law and respect for our community. 

I am only going to make a short contribution to this debate tonight. I want to speak in support of
the measures to increase the non-parole period for multiple murders from 20 years to 30 years. As the
member for Capalaba has just reflected, murder is a crime that has impacts beyond just the victim of the
crime. That crime impacts on families. It can tear them apart and leave them never the same again. If
the community is small, it can have devastating effects. So increasing the non-parole period from 20
years to 30 years when multiple murders are committed reflects the gravity of the crime. Taking more
than one life in an act is, self-evidently, a more heinous crime. 

I also want to comment on the insertion of a new minimum non-parole period of 25 years
imprisonment for the murder of a police officer. In the past generation or two—particularly perhaps in my
generation—I think it is fair to say that there has been a diminution of respect for police officers and for
institutions generally. That is not a good thing. When respect for institutions upon which our society has
been built is diminished, in particular the police, we all suffer. In some parts of our communities we have
seen people who clearly have no respect for the law, no respect for law enforcement officers and they
are not afraid of them in any sense of the word. When I was a little bit younger than I am now, I was. I
had a healthy fear and a healthy respect for police officers and I think that is the way it should be. This
bill will not go all the way towards putting back that respect. I do not think parliament can do that by
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itself; that respect has to come from families and communities itself. But this bill is a mark in the sand by
this place that if a person murders a police officer, it is a serious crime and they will be imprisoned for a
very long time and that there should be a minimum time frame for that. 

I also want to make a brief mention of the amendment to the Police Powers and Responsibilities
Act in relation to the offence of evading police and the imposition of a minimum mandatory penalty of a
$5,000 fine and a two-year licence disqualification. 

I thank the Attorney-General for taking on board some of the comments that I have made to him
about this provision. I thank him also for his advice and reassurance that this provision is drafted in a
way which can also meet the expectations of those in our community who may be a bit unsure about the
police in their operations at times and for his reassurance that there are adequate defences in the
criminal law to cater for all types of circumstances. He has been very helpful. 

Mr Bleijie: A hooning granny you want to protect. 
Mr KRAUSE: I do not want to protect hooning grannies. 
Mr Bleijie: I know what’s going on.
Mr KRAUSE: But I thank you for your assistance and reassurance. 
Mr Bleijie: There are dirt roads in Beaudesert.
Mr KRAUSE: I am trying to fix some of those dirt roads. I also make mention of the increase in

the maximum penalty for a serious assault on a police officer. This is not a minimum mandatory
sentence provision, it is an increase to a maximum sentence provision. As I mentioned earlier, we need
to show respect for our law enforcement officers, our institutions and for our parliament. That is not quite
the point here, the point I am trying to make is that by increasing the maximum penalty available the
result should be that the penalties imposed by the courts for these types of offences will be greater than
they presently are. I think that is a good thing. There needs to be an element of deterrence for these
injuries being inflicted on police officers in our society. Frankly, we all need to respect police officers, we
need to respect the law and we need to respect law-abiding communities and uphold them whenever
when can. This bill does that. 

Mrs FRECKLINGTON (Nanango—LNP) (8.00 pm): I rise to support the Criminal Law
Amendment Bill 2012 which aims to put in place six important new changes: to increase the non-parole
period for multiple murders from 20 to 30 years; to create a new minimum non-parole period of 25 years
for the murder of a police officer; to increase the maximum penalty for the serious assault of a police
officer from seven to 14 years; to increase the non-parole period for murder to 20 years; tough new
penalties for evading police; and the taking away of the Sentencing Advisory Council Queensland. I
congratulate the Attorney-General on bringing this bill to the House as it is much needed. I would also
like to formally recognise the hardworking men and women who are in the Police Force within the
Nanango electorate for their hard work which is quite often under severe conditions. I would also like to
thank my colleague, Mr Ray Hopper, the chair of the Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee,
along with committee members for their work in producing the report on this bill. 

From information that I have been able to obtain, total assaults on police officers within the
Nanango electorate for the 2010-11 year was 431. That is horrific. The total assaults on police for the
state was 2,331. That is 2,331 too many assaults on those hardworking officers. It is also interesting to
note in those figures that the number of offences of public nuisance, which are often offences the
offender commits against police officers or ambulance officers or anyone trying to assist a situation, was
4,341. It is just ridiculous. 

As members know, I have worked within the criminal law field as a solicitor. I fully support this
Criminal Law Amendment Bill. It is perhaps one of the most important bills that we have passed to date
in this government because it addresses penalties for those in our society who commit the most serious
of crimes, crimes which have the ability to take away our feeling of freedom, innocence, the ability to
destroy communities and families and which alter the social fabric and our outlook on life. I have been
involved in my position as a local solicitor in many matters, including murder and offences where local
police officers have been spat on and assaulted. It is, in my opinion, completely unacceptable. They
have been doing their duty; what they have been paid to do. I have seen the strain it has put on those
local police officers as they wait for the HIV virus tests to come back and the desk duties that they are
assigned to because they are incapable of fronting the public. 

I recently conducted a survey within my electorate. I asked people what was the most important
issue for them. In the majority of responses the people of Nanango wanted to fight back against crime.
They want to be able to live in a community where they are not scared or frightened by any antisocial
behaviour. They want a community in which their children can enjoy freedom and a positive upbringing
with positive role models. Unfortunately, assaults on police, as I have mentioned, are a regular
occurrence in my electorate. 
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This bill will honour the memory of police officers such as Detective Senior Constable Damian
Leeding, who was killed after responding to an armed robbery on the Gold Coast. This young officer
was a married father of two who did not deserve to have his life ended so early. Perhaps this bill will help
deter others from committing such shocking acts and perhaps it will help our society to send a clear
message that these types of acts are simply unacceptable within our society. This bill will provide the
legislation to help us better protect our community and, most importantly, our front-line workers—the
police officers who risk their lives every day to keep us safe. 

I know the police officers in my electorate do a superb job and it is pleasing to know that our
government has pledged to introduce another 1,100 police officers into the service. However, the
punishment for criminals for murdering or seriously assaulting police officers must reflect the high
regard in which we hold our police. That is what this bill does. To increase penalties and non-parole
periods was one of our election commitments, but also, and more importantly, it reflects the great
honour in which our community and our LNP government holds our police. We understand the risks that
they take on a day-to-day basis. This new legislation will also encourage more people to join our
wonderful Police Service and remain in the field with hopefully less opportunity for them to experience
serious crimes against their profession. I commend the bill to the House. 

Mrs OSTAPOVITCH (Stretton—LNP) (8.06 pm): I have listened with great interest to this debate
on the Criminal Law Amendment Bill and I thank my LNP colleagues and the member for Gladstone for
their kind words of support for our brave police officers. The member for Broadwater, even with her
young years, gets this. This bill is about sending a message that our society will not tolerate criminals
and murderers getting away with assaults on police officers by giving them a ridiculous punishment, a
punishment that can only add more pain to the loved ones of a police officer struck down like an animal.
These seven in the corner, twice her age, do not get this. 

As the mother of a police officer, I thank you all for supporting this bill. I know the Police Service
thanks you, too. No-one other than a mother, wife or husband of a police officer knows how we feel
when we see a police car pull up in our driveway. Your heart stops while you wait and you pray to God
that they are not there to tell you that your loved one has been taken from you. Sadly, this has happened
to too many mothers, wives and children. At least this government has the decency to try to do
something about this.

Some have suggested that because a police officer knows that he puts his life at risk it somehow
negates the seriousness of attacks against them, and that is reprehensible. During her speech the
Leader of the Opposition gave plenty of platitudes to police officers, but she continuously went back to
defending the criminals’ rights over those of our brave police officers. Of course all lives are valuable. If
I had my way, I would include the ambulance officers, the child safety carers and all those who stand in
the line of fire. As one of our members said today, police officers have no choice. They put themselves
between the evil in our society and the innocent. For that sacrifice, we must show them respect by
having legislation that sends our Police Service the message that we appreciate that sacrifice. 

I know a lot of police. What they endure is beyond comprehension: they are spat upon, called
dogs, accused, abused, lied to, unappreciated. I recall the young officer who was tending to a young girl
who was lying on the ground at a party that was out of control, as they often are these days, when a
coward hit him on the back of his head. For weeks that officer was in intensive care, in an induced
coma. Why should that coward not pay for his stupidity? Let us please send a message to our police
and to criminals by supporting this bill. 

Mr KNUTH (Dalrymple—KAP) (8.11 pm): The primary objectives of the bill are to increase the
non-parole period for multiple murders from 20 to 30 years imprisonment, to increase the maximum
penalty for the offence of serious assault against a police officer to 14 years imprisonment, to amend the
Corrective Services Act to increase the non-parole period for murder from 15 to 20 years, to abolish
Queensland’s Sentencing Advisory Council and to amend the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act to
introduce a mandatory minimum penalty of $5,000. I fully support those objectives. Besides not having
enough police, one of the biggest issues we have is that police are unable to be police. They need a
sentencing regime that will support them so that they can do their job.

When I was 19, we feared the police. I do not know what went wrong. Many people have different
theories about that. Now the police are in a situation where they wonder if they will be the ones who will
end up in jail, because of a system that works against them. This is a good bill. It is time that we allow
the police do their job. As many speakers have said, a lot of them are spat on, kicked, bashed,
threatened, they receive phone calls at night in which their families are threatened and that has been
reported to me on many occasions. Their biggest challenge is being able to do their job. Communities
are looking for law and order. People want to live in a community that is safe. We cannot provide that
unless we give the police the powers they need, but we must ensure that criminals will be hit with the full
force of the law if they take that out on police officers. 
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I could bring up a lot of things about the Juvenile Justice Act. I understand where the minister is
coming from with boot camps. I fully support that. The Sunday Mail reported that in Charters Towers a
bunch of juveniles smashed the window at Red Rooster. They walked in with baseball bats and
threatened staff. They asked people to get out. They stole everything from the soft drink machines. One
police officer arrived, but he could not do much. He apprehended them and they said, ‘You can’t touch
us, we’re juveniles.’ Such issues also need to be addressed. This is a good bill. This needed to be done
a long time ago. I fully support the bill. 

Hon. JP BLEIJIE (Kawana—LNP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice) (8.14 pm), in reply:
At the outset, I thank all honourable members for their contributions to the debate on the Criminal Law
Amendment Bill 2012. In particular, I thank my colleagues on the government side of the House. This bill
fulfils the Queensland government’s pre-election pledge that within our first 100 days of forming
government we would act to toughen the sentences for evading police, murder and serious assaults
committed upon Queensland’s fine police officers. The bill further signifies our intention to be tough on
crime and to strive to ensure that adequate punishments are handed down by the courts to serious
criminal offenders. In particular, the bill adopts a tough new approach to the handling of life sentences
for murder and provides strength and protection to police officers acting in the performance of their
duties. 

The bill amends the Criminal Code and the Corrective Services Act 2006 to increase the non-
parole period for the offence of murder from 15 to 20 years imprisonment and to apply a new 30-year
non-parole period of imprisonment for multiple murders. The Criminal Code is also amended to insert a
new and specific minimum non-parole period of 25 years imprisonment for the offence of murder where
the victim was a police officer. Criminals who murder police officers must face the tough punishments.
Police officers perform a vital role in protecting our community and in maintaining civil authority. This
government recognises that police officers perform their daily duties in the face of inherent dangers and
high-risk situations. 

Further, the bill amends section 340 of the Criminal Code, increasing the penalty for the offence
of serious assault against police officers from seven to 14 years imprisonment in the circumstances
where the offender bites, spits or applies bodily fluid or faeces to the police officer or where the assault
does the police officer bodily harm. The higher penalty will also apply where the offender is armed with
or pretends to be armed with any dangerous or offensive weapon or instrument. 

One of the most dangerous activities a police officer can become involved in is a police pursuit.
The alternative to police pursuits is to take enforcement action against offenders who choose to evade
police and who fail to stop when directed. Under the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000, the
evade police offence was established to create such an alternative. The bill amends section 754 of the
Police Powers and Responsibilities Act 2000 to introduce a mandatory minimum penalty of $5,000 and
a two-year licence disqualification for the offence of evading a police officer. The bill recognises that this
offence can only operate as an effective alternative to police pursuits if its deterrent value is maintained
through the imposition of sentences that reflect the inherently dangerous nature of the conduct involved.
Finally, the bill amends the Penalties and Sentences Act 1992 to abolish Queensland’s Sentencing
Advisory Council to achieve a more efficient use of limited public resources through the rationalisation of
the law reform functions across government. 

I turn to a few of the matters addressed by members in the House. The Leader of the Opposition
again talked about mandatory sentencing. We heard the same spiel when the Leader of the Opposition
talked about the two-strike policy that we introduced and passed a few weeks ago. The shadow
Attorney-General talked about mandatory sentencing not being supported by legal circles and that it
does not take into consideration extraordinary circumstances. She said it reduces the likelihood that
juvenile offenders can be rehabilitated and may increase court waiting times. She said she wants an
undertaking that the effects will be monitored. 

The problem that we have had in Queensland politics is that, for the past 20 years, the Labor
Party did not take these tough decisions. It did not take the tough decisions that the community wanted
in terms of sentencing. I find it really amazing that the Leader of the Opposition talks about the negative
impacts of mandatory sentencing, yet she was part of a government that was in power for 20 years. Why
didn’t they get rid of mandatory life imprisonment for murder? We have mandatory life imprisonment for
murder. Every time Labor Party members jump up in this place and say how abhorrent mandatory
sentences are, I ask why, in the past 20 years, didn’t they get rid of the ‘abhorrent’ mandatory life
imprisonment for murder? In this country we are the only jurisdiction that has mandatory life
imprisonment for murder and certainly the LNP will not change that. In fact, we are increasing the non-
parole period. 

So the Labor Party can come in here and talk about mandatory sentencing. They say that the
lawyers and judges do not like mandatory sentencing, yet they were in power for 20 years and they had
the opportunity to get rid of mandatory sentencing and mandatory life imprisonment for murder but they
did nothing because they know that the community supports these types of penalties and punishments
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for the most serious offences and offenders in our community. The LNP is very certain that this is what
the community wants us to do and that this has community support. These commitments were
announced during the election campaign and the public had a chance to vote on them.

The Leader of the Opposition criticised us for singling out a particular group of officers who are
protected by this—that is, the police. What they are referring to is the mandatory non-parole period if
you murder a police officer in Queensland increasing to 25 years and the mandatory non-parole period
for serious assaults on police officers increasing from seven years to 14 years. I think the members for
Rockhampton, Bundamba and Woodridge raised the same issue.

We are committed to ensuring that Queensland criminal law provides the protection required by
police officers acting in the performance of their duties. We specifically pledged to deal with that issue. I
have also said that if this law proves to be a success—that is, if it sets an appropriate deterrent for
serious assaults on police officers and we see results in terms of serious assaults on police officers
statistically going down, which we intend it to do—then there may be a capacity to broaden the scope of
who it applies to. There was an issue raised during the debate on this in the public domain in terms of
ambulance officers, but I firmly hold the view that what the government has done in introducing this law
and concentrating on police officers is the right step. When things go wrong in our communities and
there are serious issues where people are potentially in danger, we all step back as a community and
we send the police in. They have an obligation as part of their job to go into the dangerous situations,
and I think the government ought to offer them a better level of protection than is afforded to them
currently, and that is why we chose police officers. I do know that ambulance officers, particularly in the
nightclub districts, play a vital role in terms of first response, but it is generally the men and women in
blue on the beat, and I thank them for the service they provide for Queensland and the role they play.

We certainly will have a watching brief on this law. If it can be shown that the law is working as we
set out to achieve, then we may broaden the scope to other emergency services workers. But, at the
moment, I think it sufficiently covers police officers because police officers are there to maintain civil
authority. The inherent dangers that are associated with the role of a police officer obviously ought to be
diminished here by these new laws and this should set an appropriate deterrent.

The opposition leader also raised the issue of the abolishment of the Sentencing Advisory
Council, and she quoted some remarks I had made in the Hansard in support of the establishment of the
Sentencing Advisory Council. I accept that. However, we have to respond to what we have been dealt
with, and I can give the opposition leader 65 billion reasons why I have abolished the Sentencing
Advisory Council and it has to do with debt, deficit and deniers in Queensland. We are not deniers of the
debt. We know that there is a $65 billion debt. We know that if things had kept going and we had not
changed things we would have had a projected $100 billion debt. We certainly know that we have a job
to do in paying down the debt and getting Queensland’s finances back on track. I talk to the business
community. The Premier and I had a meeting with a business advocacy group today, and they certainly
endorse the government’s position because they know that, if we get things back on track and make the
tough decisions now, Queenslanders will have a prosperous future, whether that be in their businesses
or their type of employment. So although I did support the establishment of the Sentencing Advisory
Council, I certainly support the abolishment of the Sentencing Advisory Council as a savings measure
and because there is a duplication.

If we look at what the Sentencing Advisory Council achieved over its short life span, we can see
that there was certainly a lot of outsourcing going on from the former government at the time. I note that
Cameron Dick, who set it up, and Paul Lucas certainly did not want to make the tough decisions so they
referred everything to the Sentencing Advisory Council. I recall with one of the particular issues—I think
it was the mandatory non-parole periods for particular offences—the Sentencing Advisory Council made
X amount of recommendations, and the Attorney at the time, Paul Lucas, stood up here and said, ‘We
thank them for their report but we actually do not accept their report.’ The Sentencing Advisory Council
in fact did not really accept its own report because it said, ‘We don’t believe in mandatory non-parole
periods but here’s our recommendation to introduce it.’ So we had a report that said, ‘The Sentencing
Advisory Council doesn’t believe in it but we’re reporting on it anyway,’ and we then had the former
Attorney come in here and say, ‘Thank you for all the time you spent on the report. The community does
not accept mandatory non-parole periods. I have set up my own review.’ So Lucas went away and set
up his own review, despite having the Sentencing Advisory Council. Then, lo and behold, just before the
election he introduced a bill endorsing the Sentencing Advisory Council. What a bureaucratic nightmare.

Governments are elected to make decisions. Governments are elected to be divisive—sorry,
decisive in their decision making—

Ms Palaszczuk: Is that divisive or decisive? Are you taking interjections? Divisive or decisive?
Mr BLEIJIE: No, you are divisive; that is the only thing. We are getting on with the job. We

announced during the election campaign that there would be tougher penalties for police assaults. In
terms of the Sentencing Advisory Council, we have the Queensland Law Reform Commission for major
law reform issues. I can refer things to the Law Reform Commission if I believe that particular laws need
modernising, and we are looking at a range of those at the moment.
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Minister Stuckey raised the issue of getting tough on crime and she said that we have not seen
that for many years in Queensland. I think the Gold Coast members particularly understand this more
than any, with respect to the death of Damian Leeding. It was good to see that support was shown
during the debate by purchasing ties from the member for Coomera. He was a good salesman because
I think everyone bought a tie from him to raise money.

Mr Johnson: They weren’t game not to. 
Mr BLEIJIE: That is exactly right. The women were able to buy a scarf, and I recall when the

member for Coomera was selling the ties and scarves in our party room that I did ask if they sold pocket
chiefs in that particular fashion but they did not so I bought the tie anyway. It was great to support the
member for Coomera in his campaign. I think Gold Coast members particularly know more than others
the impact caused by the death of a police officer. 

In another spirited debate from the member for Logan—and I thank him—he talked about the
police being the guardians of the law. I like that expression. I have not heard it used too often but I do
like it. He said that hooning is affecting the sanctity of the electorate of Logan. We are dealing with
evading police, and the member will know that we are going to introduce the hooning policy as well for
crushing cars so that will be one for him to get involved in also. Hopefully then we will be able to assist
the good constituents of Logan. The ones who have their cars crushed and confiscated and the ones
who evade police will be up for this mandatory penalty.

The member for Ipswich West raised the issue that the victims of murder have no release date,
and I think that is quite pertinent in this debate. As he said, their families carry a heavy burden for the
rest of their lives. He said that the loss of licence will sing loud to those young offenders, and I think that
is what we are on about here.

The member for Rockhampton said that there was no coherent reason for the dissolution of the
Sentencing Advisory Council. As I said to the Leader of the Opposition, I can provide the member for
Rockhampton with 65 billion reasons why I am tonight abolishing the Sentencing Advisory Council
officially—that is, to get rid of the waste, inefficiencies and duplication created by the Labor Party. That is
why we are doing this. We do not outsource our government in terms of advice. There are 78 of us in
here on the Liberal National Party side who were elected to govern for the interests of all
Queenslanders, and we are getting on with the job of doing that.

I note that during the debate the member opposite was asking whether judges retain a discretion,
and I note he had to check with the member for South Brisbane on that point. Judges will not retain a
discretion. It is a mandatory penalty, so there is no discretion there. I dealt with the issue that the
member for Rockhampton raised about the distinction between the life of one individual over the life of
the other in terms of a police officer. I think police officers are put in inherently dangerous situations and
should be provided with better protection in the law. 

The member for Toowoomba North talked about the message that this sends to would-be
criminals. I thank the member for Condamine, who is the chairman of the committee. He did a fantastic
job. I understand and appreciate the heavy legislative burden that we have placed on the legal affairs
committee. I do thank the members of that committee. 

Mr Rickuss: He said you should push more bills his way. 
Mr BLEIJIE: I am happy to accommodate the chairman’s request for more bills. We did it today

with the holidays bill. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Berry): Order! There is too much audible conversation. Can we

please keep it down? 
Mr BLEIJIE: I do thank all members of the committee. It is a legislatively burdensome committee.

There is a lot of legislation. If members look at legislation that has been introduced in this place in the
last 150 days they will see that about 95 per cent has been in the Law, Order, Justice and Attorney-
General portfolio. I know it is a burden for them, but I thank them for doing such a tremendous job. I
cannot offer them any reprieve in the next three years because it is only going to get a lot busier as we
continue with the Liberal National Party’s positive six-month action plan to get Queensland back on
track. 

The member for Broadwater, who is on the committee, talked about the fact that governments are
committed to responding to people and ensuring that sentences reflect community expectations. I do
that when I direct appeals to be lodged against particular sentences in Queensland. I do take on board
whether the particular sentence sets a deterrent and whether the particular sentence is in line with
community expectations. As elected officials—elected parliamentarians—we have to respond to
communities. I agree with the member for Broadwater. We respond to our communities. We change the
laws. The judiciary administers and interprets the laws, but ultimately we make the laws. 

The member for Burdekin said that it was about time there was a stance taken on crime and
police officers were given the respect they deserve. I concur with the member’s sentiments in that police
officers and victims of crime have not had a fair share in the last 20 years, but we are righting that wrong
tonight. 
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The member for Morayfield took this as a good opportunity to spruik the work of his local police
officers and thank them for the work they do. He told stories of local officers. As it currently stands, there
is more incentive to evade police officers and this amendment will change that. I think he is referring to
matters in his electorate. I thank him for bringing those matters here. The member for Bulimba—
Bundamba, sorry—

Mr Rickuss: That is a real offence, mixing Bulimba and Bundamba. 
Mr BLEIJIE: I know, and I apologise to the member for Bulimba for that. I thank the member for

Bundamba for her interesting contribution to the debate. Unfortunately I was not present in the chamber
for her speech, but I caught a bit of it online. While I was not intently listening, it was on in the
background. I saw a vision of her on the TV in the background. If I am advised correctly, the member for
Bundamba was talking about me screeching or squawking—

Mrs Miller interjected. 
Mr BLEIJIE: I take the interjection. If it was someone else the member was squawking or

squeaking about—the only one screeching in this place is you, member for Bundamba; the only one
who screeches in this place—

Mrs Miller interjected. 
Mr BLEIJIE: I am telling you now, the member for Nicklin and the member for Bundamba are on

a par at the moment in terms of the squawking. They are a bit of a tag team in screeching. 
Ms Palaszczuk interjected. 
Mr BLEIJIE: I thank the Leader of the Opposition. 
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! There is too much background noise. 
Mr BLEIJIE: The opposition leader wants me to return to the bill. I am actually talking about her

member’s contribution to the debate. It was a bit of a squealing, screeching act. I am responding to the
theatrical performance the member for Bundamba gave and I think it is appropriate. I have responded to
lots of members. I think I ought to show the member for Bundamba the same commitment that I showed
to other members who contributed to the debate.

The member for Bundamba talked about the government from 1919 to 1925 that was reportedly
tough on law and order. I say to the member for Bundamba that it is a real pity that the tough law and
order stance of the former Labor Party from 1919 to 1925 has been so badly trashed by the modern
Labor Party over the years. They certainly did nothing for the victims of crime in the last 20 years—
nothing in terms of toughening up law and order. 

I thank the member for Coomera for his contribution and for the campaign that he conducted to
raise money. How much money did you raise? 

Mr Crandon: $3,150. 
Mr BLEIJIE: Hear, hear! The member for Coomera raised $3,150 for the Damian Leeding

Foundation from the ties and scarves he sold. 
I always enjoy the contribution of the member for Gregory. He talked about the community being

sick and tired of the louts and hoons running rampant in society. I concur with the member’s sentiments.
The Minister for Local Government talked about how this impacts regional Queensland, which is
important. The member for Greenslopes talked about working on the front line in the police force. There
are a couple of former police officers in this parliament, and all know only too well how this bill will impact
positively on their former colleagues in the police force. 

The member for Woodridge raised no arguments that had not already been raised by other
members of the Labor Party. The member for Burnett talked about the evading police provisions and
about a 13-year-old and a married couple who were killed in separate incidents by offenders who were
attempting to evade police. It is always interesting to hear personal stories from members in this place. 

The question that the member for Gladstone raised was: will a frightened girl not stopping for
police on a deserted road be captured by the evading police provision? That is similar to what the
member for Beaudesert and I were talking about. The member for Gladstone was talking about a
frightened girl and the member for Beaudesert was talking about ‘Leadfoot’ Betty not wanting to pull
over for police on the suspicion that it was in fact not a police car. I reassure members that section 754
of the Police Powers and Responsibilities Act says that the driver of a motor vehicle must stop the
vehicle as soon as is reasonably possible if a reasonable person would stop the motor vehicle in the
circumstances. Police will still have a discretion as to whether they charge someone with the offence, as
they have generally with every other offence. Additionally—and I had a conversation with the member
for Beaudesert about this—there is an offence of mistake of fact contained in the Criminal Code. Under
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that defence, if a person was under a mistaken belief that it was not a police officer pulling them over,
they may have a complete defence to the charge. These current provisions, both in the Police Powers
and Responsibilities Act and the Criminal Code, will be sufficient to safeguard against any of those
issues arising. 

The member for Gladstone also raised the issue of whether the higher penalty will apply to a
corrupt cop. I can advise the member for Gladstone that the police officer must have been in these
circumstances performing their duties and the offender must have known or ought reasonably to have
known that they were a police officer, or must have killed the police officer for no other reason than that
they were a police officer, or must have killed the police officer in retaliation for actions they undertook in
the performance of their duties. This legislation is not intended to capture a corrupt cop acting outside
the scope of his or her duties. A situation like this would likely result in a murder charge without a
circumstance of aggravation and would still attract a minimum non-parole period of 20 years. 

I thank the Minister for Police and Community Safety for his support for this sort of bill which
addresses two issues, one in the Department of Justice and Attorney-General and one in the
Department of Police and Community Safety. I thank the Minister for Police for that. 

The member for Capalaba related a personal story of his wife’s father. I think this is what
parliament is all about. People elected to this place come from different political persuasions, have
different beliefs and backgrounds and have different personal lives. We are all challenged in some way
or another with personal circumstances. I thank the member for Capalaba for his contribution. I recall
last year going to the Queensland Homicide Victims Support Group event where they lay out the shoes
of murder victims. It is really compelling and sad. In fact, that is what spurred me a year ago, when I was
shadow Attorney-General—and meeting Ross Thompson from the Queensland Homicide Victims
Support Group—to really start looking at these laws and how we could toughen up the non-parole
periods and make sure that criminals serve more time in prison than they currently do. 

We know that under the current law a person convicted of murder is given a mandatory sentence
of life imprisonment but they are eligible for parole after 15 years. This bill changes that non-parole
period from 15 to 20 years. It abolishes the Sentencing Advisory Council. It introduces a mandatory
minimum penalty of $5,000 and a two-year licence disqualification for the offence of evading police
under section 754 of the Criminal Code. Also, the bill increases the non-parole period for multiple
murders from 20 years to 30 years and inserts a new minimum non-parole period of 25 years for the
offence of murder if the victim was a police officer in the line of duty. Finally, the bill confirms the
government’s commitment to increase the maximum penalty for the offence of serious assault of a
police officer from seven years to 14 years imprisonment. 

I thank all honourable members for their contributions. I think the passage of this bill tonight is a
great news story for Queensland. I think it is a great news story for regional Queensland. It is great news
for our police officers—men and women who are on the front line working very hard to ensure that the
communities we serve are protected and safe from criminals and would-be criminals. I think it is a just
law in terms of giving police the appropriate protection and setting a deterrent that they require and so
deserve. 

I think it is appropriate that murderers serve more time in prison. I think the community expects
more from legislation in terms of mandatory life imprisonment. The issue is always raised that life
imprisonment is not really life when there is non-parole period of 15 years. We are not changing that;
however, we are increasing the non-parole period. So the upshot is that murderers will serve more time
in Queensland prisons. People who commit double murders will serve at least 30 years without parole
and those who murder a police officer in the line of duty will serve at least 25 years without parole. 

I thank all members on the government side for supporting these tough initiatives. I thank their
constituents who support these initiatives. This all goes to making sure we get Queensland back on
track and support the victims of crime, as opposed to the Labor Party’s stance of always supporting the
offenders over the victims. 

Division: Question put—That the bill be now read a second time. 
AYES, 75—Barton, Bennett, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Choat, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, Davies, C Davis,
T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Douglas, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant,
Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Hopper, Johnson, Judge, Kaye, Kempton, King, Knuth, Krause, Langbroek, Latter,
Maddern, Malone, Mander, McArdle, McVeigh, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Newman, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Powell, Pucci, Rice,
Rickuss, Robinson, Ruthenberg, Seeney, Shorten, Shuttleworth, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Symes, Trout,
Walker, Watts, Wellington, Woodforth, Young. Tellers: Menkens, Smith

NOES, 7—Byrne, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Trad. Tellers: Miller, Scott

Resolved in the affirmative.

Bill read a second time. 
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Consideration in Detail
Clauses 1 to 10, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 11 to 17—
Ms PALASZCZUK (8.54 pm): We have made it very clear during the different speeches delivered

by this side of the House our opposition to the abolition of the Sentencing Advisory Council. We believe
that it was set up with the best intentions of gaining a community understanding and expectations of
what particular sentences could be in relation to a range of offences. It was set up with good intentions
and I also understand that the now Attorney-General when in opposition supported it and since then has
changed his mind. Our position has not changed and will not change. We believe that the Sentencing
Advisory Council did perform a vital role. It was halfway through some important work. We believe that
the abolition of this important council is the wrong way to go. We do not think that there has been much
consultation done in relation to the abolition. We would not seek to support clauses 11 to 17 because, in
effect, they deal with the abolition.

Mr BLEIJIE: I note the Leader of the Opposition’s comments in that those opposite cannot
support these particular clauses. Correct me if I am wrong, but I just witnessed those in the Labor Party
voting against the entire bill. It is extraordinary that they voted against the entire bill considering the fact
that I have the Hansard here where the Leader of the Opposition herself said at the time of her
contribution to the debate that they will not be opposing the amendments but have some concerns.
They just voted against it!

Mr Newman: Is it a backflip?
Mr BLEIJIE: It is an extraordinary backflip. I was a little surprised at the backflip, but I think the

members for Rockhampton and Bundamba were a little more surprised with the backflip given the look
on their faces when they walked into the chamber thinking, ‘What on earth’s going on here? Why are we
voting against tougher laws for assaults on police officers? Why are we voting against murderers to
spend more time in prison? Why are we voting against people who murder police officers serving 25
years imprisonment?’ That is the question that people should be asking. That is the question the six
opposite should be asking the Leader of the Opposition right now. How can she go from saying in
Hansard that they will not be opposing the amendments to all of a sudden voting against the entire bill?
That means that the member for Rockhampton has to explain to every police officer in his electorate—
the men and women at the front line in blue—why he voted against—

A government member: The shadow minister for police he is.
Mr BLEIJIE: You are joking!
Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Berry): Members, there is too much noise. I call the Attorney.
Mr BLEIJIE: It has been rightly pointed out by the minister that the member who just voted

against the provisions in relation to serious assaults on police officers is in fact the shadow police
minister. I would like to be a fly on the wall when Ian Leavers from the Police Union calls you tomorrow.

Mr Newman: He knows already!
Mr BLEIJIE: We have already texted Ian Leavers from the Police Union. In four years in this

place I have never seen something so extraordinary—that the Labor Party, despite these things going to
the election and getting the strong endorsement of constituents and having the strong support of all
police officers and community representatives, does not have the guts to at least support elements of
the bill tonight and has to vote against the entire bill. I would love to see when the members for
Rockhampton and Bundamba go back—

Mr Cripps: I’m sure you will go.
Mr BLEIJIE: I will. I am going to plan a trip to Rockhampton fairly soon and Bundamba. I will get

up to Mulgrave. In fact I am heading up to North Queensland next week, so I think I might have to make
a bit of a detour into Mulgrave and meet with the police officers there.

There are two things in relation to what the opposition leader raises. One, I find it absolutely
extraordinary that those opposite voted against this tonight. Despite the squawking from the member for
Mulgrave, I think in fact most members opposite in their contributions said that they are supporting this
bill. They said, ‘We’re not opposing this bill,’ and yet they came in here and voted against it. With regard
to the surprise of the member for South Brisbane when she strolled through the door when all the other
six were in here, there was no surprise on her face—no surprise! She knew what was going on.

A government member: The new leader!
Mr BLEIJIE: The future Leader of the Labor Party knew that she had stitched the Leader of the

Opposition up tonight.
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Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Honourable members, there is far too much noise. I call the Attorney.

Mr BLEIJIE: I apologise, Mr Deputy Speaker. I know that the clauses relate to the Sentencing
Advisory Council, but I do digress slightly. But I have to set out the facts in case I do not get another
opportunity.

Mr Seeney: Shocking hypocrisy!

Mr BLEIJIE: It is shocking hypocrisy, but I think it is shameful actually. I really think it is shameful
that a shadow police minister can come in here and actively say and suggest to the police community
that he is supporting this and then at the stroke of nine o’clock votes against police officers in
Queensland. I think that is shameful. 

Mrs Miller: You’re misleading the parliament. 

Mr BLEIJIE: The member for Bundamba can laugh about it—

Mrs Miller: Me?

Mr BLEIJIE: I am sure she said in her contribution that she was supporting it as well. How did she
go from supporting it two hours ago to voting against it tonight?

Mrs Miller interjected. 

Mr BLEIJIE: In two hours she went from supporting it then voting against our police officers in
this state because the member for South Brisbane said. 

I have addressed the issue of the Sentencing Advisory Council. We are getting rid of waste,
duplication and inefficiency. When the members opposite ask for the reasons we are abolishing the
Sentencing Advisory Council I simply say that there are $65 billion reasons we are getting rid of the
Sentencing Advisory Council—to pay off the disgraceful debt left by the Labor Party. We have to pay it
off. The members of the Labor Party are still debt and deficit deniers. They do not think there was a
problem with the state budget, despite Treasury saying that the debt was unsustainable, despite
Moody’s saying that it was unsustainable, despite an independent Commission of Audit report saying
that the debt was unsustainable if we kept going with the current projections. But it was no issue for
them. Everything was hunky-dory, no worries, keep borrowing to spend more than we can afford.
Queenslanders know that in tough times they have to budget for the family and the government should
be no different. The government should budget and be fiscally responsible and plan our fiscal recovery
for the future. 

We are making the tough decisions and I am abolishing the Sentencing Advisory Council, saving
over $1 million a year. We are doing that because, as I said, all it became was an outsource agent for
the Labor Party government so that it did not have to take responsibility for actions and it did not have to
make decisions. For the benefit of those members who were not here at the time, if an issue graced the
front page of the Courier-Mail, instead of the Labor Party saying, ‘There is an issue in the community
that we have to fix,’ they sent the matter off to the Sentencing Advisory Council. Then the minister would
stand up and say, ‘Don’t worry, we have referred it to the committee.’ In the second reading debate I
used the example of the former Attorney-General, Paul Lucas, referring the issue of mandatory non-
parole periods to the Sentencing Advisory Council. The Sentencing Advisory Council produced a report
that said, ‘We, in fact, don’t actually agree with non-parole periods, but we are recommending that you
implement these types of non-parole periods anyway.’ Then the former Attorney-General stood in this
place and said, ‘I have the report from the Sentencing Advisory Council that they don’t agree with. Here
is the report. I actually don’t agree with the Sentencing Advisory Council report, because I think the
community has a higher expectation of that sort of stuff. I’m going to set up my own review of non-parole
periods.’ So the former Attorney-General set up his own review and then came back in here and
introduced legislation that mimicked the report of the Sentencing Advisory Council. What a waste of
time. If they had just made the decision at the start, they would have had the opportunity to get it right. 

It is hypocrisy from the members of the Labor Party to come in here and vote against this entire
bill when they said that they were supporting it. I say to the other 78 members, particularly those
members whose electorates surround those of the seven opposite, to make sure from tomorrow
morning that they are on every radio station in their electorates saying, ‘Your Labor Party elected official
voted against police tonight. They voted against tougher sentences for murderers. They want murderers
to walk our streets earlier.’ 

Mrs Miller interjected. 

Mr BLEIJIE: Shame, shame, shame on the member for Bundamba! We will not tolerate that on
this side of the House. That is why we are introducing these tough laws. We are getting tough on crime
and we will put the victims ahead of the offenders any day of the week.
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Division: Question put—That clauses 11 to 17, as read, be agreed to. 
AYES, 74—Barton, Bennett, Bleijie, Boothman, Cavallucci, Choat, Costigan, Cox, Crandon, Cripps, Crisafulli, Davies, C Davis,
T Davis, Dempsey, Dickson, Dillaway, Douglas, Dowling, Elmes, Emerson, Flegg, France, Frecklington, Gibson, Grant,
Grimwade, Gulley, Hart, Hathaway, Hobbs, Hopper, Johnson, Judge, Kaye, Kempton, King, Krause, Langbroek, Latter, Maddern,
Malone, Mander, McArdle, McVeigh, Millard, Minnikin, Molhoek, Newman, Nicholls, Ostapovitch, Powell, Pucci, Rice, Rickuss,
Robinson, Ruthenberg, Seeney, Shorten, Shuttleworth, Sorensen, Springborg, Stevens, Stewart, Stuckey, Symes, Trout, Walker,
Watts, Wellington, Woodforth, Young. Tellers: Menkens, Smith 
NOES, 7—Byrne, Mulherin, Palaszczuk, Pitt, Trad. Tellers: Miller, Scott

Resolved in the affirmative.
Clauses 11 to 17, as read, agreed to.
Clauses 18 to 24—
Mr BLEIJIE (9.11 pm): It is highly unusual for a minister to get up and speak on a clause.

However, I think it is important that I advise the House, as it is particularly relevant to these clauses, that
I heard the member for Bundamba say they are voting against this tonight because ambos are not
included. This is the debate in relation to serious assaults on police officers. I say to the member for
Bundamba that if that is the reason they are voting against it where is her amendment introduced into
the parliament that says, ‘We like the legislation but we would prefer you do this.’ 

Mrs MILLER: I rise to a point of order. In relation to this clause I want to point out that the
member for Stretton indicated that she wanted the ambos and the firies in as well. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Berry): Member for Bundamba, that is not a point of order. 
Mr BLEIJIE: The member for Stretton voted for this bill. The member for Stretton voted on this

side of the chamber. The member for Bundamba voted against the bill on that side on the basis that it
does not cover ambulance officers. The member for Bundamba has the most overresourced opposition.
One of the 22 people sitting out the back could have drafted an amendment in a hurry if that was the
reason. But we know what happened. The member for South Brisbane got involved and all was over for
the member for Bundamba. Did the member for Bundamba suggest to the member for South Brisbane,
‘Let’s support it because it will be a problem politically if we don’t support it, but we should move an
amendment.’ Did the member for Bundamba say that? I doubt it. One would think the shadow minister
covering ambulance officers should have. 

These particular clauses are important for the bill. I support them absolutely. I thought it important
to point out the hypocrisy of the member for Bundamba. She either does not know what she is doing or
is completely incompetent. She has been in this place a long time. 

Mr Seeney: Both.
Mr BLEIJIE: I take the interjection from the Deputy Premier. I concur with that interjection. Rather

than voting against the bill she had an opportunity to move an amendment and she did not because the
member for South Brisbane did not tell her to do it. The member for South Brisbane has not even looked
up. She cannot bring herself to. Now she has. I thank members for their contributions on the clauses. 

Clauses 18 to 24, as read, agreed to.

Third Reading
Hon. JP BLEIJIE (Kawana—LNP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice) (9.15 pm): I

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

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

Motion agreed to.

Bill read a third time.

Long Title
Hon. JP BLEIJIE (Kawana—LNP) (Attorney-General and Minister for Justice) (9.15 pm): I

move—
That the long title of the bill be agreed to.

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

ADJOURNMENT
Mr STEVENS (Mermaid Beach—LNP) (Manager of Government Business) (9.16 pm): I move—

That the House do now adjourn.
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Ashgrove Electorate

Hon. CKT NEWMAN (Ashgrove—LNP) (Premier) (9.16 pm): The first couple of months in the
Ashgrove electorate have been fast and furious and a lot of fun. I spend every Friday and most of my
weekends in the electorate and tonight I want to update the House on the great things I have had the
privilege to be involved in. Meeting with constituents and groups in the electorate office and listening to
their issues and concerns is a top priority. I love that there are so many passionate people in the
electorate in touch with their community and working hard for what they believe in. Meeting with
representatives from local sporting groups, listening to the stories from parents with kids with a disability
and hearing the enthusiasm of people from our historical societies and environment groups all inspire
me to work hard for the electorate. I have been making my way around to all I9 schools in the electorate
where I have been meeting one-on-one with the principals and in some cases the representatives of the
P&Cs and P&Fs. I have also chatted with some of the school leaders and taken tours of the campuses
so I can get a true appreciation for not only the school’s physical needs, but also all the great initiatives
the schools and students have underway. 

I have also taken part in many great events, celebrations and meetings such as the Valley District
Cricket Club’s annual trophy presentation night; the Mitchelton State High School open day and market
day; GPS v University rugby match and ladies day; The Gap Scout Group AGM; Mater Dei 2012 Trivia
Olympics night; Picabeen Community Association 20th birthday celebrations; Rotary Club of Ashgrove/
The Gap changeover dinner; KindyNews mums’ brunch; the Oakleigh State School Anzac Day
ceremony; St Peter Chanel School fundraiser dinner dance; guest storyteller last week at The Gap State
School; Book Week; 30th Anniversary of Greening Australia; official opening of the new headquarters of
the 1st Division building at Enoggera Barracks; and, most recently, the Gaythorne RSL Sub Branch
Annual Vietnam Veteran’s Day commemoration service. 

Of course, I also really enjoy setting up my Community Corner on Saturday mornings where lots
of people have been coming to say hi and chat about what is important to them. I have been down at
The Gap Village, the Samford Road and Wardell Street intersection, the Ashgrove shops and Brookside
Shopping Centre. Each month, I also host a meet and greet, where I invite a group of like people,
businesses or organisations to the electorate office and, over drinks and nibbles, we discuss issues and
ideas, and people provide feedback to me on the government’s initiatives. 

As people in the Ashgrove electorate know, delivering on election commitments is paramount.
From the upgrade of the Samford Road and Wardell Street intersection to installing flashing school zone
lights and an equipment storage shed for The Gap’s Little Athletics, from a $5 million sporting hall at The
Gap State High School to $3 million worth of new classrooms at the Ashgrove State School, all are a
priority and are on the way to being delivered. 

Caboolture Hospital, Mental Health Unit

Mrs FRANCE (Pumicestone—LNP) (9.19 pm): Tonight I rise to speak about the impact of the
hospital and health boards and the brand new mental health facility at Caboolture. The wonderful staff at
Caboolture Hospital are struggling to meet the needs of our local community due to the mismanagement
of Queensland Health by the previous Labor government. I wish to highlight the important steps this
government is taking to improve health service delivery at Caboolture Hospital and around the state,
and how the health reforms are having a huge and positive impact on our local communities. 

What these boards mean for communities is an assurance that the decision makers are aware of
the local issues affecting health service delivery and that decision makers are working directly with
community members to improve services. For the constituent in my electorate who has been waiting for
four years for his prostate cancer surgery, it means knowing that a local, professional and informed
board is actively pursuing solutions to reduce the waiting list and get him into the hospital. 

The resources provided by the previous government were not enough to deal with problems
affecting local service delivery. At struggling hospitals around the state, including Caboolture Hospital,
the staff were doing the best they could with the resources they were provided, but it was not enough.
I am confident that the constituents in my electorate will soon have access to improved health services,
better equipped staff and a better health system that is working harder for Queenslanders. 

The changes introduced as part of the government’s comprehensive health reforms are
strengthening community involvement by asking what they need from their health system. Decisions will
be informed by people who know what their community needs and who can offer their knowledge and
advice to deliver solutions. I am pleased to tell my constituents that the new hospital and health boards
are the beginning of a better service delivery platform, the beginning of improved access to health
services by those less fortunate in their communities and the beginning of an efficient and capable
Caboolture Hospital operating with new resources and improved services. 
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Earlier this month in Caboolture, the new mental health unit was opened. It is a fantastic addition
to the health services available to our community. The opening of the facility has increased to 67 the
total number of mental health beds on the Caboolture Hospital campus. That is great news for those in
our community requiring mental health care. It is hoped that, by providing dedicated care to patients with
mental health issues, the facility will help ease the load on our emergency services and hospital
emergency departments. The opening of the mental health unit in Caboolture has also provided new
opportunities for local nurses, with approximately 60 new nursing positions being filled in recent months.
Over the coming years the Metro North Mental Health Service will provide support and direction for the
facility. 

The delivery of and access to health services in my electorate will continue to be one of my key
priorities. I am pleased to be part of a government that is committed to delivering better health services
to my community. 

Blackstone and Dinmore State Schools
Mrs MILLER (Bundamba—ALP) (9.22 pm): I want to talk about the complete hypocrisy of the

LNP ministers in this government and as shadow ministers whilst in opposition. They say one thing in
opposition and another when they are in government! Big men in opposition; little men in government. I
speak on the issue of the Blackstone and Dinmore state schools.

A government member interjected. 
Madam SPEAKER: Order! Pause the clock. The minister is not in his correct seat to interject.

Cease the interjection. 
Mrs MILLER: Thank you for your protection, Madam Speaker. I speak on the issue of the

Blackstone and Dinmore state school sites in my electorate. Under the previous government those
important school facilities were kept in the hands of the community because I fought hard and
successfully for the need for them to be maintained for the use of the community. In the Queensland
Times dated 21 January 2009, Lawrence Springborg said that the LNP leader rode into the school like a
knight in shining armour, pledging to save the school from the fire-breathing dragons. ‘We will keep
Blackstone State School open. It’s as simple as that,’ he said. However, the armour is now tarnished.
Right now, the armour needs some Brasso and a little bit of elbow grease. 

On 11 November 2008 in this House, the current education minister and then opposition leader
stated that I had ‘lamely suggested’ that I had saved the school buildings. He said that on a ‘bleak
October night’ he sat in a ‘rolled-gold Labor electorate’ promising the community that he would be their
saviour and now he is the minister in charge. What did he do in his first months as a P-plate minister?
He sold the school sites from under the community. 

Who is the lame minister now? Who is the lame duck minister who will not stand up for his
undertakings to the community, but is rolling over to his masters, the Premier and the Treasurer, to slash
and burn the facilities that our Labor government provided for the community? ‘Oh!’, they cry. ‘They doth
protest!’ Now they are judge, jury and executioner on those historic school buildings. 

Where are the community heroes now? Why aren’t they fighting for facilities to be kept within the
community? If they were fair dinkum, if they really believed what they said previously, they would be
reopening those schools. I would welcome a commitment from them to reopen the schools or at least
keep the facilities open to the community groups that utilise them.  This is an issue that the disgraced
LNP candidate said the community was very passionate about. We are always told how this government
has the interests of the community at heart, but this action against the community shows that it has no
heart at all when it comes to the interests of Ipswich. They need to give CPR to the members for Ipswich
and Ipswich West, who seem to have departed from the earth because we do not hear a bo-peep from
them now. 

These ministers, these knights in shining armour, are now putting the sword to the communities to
which they promised so much. They should live up to the code of knights and be true and honest in their
word. Now they are in government they are being absolutely disgraceful. But be warned: the fight has
just begun. As the Knights Templar prepared for battle, they sang the Psalm of David—

(Time expired) 

Seniors Week
Mrs RICE (Mount Coot-tha—LNP) (9.25 pm): I rise to acknowledge that this week, from 18 to 26

of August, is Seniors Week. Seniors Week provides an important opportunity for all Queenslanders to
celebrate the valuable contribution of seniors. The theme for Seniors Week 2012 is ‘Living and loving
life’ to highlight the vibrant and active role that seniors play in all aspects of our communities. The aims
of Seniors Week are to promote positive community attitudes towards older people, support community
participation and activity by older people, including those from Indigenous and culturally and
linguistically diverse backgrounds, and enhance community connections and intergenerational
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relationships. This year, the Queensland government has provided $125,000 in funding to community
organisations to hold more than 40 Seniors Week events across the state. This commitment clearly
demonstrates the government’s appreciation for Queensland seniors.  

In my electorate of Mount Coot-tha, many over-60s are active contributors to the local community.
They are part of a number of energetic groups such as the Toowong Senior Citizens, National Seniors
Toowong and Bardon branches, and the Brisbane West Seniors, which are well established and provide
wonderful activities and meeting places for their members. The Bardon Lions, the Mcllwraith Croquet
Club, the Toowong and District Historical Society and Meals on Wheels are all run because of the
valuable support provided by seniors.

In keeping with this year’s theme of ‘Living and loving life’, I would particularly like to highlight the
work of the Bardon Lions, which recently hosted a Christmas in July luncheon. For months, the Lions
fundraised to raise enough money to provide a special Christmas meal for around 100 local seniors,
many of whom normally have less opportunity to socialise. The event provided an opportunity for local
seniors to build new friendships and networks. The feedback from the event was overwhelming. As I
looked around the room that day, it was fabulous to hear so much laughter and to see so many smiling
faces. The work of the Lions demonstrates the important role clubs and groups play in supporting
seniors, and group members certainly encourage each other to live and love life.

I acknowledge the member for Everton, Mr Tim Mander, and congratulate him on the very
successful seniors concert that was held yesterday at Parliament House. I know that the idea was
generated by a local Everton resident who is also a music teacher. Of the approximately 200 total
attendees, around 20 were from the Mount Coot-tha electorate. All those who attended yesterday’s
concert thoroughly enjoyed it. The feedback from residents of Mouth Coot-tha was in relation to the
amazing talents of our young people. In closing, I draw the attention of the House to the important part
our seniors play in our community. Again, I thank them for their ongoing contribution. 

Cairns Electorate
Mr KING (Cairns—LNP) (9.28 pm): I am proud to stand here this evening and say that Cairns has

shifted gear from the backblocks under the Labor government to the starting blocks under the Newman
government. In the last few years of the disastrous Bligh government, our city was drowning not waving,
but since the Newman government was elected in March confidence has been building and an air of
positivity is returning to our great city. While the Far North has struggled with one of the highest
unemployment rates in the country for the past two years and more, recent announcements by our
government have dramatically shifted the city’s outlook from one of despondency to an emerging sense
of confidence and growth. In a short time, our government has notched up significant wins in the areas
of tourism, law and order, and health.

Through our government’s attracting aviation fund, we have secured direct flights from China
Eastern, and our open-for-business ethos and a recent trade visit by the tourism minister and the
Treasurer to China have helped secure flights from China Southern. Cairns hosted our government’s
highly successful DestinationQ conference in June, and last week the tourism minister and I hosted the
China Focus Forum, which was aimed at bringing our city and community together to prepare for the
influx of Chinese visitors.

Our government has launched the Cairns Crime Action Plan resulting in the highly successful
Operation Escalate, a six-month blitz on crime in our CBD, and just last week 13 new police recruits
were appointed to Cairns. Today the Cairns region was announced as one of two locations for a trial of
our boot camp initiative—another sign that the law and order issues ignored by the previous Labor
government are being addressed by our government.

The challenges presented by our uniquely complex health catchment are finally being tackled,
with the establishment of the Cairns and Hinterland Hospital and Health Board. Last week, we
announced $3.7 million in funding to recruit much needed specialists for the Cairns Base Hospital as
part of our government’s $15 million election commitment to boost specialist services at the hospital.

On top of all of this and much, much more, the Premier this week announced that Cairns will host
all 19 cabinet ministers at the next community cabinet on 16 and 17 September. Looking forward, Cairns
will also host the G20 finance ministers meeting in 2014, an event that will shine the global spotlight on
our great city. I am extremely proud to represent the people of Cairns in this 54th Parliament. Cairns is
the tropical jewel of Queensland and a burgeoning international city. I look forward to working hard with
our dynamic community to keep it that way. 

National Disability Insurance Scheme
Mr BYRNE (Rockhampton—ALP) (9.31 pm): I rise to address recent comments made by the

member for Mirani as published in a number of regional newspapers in Central Queensland. The
member for Mirani has attempted to convince Central Queenslanders that this LNP government wholly
supports the NDIS. It is simply ridiculous for the member to suggest that the LNP government in any

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_212833
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_212833
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_213119
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_213119


1586 Adjournment 21 Aug 2012
way realistically supports the NDIS. Clearly, local LNP members have been on the receiving end of
considerable community disquiet, and rightly so. The member’s statements are as valid and grounded
as the LNP pre-election statements which said, ‘Our decisions will be open and transparent,’ or, ‘The
public sector has nothing to fear from an LNP government.’

 The Newman government has never been remotely interested in embracing the opportunities
presented to Queensland by hosting an NDIS site. This fact is demonstrated by the unprofessional,
lightweight letter masquerading as a submission made by the LNP to the federal government regarding
a potential site. The nature of the submission and the mealy-mouthed comments to support it reveal this
government for what it is—all talk and no action, and certainly no action when it comes to supporting
those most in need in our communities.

I invite the member for Mirani to attend one of his local special school P&C meetings. Perhaps by
talking to parents and teachers who live with these situations on a daily basis he may be able to form a
more rounded and considered view on what needs to be done in this state. It is simply unsatisfactory for
this government and the member to try to spin their way out of it. Queenslanders as a whole recognise
what has occurred here and condemn this government absolutely. After all, this initial debate is about a
trial site; it is not about the ultimate funding model for a national rollout of the scheme. That is a matter
for further discussion between the states and the Commonwealth, with the Productivity Commission’s
report being simply an input.

The truth is that the member for Mirani is part of a government that has decided to deny 5,000 or
so profoundly disabled Queenslanders the opportunities that would have accrued from hosting a trial
site. There is no reasonable defence for this, and every member of this LNP government should hang
their heads in shame—and most government members know this in their hearts. Just in case some do
not understand what the NDIS is about, I can say that it is about fundamental reform of the way that
disability services are delivered to hundreds of thousands of Australians, their families and their carers.
The NDIS is about changing lives, and it will be as significant as or more significant than the rollout of
Medicare.

Few things in this chamber really get me very cranky, but this is one issue which makes me white
hot with hostility. May I suggest to the 78 LNP members present that actions speak louder than words.
The government’s words to date represent nothing but shallow froth and bubble from a cold-hearted,
desensitised and disconnected regime. It is like I am in a room full of B-52 pilots flying at 30,000 feet,
dropping bombs and never seeing the faces of their victims. I encourage the members of this
government to embrace an NDIS as soon as humanly possible. 

National Disability Insurance Scheme; Fire and Ambulance Officers
Mr WELLINGTON (Nicklin—Ind) (9.34 pm): I use this opportunity to publicly thank some big-

hearted Sunshine Coast people, including Bill Hoffman, John Stokes and Ashley Robinson, who swam
around Old Woman Island on the Sunshine Coast to raise thousands of dollars for our special school.
After the swim, Ashley Robinson made a public plea to our Premier to join the National Disability
Insurance Scheme trial. I again use this opportunity to urge our Premier to reconsider his refusal to join
this national scheme.

I believe that as elected members of parliament we have a duty to care for those who for
whatever reason cannot look after themselves. I believe it is disgraceful that the government is happy to
pander to the big end of town but less than five months after the election it has stopped listening to
many Queenslanders calling out for help. Only today we had our Queensland fire officers, ambulance
officers and teachers—many who voted for the Newman government five months ago—marching on
state parliament and calling out to be heard by the very government they voted for. Premier Newman
may well blame the former government for many things, but one thing I believe he cannot criticise the
former government for is a lack of compassion. I use this opportunity to bring to the attention of
government members the message that the firies and the ambulance officers outside wanted to bring to
the government members today but they did not come into the chamber. My message to the
government members is simple: join me and Queenslanders in helping to distribute this support flyer I
have here for our firies and ambulance officers. All it says is this—
I’m standing with our firefighters and ambulance officers.

Then there is a space for you to write your name, address, city, postcode and email address. It says—
Let’s stand side by side 
Queensland Ambulance Officers and Firefighters stand side by side 24/7 protecting our community.
We need the community to stand with us and let the government know that Ambulance Officers and Firefighters perform a critical
role in protecting the community.
It is up to all of us to stand up for Ambulance Officers and Firefighters to ensure that Queenslanders get the Ambulance and Fire
services they deserve.

Members, please support the firies and the ambulance officers and help distribute these very
important flyers. 

http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_213421
http://www.parliament.qld.gov.au/docs/find.aspx?id=0Mba20120821_213421


21 Aug 2012 Adjournment 1587
Beaudesert Kingfishers
Mr KRAUSE (Beaudesert—LNP) (9.37 pm): Tonight I pay tribute to one of my local rugby league

clubs, the Beaudesert Kingfishers. On 11 August, the Kingfishers won a double victory, with both their A-
grade team and their under-19 team winning their grand finals in the Gold Coast rugby league
competition. I was honoured to be present at Parkwood to see both victories. The under-19s stormed
home 30-10 against the Tweed Coast Raiders, who were never really in the game. In the A-grade, the
Kingfishers took a 16-nil lead before the Southport Tigers fought back to narrow the gap to a converted
try. In a tense close, the Kingfishers showed the type of grit and guts that the Beaudesert electorate
breeds into them. Tight defence and a terrific team try sealed the win 22-16.

Congratulations must go to all of the Kingfishers players, in particular the try scorers for the
under-19s—Brandon Lucas, Cameron Verkerk and Zach Cooper—and the try scorers for the A-grade
team, Adam Jordan, Benny McDonald, Shane Blow and Jayde Williams. Captains Luke Jordan and
Craig Ryan led from the front. Behind the scenes, coaches Colin Bell and Craig Gee and club president
Shane Coburn all contributed to two terrific victories in front of an estimated crowd of 200 or so
Beaudesert supporters who made the journey from Beaudesert to Parkwood to support their teams. I
was glad to support the teams as they worked hard for victory. I table for the record extracts from last
week’s Beaudesert Times, an august publication, including a photo of both the under-19 and A-grade
teams.
Tabled paper: Bundle of newspaper articles, undated, relating to Beaudesert Kingfishers [756].
Tabled paper: Photo of Beaudesert Kingfishers 2012 grand finalists—under 19 [755].
Tabled paper: Photo of Beaudesert Kingfishers 2012 grand finalists—A-grade players [754].

Beaudesert has a long and proud history of producing top-class rugby league players, many of
whom have gone on to gain higher honours representing Queensland and Australia. The recent grand
final victories are in a way a tribute to this proud history, where Beaudesert has at times played teams
like Boonah, Rathdowney, Canungra and Jimboomba as well as local Indigenous teams. They were, by
all reports, fiery contests producing tough players who went on to play in higher grades and higher
leagues, like Rex Dauth, Colin Fisher, Frank Blow, Kevin Haack, Lisle Rowe, Ian Dauth, who played for
Queensland, Greg Veivers, who played for Australia, and Phil Moloney, to name a few.

In 1986, local Andrew Gee toured England with the Australian Schoolboys and later played for
the Broncos for many years. Gary French and Keith Gee also played for the Broncos, and we claim
Corey Parker, too, because he attended Beaudesert State High School. Kevin Langer and Chris
‘Choppy’ Close played in Beaudesert. Of course, Choppy went on to have a long career, representing
Queensland and Australia.

There have been many players with rugby league roots in Beaudesert—too many to name here in
three minutes—but suffice it to say that Beaudesert has a proud history of producing rugby league
players. I pay tribute to the boys who put in the hard yards on the paddock and at training as well as the
club committee, volunteers, trainers, helpers and supporters and club sponsors—in these good times
and in lean times of the past—who have all contributed to these two terrific grand final victories achieved
this year. Again, I say congratulations to the Kingfishers. I look forward to seeing many more victories in
the future. 

Queensland Motorways
Mrs CUNNINGHAM (Gladstone—Ind) (9.40 pm): I rise to put on the record the frustration of

some of my constituents in trying to access a human person at Queensland Motorways or go via to
discuss toll issues. All that one can identify from all of the communications and documentation is the
phone number 133331. There is also no option in the menu that is offered on that number that gives
people a chance to speak to somebody. 

I myself faced the same issue only a week or so ago when I incurred a toll the day before my
mum died. I was going to pay it the next day but for obvious reasons it slipped my mind until I received
the bill. I thought I had gone online and paid the bill but then I received a bill for $140. I then realised I
had set up an account, not paid the account that they had sent me, although I had used reference
numbers. 

This particular constituent tried to pay their bill within the prescribed time and actually contacted
the Premier’s office. It was one of the Premier’s people named Megan who finally got her in contact with
a go via person, notwithstanding that on at least one occasion that day the phone line to go via dropped
out. My constituent then had to ring the Premier’s office to get this same young woman to again make
the connection.

This is not a user-friendly company; this is not a user-friendly site. It does not allow people the
opportunity to speak to someone, especially for people who do not live in the south-east corner who are
unfamiliar with all of the toll issues. People who live down here permanently would buy a toll tag and I do
not think it would be the problem for them that it is for others. However, people may come down
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infrequently—and people have come to my office because they did not realise they had gone through a
toll point. That particular person was an older person and had not realised the implications of the toll.
Another did not know how to pay for a toll in Gladstone so they could travel down to Brisbane without
having to worry. 

On behalf of all those constituents, I recommend to Queensland Motorways and to go via that, if
they want to have a relationship with the community—and one questions whether they actually do—
given the income that they generate through Queensland Motorways and the tollways, they at least
provide an opportunity for people who feel lost and without direction to speak to a real person to get
some help. The menu is fine if people have a straightforward problem such as simply wanting to pay
their toll. However, if it is a little more complicated than that, people are not able to easily identify a
human being to resolve the situation. Most people are honest and reasonable and want to pay what they
owe. In this situation this constituent and others feel very let down by go via. 

Gambrill, Mrs B
Mrs FRECKLINGTON (Nanango—LNP) (9.43 pm): I would like to acknowledge the passing of

one of the South Burnett’s community elders in Beryl Gambrill nee Bligh-Watson. I would like to take this
opportunity to read an excerpt from Auntie Beryl’s funeral, which I had the pleasure of attending on
Monday of this week. Beryl Gambrill was born at Palm Island on 13 August 1930 and passed away on
12 August 2012, a day short of 82 years. She grew up with her brothers and sisters: Vivian, Percy,
Mavis, Freda, Cyril, Lance, Vincent and Maureen. They are all deceased. Beryl was the youngest in her
family and was still living in their childhood home. 

Beryl attended Cherbourg State School from grades 1 to 6. Auntie Beryl was then taken to
Maryborough to her older sister Mavis Torney to complete grade 7. Her parents knew that she was very
smart at school. When she completed her education she returned to Cherbourg and had numerous jobs.
Her jobs on the community included working at the retail store, primary store and Cherbourg Hospital.
When the department of native affairs offered her a job, she took it and became a liaison officer and
worked at Mount Isa. 

She always fought hard for Aboriginal rights, even being arrested in 1967 for supporting the
referendum. This was an easy thing to do for Auntie Beryl because she was fighting for equal rights,
equity and respect. She lived an active and long life and she had the right to express her opinion and
expected to have it heard. 

Auntie Beryl married Jack Watson and had nine children, two of whom are now deceased. Auntie
Beryl was full of energy. She also played several sports. She rode poddy calves at rodeos, rode horses,
took part in barrel races for leisure and enjoyed camping and fishing. She was an active member of the
Cherbourg Apex Club, CWA and several sporting clubs. 

One incident that was memorable to her family and caused her family to stick by her values and
support her was when they cut down the historical bunya trees. She was willing to go to jail for them,
protesting with her nieces and nephews. Some of Auntie Beryl’s personal achievements include being a
long-time teacher aide, JP magistrate, member of Barambah Local Justice Initiative Group, member of
the Ration Shed, P&C school committee, traditional owner of the Bunya Wakka Wakka and Kullali,
sportswoman and go-getter. She was also a member of Cherbourg Youth Justice, Bunya Mountains
elders, Iron Bark Ridge and Advisory Agreement Implementation Group for Stanwell.

Auntie Beryl is survived by seven of her children—Charles, Jack Jr, Stephanie, Kevin, Florence,
Ronald and Arlene—and their families, her nieces and nephews, cousins, grandchildren and great-
grandchildren too numerous to mention. 

On behalf of the Deputy Premier and member for Callide and the electorate of Nanango, I would
like to pass on my deepest condolences to the family of Auntie Beryl. 

Question put—That the House do now adjourn.
Motion agreed to.
The House adjourned at 9.46 pm. 
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