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Questions Upon Notice

allow these organisations to publicly protest
against the vicious racist policy of the
coloured Government of Uganda which is,
as currently reported in the news media,
in the process of expelling 80,000 of its
citizens with British passports? If so, who
made the applications and will permission
to stage the public demonstrations be
granted?

Answer:—

“No applications have been received to
date from any of the organisations men-
tioned or any other organisation. As it has
often been stated, the internal affairs of
any other country are mnot a matter for
consideration by this Government.”

WATER SuppPLY, EUNGELLA DAM
Mr. Bird, pursuant to notice, asked The

Minister for Conservation,—

(1) What is the present level of the
water stored in Eungella Dam and what
percentage of the total storage capacity of
the dam does this represent?

(2) What is the present daily off-take
from the dam and what quantity of water
from this dam has not yet been allocated
for irrigation and other uses?

Answers:—

(1) “The present level is about two
inches below spillway crest so the storage
is virtually holding its full capacity of
106,000 acre feet.”

(2) “Approximately 10 acre feet per day
supply to Goonyella, Moranbah and Peak
Downs. No releases downstream are pre-
sently required. Supply not yet firmly
allocated is being reserved for proposals
now under investigation for additional areas
for smaller farms in the irrigation area
and a number of farms in the Mona Park
area, where underground supplies are
inadequate. No further supplies are avail-
able for allocation unless these proposals do
not proceed.”

L4ND FOR HOSPITAL SITES, METROPOLITAN
AREA

Mr. Sherrington, pursuant to notice, asked

The Minister for Health,—

Relative to the public announcement by
the Minister for Tourism, Sport and
Welfare Services that a future hospital
would be constructed at Jindalee and that
land had been requisitioned for such
purpose—

(1) Has similar land been investigated
or acquired for the development of com-
parable hospitals to serve the needs of
heavily populated areas such as Woodridge—
Kingston, Acacia Ridge-Inala and similar
localities on the northern side of the city?
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(2) Why and on whose recommendation
was the Jindalee hospital given priority
over more closely settled areas which are
less adequately served by public transport
and whose population enjoys a far lower
average wage structure?

Answer:—

(1 and 2) “The North Brisbane and
South Brisbane Hospitals Boards have been
given approval to investigate suitable areas
of land in the metropolitan area with a view
to obtaining sites for future hospital con-
struction. As a result of such investigations,
appropriate action was taken for the boards
to acquire land in the Wynnum, Mt.
Gravatt-Sunnybank and Jindalee areas. The
Honourable Member will be aware that
on a number of occasions I have indicated
that the decision has been made that
priority in the establishment of a new
hospital in the metropolitan area will be
given to that proposed for the Mt. Gravatt-
Sunnybank area. That priority has not
changed.”

LAND FOR SCHOOL SITES, SUNNYBANK
ILLS—BEENLEIGH AREA

Mr, Sherrington, pursuant to notice, asked

The Minister for Education,—

(1) Is he aware that land developers
have already acquired sufficient areas of
land to provide for some 500,000 home
sites extending from the Sunnybank Hills
area through Woodridge, Kingston and
Browns Plains to Beenleigh?

(2) What surveys, if any, have been
undertaken to establish future growth pat-
terns in the area to determine and acquire
school sites to serve the future needs of
the area?

Answers:—
(1) “¥es.”

(2) “My Department has undertaken
surveys to determine growth patterns in this
area and, as a result, eight sites have already
been acquired and an additional four are
currently being examined. The position
is being kept continually under review.”

Use oF GOVERNMENT AERCPLANE
Mr. Sherrington, pursuant to notice, asked

The Premier,—

(1) How many flights were made in
the Government plane between the
announced date of the election and the
date of its conclusion and what were the
destinations?

(2) What was
flights?

(3) What was the total mileage and
what was the total cost?

the purpose of the
























































































































Address in Reply

the merchants have moved into the field of
freehold hotels, but their moves have been
devious. Indeed, they have been typical of
the moves of the honourable member for
Yeronga against the Lord Mayor of this great
city of Brisbane.

At this stage the whole system stinks. Let
us consider the position applying to certain
freehold hotels in North Queensland. No
money changed hands, but the merchants
came forward and gave guarantees about the
monthly payment for beer supplies. The
moneys were not supplied by the merchants,
but they held head-leases over certain free-
hold hotels. Recently it has been found that
certain persons who had sufficient finance
purchased these freehold hotels. The mer-
chants held head-leases prior to such sales,
and by devious means they obtained or
retained head-leases under the new owner-
ship.

Most of the people who bought these free-
hold hotels were migrants who came to this
country and realised that the liquor trade
was quite a good one in which to invest.
However, many of them have found that by
devious means the merchants—I do not know
whether the banks are in cohorts with them
—hold head-leases over their hotels. They
have found, after selling certain commodities
in these hotels, that they are now faced with
Supreme Court writs taken out by North
Queensland merchants, and I say without fear
or equivocation that these people have been
caught. They signed documents without
knowing the full circumstances pertaining
thereto.

Mr. Lee interjected.

Mr. F. P. MOORE: For the information of
the honourable member for Yeronga, many
of these migrants can neither read nor write
English. 1 would appreciate it if he would
inform me whether he can. Although many
of these people can converse in English, they
are unable to read it.

Up to this point of time these people have
been selling various types of beer in their
hotels but, as I said before, recently Supreme
Court writs have appeared out of the blue.
They are being taken out not only on the
freehold hotels but also against the mer-
chants’ own hotels that are run by licensees.
I agree that the merchants have the right to
deal with the hotels they own, but the people
of North Queensland are deeply concerned
about the situation that has arisen and what
the outcome of it will be.

This problem arose with the advent of
Fourex beer to North Queensland. The hon-
ourable member for Yeronga and other
people in the southern part of the State may
realise that Fourex beer is not sold in North
Queensland if the merchants say it cannot be
sold. Merchants who apparently are tied to
the Cairns Brewery are forcing their will on
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the hoteliers, and if the will of the Cairns
Brewery is being forced on the hoteliers in
North Queensland then it is also being forced
upon the public of North Queensland.

These are strong-arm tactics. These people
are saying straight out to the public of North
Queensland, “You cannot drink Fourex beer.”
Personally, I believe that Cairns draught beer
should be sold in North Queensland by the
keg. Although I regard it as the best beer
in Australia, why cannot bottled Fourex be
sold to the public if they want it? That is
the point, and in my opinion this action by
the merchants is basically a restrictive trade
practice. There is only minimal legislation
in the Commonwealth to control these
practices, and it is about time that comple-
mentary legislation was introduced in this
State. In 1970, Dr. Delamothe, the then
Minister for Justice, on the introduction of
the new legislation had the word “liquor”
included in the Bill. After being attacked in
the parliamentary lobby by the merchants, he
changed it by amendment to “wine and
spirits”. The then Minister was steam-rolled
by the merchants. 1 do not want to name the
people involved,

Mr. R, E. Mogre;: Name them.

Mr. F. P, MOQORE: If the honourable
member tempts me, I will name them.
They were in the lobby at 3 o’clock in the
morning during the introductory stage of

that Bill.

Mr. R. E. Mogre: There’s no truth in
that.

Mr. F. P. MOORE: Once again the

“wizard from Windsor” is opening his silly

mouth. If he wants me to name them,
I will.

Mr. R. E. Moore: I challenge you to
name them.

Mr, F. P, MOORE: The person who chal-
lenged Dr. Delamothe with his endorsement
was Mr. Carmody, one of the directors of
Samuel Allen & Sons Ltd.

On 19 September 1945, the Honourable
D. A. Gledson, who was the Attorney-
General in the then Labor Government,
said—

“] was going on to say that we were
between these two extremes. Whether as
the facetious hon. member for Stanley
thinks, we are between the devil and
the deep sea 1 do not know, but
we are endeavouring to do something never
pbefore attempted in this country or In
any other and that is to give a square deal
to the public in the purchase of liquor.
The Bill provides that if a hotel is owned
by a brewery the licensee shall not be
bound by any agreement between the
brewer and himself to stock only those
liquors for which the brewery 1is the
agent.”
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That legislation was designed to try to get
rid of tied houses similar to those in
England, to which Mr. Gledson referred
previously. The then Leader of the Opposi-
tion, Mr. Nicklin, spoke during the same
debate. Before the 1945 Bill was introduced,
the Act was certainly anti-public. In 1945
the first concerted attempt was made to aid
the public in the purchase of liguor.

In the 1945 Liquor Acts Amendment Bill
this provision occurs—

“That the licensee does not keep in
stock and/or supply, in reasonable quanti-
ties, all classes, kinds, and descriptions of
liquor which are wusually consumed or
demanded by the general public in the
locality in which the licensed premises are
situated and supplies of which are reason-
ably obtainable by the licensee in Queens-
land, excepting that if a registered brewer
is entitled to an estate of freehold in
possession or to an estate of leasechold
from the Crown of the land upon which
the licensed premises are situated or is the
mortgagee in possession of such land it
shall be a sufficient answer to this ground
for the licensee to show that he is bound
by agreement with such brewer not to
stock and/or supply any class, kind, or
description of liquor brewed or made by
a person other than such brewer and
similar to a class, kind, or description
of liquor brewed or made by such brewer
and that, subject to such agreement, he
does in fact stock and supply, in reason-
able quantities all classes, kinds, and
descriptions of liquor usually consumed
or demanded by the general public in the
locality in which the licensed premises are
situated;”

I believe that the only binding factor in
that legislation was that the merchants had
a tie only on hotels or premises owned by
brewers; they had no tie on freehold hotels,
irrespective of what appeared in the lease.

The Bill introduced by the present Govern-
ment was of no help whatever to the people
of North Queensland. I cannot speak with
authority on the situation in the southern
part of the State, because here there is no
middleman in the handling of liquor. In
North Queensland, although the kegs go
straight from the brewers to the hoteliers,
the merchants pick up their “cop” in between.
The reason for that is beyond my compre-
hension.

In Brisbane, Castlemaine and Carlton
United supply kegs direct to the hotels and
there are no merchants; the brewers are the
middlemen. That leads me to believe that
the brewers have a hold over this Govern-
ment. And I am not the only one to believe
that. I have here an editorial from “The
Methodist Times” of 22 June 1972, which
reads—

“It is not the people on their way to
church that are the problem but those on
their way from the pubs. And our political
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leaders know that. They are not stupid.
But they do face a dangerous apathy on the
part of the public and they are obviously
afraid of causing any trouble to the liquor
manufacturers.”

1 now come to the most pertinent point
which, I think, was broadcast on the AB.C.
news throughout the State.

The editorial continues—
“Would it have something to do with
campaign funds?”

I believe—and it is rumoured throughout
Queensland—that Dr. Delamothe’s attempt
in 1970 to change the legislation failed in the
foyer of this Chamber because the Govern-
ment’s “slush fund” was increased by large
contributions from the brewers and merchants
of North Queensland and other parts of
Queensiand. That is an indictment of the
Government. I do not hear the bleating of
the “wizard from Windsor” now. The whole
system of marketing of beer in North Queens-
land will be jeopardised if the present system
persists.

I admit that the Labor Government tried
out State-owned hotels, which were a com-
plete failure. The managers did not carry out
their duties properly because they had no
monetary interest in the hotels. The manager
system needs some incentive. The merchants
will find that the licensees of their own hotels
will be in trouble. The rent for these hotels
is increased, not monthly but weekly. The
contracts also contain painting clauses under
which a charge of $50 a month is imposed on
the licensee. I can cite hotels throughout my
electorate that have not been painted in the
last three years although a levy of $50 a
month is imposed on the licensees under a
painting clause.

I believe that, legally, the merchants have
the right to tie the licensees in their hotels,
but the attempt to tie the freehold hotels is
absolutely unjust. I have advised people
served with Supreme Court writs, particularly
the freehold hoteliers, to take the merchants
on. I believe that under the Profiteering Pre-
vention Acts, 1948 to 1959, they are pro-
tected, because section 62 provides—

“A person shall be guilty of an offence
against this Part who either as principal or
agent refuses, either absolutely or except
upon disadvantageous or relatively dis-
advantageous conditions, to sell or supply
to any other person or to purchase from
any other person any goods—”

The point is that these hotels in North
Queensland have been allowed to sell Fourex
bottled beer, but now they have been told that
if they do not cease doing so they will be
served with a Supreme Court writ. Under the
Profiteering Prevention Act, are not mer-
chants guilty if they fail to supply any goods
that the hoteliers wish to obtain? They will
be told that they will not be supplied with
kegs of Cairns beer.
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Mr. Lee: Are you “knocking” Cairns beer?

Mr. F. P. MOQORE: The only thing the
“nut-grass farmer” from Yeronga Xknows
about beer is how to slop it down. I have
just said that I believe that the best beer in
Australia is Cairns draught beer.

I am speaking on behalf of the beer
consumers of North Queensland, who have
every right to drink the beer of their choice.
As outlined in the legislation, the public
should have a free choice in the beer that
they want to drink.

Mr. Sherrington: What chance have they
with this Government?

Mr, F. P. MOORE: The people of Queens-
land have had 15 vears of dictatorship, and
at present, on the issues of daylight saving
and the proposed amendments to the City of
Brisbane Act, the Liberals have again forced
the Country Party with their strong-arm
tactics and Joh. Petersen does not have the
“guts” to stand up to them.

Mr. Sherrington: And the people didn’t
get the Government they wanted.

Mr. F. P. MOORE: That is right.

The result of monopoly selling is also
evident in the price of beer in North Queens-
fand. Kegs go direct from the breweries to
the publicans, yet the middleman—the mer-
chant—is paid a surcharge on the kegs.

Mr. Lee: Nationalise the pubs!

Mr. F. P. MOORE: We have had State-

owned hotels in this State, but they were a
failure.

Mr. Sherrington: We should nationalise the
land-subdividers.

Mr. F. P. MIOORE: We should nationalise
the land-subdividers, such as the honourable
member for Yeronga, the honourable mem-
ber for Surfers Paradise and also the
Postmaster-General, who failed to subdivide
40 acres a few years ago. Pressure should
be brought to bear on these people.

Why should the merchant in North
Queensland receive this surcharge on beer
kegs when he does not handle them? This
adds to the cost borne by the North Queens-
land consumer. I know that drinking beer is
considered to be a luxury. I do not mind
admitting that I enjoy a few beers. However,
as the beer is brewed in Cairns, why should
people 100 miles from Cairns pay 62c for a
26-ounce bottle of Cairns beer, compared
with 43c that the honourable member for
Yeronga pays in Brisbane? Can the honour-
able member justify the difference? Does it
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cost the equivalent of 19c a bottle to trans-
port hops from Brisbane to Cairns? The
honourable member for Mount Isa and other
western members, including you, Mr. Speaker,
can verify what it costs to enjoy the luxury
of drinking beer in the West. The facts I
have presented warrant investigation. As I
said before, I am suspicious of the Govern-
ment’s intentions.

Mr. Jemsen: Compare the price of a 26-
ounce bottle of vinegar in Brisbane with that
in the North. You will find a difference of
only 2c.

My, F. P. MOORE: That is right.

As I have said, the Christian churches are
involved in this matter. I have quoted from
“The Methodist Times”, in which the belief
is expressed that some pressure has been
brought to bear on the Government. That
journal quite openly asks whether this is
why the State has to put up with the present
legislation. We all know that the Premier
claims to be a Christian, so he would not
want hanging over his head or his conscience
suspicion that this sort of thing has occurred.
It is quite openly stated in North Queensland,
and indeed throughout the whole of Queens-
land, that apparently the slush funds of the
Government are raised substantially by
means of donations from breweries and
merchants.

I now wish to deal with the recent electoral
redistribution. This time 1 am wheeling my
own barrow. My new electorate of Mourilyan
has had an extra 7,000 sq. miles added to
it. It is quite unlike the electorate of
Yeronga, which lost .5 of a sq. mile when
Rocklea was excised from it. During the
last 18 months I built my first home in the
town of Tully, and that town has now been
removed from my electorate. I am left with
a new home, with quite a debt attached to
it, outside my electorate. What did the
parties opposed to me do during the last
election? They came out and stated that the
Country Party candidate lived in the elec-
torate that he was contesting, and left it at
that. In other words, they left the innuendo
that the Labor Party candidate, the present
member for Mourilyan, did not live in the
new electorate of Mourilyan. 1 was quite
indignant about that statement, and felt that
the less said about it during the election the
better. An area of 7,000 sq. miles, contain-
ing dairy farms and a small section of a
mining district, was added to my electorate,
and I increased my majority by 200 per cent.

Mr. Lee: You will be in trouble once they
find you out, though.

Mr, F. P. MOORE: Apparently the
electors have not as yet found out the
honourable member for Yeronga. At least
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my constituents are able to see and interview
me. Since I have been in Brisbane in the
last three years I have visited schools and
spoken to teachers and other people in the
Yeronga electorate and they have asked me
quite openly, “Who is Mr. Lee?” I have
told them, “He is your State member.” The
honourable member for Yeronga apparently
finds it very difficult to communicate with
people, just as he finds it very difficult to
communicate here.

I return to my new electorate. Only the
ather day a Government member—I cannot
recall with certainty who it was; I think it
was the honourable member for Windsor—
said that the recent redistribution was based
on shires or divisions of shires. I can say
quite openly, without any fear of contradic-
tion, that my electorate takes in part of two
divisions of the Cardwell Shire, part of
divisions of the Johnston Shire, and all the
Herberton Shire. Therefore, I fail to see
how anyone could get the impression that
the redistribution was based on division or
shire boundaries. Two months before the
redistribution was declared, I had in my
possession a photostat copy of a map show-
ing the proposed Mourilyan boundaries.

Mr. R. E. Moore: Where did you get it
from?

Mr. F. P. MOORE: When the honourable
member for Windsor passed it to me in the
foyer of this Chamber,

Mr, R, E. MOORE: I rise to a point of
order. I realise that the honourable member
for Mourilyan is speaking in jest. However,
as I said on another occasion, smiles and jests
are not recorded in “Hansard,” and some of
my friends might take it as being said in
earnest. Therefore, I ask that the statement
be withdrawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I ask the honour-
able member for Mourilyan to withdraw the
statement.

Mr. F. P. MOORE: 1 withdraw it. How-
ever, Mr. Speaker, I ask you to try to keep
the honourable member for Windsor quiet
for a change, and I will get on much better.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I am in control
of the House. I do not want any advice on
how I should control it.

Mr. F, P. MOORE: I am very sorry, Mr.
Speaker.

As I said, Tully, the town in which I live,
has been removed from my electorate.

Mr. Lee interjected.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member for Yeronga is interjecting far too
frequently. 1 ask him to restrain himself.
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Mr. F. P. MOORE: Without trying to
praise myself, I can say truthfully that I do
appear in my electorate and make myself
known to my constituents. I have interviews
continually, and when 1 leave Tully to travel
to that part of my electorate on the Atherton
Tableland I am in the Herberton Shire for
three days and in the Innisfail Shire for one
day. Many people outside the House make
snide remarks about the work done by
parliamentarians. Those people should follow
a parliamentarian round a country area and
see how much work he does.

I reiterate that I am willing to fight for
the rights of my constituents and that I am
willing also to fight for my own conditions.
I point out at this stage that I do not want
a rise in pay; I want improved conditions.
In the new Mourilyan electorate I have no
alternative to using the telephone if I wish
to get in touch urgently with a person at
Herberton or Mt. Garnett. The line of
communication is from Tully to Cairns, over
the Tableland, and back to Herberton and
Mt. Garnet. Such a call is quite costly; in
fact, it is almost as costly as a call from
Tully to Brisbane. I believe that by some
means or other I should be assisted to meet
that cost.

When 1 travel round country areas, I find
that every Tom, Dick and Harry in the
Public Service has a car provided for him.
Although I am away from home on parlia-
mentary business on many occasions, I have
never owned two cars. The way things are
going now, I never will be in a position to
own two cars. I have no grazing properties in
the West through which I can avoid taxation,
as do some people I know. In my opinion,
it is the duty of everyone in this State to
make sure that the parliamentarians who
represent them in this Assembly have
facilities that will enable them to do their
job to the best of their ability. The facilities
now available to country members of Parlia-
ment are atrocious, archaic and altogether
beyond comprehension. I would settle for
any vehicle that would enable me to leave my
own car at home for my wife and family.
All honourable members who are family men
know that sickness occurs in families at
times, and when one is away for four days
one’s wife and family should have access to
a car in case of sickness.

Mr. R. E. Moore: What about the workers?

Mr. F. P. MOORE: The workers usually
work in their own home town.

Mr. R. E. Moore: Some of them do.

Mr. F. P. MOORE: Most of them can ride
a bicycle to their job. I would like to see
the honourable member for Windsor ride up
the Palmerston Highway to Herberton. He
would give up at Innisfail.
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I outline these problems not specifically
to get a rise in salary. This is not what
I am seeking. I want better facilities and
better conditions to help me work for my
salary.

Mr. Frawley interjected.

Mr. F. P. MOORE: I openly admit that
I would willingly accept a salary rise. I
should like to hear the honourable member
say that he would not accept a salary rise.

Mr. Frawley: 1 intend to take it.

Mr. F. P. MOORE: The correspondence
staff in this House are doing a wonderful
job. Since my return after your election,
Mr. Speaker, I find that they are doing
even better than before. They are very
co-operative and are deserving of the highest
congratulations. You, Mr. Speaker, are a
country member; you have made a stand
for the country—and good on you. You
have my congratulations, anyway. You would
understand  the problems of country
members. They have no access to a corres-
pondence secretary, say, in North Queensland.
I suppose we could use the facilities at the
various court-houses, but that is something
I will be mentioning later. Even if members
could be moved from point A to point B
by departmental cars it would be a great
help. It would go a long way towards
members not having to leave their families
at home without a car. This week the
Premier was presented with an $11,000
Jaguar. He already has a $145,000 aero-
plane. The money that was spent on the
Jaguar could provide three country members
with average-priced vehicles. We do not want
Jaguars; Mini Mokes would do us. That
amount of money could probably provide
four or five members with cars to work their
areas. I respect the Premier’s right to use
a Jaguar if he wants to,

Mr. Sherrington:
eats him,

You only hope it

Mr. F. P. MOORE: I hope it has teeth.

The work of country members would be
greatly facilitated if they had vehicles at
their disposal. They would be more able
to keep in close contact with their electorates.

During the election campaign I fell a
victim to the Palmerston Highway. I have
been in the Tully district for 18 years or
more, and prior to my election to Parliament
I campaigned for the Australian Labor Party
in that area. For 12 years I have heard the
honourable member for Mulgrave promising
the rehabilitation and widening of the
Palmerston Highway, but it has not come
about.
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The Palmerston Highway is the worst
road in Queensland, and if the Government
does nothing to improve it I will hold it
responsible for any death that occurs on
that highway. I will make that announce-
ment in this House at any time that someone
dies on the Palmerston Highway in the
Herberton Shire. At 9 o’clock one morning
I was travelling along the Palmerston
Highway in pouring rain on my way to
Cairns to meet the Leader of the Opposition.
Because of the condition of the road surface
I could not take one of the turns and I
went over the side. But for a tree I would
have crashed down 200 feet. That highway
is wide enough for only one car, yet milk
tankers travel on it.

If the Government is not going to improve
the Palmerston Highway, let it install toll
gates at the top and the bottom of the range.
If that is not done, somebody will be killed
by a milk tanker. It will not be the fault
of the driver of the tanker, but of the
Government. Insufficient money is being
made available to the Herberton Shire
Council to maintain the roads in that shire
properly. They were built by a Labor
Government, the last one being built in 1947
when the Hon. H. A. Bruce was a member
of the Cabinet.

The pot-holes in those roads are so bad
that I defy any Minister or other Govern-
ment member to show me worse roads.. if
they can, 1 will eat my hat. The sign “ngh-
way 17 appears on the beef road running
from Mt. Garnet to Herberton, and again
this road is so bad that there would not be
six inches between the pot-holes. The reason,
of course, if that not enough money is being
provided for maintenance. The Treasurer has
connived to so distribute the money available
in this State that these roads have been
starved for maintenance. The former Prime
Minister, Mr. Gorton, stated openly in a
letter which I read here that the Queensland
Treasurer had not channelled the money he
had been given into the correct local authority
areas.

The Herberton Shire Council, under the
very capable chairmanship of Councillor
Holdcroft, has not been given enough road-
maintenance money, and a section of the
Palmerston Highway runs through that shire.
I repeat that the lower section of this high-
way is one of the most disgraceful roads in
Queensland, and I say again that 1 will
certainly hold the Government to blame for
any death that occurs on it. Every time a
death occurs on the roads I mention I will
come into this House and go very close to
labelling Government members as murderers.

(Time expired.)
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Mr. HARTWIG (Callide) (432 p.m.): I
desire, on this the occasion of my maiden
speech in this House, to associate the electors
of Callide and myself with the expressions
of loyalty to Her Most Gracious Majesty,
Queen Elizabeth IIL

I wish to join with the mover of the
Address in Reply, the honourable member
for Townsville (Dr. Norman Scott-Young)
and the seconder, the honourable member for
Surfers Paradise (Mr. Bruce Small) in con-
gratulating His Excellency the Governor on
the wonderful Speech he delivered at the
opening of this parliamentary session. With
my electors, I also desire to offer congratula-
tions to His Excellency on his appointment
by Her Majesty, and to express our hope
1hgit His Excellency’s administration of affairs
will be personally most happy and successful

;’md of great benefit to the State of Queens-
and.

I should like to congratulate you, Mr.
Speaker, on your election to your high and
honourable office. I also extend my con-
gratulations to my colleages on both sides
of the House on being elected or re-elected
to this the Fortieth Parliament.

We certainly look to you, Mr. Speaker, to
assist and guide us as mew members in the
ways of traditional parliamentary procedure.
We trust that you will not be too hard on
us for our transgressions in our early parlia-
mentary careers. You may rest assured that
any such transgressions will be through
accident rather than design. 1 offer you my

full. co-operation in the discharge of your
duties.

To the newly appointed Chairman of Com-
mittees I offer my sincere congratulations and
I look to him also for guidance.

As a newly elected member of this House,
I convey my congratulations to the Premier,
Honourable J. Bjelke-Petersen, on the return
to office of the Country-Liberal coalition
Government and con being given a clear
mandate to govern this wonderful State for
the ensuing term of three years. I feel I
must also comment favourably on the interest
and “effort shown by his good lady in the
recent elections. I sincerely thank him, Mrs.
Petersen, and other Ministers, for the assist-
ance given to me in Callide during the recent
election campaign.

I extend thanks to the electors of Callide
for expressing their confidence in me by
giving me an absolute majority over my
opponents, the A.L.P, and D.L.P. candidates,
at the recent State election. I am wvery
conscious of the responsibility that my
position entails. I believe that a member of
Parliament should speak as his conscience
dictates, in the interests of the people he
represents and the people of the State
generally. I shall at all times endeavour to
maintain  the prestige and dignity of
Parliament.
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As the member for Callide T feel I must
take this opportunity to pay a tribute to the
late “Vin” Jones. He held the seat of
Callide for over 20 years for the Country
Party—in fact, since its inception—and if I
am able to emulate the work of my pre-
decessor with the same honesty of purpose
and dedication I shall consider myself very
well satisfied.

I wish to express a word of appreciation
to my friend the Minister for Conservation,
Marine and Aboriginal Affairs, the Honour-
able N. T. E. Hewitt, who, although kept
very busy in conducting his own portfolio,
found or made the time to represent the
people of Callide for approximately seven
months.

To my campaign directors, campaign com-
mittee, the 13 Couniry Party branch members,
and all the others who worked so hard on
polling day towards my election, I say
“thank you”. I must also pay a tribute to
the Press, radio, television and P.M.G. officers
for their full co-operation.

The Biloela Branch of the Young Australia
Country Party gave me full support, as did
the Marlborough, Rockhampton and Raglan
Branches of the Young Country Party. With
our young people showing such keen
enthusiasm in politics, our Country Party is
destined for many years to come to be a
force to be reckoned with in Central
Queensland.

1 was elected to represent Callide as the
Country Party member with 50-29 per cent
of all the votes cast. A big improvement
was thus achieved over the A.L.P. candidate.
Our Country Party vote also increased con-
siderably in my neighbouring electorates of
Auburn, Belvando and Mirani. In fact, Vince
Lester almost achieved a victory, and the
honourable member for Belyando would not
want that one over again. I firmly believe
that our increase in Country Party support
was due, in the main, to the fact that, during
the past 15 years of Country-Liberal coalition
Government, Central Queensland has become
a very important area of this State.

1 would also like to commend the Premier,
the Deputy Premier and their Cabinet col-
leagues for having come to Rockhampton to
launch the election policy speech from
Central Queensland. I believe this was a
splendid gesture, and it certainly won the
gratitude of thousands of people in our
region.

To revert to the election itself, I suggest
that the A.L.P. really thought this was its
big chance to win Callide. All the so-called
“big guns” were called in, including Dr.
Everingham, who was the A.L.P. candidates’
campaign director, and who, might T add,
tried, as usual, to conduct the traditional
smear campaign of the AL.P. The Leader
of the Opposition also came into Callide, and
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made the great prediction that Labor would
win not only Callide but also the Govern-
ment. How wrong he was! 1 increased the
Country Party vote in Callide, whereas Labor
polled only 37 per cent. of all votes cast.

This Government has been accused by
critics among the Australian Labor Party
of doing nothing about decentralisation. In
1957, when the Labor Government was
defeated, Gladstone had a population of
6,944. Today the figure has grown to
15,365, and is still increasing rapidly. The
growth rate is approximately 225 per cent.
In 1957 the population of Biloela was 1,399.
Today it is 4,022, an increase of 300 per
cent. In 1957 the population of Moura
was 265. Today it is 1,877, an increase of
700 per cent.

A similar story applies to Blackwater and
Goonyella. Today these centres are little
cities and hives of industrial prosperity. The
mining people, and others, know full well
that this Government has injected this new
prosperity into Central Queensland and that
during the Labor Party’s long term of office it
did nothing to promote this vital area of the
State. As a result, it denied employment
and high living standards to the average
worker, who is so important to the economy
and welfare of this State,

The Callide electorate has an area of some
8,690 square miles with just over 10,000
electors. It stretches from Thangool in the
Squth to Ogmore in the North, joins the
Mirani electorate—another Country Party
seat held by my old friend, Mr. Tom
Newbery, who has just left for Japan—just
south of St. Lawrence, and extends down
the beautiful Capricorn Coast to just north
of Port Alma. The two main centres are
Biloela and Yeppoon. It takes in the whole
of the Livingstone and Fitzroy Shires and
part of the Banana Shire.

Y;eppoon and Emu Park are the main
seaside resorts for all of Rockhampton and
its hinterland. This area, called the Capricorn
Coast, is one of the great tourist attractions
of Cg—:ntral Queensland. Recently, much
publicity has been given to a projected
development north of Yeppoon which I
believe will cost in excess of $10,000,000. It
will be responsible for the influx of interstate
and overseas tourists by the thousands and
will give tourism a tremendous boost in this
part of Queensland.

Look at how our Country-Liberal coalition
government has promoted tourism: it is
already the fifth largest industry in this State.
As a matter of fact, last year more than
2,032,000 people visited Queensland. Cur-
rently, tourism is worth $140,000,000 a year.
To make a comparison, in 1957 the cash
collection from the Tourist Bureau was only
$2,600,000 and today it is $6,250,000.

[10 August 1972]

Address in Reply 147

The off-shore islands and the Barrier Reef
are a haven for holiday-makers. They are
frequented by tourist vessels that operate
locally. The fishing industry and boat owners
generally are grateful to this Government for
building the Rosslyn Boat Harbour. They
await anxiously the development of the third
stage, which will include a 300 ft. extension
to the breakwater and dredging to allow its
use by vessels at any tide. I request the
Minister for Primary Industries to see that
the Queensland Fish Board establishes a
receival depot, with a small processing
department attached to the foreshore, and
provides unloading and wharf facilities in
the Rosslyn Bay Boat Harbour. Snap freezing
and refrigeration facilities should be provided
to ensure constant supplies of sea-food to
local people.

The marketing system in Rockhampton
and Yeppoon should be overhauled and a
system introduced similar to that in operation
at the Mackay depot. Rockhampton and
Yeppoon are the only two prawn-receival
depots in Queensland that are not on the
waterfront. 1 therefore request the Fish
Board to provide unloading facilities for
these centres.

The Yeppoon pineapple industry is large
and prosperous. Thanks to Government
assistance it has now become a very stable
industry.

Gracemere, a town in my electorate with
a historic background associated with the
settlement by the highly respected Archer
family over 100 years ago, has become one
of Queensland’s largest cattle-selling centres
in Queensland. Gracemere township has
terrific potential for building development,
and is anxiously awaiting approval of its
town water supply. Because it is only seven
miles from the Rockhampton G.P.O., I have
no doubt that Rockhampton people will look
in its direction for future homesites and
development. I am sorry to say today that,
unfortunately, the submissions 1 made to the
Treasurer were unsuccessful.

Sir Gordon Chalk: That is not right.

Mr. HARTWIG: 1 hope that the Treasurer
makes it right.

I move now to Biloela which is truly one
of the fastest-growing areas in Queensland
today. Rich in agriculture, with crops such
as lucerne, wheat, grain sorghum, sunflower
and safflower, the Callide Valley produces
over $3,000,000 worth of primary products
annually. Dairying, crop-fattening of beef
cattle, poultry farming and pig raising make
this area a vital one in the production of
primary products equal to anything in the
State.
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The people who produce the food so
essential to us all and the farmers who
produce grain and fodder and establish
pastures can only stay in business if they
receive an ample reward for their labour.
Drought over many years, irrigation bores
going dry, two consecutive years of mouse
plague, rising costs and falling incomes have
made people on the land very disillusioned.

Primary producers, who are the most loyal
and non-militant people in this country, are
fed up to the neck with this constant cry
of strikes. Farmers and graziers have to
combat drought, floods, pests and a thousand
other things while the Trades Hall-controlled

unions are virtually white-anting our
democratic way of life.
The unions are threatening our very

freedom. Trades Hall Communistic policies
do not give a damn for their fellow-man
or our cherished freedom. All they are
interested in is a stream of tyranny designed
to destroy our democracy, which is a
freedom that thousands of young Australians
laid down their lives to preserve. 1 con-
gra.tulate the Premier on our Governments
policy of law and order, and God give us
§trength to keep this monstrous thing of
illegal strikes and the Communist desire to
destroy our very way of life out of our
country. How long would these unions last
on strike if the primary producer cut off
their food supplies? Every strike adds to
the farmer’s rising costs.

The man on the land has to take it,
yet he works far in excess of 35 or 40
hours a week. His children have to walk,
and go by bus, for anything up to 50 or
60 miles a day. Yet we have a segment
of Trades Halls unions, aided and abetted
by Bob Hawke and his mob, continually
showing complete contempt and disregard
for the people, who are becoming sick and
tired of this sort of tyranny.

One of our major threats, apart from these
unauthorised strikes, is drought. As you,
Mr. Speaker, would be well aware, droughts
have cost this State and nation millions of
doliars over the past 10 years. I am
adamant that unless we unleash an unpre-
cedented scheme for the conservation of
water, we will find in a few years that we
will not be able to produce enough food
for this nation.

At present, we are importing butter from
Victoria. Declining production has continued
to be one of the major problems confronting
the Queensland dairying industry. Although
1971-72 was one of the industry’s best
years seasonally for some time, most areas
of Queensland are again feeling the effects
of a deteriorating season, and many farmers
urgently‘require rain. As a flow-on effect
of a series of drought years prior to 1972,
Queensland recorded its lowest-ever dairy
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production in 1971-72, contributing approxi-
mately 18,000 tons of butter and 8,000 tons
of cheese to an over-all Australian produc-
tion of 192,000 tons of butter and 72,000
tons of cheese.

Queensland dairy farmers are dismayed
and alarmed at the recent announcement
that they would be paid only 32c. a Ib.
for commercial butter. If this is correct,
thousands of dairy farmers will suffer
economic hardship and will find it impossible
to meet their increasing production costs.

I urgently request the Government to
implement the full flood gates at the Callide
Dam. This would increase the present
capacity of some 40,000 acre-feet to 103,000
acre-feet at the low cost of some $1,700,000.
I know that the Irrigation and Water Supply
Commissioner, Mr. Haigh, and the Minister
for Conservation have a scheme ready fqr
submission to Cabinet for approval. This
will assist irrigators in the Callide Valley.

I also believe that the site on Kroombit
Creek should be further investigated with
a view to establishing another major source
of water supply.

The case for an irrigation scheme in the
Dululu and Wowan districts must be con-
sidered. The Wura site on the Dee River is
a splendid one. It has a catchment of 230
square miles, and could irrigate thousands of
acres by gravitation. The Callide Valley and
Wowan areas, given adequate water, would
become the food bowl for Central
Queensland.

I strongly advocate the setting up of a
water resources board for every major river
system in Queensland, this board to consist
of men of primary-producer organisations.
This board would also liaise with the Irriga-
tion and Water Supply Commission, and list
priority ratings for future water storages.
Costs associated with major dam sites should
have some relativity to what the valley below
can produce. In other words, water should
be conserved where it will benefit the most
people.

I do not consider an estimate of, say,
$13,000,000 to construct a dam on Kroombit
Creek excessive when the net gain per annum
would be in excess of $1,000,000 a year.
Life on the land must be made secure, and
this security can be given only by water
conservation and irrigation.

Let us now lock at the electricity supply
industry. Callide Power Station, situated
only 10 miles from Biloela, is a 120 megawatt
station generating approximately 94 per cent
of the total power requirements of the
Capricornia Regional Electricity Board area.
This station was designed to become a much
larger station, and I have personally sub-
mitted a case to the State Electricity Com-
mission for extensions to Callide. I firmly
believe that this site has all the qualifications
necessary for an increase in generation
capacity.
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Coal mined by Thiess Pty. Ltd. under the
open-cut method is progressing, with some
200,000,000 tons in reserve. This coal is
cheap, very suitable for steam turbines, does
not require washing, and is situated within 1
mile of the power station.

Callide Power Station provides power via
132 kV lines to Thiess Peabody Mitsui at
Moura and to Utah at Blackwater to operate
some of the largest draglines in the world. It
also provides power to Queensland Alumina
at Gladstone, the largest bauxite-processing
plant producing alumina in the world, and
we anticipate further extensions in this
region. All easements, access roads, railway
sidings and housing at Biloela are readily
available. Callide has water and coal on
the site. I am sure that economically this
station must be extended to augment the
super power-house close by at Gladstone.

I shall now have a word to say about
hospitals.  The recent announcement of
extepsions to the Biloela Base Hospital,
costing in excess of $500,000, has been
welcomed. However, much more needs to
be done, as Biloela warrants a completely
new hospital. At Yeppoon there is one of
the oldest hospitals in Queensland, and, after
personal approaches to the Minister for
Health, I am more than hopeful that finance
will be made available for this much needed
amenity. Yeppoon and surrounding areas
hav.e a population of 5,000, whilst at holiday
periods this increases to 15,000 to 20,000.

Summing up, I firmly believe that we
must implement long-term loans at a low
interest rate to keep those who are presently
on farms in a position in which they can
carry on. The promised reductions in grain
rail freights were a mere token, and grain-
growers in my electorate are far from happy
at the recent so-called reductions.

We must investigate the setting up of a
committee to deal with problems of drought,
and come up with some positive conserva-
tion scheme for fodder.

I appeal to Ministers to be more flexible in
policy decisions concerning country towns
and rural areas. In saying that, I might
mention that a detective living in Biloela,
about a mile from the police station, made
applicaticn for a telephone. He had no other
means of communication with the sergeant of
police. The application, which I made for
him, was refused.

The other thing that I should like to
mention is that country children are walking
long distances along lonely bush roads to
catch the school bus. Surely the Minister
can  be sufficiently flexible in  his
policies to grant, where necessary, small
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favours to keep people in rural areas.
School-bus runs need extending so that all
children in farming areas can be picked up.
Each case should be treated on its merits.
Local authorities must receive more Federal
aid to assist in improving school-bus routes.

I consider that interest rates on local
authority borrowings are all too high and
that loans of too short duration are approved.
The Commonwealth Government could sub-
sidise interest on local authority borrowings.
I do not agree with the 50 per cent reduction
in local authorities suggested by the honour-
able member for Surfers Paradise, but
regional planning must be considered in the
future. For instance, in 1916 Queensland had
186 local authorities, and the number has
gradually been reduced. In April 1961 there
were 131 local authorities, and that is still
the number.

1 believe also that due consideration should
be given to the reintroduction of subsidies
for electricity extensions in rural areas.
Electricity must be made available to more
people in remote areas, many of whom just
have not the financial resources to pay for
their own extensions.

I suggest also, Mr. Speaker, that a State
transport authority be set up, so that road
transport will not be penalised to the detri-
ment of isolated areas in which people have
no easy access to the railway.

In view of a greater emphasis on
decentralisation, I would like a specific port-
folio established for environmental control
and decentralisation. I believe that one is
closely associated with the other. Things
such as pollution and development go hand
in hand. We must take more definite steps
in this direction.

I wish to comment on the wonderful job
that the Minister for Mines and Main Roads
has done in the construction and maintenance
of Queensland roads. True it is that there
are still unsealed sections of road, and I
have in mind particularly the Burnett-Callide
highway. 1 am pleased to have received a
letter from the Minister this morning inform-
ing me that construction of a seven-mile
section of that highway southwards from
Lawgi is programmed for the current financial
year. It is planned to follow up construction
of this section in 1974-75, commencing at
the end of it and continuing to the boundary
of the Banana and Monto Shires.

Mr. Speaker and honourable members, I
look forward to a very interesting and
rewarding period in Parliament. May our
deliberations be beneficial, and may we all
contribute our activities and resolutions for
the general welfare and advancement of all
people and of this great State of Queensland.
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Mr. N. F. JONES (Everton) (4.57 pm.):
Firstly, I congratulate His Excellency the
Governor on his presentation of the Govern-
ment’s legislative programme.

I also congratulate you, Mr. Speaker, on
your appointment by an impressive majority
vote of this Parliament. Your election
against an official Government nominee was
obviously an indication of the high esteem
in which you are held by members on both
sides of the House. I am certain I speak for
all members of the A.L.P. Opposition when
I say that we look forward to a harmonious
working relationship with you, and I con-
fidently believe that you will implement
many of the reforms that even my short
experience have shown are necessary in this
Assembly.

I take this opportunity also to personally
thank the many people, both within and out-
side Everton, who assisted me during the
election campaign. Everton is a new outer-
suburban electorate on the northern side of
Brisbane, based mainly on the old seat of
Kedron. The citizens of my electorate have
a long history of A.L.P. representation in
both State and municipal politics. Since 1951
their representative in this House has been
Mr. Eric Lloyd, who retired at the May
election. His support throughout the election
campaign is something that I will always
remember with tremendous appreciation.
Anyone who visits Everton will quickly
realise the great respect held for him in the
area,

In the Brisbane City Council, the people
of Everton have for a long time been repre-
sented, and still are represented, by my
colleague in this Parliament, the honourable
member for Stafford, Alderman Roy Harvey.
His success, after not only the boundaries
but even the name of his electorate had been
changed to reduce his chances, was, I believe,
one of the more notable achievements of the
May State election.

1 congratulate my leader and his deputy on
their conduct of the campaign and their
re-election unopposed by the State Parlia-
mentary Labor Party Caucus.

No election campaign can succeed without
the assistance of many supporters, some of
whom are not necessarily party members,
and the co-operation of an efficient political
party organisation such as the State Central
Executive of the Australian Labor Party.

Having worked as a State organiser of the
Australian Labor Party since 1967, I have
been associated with numerous election
campaigns and I know the enormous amount
of work involved. The rewards for these
unsung workers in our electorates and on
our executives and committees lie in the
degree of public support which their efforts
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and our policies achieve. Their congratula-
tions rest in the fact that at the May election
the Australian Labor Party won 48 per cent
of the over-all Queensland vote and, under
any democratic assessment, should be the
rightful Government of this State today.
Regrettably I cannot offer the same congratu-
lations to the Government, which already sits
in unhappy division on the other side of the
House. It is a minority coalition which
masquerades as a Government through the
grace of an undemocratic redistribution, faise
promises, political deceit and political dis-
tortion. In the State election it received
only 42 per cent of the vote, six per cent
less than the A.L.P. It has no mandate; it
lacks public confidence; it is a phoney Gov-
ernment without objective, direction or
cohesion.

At the election the people of Queensland
endorsed A.L.P. policies. They wanted a
Labor Government with Jack Houston as
their Labor Premier, but they were cheated
of their right by a set of rigged electoral
boundaries that make the word “democracy”
a joke and a disgrace in the Queensland of
1972,

The entire redistribution exercise manipu-
lated by this Government was a farce. I
have no doubt that its commissioners will go
down in the Queensland history books in
the same way as my colleague the honourable
member for Brisbane referred to them this
morning-—the “three stooges”. I will speak
at greater length on this subject later, but
first let me return briefly to the electorate of
Everton.

Everton has an enrolment of 12,056 of
whom 11,100 voted in the State election. As
the A.L.P. candidate I received 5,835 votes,
or 53.62 per cent. The other voting per-
centages in the electorate were—

Liberal Party 23.46 per cent
Country Party 12.32 per cent
D.L.P. 7.23 per cent
Independent 3.36 per cent

Everton achieved historical significance as the
first electorate situated entirely within the
city of Brisbane to be contested by the
Country Party. It was here that the Premier
tried futilely to prove that his Country Party
was a broad-based political party. The
response in Everton of 12.32 per cent for
the Country Party, despite a despicaple
personality campaign, is proof that it remains
a sectional party that is unwanted, and is
repugnant to the overwhelming majority of
the citizens of Brisbane. I claim with con-
fidence that if the election for Everton were
rerun now and the Country Party again nom-
inated, its share of the vote would be 5 per
cent or less.
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As I mentioned briefly a moment ago, the
anti-Labor campaign in Everton was despic-
able and contemptible, I was subjected to
the type of vicious personal propaganda and
abuse that only a warped, unbalanced mind
could create, There are several reasons for
this type of campaigning. Firstly, as State
organiser of the Australian Labor Party 1
was campaign director in the successful Isis
by-election in which Mr. Jim Blake soundly
trounced the Country Party in one of its
blue-ribbon  strongholds. He not only
trounced the Country Party candidate in
November 1968 but he has also repeated the
drubbing on two subsequent occasions, with
an increased majority each time. It was the
present Premier’s first by-election, and neither
he nor his party has ever forgiven me for
my small part in their electoral humiliation.
Secondly, and even more importantly, last
vear I dared to display my contempt for the
racist policies of the South African Govern-
ment and its racist intrusion into the field of
sport where men and women are chosen to
represent their country not on ability but on
the colour of their skin. I dared, in the
Bjelke-Petersen Queensland of 1971 to agree
with the United Nations, the World Council
of Churches, the Governments of Britain,
America and most other civilised democratic
countries, the International Labour Organisa-
tion, Sir Donald Bradman, the Olympic
Games Federation and most other inter-
national sporting organisations.

I could continue, but the valid fact is that
in the State of Queensland under this
Government my sin was not with whom I
agreed but with whom I disagreed. My sin
was that I dared to disagree with the Premier
at a time when he was trying to arouse a
wave of false hysteria designed to inspire
division and terror among the people of
Queensland on a question of Christian
conscience.

Several years ago, shortly after the
Premier’s elevation to that position, I saw
in “The Sunday Mail” that he reads the
Bible every day. On his administrative per-
formance during the Springbok tour and
his rampage of vilification against me and
other A.L.P. candidates in the recent elec-
tion campaign, I can only assume that he
has been conveniently avoiding a number
of chapters, not only over many days but
over many years. Is it any wonder that the
Sydney “Daily Mirror” commented of the
Premier that it must be reassuring for the
South Africans to discover that here in a
far-flung cormer beats a heart as undemo-
cratic as Mr. Verwoerd’s? Is it any wonder
that the same newspaper was prompted to
comment still further, as follows:—

“For some time many people have felt
that Queensland is not really part of
Australia at all. Mr. Bjelke-Petersen is
doing his best to prove them right.””?
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Is it any wonder that the Melbourne “Age,”
the favourite reading matter of the founder
of liberalism, Sir Robert Menzies, in its New
Year awards after cyclone *“Althea” had
devastated Townsville, bestowed the following
accolade:—
«Still the greatest disaster in Queensland’s
history—its Premier, Mr. Bjelke-Petersen.”?

Is it any wonder, with this type of national
reputation—the type of reputation that earned
our State the title “Banana Republic” in the
Melbourne “Sun”—that the people of Everion
rejected the vile campaigning of the anti-
Labor elements in the recent election?

In conclusion on this point, let me say
that T still abhor the type of racist violence
and suppression that exists in South Africa
at present. I am horrified that there are
still international areas such as the Cabinet
room of this Government where it is con-
doned and even protected.

For my opposition to apartheid I received
congratulations from the United Nations.
This is a document which I venture to say
with more than a certain degree of con-
fidence that neither the Premier nor his
Government are ever likely to receive. I
could proceed and mention the imaginary
weapons “discovered” by the Minister for
Police at the time of the Springbok tour.
The police report presented to this Parlia-
ment on an incident at the Trades Hall was,
to all those who were present, nothing more
than a document of despicable distortion.
But there are other issues that I wish to
raise in this Address-in-Reply debate.

My leader has already outlined the terrible
injustices of the Government’s proposals con-
cerning the Brisbane City Council. However,
1 feel that the motives and facts of this issue
deserve and require repetition. On their
relative records of administrative achievement,
this is a clear case of an unsuccessful
Country-Liberal State Government trying to
destroy a successful A.L.P. municipal
council. The Government has given no
legitimate reason for its actions. Its inten-
tions were deceitfully hidden from the people
during the election campaign, even though I
am told that the Bill was already drafted and
the composition of the new wards decided in
principle. I doubt whether the Brisbane
people have ever been so united in their
opposition to any proposal of any Govern-
ment in this State.

A public-opinion poll conducted by “The
Australian” revealed that 75 per cent of
Brisbane’s residents were opposed to the
change in the Lord Mayoral voting system,
and 60 per cent were against any reduction
in the number of aldermen. In the latter
poll, a reasonable redistribution of the
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undecided votes cast would have lifted public
opposition to about 70 per cent. Every major
newspaper in the city of Brisbane is opposed
to the Government’s plan. FEven “The
Courier-Mail”, which for so long has been
an ally of this Government, commented in its
editorial of 5 August 1972 that the scheme

was unwanted, unnecessary and undemo-
cratic. In today’s editorial “The Courier-
Mail” says—
“Cynical ruthless over-
bearing or just plain foolish. Pick

any one, or all of them, for they apply to
the decisions yesterday by the joint Gov-
ernment parties on daylight saving and
changes to the Brisbane City Council.”

In today’s issue of “The Australian” this
appears—

“The joint Government parties yesterday
drove the final nail into the coffin of
responsible Government in Queensland.”

“The Courier-Mail” said that even Sir Robert
Menzies would have had a hard time deodor-
ising this draft Bill, and added—

“Who really can believe that this pro-
posed phoney legislation is valid or
responsibie?”

This is the same newspaper that on the
evening prior to the May State election told
Queenslanders that the voters should support
the Country-Liberal coalition. At that stage
the Liberal Party and the Country Party were
still in the throes of an excursion into public
deception, snidely hiding their repugnant
objectives from the electors of Queensland.

When asked on Channel 9 to justify public
support for his plan, the Minister for Local
Government and Electricity replied that he
had spoken to a few taxi-drivers. I suppose
we should refer to him as “Hail-a-cab
Henry”. It is little wonder that he languished
for so long on the Government back-benches,
for now we learn that his legislative inspira-
tions on a matter as important as this depend
on the availability of taxi-ranks.

The real truth is that this abortive measure
is the illegitimately conceived brain-child of
a Liberal Party clique, which in the main is
known as the “ginger group”. “The Courier-
Mail” of 5 August agrees with that. This
group is regarded in illegitimate fashion by
its leader when he thinks in terms of Cabinet
selection.

I now wish to quote from an official
booklet published by the Liberal Party of
Australia and entitled “Broad Highway—a
Statement of Liberal Values”. 1 have the
second edition, which was published in 1963
when the honourable member for Toowong
was still the Liberal Party’s State secretary. I
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can only assume, therefore, that at that time
he adhered to the principles expressed in this
booklet.

Under the heading “The Importance of
Being You”, the introductory paragraph says
this—

“The Liberal agrees with the warm old
saying that ‘politics is people’, but he will
not go along with today’s bossy-minded
theorists who say that ‘politics is pushing
people about’. The importance of being
allowed to be you is the clue to the Liberal
Party political thinking.”

What about the overwhelming majority of
citizens in Brisbane who have made it crystal
clear that they want to retain their present
number of aldermen and their democratic
right to select their Lord Mayor? They have
been pushed around ruthlessly by a bunch
of Liberal conspirators who are determined
to “get” Clem Jones at any cost and wreck
the image and effectiveness of the A.L.P.
city council. These people want their rights,
as individuals but they are being deprived
of them by a Liberal Party, which, according
to its own words in 1963, professed hypocri-
tically to be their protector.

In the 1970 municipal election Alderman
Clem Jones gained 209,000 votes, or 60 per
cent of the votes cast in the city of Brisbane.
This figure represents almost 30,000 more
than the votes won by the Country Party and
8,000 more than those won by the Liberal
Party in the whole of the State some two
years later, when the population had
increased. In this year’s State election in the
city of Brisbane the Liberal Party secured
only 139,000 votes, or 36.7 per cent, which
is 70,000 votes fewer than those gained by
Alderman Jones two years earlier. Yet this
is the collection of political rejects that claim
to understand Brisbane’s feeling; that
demand some kind of selfish, pathological
right to undermine a municipal administra-
tion system that is the envy of every other
capital city in Australia and other countries
of the world.

But let me look still further at some of
the leading plotters in this subversive little
exercise of destruction against the city of
Brisbane. Last week-end the State Liberal
Party Convention was held in Brisbane. The
Treasurer, the State leader of the Liberal
Party, was conveniently absent fulfilling a
long-standing engagement, namely, the open-
ing of a show at Weipa. Some people have
suggested unkindly that he was not really
opening the show, that he was an exhibit
in it. Of course, this is the same Treasurer
and Liberal leader who said earlier this
year that his interest in the city of Brisbane
had now come to an end. His absence from
this highest of high administrative bodies in
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his party is strangely mindful of the sudden
absence of the Premier a few years ago
when church and temperance leaders marched
on Parliament House to protest against the
liquor legislation. On that occasion he, too,
found a long-standing engagement, but his
was in Dalby.

But, with or without their leader, the
Liberal convention went on. The original
motion to approve the proposed Brisbane
City Council changes was moved by a Mr.
Brian Cahill. This is the same Brian Cahill
who, three months ago, stood as the Liberal
candidate for the seat of Wynnum and won
only 29 per cent of the votes. His seconder
was the honourable member for Toowong
{Mr. Charles Porter) who was later dumped
by the same convention as a member of
the Liberal Party State executive. There was
one successful amendment. This emerged
from a Mr. R. Smith. He is the same
Mr. R. Smith who, as the Liberal candidate
for Stafford at the recent State election,
could gain only 40 per cent of the votes and
was soundly defeated by Alderman Roy
Harvey, a senior member of the very coun-
cil he now wishes to destroy. These are
the ringleaders: a Treasurer who poses as
Premier-elect every three years and then
retires to his more sunitable role of always
a bridesmaid, never a bride; two candidates
who were rejected by the Brisbane people
only three months ago; and a member of
this Parliament who was dumped by his
own rank and file and is distrusted as
Cabinet material by his own leader. No plot
in history has ever been stage-managed by
such a sorry little bunch of misfits and
failures.

From the Brisbane City Council, I wish
now to turn to the expression “law and
order”. I open my remarks on this topic
with a very famous quotation—

“Above all, a man who feels it is his
duty at such an hour to assume the
leadership of his people is not responsible
to the laws of parliamentary usage or to a
particular  democratic  conception  but
solely to the mission placed upon him;
and anyone who interferes with this mission
is an enemy of the people.”

Those are not the words of the Premier of
this State as he finalised the recent redistribu-
tion or demanded his right to drill the Great
Barrier Reef. It is the famous statement
of the infamous Hitler as he justified his
murderous invasion of Austria. That was
a generation ago, but the text bears a real
resemblance to the attitude of this Govern-
ment when it talks of what it describes as
“law and order”.

I now refer to a statement made in this
Parliament on 3 October 1961, in these
terms

“We as a ‘Government have a respon-
sibility to protect the people from them-
selves as far as possible.”
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The speaker was the present Premier, then
a back-bench member of this House. That
was 11 years ago but, in regard to what
he calls law and order, his attitude has
changed little. Perhaps the text could be
changed a little to read, “We as a Govern-
ment have a responsibility to protect the
system: from the people as far as possible.”

To most people “law and order” means
the protection of persons and property; it
means the prevention and detection of crime;
it means the orderly administration of society;
and it means freedom of expression and the
right of dissent. In other words, “law and
order” is the basis upon which our com-
munity exists and functions. But, for political
purposes, the phrase “law and order” has
assumed a new meaning—a new definition
—for the Liberal and Country Parties. To
them, “law and order” is the verbal weapon
to suppress those who display the audacity
to differ with their policies; the verbal
excuse to intrude into the lawful affairs of
trade unions simply because their members
exercise their right to seek improvements
in wages and conditions. It is the verbal
excuse used to brand a handful of students
carrying banners as subversive and law-
breakers. It is the verbal excuse to defame
those who seek to protect our Great Barrier
Reef or our beautiful Cooloola. Coupled
with inflation—an evil <created by the
Liberal Party and the Country Party—
it is the verbal excuse used to incite
foreign-owned companies to push and provoke
Australian employees into industrial unrest.

The law and order practised by the
Liberal Party and the Country Party today
is a vile type of political paralysis designed
to create suppression, designed to destroy
the very freedom that our ancestors fought
to establish and preserve, designed to under-
mine adult faith in young Queenslanders and
designed ultimately to wreck the industrial
processes of arbitration and negotiation. It
is the kind of verbal philosophy that has
been the catchcry of all potential dictators.

1 shall now examine briefly some of the
samples of the Government’s law and
order—its real law and order. Under this
Government’s law and order, Queensland’s
crime rate is at a record high, while the
crime-detection rate is at a record low.
Police morale continues to fall alarmingly.
Never in our history has it been easier to
maim, bash, kill, or rob and get away with
it scot-free.

It was this Government’s order of penal
administration that last Sunday allowed a
man, whose papers were marked “potentially
dangerous”, to be removed to hospital for
treatment of a minor injury in the escort
of only one prison officer. He was taken
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for this treatment on the authority of a
fellow-prisoner, who, I venture to suggest,
has little or no medical knowledge. Needless
to say, the man involved escaped.

I shall now examine the order of this
Government in education. It is best expressed
in the front-page words of “The Australian®,
which has just completed a national survey
of Queensland. It reported, on 26 July
1972—

“For long the educational sick man of
the continent, it has been jabbed in the
arm by the Radford report. So far it has
merely jumped convulsively and screamed.
Whether it will grow healthier or lie down
and die is far from certain.”

So much for the Government’s order in
education.

I refer now to the recent oil dispute and
the savage suburban rail cuts ordered by
this Government. At the time rail service
reductions were being enforced, the fuel
storage facilities at Mayne Depot were filled
to capacity. Tankers were turned away
because their supplies were not needed. In
other words, in a false attempt to inspire
a “law and order” reaction against trade
unions, this Government was prepared to
deliberately invent and enforce inconvenience
against the public,

Let me now examine pensioner housing.
In the 12 months to 30 June 1971, of the
1,433 pensioner units built under the
Commonwealth-State scheme in Australia,
only 18 were constructed in Queensland.
Queensland has one in six of Australian
pensioners, but this Government could con-
struct only one in 80 of the new Australian
units for them. Perhaps the Government’s
order in the construction of pensioner units
has been best expressed by the Federal
Housing Minister, a Queensland Liberal, who
told the Commonwealth Parliament on
7 October 1971—

“Queensland has not constructed dwel-
lings in the same manner or at the same
rate as other States.”

I shall now deal with the “law and order”
attitudes of this puritanical Government on
redistribution—an issue which affects the
very basis of democratic justice in our
society. The original Bill presented last year
was amended in accordance with the lawful,
constitutional responsibility of this Parlia-
ment. The Premier refused to abide by this
lawful decision of Parliament. The Bill was
withdrawn and handed back to the dark-
room bosses of the Government parties and
the proposal was re-presented in a new,
undemocratic form. But worse was to come.
The original plan of the commissioners
was handed down in December. The A.L.P.
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was not satisfied with it, but was prepared
to accept it. However, the Liberal Party
and the Country Party objected, and under
the disguise of objections, a new redistri-
bution was conducted and 34 alterations
were approved. The undemocratic nature
of the final product can be seen in the
fact that, in May this year, it took an
average of 13,044 votes to elect an A.LP.
member, 9,600 votes to elect a Liberal
member and only 6,972 to elect a Country
Party member.

There are numerous other examples which
expose the hypocritical Government concept
of what it calls “law and order.” 1 could
refer to the 18 to 21l-year-olds who have
been refused the vote and are labelled “rat-
bags” if they express their views. I could
refer to the 20-year-olds who are conscripted,
but condemned if they object. However, as
1 wish to speak only on housing, I shall

content myself with a couple of final
observations.
In the Everton electorate, where the

Country Party in particular used its “law
and order” slogan in a vicious personal
manner against me, the same party was happy
to accept the preferences of a candidate who
not so long ago was an Army deserter. This
candidate’s description of his offence was
that he was absent without leave for 12
months. I venture to say that he was AW.L.
for a longer period than most of the young
men whom the Government condemns today
for resisting the draft.

There is little doubt that the real architect
of the Government's phoney “law and order”
campaign is the Premier. I am sure that this
would surprise Mr. Justice Taylor of the
High Court of Australia. In fact, when the
Premier appeared in the High Court in 1962
seeking to evade his legal taxation payment
on an oil search permit deal in which he
converted $4 into $50,000 and accumulated
a share empire in Exoil, the learned Judge
not only rejected his interpretation of “law
and order” and threw out his application
but also added a few pertinent remarks.

1 shall content myself with one observation
that the learned judge made on the Premier’s
dealings. He described them as ‘“a simple
circumvention of departmental practice.” I
will be kind and not use the words that
certain senior lawyers used to describe the
same deal.

Finally on this subject, for the benefit of
those Liberal members who are continually
trying to invent all kinds of sinister associa-
tions involving the A.L.P. to prop up their
fictitious “law and order” propaganda, no
doubt some of them will recall the words of
a Mr. Arthur Smith in a feature article in
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“Sunday Truth”, now “Sunday Sun”, early
in 1969. To quote Mr. Smith, a former
Fuehrer of the hated Australian Nazi Party—
“The turning point in our organisation
came when we received financial help from
certain sections of the Liberal Party.”

There is the deep infiltration of the Queens-
land Country Party by the League of Rights,
led by Eric Butler, who was accused by Dr.
Evatt in the Federal Parliament in February
1945 of having written articles “which in the
opinion of the Director General of Security
constituted an attempt to create adverse
public reaction to war loan campaigns and
to the war effort generally.”

I have dealt in greater length than I had
intended with the false definition of what the
Government calls “law and order”, and I
now turn very briefly to housing and the
Government’s poor order of administration
in this field. In my short time as a member
of this Parliament I have heard more com-
plaints and learned of more disturbing cases
in housing than in any other field. A major
problem has been created by the Govern-
ment’s abolition of rent control, and its
failure to provide anywhere near adequate
low-rental housing through the Housing Com-
mission. I have the case of a woman and her
children who have been waiting two years
for a Housing Commission home. I have
another case of a large family with an income
of $58 a week who are paying $20 in rent.
In both cases, there is nmo Housing Com-
mission accommodation in sight.

The Housing Commission can make an
annual profit of $900,000 on its operations
when there is a waiting list of about 5,000.
I am firmly convinced that the present system
of priorities applied by the Commission,
while they may have merit in some cases,
too often lack the elements of sympathy and
individual understanding required in this very
human field. Persons can be virtually victim-
ised because an officer may gain a wrong
interpretation or impression of their cases.
They can be penalised if they have accommo-
dation, even though they may be unable to
afford it.

I should like to see social workers
appointed to the Housing Commission so that
they could make an expert assessment of
the human needs and problems involved in
individual cases. Earlier I quoted from a
Liberal booklet that said, “politics is people”.
Let me tell the Minister that housing is also
very much people.

At 530 p.m.,

Mr., SPEAKER: Order! Under the pro-
visions of Standing Order No. 17 I propose
to permit the honourable member for Everton
to complete his speech.
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Mr. N. F. JONES: Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker.

Social workers would have the knowledge
to judge quickly the urgency of cases. Instead
of being forced to wait until almost doomsday
for Commission housing because of the rigid
nature of priorities, cases would then be
treated on an individual basis of understanding
and need.

The latest report of the Bureau of Census
and Statistics shows that housing costs in
Queensland rose by 9-3 per cent, compared
with the national average of 7-4 per cent.
That represents an increase of about $550 on
a $10,000 home.

Young couples must settle in outer suburbs.
They face high transport costs. In many
cases they have furniture and a car on hire-
purchase, We all know how prices generally
are rising without governmental control. I
believe that the Housing Commission should
be planning today for tomorrow, not leaving
the inevitable suburban sprawl to the mercy
of land developers.

In “The Sunday Mail” of 19 March 1972,
Mr. Brian Marsden, a lecturer in Urban
Geography at the University of Queensland,
said—

“Urban Brisbane will spread outward
like a metropolitan tidal wave between
now and the year 2001 when its population
should reach 1,644,000.”

Commonwealth figures show that between
the 30 June 1966 national census and the
latest census on 30 June 1971—a space of
only five years—the population of the area
classified for statistical purposes as the Bris-
bane Urban Centre rose by by 100,585 (or
by 14.04 per cent) to a total of 816,987. The
statistics reveal that 44.81 per cent—compared
with 42.79 per cent—of the State’s popula-
tion now live within this region. Likewise,
the figures show that 1,308,884 people (a
rise of 15.86 per cent since 1966) reside in
urban centres of 5,000 or more population.
This represents 71.78 per cent of the State’s
population. It is obvious that the sprawl
will accelerate, to use Mr. Marsden’s word,
“like a metropolitan tidal wave”.

The Housing Commission should be moving
in advance. I believe that it should be
purchasing land, in particular dairying pro-
perties, on both the outer-northern and outer-
southern sides of our urban areas so that
reasonable land will be available for people
as population reaches the district.

I believe also that there should be planning
now to set aside the necessary land required
for schools, perimeter hospitals, shopping
centres and other amenities associated with
urban expansion.
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The rail system should be planned ahead
to take railways to the people as they are
required. Rapid transit rail services will be
needed urgently to meet the urban explosion
of the near-immediate future. Unfortunately,
in Brisbane today we have the most anti-
quated rail system of any capital city because
of the abandonment of the electrification plan
by a Country-Liberal Government in 1958,
with not an inch of new railway line being
constructed in 15 years. Hundreds of thou-
sands of people are isolated from trains. No
wonder we have the morning and evening
traffic chaos on our roads.

Unfortunately, in the acquisition of land
for future expansion purposes, land devel-
opers are leaving this Government for dead,
like a maiden performer in a Melbourne
Cup. They are grabbing up the land while
the Government closes its eyes and sits help-
fess, counting its annual Housing Commission
profit. By the time people move into the
fringe areas, the land developers will be
firmly established before them, rubbing their
hands together for easy, rich profits.

I say no more except to add that too many
years have been wasted. Housing is a
continuing problem and it is time that the
Government, through the Housing Commis-
sion, viewed it as such.

This is my maiden speech in this Parliament
and I would have liked to say more, but time
escapes me. In conclusion, T say that the
Government is not democratically elected. It
is here on the Treasury benches against the
wishes of the great majority of pecple in
Queensland. Its past record is its indictment.
Certainly its record since the May election is
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ample proof of the dictatorial dangers it
presents to our community and the urgent
need for its removal. I have seen reports
in newspapers from Government spokesmen
supporting their proposed changes in the
system of election of the Lord Mayor of
Brisbane. They say that since the Premier of
this State is elected by his parliamentary
colleagues, and not the people as a whole,
the same should apply to the Lord Mayor.
Of course, they neglect to mention that the
President of the United States of America is
elected on the popular vote of all American
electors.

In closing I merely comment that with the
Premier’s Country Party able to obtain only
20 per cent of the votes, and the Treasurer’s
Liberal Party able to obtain only 22 per
cent of the votes, I can well understand
their aversion to a popular vote. If there
were a popular vote of all Queenslanders,
or all the people of Brisbane, Clem Jones
would still be Lord Mayor, Jack Houston
would be Premier of Queensland, but
both Mr. Bjelke-Petersen and Sir Gordon
Chalk would be political history, and the
Minister for Local Government would have
more time to catch taxis.

(Time expired.)

SPECIAL ADJOURNMENT

Hon., J. BJELKE-PETERSEN (Barambah
—Premier): I move—
“That the House, at its rising, do adjourn
unti]l Tuesday, 29 August 1972.”

Motion agreed to.

The House adjourned at 5.38 p.m.





