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Papers

TUESDAY, 8 OCTOBER 1974

Mr. SPEAKER (Hon. W. H. Lonergan,
‘Flir;(}ers) read prayers and took the chair
at a.m.

ASSENT TO BILLS

Assent to the following Bills reported by
Mr. Speaker:—

Local Government
Amendment Bill;

Police Superannuation Bill;
Wine Industry Act Amendment Bill;

Primary Producers’ Co-operative Associa-
tions Act Amendment Bill;

Land Surveyors Act Amendment
(No. 2);

Age of Majority Bill;

Commonwealth Places (Administration of
Laws) Act Amendment Bill;

Pay-roll Tax Act Amendment Bill;

State and Regional Planning and Develop-
ment, Public Works Organization and
‘gghvironmental Control Act Amendment

P

Sale of Human Blood Bill;

City of Brisbane Act Amendment Bill;

Valuers Registration Act Amendment Bill.

Superannuation Act

Bill

PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSIONER
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE
INVESTIGATIONS

Mr. SPEAKER: I have to inform the
House that on Tuesday, 1 October 1974, in
accordance with the provisions of the Par-
liamentary Commissioner Act 1974, I
administered the oath of office to Mr. David
Walter  Longland, Parliamentary Com-
missioner for Administrative Investigations.

AUDITOR-GENERAL’S REPORT
LoaNs SINKING FUNDs

Mr. SPEAKER announced the receipt
from the Auditor-General of his report on
the Loans Sinking Funds of the State for the
vear 1973-74.

Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS

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

Reports—

Operations of the Sub-Departments of
the Department of Health—*“Even-
tide” (Sandgate), “Eventide” (Charters
Towers), “Eventide” (Rockhampton),
and Queensland Industrial Institution
for the Blind (South Brisbane), for
the year 1973-74.

Agricultural Bank, for the year 1973-74.
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The following papers were laid on the
table:—
Proclamations under—

Acquisition of Land Act 1967-1969 and
the State and Regional Planning and
Development, Public Works Organiza-
tion and Environmental Control
Act 1971-1973.

Forestry Act 1959-1974.
Orders in Council under—

Racing and Betting Act 1954-1972.

Workers’ Compensation Act 1916-1973.

The State Electricity Commission Acts,
1937 to 1965.

The Southern Electric Authority of
Queensland Acts, 1952 to 1964,

Liquor Act 1912-1973.
Money Lenders Act 1916-1973,
Medical Act 1939-1973.

The Grammar Schools Acts, 1860 to
1962.
River

Improvement Trust Act 1940-
1971.

Water Act 1926-1973.

Harbours Act 1955-1972.

Forestry Act 1959-1974.

Regulations under—

Workers’ Compensation Act 1916-1973.
Water Act 1926-1973.

Queensland Marine Act 1958-1972.
Traffic Act 1949-1974.

Statement of Income and Expenditure and
Balance Sheet of the Coal Mine
Workers’ Pensions Fund, for the year
1973-74.

Particulars relating to the mortgage of
St. Mark’s College land—James Cook
University of North Queensland.

Reports—

Totalisator Administration Board of
Queensland, for the year 1973-74.

Queensland Law Society Incorporated,
under the Legal Assistance Act
1965-1971.

Queensland Law Reform Commission,
for the year 1973-74,

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

PROPOSED COMMONWEALTH GOVERNMENT
HospiTaL, MT. GRAVATIT AREA

Hon. §. D. TOOTH (Ashgrove—Minister
for Health) (11.9 a.m.): In view of recent
Press statements that the Commonwealth
Government intends to establish a Common-
wealth Government hospital in the metro-
politan area of Brisbane, and the reported
disagreement between State and Common-
wealth Ministers for Health on this proposal,
I would like to clarify the situation as far
as I am able to do so.

Along with many others, I learned of the
Commonwealth Government’s intentions for
the first time through the medium of the
Press. Subsequently, from a letter written
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by the Prime Minister to the Premier of this
State, I was able to obtain some indication
of the Commonwealth Government’s pro-
posals. Under the guise of “combating
problems that have arisen in the growth of
urban areas”, the Prime Minister states that
“the Australian Government is proposing to
assist State Governments by financing the
building and operation of hospitals in areas
of greatest need or of rapid population
growth”. The Prime Minister continues that
these hospitals are to be located in Sydney,
Melbourne and Brisbane and will be built
and operated without cost to the State. The
Prime Minister refers to advice given by
this department regarding the planning in
respect of the Mt Gravatt-Sunnybank
hospital—the hospital to be developed to
round about 1,000 beds—and continues by
saying, “In the circumstances I can see clear
advantages in the Australian Government
assuming full responsibility for the project.”
The Prime Minister has given the Govern-
ment of this State exactly three weeks to
concur with the Commonwealth’s proposals.

All of this must sound idealistic to the
general public as a whole and, no doubt, to
honourable members on the opposite side of
the House. But let me point out a few basic
facts.

The Commonwealth’s proposal is in con-
flict with the general established principles
of forward planning in hospital services, not
only in Queensland but anywhere in the
Commonwealth. The genesis of the Mt.
Gravatt hospital stems from meetings of a
special committee appointed by my pre-
decessor, the late Dr. Noble, as far back as
1963-64. A special committee, known as the
Standing General Hospital Advisory Com-
mittee, with representation from the Depart-
ment of Health, the North Brisbane Hospitals
Board, the Australian Medical Association,
the university, and the visiting staff of the
metropolitan hospitals, had recommended, as
far back as that—1964—that the next major
hospital in Brisbane should be a teaching
hospital of approximately 800 beds and sited
in the general area of Mt. Gravatt. In all
the forward planning of the Health Depart-
ment for hospital beds in the metropolitan
and near metropolitan area, this major
acute hospital at Mt. Gravatt has always
been taken into account. Bearing in
mind the bed needs of the area and the
developments that were foreseen in both the
Brisbane and near Brisbane areas in the
public and private sectors, it was envisaged
that the Mt. Gravatt hospital would be fully
commissioned in the early 1980’s. Naturally
such an estimate of time must be fluid and
indeed the need to develop the obstetrical
component of the Mt. Gravatt hospital has
become evident at the present time, and a
decision was made by the department, some
twelve months ago, to bring it forward so
that we proceed with a 200-230 obstetrical
gospital on that site at the earliest possible
ate.

[8 OcTOBER 1974]

Ministerial Statement

In considering the further development of
the Mt. Gravatt acute section, the department
has allowed for additional beds that will
come into use during the next six or seven
years at Princess Alexandra Hospital, Red-
cliffe  Hospital, Southport Hospital, Royal
Brisbane Hospital, Nambour Hospital, and
Ipswich General Hospital. These would
aggregate an additional 1000 beds approxi-
mately. In addition, the department is aware
of the proposed major developments of a
private church hospital now in the planning
stages.

In the additional beds to become available
during the present decade, I have purposely
included hospital beds in areas adjacent to
Brisbane, as they materially affect the bed
situation in the metropolitan area. The
development of the Southport Hospital and
the Redcliffe Hospital to major acute hos-
pitals must and will reduce the number of
referrals to the larger teaching hospitals in
Brisbane.

Long-range planning of this kind is noth-
ing new. It is essential in the ecomomical
provision of highly sophisticated and very
expensive hospital services on a regional
basis. It certainly has been advocated by
the Commonwealth-appointed Hospitals and
Health Services Commission in whose report
to the Federal Parliament a recommendation
is made that in each of the States a joint
hospitals works council, consisting of Com-
monwealth and State officers, be set up to
examine forward planning programmes of
the States.

I quote this very important extract from
the Sax report—

“For the Australian Government to
single out one or two sites in each State
for the independent construction of &
major hospital would be inconsistent with
the principles of co-ordinated and integra-
ted development.”

Irrespective of this forward planning, irres-
pective of the Commonwealth’s acknow-
ledgement that there ought to be some dia-
logue between the Commonwealth and the
States if Commonwealth funding is to be
provided, irrespective of the recommedation
of the Hospitals and Health Services Com-
mission, the Commonwealth Government has
demanded that it build its own single hospi-
tal in Brisbane and that that hospital be the
Mt. Gravatt hospital.

The Prime Minister has further advised—

“Detailed arrangements might be under-
taken by our respective Health Ministers
with a view to substantial building work
commencing early in the New Year.”

1 emphasise “early in the New Year”.
Mr. Burns: Are you knocking the money
back?

Mr. TOOTH: I am endeavouring to give
an objective and clear statement of the
position.

Mr. Burns: The people are suffering.
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, TOOTH: I do not want any advice
from the honourable member.

1 think this last statement indicates not
only the haste with which the Common-
wealth has come to this decision but also
the complete lack of knowledge of the intri-
cacies and required expertise necessary in
the development of a major hospital.

We have on the one hand an announce-
ment that the Commonwealth Government
is to build a hospital of 1,000 beds, and a
figure of $20,000,000 is involved. It is
common knowledge that the planning of a
major project such as hospital construction
takes more time than the actual building
of the hospital. Architects’ briefs have to be
prepared, preliminary plans have to be
drawn, all the interested disciplines involved
must be consulted, and in this instance the
new university should be involved in some
planning for teaching purposes—all of this
before a sketch plan can be prepared, io
say nothing of the time required in detailed
working drawings and bills of quantities.
Yet all this is to be achieved so that sub-
stantial building work can commence early
in 1975. There is no such thing as an
“instant” hospital. The proposition is utterly
absurd.

The implementation of the Common-
wealth’s intentions, if the Commonwealth
proceeds with them, will, if all other State
programmes proceed as planned, make avail-
able in the metropolitan area of Brisbane
more beds than our planners feel are neces-
sary at this time, and certainly more beds
than can be serviced by professional staff.
This is where the great weakness lies. If
the Commonwealth’s proposals continue, the
State’s building programme in other regional
hospitals will have to be appropriately pruned
to ensure that beds become available at those
times when the need arises. This could
mean that the Southport Hospital or the
Redcliffe Hospital extensions will have to be
postponed.

Mr. Burns: Oh, rubbish!

Mr. TOOTH: What does the honourable
member for Lytton know about it?
Absolutely nothing!

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! If I have to call
the honourable member for Lytton to order
again I will deal with him under Standing
Order 123A.

Mr. D’Arcy interjected.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member for Albert has just walked into the
Chamber. He has not been here very long.

If he continues to interject, he will not be
here very much longer.

Mr. TOOTH: Let me quote

Mr. K. J. Hooper: Don’t be such an old
bore.
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Mr. TOOTH: The honourable member for
Archerfield referred to “an old bore”. I
don’t know which kind of bore he meant.

Mr. K. J. Hooper: Spelt “b-o-r-¢”, not
“b-0-a-r".

Mr. TOOTH: Reference to the honourable
member as either would be a compliment.

Mr, Sherrington: It is “b-o-a-r”.
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. Bromley: Why don’t you resign?
Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. TOOTH: Let me quote from Mr.
Whitlam’s own advisers in this field as stated
in the Report on Hospitals in Australia by
the Hospitals and Health Services Commis-
sion, commonly known as the Sax Commis-
sion. I trust that honourable members will
listen to this. It is in these terms—

“What is done in regard to the con-
struction, expansion or change in functien
of one hospital affects other hospitals in
the region, and is affected by the provision
and use of nursing homes, hostels, rehab-
ilitation centres, diagnostic facilities and
community health services. All must be
considered jointly. FEach element needs to
be assigned a degree of priority in an over-
all hospital and health facility pro-
gramme.”

That underlines the point I am making that
we should not look at these hospitals individ-
vally; they must be looked at on a regional
basis. Any sudden interference will distort
the whole picture.

The Commonwenlth’s intentions to assist
the State in its ho pital-building programme
could be better and more appropriately indi-
cated if State planning proceeds bv State
planners, with Commonwealth funs being
made available to assist in the implementa-
tion of a fully balanced and integrated State
programme.

What must be remembered alco is that, if
1,000 additional beds are suddenly thrust
upon the metropolitan hospital market, they
must be staffed adequately. If those 1,000
beds are to appear in the metropolitan area
within the next two or three years (as the
Commonwealth seems to imagine they can)
the recruitment of staff at all levels—
medical, nursing, administrative and tech-
nical-——wil] be a mammoth task for the
Commonwealth unless, of course, as I suspect
is the intention, staff are attracted deliber-
ately to the Commonwealth hospitals, pillaged
from existing staff in our State-controlled
hospitals.

Mr. Bromley: We did consider

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! The next time I call
the honourable member for South Brisbane
to -order, he will be dealt with.

Mr. TOOTH: We are prepared to con-
tinue to talk to the Commonwealth. Several
months ago we sent to the Commonwealth
our forward, long-range planning purposes.
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We would welcome their release of public
funds to assist Queensland in the health area,
but sadden and unplanned intrusions into the
actual implementation of health delivery by
the Commonwealth will throw our planning
out of balance, produce serious staffing diffi-
culties and be extremely wasteful of resources
both professional and financial.

QUESTIONS UPON NOTICE

COMMONWEALTH Am ¥OR Locar
AUTHORITY ROAD WORKS
Mr. Tacker, pursuant to notice, asked The
Premier,—

Of the $16.6 million reported by the
Commonwealth Transport Minister to the
Local Authorities Conference on Septem-
mer 25, as being made available to Queens-
land as interim financing for road works,

how much has been passed to local auth-
orities?

Answer:—

“The Main Roads Department, with the
approval of the Commonwealth and the
State Treasury, notified local authorities
that they could draw up to 3/12ths of
the anticipated Commonwealth Aid Funds
under the interim financing arrangements
for roads pending finalisation of the Com-
monwealth legislation. It is difficult to
give a precise figure but local authorities
have been able to continue on exactly the
same interim financing basis as has appiied
to the Main Roads Department.”

BURGLARIES AND BREAKING AND
ENTERINGS, "'OWNSVILLE

Mr. Tucker, pursuant to notice, asked The
Minister for Works,—

(1) How many burg!-ries and breaking
and enterings have bez: reported in the
Townsville Police District since November
1, 19737
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(2) How many of these cases have been
solved and how many convictions have
been obtained?

Answers:—
(1) “744.7

(2) “Statistics of this kind are not
maintained. During the period in question
cleared-up offences numbered 114. There
is however no correlation between the
offences reported and the offences cleared-
up during the period referred to.”

STAFFING, TOWNSVILLE POLICE DISTRICT

Mr. Tucker, pursuant to notice, asked The
Minister for Works,—
(1) How many police stations in the
Townsville Police District are awaiting
staff replacements and reappointments?

(2) How many training constables per-
formed duties in the district during the
past eight months?

(3) What was the strength of police
numbers in the district at August 317

(4) What staff adjustments have taken
place since November, 1973.

Answers:—
(1) “Four.”
(2) “One.”

{(3) “Established strength at August 31,
1974, was 200. There were two unfilled
vacancies at that time. There would
have been some variation in actual strength
as against established strength due to
transfers in the course of being effected.”

(4) “Alterations to established strength
since November, 1973—

Station Decrease Increase
Townsville . . 1 Senior Sergeant .. | 1 Sergeant 2/C
Charters Towers .. .. .. | 1 Detective Sergeant 1/C |1 P.C. Sergeant 2/C
Greenvale .. .. .. .. .. | Nil .. | 1 Constable
Townsville . . 2 Detective Constables

Mundingburra
Stuart

.. .. .. .. | 2 P.C. Constables
Mundingburra .. .. .. .. 1 Nil .. ..
1 Sergeant 1/C
Nil ..

1 Senior Sergeant
4 Constables
2 Constables

Total, under respective headings

5 127

DEMOUNTABLE ScHOOL BUILDINGS

Mr. P. Wood, pursuant to notice, asked
The Minister for Works,—

(1) How many demountable buildings
are in use in State primary and high
schools?

(2) How many of these are considered
to be in permanent use?

(3) Is there now a shortage of demount-
able accommodation and, if so, what steps
are being taken to overcome the shortage?

Answers:—

(1) «“493.>

(2) “All demountable buildings are in
the nature of an interim accommodation
provision.”
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(3) “Delay was experienced in obtain-
ing demountable buildings earlier this year
because of the effects of the flooding of
the factory of the main supplier of such
buildings, but production problems in this
area are being overcome. My department
is continually assessing this and other
sources of supply.”

CAR-PARKING FACILITIES AT SUBURBAN
RAILWAY STATIONS

Mr. Harris, pursuant to notice, asked The
Minister for Transport,—

Further to my many Questions in the
House during 1972 in relation to the
Government providing car-parking facili-
ties at all suburban railway stations, will
he now consider providing these amenities
for train passengers to encourage the public
to use the trains more freely, in an
endeavour to ease the traffic congestion
and ease the risk of road accidents which
are occurring much too often for our
inadequate hospital accommodation and
depleted staff to give the necessary medical
attention to the unfortunate people involved
in these accidents?

Answer—

“I am wunable to establish that the
Honourable Member has asked questions
previously on the subject of car parking
facilities at railway stations but assure
him that I share his concern about con-
gestion on the roads with the increased
attendant risk of road accidents. The
ability of the Railway Department to
establish as many parking areas as may
be deemed desirable is curbed by the
amount of funds which can be channelled
for that purpose. However, parking
facilities have been provided at 39 sub-
urban stations, affording accommodation
for not less than 2,150 vehicles and
arrangements are in hand for the con-
struction of a car park to accommodate 60
vehicles at another station. As 1 have
already announced, the Metropolitan
Transit Projects Board is examining, as a
matter of high priority, the provision of
inter-change facilities, including car parks,
at selected suburban railway stations.”

TRAINEE NURSES, ROYAL BRISBANE
HosprTaL

Mr. Harris, pursuant to notice, asked The
Minister for Health,—

(1) Is he aware that second-year nurses
at the Royal Brisbane Hospital are required
for approximately two weeks of night duty
prior to their final examination?

(2) Will he take immediate action to
have this roster altered so that these young
nurses can have a fair chance of having
clear minds to sit for the examination, as
some of these trainee nurses obtained
higher marks in their first-year examination
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than most of their counterparts in the State
and are now fearful of failure or posts in
their respective subjects?

Answer:—

(1 and 2) “The rostering of student
nurses is a matter for consideration of
the hospitals board in the light of overall
requirements of the hospital. I am
advised that every endeavour is made by
the matron not to roster student nurses
on night duty for a period prior to
examinations but where this is not possible
they are not rostered for duty on the night
prior to examinations.”

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
OVERHAUL OF LocAL GOVERNMENT ACT

Mr. TUCKER: 1 ask the Premier: Has
his attention been drawn to the statement
of the honourable member for Maryborough
appearing in “The Courier-Mail” of 7
October 1974 that the Local Government
Act is antiquated, 15 years behind the times,
and in need of complete overhaul? If he
agrees with that view, what action is likely
to be taken to remedy the position?

Mr. BIJELKE.PETERSEN: The Minister
for Local Government and Electricity, who
at the moment is very sick, has had a Bill
prepared on this matter. It was considered
by Cabinet yesterday and will bring every
area of the Local Government Act up to
date. I assure honourable members that
over the vyears the Local Government
Department has been administered in a very
able way, particularly by the Honourable
Henry McKechnie, who has won the highest
esteem and admiration of local authorities
throughout Queensland, which I am sure the
Leader of the Opposition would recognise.

However, so that the Act may be easily
understood and implemented more fully, it
is being brought up to date by the Bill T have
mentioned.

RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION IN STATE SCHOOLS

My, TUCKER: I ask the Premier: Has his
attention been drawn to the statement in “The
Courier-Mail” of 7 October 1974 by the
Reverend George Needham and others
relative to the breakdown in the present sys-
tem of religious instruction in State schools?
If so, why are the children being denied
adequate religious education?

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: On the follow-
ing day one of the top officials in the Educa-
tion Department pointed out in the Press that
that statement was completely incorrect and
that the matter was still under consideration.
As Premier, I can bear that out because I
have had discussions with Sir Alan Fletcher
and other people concerning this very difficult
question of what should or should not be
done in religious education in our schools. It
is a very important issue. Only last week 1
had discussions with Dr, Tronc, who is one
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of the top educationists in this State on this
very subject. He is keenly interested in it and
I have arranged to have further discussions
on this matter because it is vital that the
right thing is done in religious instruction
and training in this State.

INTERNATIONAL SUGAR CONTRACTS

Mr. BIRD: I ask the Minister for Primary
Industries: It was reported in the “Bowen
Independent” of 3 October that the Prime
Minister had said in Mackay recently—

“His Government has just signed long-
term contracts for sugar and Dr. Patterson
should be commended for the excellent
part he has played for the people in the
sugar industry.”

Is Dr. Patterson worthy of such praise and
what part did he play in arranging that sale?

Mr. SULLIVAN: Whilst I was in Bowen
last week with my colleague the honourable
member for Whitsunday, familiarising myself
with my responsibilities to primary industries
there, the article referred to was brought to
my notice. In the very limited spare time
allowed me by the itinerary of the honour-
able member for Whitsunday, I read it. It
was brought to my notice by a tomato farmer
after a meeting in September. His comment
was, “We are well aware of the savage
policies that the Prime Minister and his
Government are responsible for inflicting on
primary industry, but why does the Prime
Minister take us for such mugs? Does he
regard us as being so naive as to swallow
this story?”

The report does not adequately indicate
the real situation. When long-term com-
mercial contracts for the sale of sugar are
negotiated, it is a matter of prudence on
the part of both exporters and importers to
have such contracts officially acknowledged
by the Governments involved. Omnce such
long-term arrangements have been negotiated
by the Sugar Board through its agent, which
is the Colonial Sugar Refining Company, this
acknowledgment is accomplished by an
exchange of letters between the Governments
endorsing such contracts.

In the case of the recently concluded long-
term contracts with Korea and Malaysia,
Dr. Patterson, by reason of the delegation of
authority to him under Federal export legisla-
tion, was party to the exchange of letters
endorsing these contracts., I assure the hon-
ourable member that I am kept informed
of all such negotiations, and I assure myself,
as the responsible Minister (after all, Queens-
land owns the sugar), that the terms and
conditions of such contract are acceptable
to the industry before their finalisation by the
C.S.R. Company on behalf of the board.

In relation to the two sales of sugar to
Korea and Malaysia, I agreed to them in
discussion with the late Mr. Jack Winders,
the then Chairman of the Sugar Board, about
a month before the exchange of letters by
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Dr. Patterson and the respective Governments
of Korea and Malaysia. Out of courtesy,
of course, Dr. Patterson, as the Common-
wealth Government Minister responsible for
matters concerning sugar, was acquainted
with the sales that had been negotiated about
a month before, and we had agreed upon
simultaneous Press statements. Because Dr.
Patterson’s statement came from Seoul and
Malaysia and mine came from Brisbane, per-
haps the Press placed more significance on
his statement and gave it precedence over
mine.

RESIDENTIAL LaND, TOWNSVILLE, GLADSTONE,
AND MORETON REGION

Mr., NEWTOMN: I ask the Treasurer: %at
stage has been reached in financial negotia-
tions between him and the Prime Minister
concerning land for residential purposes at
Townsville and Gladstone, and in the Moreton
region?

Sir GORDON CHALK: Certain letters
have been exchanged between the Common-
wealth and State Governments in relation to
this matter. I am awaiting a reply from the
Prime Minister, and it is my belief that it
will be received this week.

CEMENT SUPPLIES, SOUTHERN (QUEENSLAND

Mr. NEWTON: I ask the Minister for
Development and Industrial Affairs: As the
building industry and consumers are again
being faced with a shortage of cement 1m
the southern part of the State and are qug
asked to pay $3.60 and even higher prices
for cement imported from other States, what
is his department doing to obtain an addi-
tional cement works for the southern part
of the State, and what assistance has been
offered to the Darra cement works by his
department to bring its plant up to date to
meet the requirements of the building industry
and consumers?

Mr. CAMPBELL: The cost of cement
brought from interstate to supplement exist-
ing supplies has been considered fair and
reasonable by all concerned, even t_hopgh
it places another burden on the building-
construction industry. So far as present
supplies of cement in southern Queensland
are concerned, honourable members,
particularly the honourable member for Bel-
mont, will be aware that the works at Darra
have been plagued, in the first place, by
breakdowns, and, in the second place, by
industrial disputes. I do not think any fair-
minded person would dispute that comment.
In consequence, for the last few months
cement has been in short supply. The sister
companies at Rockhampten and Townsw.lle
have been augmenting Brisbane’s supplies
in an endeavour to meet the demands of
industry.

Furthermore, in an endeavour to meet
future demands, the Darra company has for
many months been dealing with plans to
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establish a clinker-grinding plant at a water-
front location, as water transport is neces-
sary in the handling of clinker. Unfortunately,
for one reason or another, its efforts to
implement these plans have been obstructed.
I understand that the way is now clear for
the project to proceed, and I am sure that
the establishment of a clinker plant will make
cement available far more quickly than
would embarkation on building a new cement
plant, which would be a very difficult pro-
ject to undertake in the light of the opposition
of conservationists and others to the establish-
ment of such a plant in any area in southern
Queensland.

LOSURE OF AUSTRALIAN SHIPYARDS

Mr., ALISON: 1 ask the Minister for
Development and Industrial Affairs: Does
it appear that other Australian shipyards
will inevitably be forced to close, as were
Walkers Limited in Maryborough? Has he
seen a newspaper report of 2 October reveal-
ing that a powerful Federal Labor caucus
committee endorsed a rapid reduction in sub-
sidies paid to Australian shipbuilders and
rejected proposals by the Transport Minister
which could have cost about $500,000 this
year in subsidies? Is it a fact that the
Federal Government already is in conflict
with shipbuilders, the shipbuilding unions
are angered by Government cutbacks in
naval defence orders and that unions plan
a major protest to Canberra about ship-
building policies? Does the Minister believe
that an unthinking, unfeeling and unrealistic
Federal Government will deliberately cause
worry and loss of jobs, as it did in Mary-
borough, and continue to have complete dis-
regard for loss of particular skills and for
the naval defence of our country?

Mr. CAMPBELL: Having regard to the
manner in which the Federal A.L.P. reneged
on a promise to the shipbuilding industry
during the pre-election campaign, I anti-
cipated the question from the honourable
member and, in the interests of accuracy, I
have some notes with me. So, in answer
to the honourable member’s question, I say
that the Federal Labor caucus committee
decision merely speeds the inevitable.

The proposal of the Transport Minister
was that the subsidy remain at 45 per cent
of the total cost of building a ship in
Australia until 30 June next year. It would
then be reduced by 2 per cent a year, finally
reaching 25 per cent by 1984.

The plan advanced by the Minister for
Manufacturing Industry (Mr. Enderby) pro-
vided for the subsidy to be cut to 42.5 per
cent last June, to 40 per cent in December,
to 37.5 per cent next June, and then to
be reduced by 2 per cent a year until
reaching 25 per cent in 1980.

Mr. Enderby won Cabinet backing last
December, pending a final caucus resolution
of the infighting between the two Ministers,
and his scheme was put into effect. Now
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the powerful committee of
endorsed the Cabinet decision.
history.

caucus has
This is the

What are likely to be the effects as regards
Queensliand’s remaining major shipbuilders,
Evans Deakin, now that Walkers Limited
has given up the unequal fight? I cannot
answer my own question—it 1s a matter for
the company——but I can say with certainty
to the honourable member that the Federal
Labor Government is welshing on its pro-
mises to sustain the Australian shipbuilding
industry. It does not matter which Minister
or which caucus committee holds the torch,
the end result will be the eventual des-
truction of yet another facet of private enter-
prise,

What makes it more tragic is that I under-
stand that Evans Deakin’s shipbuilding sec-
tion has been profitable since an industrial
agreement was reached between the manage-
ment and the Trades and Labor Council.
The unions have honoured this agreement,
but they, as well as management, are now
being sold down the drain by the Federal
Government.

Those of us who were present at the
naming of the “Robert Miller” will recall
the statement by the Federal Minister for
Transport (Mr. Jones) that he had approved
of the construction of a further vessel by
Evans Deakin because of that particular
industrial agreement. But it now appears
that words, and the future of Queensland
workers, mean nothing. To confirm that
expression I intend to quote from the rele-
vant section of a letter I received this
morning from eight shop delegates from
three unions in the Evans Deakin shipyard—
namely, the Metal Workers Union, the Ship-
wrights Union and the Painters and Dockers
Union—conveying to me the text of a
resolution of a mass meeting of employees
which was carried unanimously by the entire
work-force attending it. The relevant section
of the letter reads—

“This mass meeting of shipyard workers
strongly oppose the recent decision of the
Federal Government to quickly remove
the subsidies to ship-builders, and protest
at the immediate mass unemployment
which will follow in the wake of this
decision.

“We see this as a complete reversal of
policy outlined prior to the Federal
elections, such policy providing for a
continuity of employment within the ship-
building industry for all major shipyards
in Australia.”

The letter is signed by eight shop delegates.

UNEMPLOYMENT

Mr., FRAWLEY: 1 ask the Premier: Has
his attention been drawn to the latest
unemployment figures, described as the worst
in 28 years, and has he seen the statement
by the President of the Queensland Trades and
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Labor Council (Mr. Egerton) that the figures
do not reveal the true unemployment posi-
tion, which he says is much worse?

Has he also seen the statement by the
State Opposition Leader that the Federal
Government is not to blame for unemploy-
ment?

What action is the Queensland Govern-
ment, on its part, taking to counter rising
unemployment?

Mr, BJELKE-PETERSEN: I am aware of
the statements that have been made as well as
of the reports that have appeared in the
Press. There is no doubt that the present high
ievel of unemployment is a national tragedy,
one created by the Federal Government,
No-one, other than perhaps the Leader of
the Opposition, could argue against the claim
that the Commonwealth Government has
made a complete mess of every aspect of its
responsibilities in  our economy—trade,
defence, employment, foreign affairs

Mr. Knox: Art.

Mr. BIELKE-PETERSEN: And in art. In
spite of this the Commonwealth Government
persists in telling the States how to conduct
their own affairs,

The Leader of the Opposition has claimed
that the Federal Government is not to blame.
He has made a number of statements that
certainly would not give him any status or
standing in the eyes of the community. For
example, he has lied by saying that he will
give a job to everyone who is out of work.
Goodness me! We could not be blamed for
thinking that a three or four-year-old had
made such a statement. It is completely
untrue and utterly false. The Leader of the
Opposition has told a downright lie.

On the other hand, Mr. Egerton clearly
says that it is the Commonwealth’s respon-
sibility. He does not beat about the bush.
All of us know that the responsibility rests
on the shoulders of the Federal A.L.P.
Government.

We have done everything we can to relieve
unemployment. We have set up an Unemploy-
ment Advisory Committee. We have brought
down the most wonderful Budget that any
State could have. In it we have not increased
charges generally, nor have we increased rail
freights to country areas. Rather have we
expanded our works programme generally to
help relieve unemployment, and we have also
sought to help local authorities. We are cer-
tainly playing our part in the present
economic situation. What a contrast this is to
the actions of the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, which have led to a complete break-
down in our economy and to a tragic level
of unemployment.

The editorial in this morning’s “Courier-
Mail” is of great interest. It reads—

“The State Opposition Leader (Mr.
Tucker) recently pledged that a State Labor
Government would restore full employ-
ment in Queensland. This was obvious
electioneering.”
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It was also certainly a lie. The editorial
points out—

“State Governments should co-operate
with the Commonwealth in employment-
giving programmes, but they cannot con-
trol the causes of national unemployment.”

We have offered our complete co-operation
to the Commonwealth,

The editorial continues—

“The main responsibility lies with the
Commonwealth. All States have been
affected by the fall-off in employment.

“The Commonwealth  Government’s
aim should be to obtain at least a stability
in adult employment by early next year—
that is, in three or four months. This
would ease the impact of school leavers
on the labor market.”

It is time that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment faced up to its responsibilities and did
something to alleviate the present situation.

SULPHUR DiIOXIDE POLLUTION, MOUNT
Isa MINES

Mr, BOUSEN: I ask the Premier: Is he
aware of reports that Mount Isa Mines is
maintaining high levels of sulphur dioxide
pollution despite statutory requirements to
the contrary? If so, is this permitted because
Mount Isa Mines is a major contributor to
the National Party’s funds?

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: 1 do not knqw
whether the company is or is not a major
contributor to the National Party’s funds.

Mr. Marginson: Youre a liar!

Mr. BIELKE-PETERSEN: The honour-
able member says that I am telling lies. I
ask him to withdraw his remark.

Mr. Sherrington: A moment ago you said
the Leader of the Opposition was lying.

Mr. SPEAXKER: Order! I did not hear
the remark, but I ask any honourable
member who said that the Premier was
telling lies to withdraw the statement.

Mr. Sherrington: A few minutes ago the
Premier said that the Leader of the Opposi-
tion was lying.

Mr. SPEAKER:
offender?

Order! Who is the

Mr, Marginson: 1 withdraw the remark
but the Premier said that of the Leader of
the Opposition.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I did not hear the
remark.

Mr. BOUSEN: The Premier has not
answered my question. I ask him to do so.

Mr. SPEAKER: When the Premier gets
the opportunity he will do so.

Mr. BIELKE-PETERSEN: Will the
honourable member repeat the first part of
his question? I did not quite catch if.
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Mr, BOUSEN: Is the Premier aware of
reports that Mount Isa Mines is maintaining
high levels of sulphur dioxide pollution

despite statutory requirements to the con-
trary?

Mr. BIJIELKE-PETERSEN: I am not aware
of the situation referred to by the honourable
member but I do know that Mount Isa
Mines has spent, and is spending, a lot of
money on countering pollution. That has
been so for some considerable time. I know
that the air pollution authority people and
others have been to Mt. Isa and that many
discussions have been held. 1 am not quite
familiar with the present situation, but I
know that it is being dealt with.

ALP. PoLicY ON ABORTION, PROSTITUTION
AND HOMOSEXUALITY

Mr. AIKENS: I ask the Minister for
Justice if his attention has been drawn to
Press and other media reports of a state-
ment by the Leader of the Opposition,
following the recent Labor-in-Politics Con-
vention held at Cairns, that if the A.L.P.
is elected to Government at the next
State Election it will immediately take steps
to provide “decriminalisation” for abortion-
ists, prostitutes and homosexuals? If so, will
he explain in simple, easily understandable
terms, for the information of ordinary
Queenslanders, just what this casuistical,
etymological hcgwash really means?

Mr, KNOX: A similar question will appear
on the Business Paper tomorrow, which I
will answer in more detail. However, to
answer the honourable member promptly,
this only illustrates the degree to which the
A.L.P. in this State is supporting permissive-
ness.

SuGAR SarLes TO GREAT BRITAIN

Mr, CASEY: I ask the Minister for Pri-
mary Industries: In view of his statement to
the House this morning about the part that
he allegedly played in negotiating sugar con-
tracts with Korea and Malaysia, what role
is he currently playing in the negotiations
for additional sugar sales to Great Britain?

Mr, SULLIVAN: It would appear that
even at this early stage the honourable
member for Mackay has attempted to mis-
construe my statement to his own advantage
without having given much thought to it.
He may rest assured that I was fully con-
versant with the negotiations for sugar sales
to the U.K. or the E.E.C., whichever it
may be in the future. Daily I received
reports of what was taking place.

Mr. CASEY: I have a supplementary ques-
tion. As the Premier recently announced
that the Minister for Primary Industries
would lead a sugar delegation overseas to
negotiate new sugar contracts, what countries
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does he intend to visit and will he have
authority to negotiate on-the-spot bilateral
agreements with the countries concerned?

Mr. SULLIVAN: An announcement was
made. The matter is being examined. I
will be speaking with a number of people
before any decisions are made and I shali
report back to the Premier and Cabinet on
what is taking place. We do not act behind
anybody’s back. The Parliament will be
advised if and when the delegation is
arranged.

PAYMENT OF OWNER TRUCK DRIVERS BY
AR1zoNA INDUSTRIAL PTY. LTD.

Mr. N. F. JONES: In directing a question
to the Minister for Justice, I refer him to
a previous question of mine in relation to
an investigation that I sought into Arizona
Industrial Pty. Ltd., in which I claimed that
truck drivers were owed $44,000, and I now
ask—

(1) Is he aware that this company is
still advertising?

(2) What stage has the investigation
reached?
Mr. KNOX: I am able to inform the

honourable member that the investigations
have been very thorough and extensive. There
is a letter on the way to him indicating
certain action that has taken place. I am
aware that there have been further advertise-
ments since he first raised the matter, and
1 am sure the letter will explain to him
the circumstances surrounding it.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The time allotted
for questions has now expired.

OPTOMETRISTS BILL
INITIATION

Hon. §. BIJIELKE-PETERSEN (Barambah—
Premier): I move—

“That the House will, at its present
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee of
the Whole to consider introducing a Bill
relating to the qualifications and registra-
tion of optometrists and the regulation of
the practice of optometry, and for purposes
connected therewith.”

Motion agreed to.

MEDICAL ACT AND OTHER ACTS
(ADMINISTRATION) ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL

INITIATION

Hon. J. BIELKE-PETERSEN (Barambah—
Premier): I move-—

“That the House will, at its present
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee of
the Whole to consider introducing a Bill
to amend the Medical Act and Other Acts
(Administration) Act 1966-1973 in certain
particulars.”

Motion agreed to.
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COMMITTEE—FINANCIAL STATEMENT—
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE

{The Chairman of Committees, Mr, Lickiss,
Mt. Coot-tha, in the chair)

Debate resumed from 26 September (see

page 1102) on Sir Gordon Chalk’s motion—

“That there be granted to Her Majesty,

for the service of the year 1974-75, a sum

not exceeding $96,262 to defray Salaries—
His Excellency the Governor.”

Mr. TUCKER (Townsville West—Leader
of the Opposition) (12.26 p.m.): In his usual
blustering desire for publicity, the Treasurer
early in Budget week announced that the
1974 Budget would be a “people pleaser”. It
is significant that in “The Sunday-Mail” the
publicity photograph of a “relaxing in the
garden” Treasurer could only point to one
telegram containing high praise for the Bud-
get provisions.

Sir Gordon Chalk: Oh no!

Mr. TUCKER: I am only repeating what
appeared in the Press. I believe that that one
telegram was sent by a relative of his.

Mr, Casey: It certainly wasnt sent by
Comalco.

Mr. TUCKER: It certainly was not.

Sir Gordon Chalk: Have a look at these,
Percy.

Mr. TUCKER: What the Treasurer is
waving around could be anything. On an
earlier occasion I saw him hold up a stack
of telegram forms and say, “These are what
{ have received”, and I found out later that
he had rushed down to the Post Office in this
building and grabbed a handful of blank
forms to bring back into the Chamber. I am
quite awake to the Treasurer’s tricks.

The attack on the Australian Government
that is inherent in the wording of the second
and later paragraphs of the Treasurer’s Finan-
cial Statement gives further emphasis to the
opinionated truculence of the National-
Liberal State Government and its adoption
of the Communist tactic of shamelessly
smearing opponents.

Contemplation of the Budget reveals it as
mathematical confirmation of our suspicion
that it would be another step in the Liberal
“have an early election” campaign. Over
the past few days we have seen this cam-
paign being conducted, One moment the
Liberal Party told us that we would have an
early election; the next day it was said that
the Premier was having a secret meeting at
Dalby to decide whether or not there would
be an early election. These behind-the-scenes
moves have been going on for the past week.

Mr. R. E. Moore: Can’t you handle the
Budget provisions? You are roaming all over
the place. Can’t you deal with the fiscal
policies of our State Government?
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Mr, TUCKER: What a strange interjection
that is for the honourable member for
‘Windsor, who has never yet made a worth-
while contribution in this Chamber! If it had
come from someone with strength in the
Government, it might have worried me, but
it came from a member who holds no status
whatever on the Government side.

By the Budget the Government reveals
itself as a group of politicians interested only
in the next election and not as a group of
statesmen interested in the next generation.

Mr. R. E. Moore: We are; you're not.

Mr, TUCKER: My claim
refuted.

The whole Budget has now to be con-
sidered in the light of the Australian Govern-
ment’s decision to devalue the dollar. There
are, of course, many aspects to this devalua-
tion, but it will certainly result in the easing
of unemployment and I shall be speaking at
length on unemployment to refute the state-
ments made earlier today by the Premier. I
am not concerned with whether he calls me
a liar or something else,

Devalution will also make life better for
our exporters, particularly the rural and
mining industries. All this will flow from the
actions of the Federal Government; it cer-
tainly will not come from the State Govern-
ment’s Budget.

In 1974-75 Australia’s rural industries
stand to gain approximately $2,500,000 to
33,000,000 from devaluation and the mining
industries about $100,000,000. That is the
result of action by the Federal Government,
but nothing has been said about the
advantages to rural industries and exporters.
Much has been made of boom and gloom,
but, when the Federal Government moves
in 2 way which affords benefit, the Queens-
land Government and its supporters are very
quiet indeed. It is my duty to place it
on record that the rural areas will certainly
benefit.

With all the power of that natural phen-

cannot be

omenon “momentum”, inflation pushes us
towards despair. We are all worried about
inflation, and it has been the target for

some ill-founded economic criticism. Many
Government members who have supposedly
talked in an educated way about inflation have
merely voiced a lot of balderdash and
hogwash. The virtually regimented rising of
Government members in this House to
launch into disapproval of the Australian
Government is clear evidence of an unhealthy
lack of progressive thinking. The Govern-
ment has no ideas or planning to put forward
for the benefit of Queenslanders. The
Treasurer's Budget is merely designed to
maintain the status quo. It displays no
forward thinking, and is certainly not pro-
gressive. 1t is bereft of purpose and is
merely a collection of words of sarcasm and
melancholy over woes alleged to be perpet-
rated by Whitlam and the Federal Govern-
ment. The attitude of Government members
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is portrayed every morning in Dorothy Dix
questions, yet the Queensland Government
nas certainly been assisted by the Federal
Government.

The Treasurer’s Budget last year and the
Budget that he brought down last month
clearly weflect that this Government is
incapable of dealing with the economic
demands of the State and the many factors
at work in our economy today. Both Budgets
show that the Government is prepared to
operate only within the confines of orthodox
Treasury advice and that it refuses to co-
operate with the Australian Government in
the battle against inflation., It persists with
a status-quo Budget.

Mr. R. E. Moore: How can it deal effect-
tvely with inflation when the people in Can-
berra do mnot know what they are doing.
First they devalue and then they revalue.

Mr, TUCKER: Did the honourable mem-
ber want them to leave the dollar where it
was?

Mr. R. E. Moore:
in the first place.

Yes, where it was

Mr. TUCKER: The honourable member
for Windsor does not even know what he
wants,

There is no doubt that, while the Australian
Government has done a great deal of work,
it has received no help or assistance from
the Queensland State Government. Last year
the Treasurer said that he feared the Austra-
iian Government’s expansionary policy set
in a fully employed economy, with decisions
being made in crises by persons inexpert
in economic management. I think those were
the words he used. He was referring to
the Australian Government’s Budget, which
provided for an increase in expenditure of a
little over 19 per cent. But while he was
calling for a cut-back in public expenditure
he brought down a Budget last year which
increased expenditure in the State by 22.7
per cent. Even at that stage the pattern was
set. This year, the Treasurer again slated
the Australian Government because it bud-
geted for an increase in spending of 32.4
per cent. But he then brought down a Budget
that provided for a 33.8 per cent increase
in spending in Queensland. The operative
word, in those circumstances, is “hypocrisy”.

On the one hand he claimed that the
percentage rise in the Federal Budget was
increasing inflation. On the other, he him-
self brought down a Budget containing a
higher rate of increase than the Federal
Budget, stating that it was a people-pleaser.
We have to remember those percentages. I
repeat that the operative term is “political
hypocrisy™.

‘Mr. Lee: You're the one guilty of hypro-
crisy.

{8 OcroBer 1974]

(Financial Statement) 1113

Mr, TUCKER: That may be the honour-
able member’s opinion; nevertheless, 1 hope
that he stays and listens to what I have
to say.

In his Budget the Treasurer referred to
Queensland’s ability to overcome adversities
such as national disasters. Then he com-
mented—

“The question as to whether our economy
possesses similar powers of recovery to
overcome the dampening effects of the
present Federal Government’s economic
policies remains to be answered.”

He does not need to look far to know
that he answers the question for himself.
The Queensland economy will find it very
difficult to recover from his control of the
Treasury benches—hobbled, as he is, by one
or two senijor officials in his department and
dictated to by the faceless members of the
sectional-interest party which calls itself the
National Party. One must feel a certain
amount of pity for the Treasurer in that he
has these dead albatrosses hanging around
his neck when he is framing the Budget.

Queensland is on the brink of severe
economic difficulty, brought about solely
because the Government has been unable to
keep its own house in order. However, the
Treasurer said—and again I quote from his
Budget speech—

“It is a matter of some considerable
satisfaction to me personally and to the
Government that, despite the difficulties
of 1973-74 and the uncertainties of
1974-75, the economy of the State and
indeed its financial standing are in a
very sound condition. It is still threatened
with many external influences but I
believe the State will continue to prosper
under the policies of this Government and
that its people can look forward, as I
do, with confidence and optimism to
1974-75 and beyond.”

That is what the Treasurer said. By way
of contrast I say that in all my time in
this Parliament I have never heard a
Treasurer mouth the arrant, irresponsible
nonsense that we have heard from the pre-
sent Treasurer in his attempt to disguise the
State Government’s refusal to face up to its
responsibilities in the management of the
Queensland economy.

Mr. Hartwig: A thousand people a day
are being put out of work in Australia.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr. Hartwig: A
you condone it.

Mr., TUCKER: It is the first time I have
known the interjector to be concerned about
unemployment. What is he worried about?
Is he worried about his own area of Callide?

thousand a day, and

I was talking about the refusal of the
State Government to face up to its respon-
sibilities in the management of the Queens-
land economy. I believe this is a case of
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Little Sir Echo, K.B.E., LL.D., M.L.A,, not
only deceiving himself, but also attempting
to deceive the people of Queensland.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Leader of
the Opposition is going a little too far in

his reference to the Treasurer. I ask him
to withdraw his remark.

Mr. Bromley: He’s praising him.

The CHAIRMAN: COrder! I would be

careful if I were the honourable member
for Lytton.

Mr, BURNS: I rise to a point of order.
With due respect, Mr. Lickiss, I haven’t said
a word. I would like you to withdraw your
statement about me.

The CHAIRMAN: If it was not the hon-
ourable member for Lytton, I withdraw the
statement. It was someone up in that area.
If it was not this time, it usually is.

Mr.
voice.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Bromiey: It was me. I threw my

Mr. TUCKER: The one redeeming
feature——
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the

Leader of the Opposition to withdrawn his
remark about the Treasurer.

Mr. TUCKER: I would like to know
where I referred to him.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Leader of
the Opposition is being facetious. He will
withdraw that remark or be ordered to
resume his seat.

Mr. TUCKER: Well, Mr. Lickiss, if that
sort of tactic is used, obviously I have only
one course.

The CHAIRMAN: I advise the honour-
able gentleman not to reflect on the Chair
in adopting it.

Mr. TUCKER: 1 want to be able to
continue this speech because it will sting
the Government.

The one redeeming factor of this Budget
is that it is the Treasurer’s last. Whether
he retires or not, I can guarantee that it
will be his last. It is the straw which breaks
the camel’s back, and it will pave the way
for the return of the Labor Party to the
Treasury benches. That is what I mean when
I say it will be his last Budget. It does not
matter whether he retires or not because
there is no doubt that he will be thrown
out next year.

In general terms the Budget included no
initiatives on behalf of Queensland and relied
heavily on funds from Canberra and money
the Government was not certain of getting—
and is not certain of getting—from mineral
royalties. In particular terms it was heart-
breaking—notably for what it did not do.
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The greatest issue facing Queensland a!
present is the one issue which suffered the
greatest neglect in this Budget, and that is
the problem of unemployment, about which
there have been interjections today. I intend
to devote some time to examining the
shameful record of the Government on this
question, and I do not want to hear Govern-
ment interjectors telling me to lay the blame
on Canberra. One moment they want a
Queen of Queensiand; one moment they
want to secede from Australia; one moment
they want to be in charge of Queensland;
and in the very next moment they will not
accept their responsibilities at all but try to
blame Canberra, That is how the Govern-
ment sneaks out of every issue. You want
to be masters of your own destiny only in
so far as

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The [eader of
the Opposition will address the Chair.

Mr. TUCKER: They blame Canberra.
This is the ineffective type of Government
we have in Queensland at present. If a
problem cannot be solved, they blame Can-
berra. In fact, nothing can be solved by
this Government. I will prove beyond al}
shadow of doubt that the blame lies righ:
here when it comes to the Queensland
situation.

This Government, in the Budget, had an
opportunity to secure Queensland jobs
throughout the State with Queensland-raised
money for capital works and development
projects but it passed the opportunity up.
There was no word about it in this Budget.
The Budget demonstrated beyond all doubt
that the Government is not interested in
people, in jobs or in the security of jobs.
Again I say that the Government has a
vested interest in unemplovment so that it
can attack and blame the Federal Govern-
ment.

At the end of August, 15,801 unemployed
Queenslanders were chasing 3,793 jobs and
at that stage this Government was predicting
that the situation would get far worse. But
how did the prophets of doom react when
they had such a golden opportunity
in the State Budget to help those for whom
they claim to show concern? The answer is
there for all to see. They reacted ruthlessly.
They showed that
take their campaign against the democratic-
ally elected Government in Canberra to such
an extent that they would foster unemploy-
ment in this State. And they scrapped.
completely, the $2,350,000 grant for unem-
ployment relief in Treasury Department
expenditure.

Last week, during my party’s policy-making
convention in Cairns, 1 promised delegates
that as Premier my first priority would be
to ensure that every Queenslander able to
work had a job to do. I mentioned my
concern at this Government's lack of sym-
pathy for those who daily are finding them-
selves without a job and I said that

wara nrenarad  fa

t At4
they were prepared to
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employment initiatives should have been
provided in the Budget. My concern is over
the Government’s lack of sympathy for those
who find themselves without jobs and the
absence of employment initiatives that should
aauve been provided in the Budget.

The Premier responded almost immediately
—and I could scarcely believe my ears. He
said that it was “laughable”—I stress that
word—that I should suggest a scheme,
financed by Queensland money, to provide
Queenslanders with jobs because, to use his
words, “it might get Canberra off the hook.”
That statement is a further indication that
the Premier of this State is oriented to the
line of thought that it does not matter if
people lose their jobs because reducing
anemployment would “get Canberra off the
hoeok.” That is typical of the Premier’s think-
ing on all occasions.

{ remind the Premier that “The quality of
mercy is not strain’d”—words borrowed from
Shakespeare, as all will know. The cruelty
expressed in the Premier’s words that I have
quoted, and which were reported by the
media, goes beyond any standard of political
bias that I can tolerate. As a Queenslander
and a politician, I am ashamed that the battle
ot political interests in my State has reached
s0 low a level that the ruthless leader of a
Government will take an irrational vendetta
against his political opponents so far as to
refuse to help the jobless, so far as to take
away jobs—and that is exactly what the
Premier has done; he has taken his vendetta
so far as to take away jobs—and so far to
say that any proposal to provide employment
opportunities is “laughable”. That is his word,
and he cannot get away from it. In fact, I
believe that with those few cruel, irrespon-
sible words the Premier has talked his Gov-
ernment out of office.

1 say that with the Budget the Govern-
ment had an opportunity to tackle the prob-
iem of unemployment. It failed, and its
leader has demonstrated that the reason for
its failure is a political vendetta against the
Federal Government. If the Premier is not
prepared to do anything about the present
position, 1 ask for my chance, and a chance
for the Australian Labor Party, to do some-
thing about it. The need is mot for idleness
but for new housing, new hospitals and new
schools. We need projects to fight pollution,
efficient transport facilities to take us to and
from work, and industrial incentives. They
are not being provided in this State today,
aor have they been provided during the years
in which this Treasurer has held his office.

I challenge the Government to present to
the people its record in employment incen-
tives, and then allow the people to decide
the matter.

Mr. Cammm: You would like the people to
decide?

Mr. TUCKER: I should think the Minister
would be among those afraid to go to the
people, because for the first time in many
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years he has put in an appearance in Bowen
and has been spending time running around
his electorate. Everybody there expects an
early election. The Minister must be worried
because most of his constituents had to be
told who he was.

1 repeat my challenge to the Government
to present to the people its record in employ-
ment incentives and then allow the people to
decide the matter.

Sir Gordon Chalk interjected.

Mr. TUCKER: The giggling Treasurer
would like an early election because he
wants one more throw. I know that the
Premier realises that this is the Treasurer’s
sole reason for wanting an early election; he
is not concerned about any other issues. So
the Premier says, “Let us delay the election
till April or May to enable us to get rid of
this inefficient Treasurer.” The Premier may
then be able to take over the Treasury him-
self. T shall explore that possibility a little
later. The Premier said that the Government
has decided against an early election because
in the present circumstances an early election
would be irresponsible. I wonder whether the
Treasurer, who wants an early election, agrees
that his endeavours are irresponsible. The
Premier said, “An early election would be
irresponsible. There is no reason to go to the
electors at the moment.” What he is virtually
saying is that the efforts of the Treasurer to
bring on an early election are irresponsible.
1 wonder what the Treasurer thinks of those
innuendoes.

Mr. R. E. Moore: You're frightened of
an election.

Mr. TUCKER: 1 am not concerned. If
the Government wishes to hold it tomorrow,
it is all right with the Opposition. Let us
fight it on the issue on which I am now
speaking.

My challenge to the Government is both
responsible and serious. There is no doubt
that, electorally, my party will win more
seats at an election next May than at an
election next month——I realise that—but the
ALP. will win whether the Government
brings it on now or next May; it is only a
question of by how much.

Mr. P. Wood: The Government is panick-
ing.

Mr, TUCKER: That is right; the Govern-
ment is panicking. It has to send people
who are not members of this Assembly on
a tour of the State to try to repair the
damage that has been done. I will not
mention the names of the people who are
being sent round the State at present. 1
think everybody knows them.

Figures made available to me yesterday
convinced me that, in the interests of
Queensland and Queensland jobs, the political
blight on the Treasury benches must be
removed. If an election is needed to create
jobs in this State, then let us have an



1116 Supply

election—and let us have it right now! What-
ever it takes, this State must go back to
work.

The issue is clear-cut—a coalition that,
on its record, stands for no jobs, or a party
of the people, the Ausiraiian Labor Party,
committed to a policy to provide or stimulate
whatever employment the private sector does
not provide. 1 invite honourable members
to listen to the radio news at any time
during the day and hear what is being said
about unemployment in this State.

Let me turn to the appalling figures that
made up my mind yesterday on this serious
challenge. Last month, Queensland had
17,784 of its best workers unemployed, and
job vacancies numbered 3,605; in other words,
one job was available for every five people
out of work. Now the State Government,
which refuses to use a golden opportunity
such as that provided by the Budget to help

these unemployed men and women, says,
“Blame Canberra.”
Let us look, then, at the record. Omn a

State-by-State basis, this is how unemploy-
ment has risen over the past year: New
South Wales, by 86 per cent; Victoria, by
99 per cent; South Australia, by 42 per
cent (and need I mention what party is in
government in South Australia?); Western
Australia by 110 per cent; Tasmania, by 44
per cent (again I refer to honourable mem-
bers to the party in government there); and
Queensland, by a staggering 160 per cent
(and 1 emphasise that). There can be no
question in anyone’s mind that the Govern-
ment of Queensland is fostering unemploy-
ment. That is the way it conducis its
political battles.

Figures since June show an exactly similar
trend in the rise in unemployment—New
South Wales, 47 per cent; Victoria, 57 per
cent; South Australia, 35 per cent; Western
Australia, 45 per cent; Tasmania, 49 per
cent; and Queensland, once again leading the
field, more than 86 per cent in just four
months. That is the record that the Govern-
ment, and the Budget now being debated,
condones. I cannot condone such a record,
nor do I believe that the people of this
State will condone it. An election year
is the people’s year to speak, so let the
people speak. This Government cannot hold
up its head and face the people with this
shattering indictment clearly recorded as I
am recording it here today.

No longer can we be told to blame Can-
berra. In the 1972-73 Budget of the Liberal-
Country Party Government in Canberra,
Queensland received 16.58 per cent of the
total general revenue assistance. I hope that
everybody is listening to this, especially those
who allege that Queensland is not getting its
fair share at the moment. The following
year, under the Whitlam Government,
Queensland’s share rose to 17.29 per cent.
This year, the Australian Government’s Bud-
get set aside for Queensland 18.29 per cent
of the total general revenue assistance. This

[8 OcroBeEr 1974]

(Financial Statement)

is 18.29 per cent of the money for less than
15 per cent of the population of Australia:
but the Premier says, “Blame Canberra!”

Mr. R. E. Moore:
money, you know.

Mr., TUCKER: It is the percentage of the
money available, whatever its value.

It is less than real

In the financial year just ended, the Aus-
tralian Government made total payments to
this State of $382 per head of population
compared with an average payment to all
States of $345 per head. But still we hear.
“Blame Canberral!”

Mr, R. E. Moore: How much did they
collect per head?

Mr. TUCKER: Just wait a minute! This
Budget is based on estimated receipts from
the Australian Government of $504,300,000.
or 46.78 per cent. This compares with Com-
monwealth payments to Queensland last year
of $395,200,000 or 46.29 per cent of the
Budget. In the last Budget of the Liberal-
Country Party Govemment in Canberra,
Queensland received $323,700,000 or 45.9
per cent of its Budget revenue. It is clearly
demonstrated by these percentages that each
year we are gaining in moneys received from
Canberra. It is equally clear that virtually
half of the Queensland Budget is dependent
on moneys received from Canberra.

While the Treasurer and this Governmemni
have ignored the plight of local government
and semi-governmental bodies, their desper-
ate financial situation can be illustrated by
the fact that borrowings from the Australian
Government for Queensland totalled $71.35
per capita last financial year compared with
the national average of $55.27 per capita.
This is the highest per-capita borrowing of
any of the six States—from the Canberra
Government that this State Government seeks
to denigrate, in spite of the fact that on a
per-capita basis we have been well above
the other States in borrowing. Yet the State
Government continues to denigrate the Aus-
tralian Government.

This financial year, the per-capita semi-
governmental and local authority borrowings
are estimated to rise to $79.60 per head for
Queensland compared with the national
average of $61.83 per head. Similarly, total
State Government Loan Council borrowing
programmes and semi-governmental and local
authority borrowings are estimated at $130.58
per head—$15.44 higher than the national
average and second only to Tasmania. These
are figures that had to be put into “Hansard”
and taken note of by this Committee while
this argument about blaming Canberra con-
tinues to be heard here.

It is quite a contrast that in 1956-57, when
the last State Labor Government was in
office, these borrowings totalled $50.17 per
head compared with a national average of
$51.22 per head. In fact, in 1956-57, only
New South Wales had a lower per-capita
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borrowing rate than Queensiand. Now we
are amongst the highest and well above the
national average.

[Sirting suspended from 1 to 2.15 p.m.]

Mr., TUCKER: Before lunch I referred
to local authority borrowings. Local author-
ities in this State are in a desperate financial
position solely as the result of the actions
and administration of the National-Liberal
Government in Queensland.

Queensland had an opportunity to work
towards the solution of local authority prob-
lems at the referendum held in conjunction
with the Federal election on 18 May. The
proposal was that the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment be empowered to make laws on two
main aspects: firstly, to allow the Common-
wealth to borrow money on behalf of local
authorities and, secondly, to empower the
Commonwealth Parliament to grant finan-
cial assistance to any local government body
on such terms and conditions as the Par-
liament thought fit. It is a matter of record
that the Queensland Government campaigned
vigorously against these proposals.

When bringing down his Government—I
mean “‘Budget”, although he will bring down
his Government some day, too—the Treasurer
boasted of new help to local authorities to
the tune of $45,000,000 in loans to provide
employment for men who were being dis-
missed. That was his statement. For those
who did not study the Treasurer’s offer care-
fully, I will read again from his own words
to show that it is not a generous response
from a sympathetic Government.

The Treasurer said—-

“These special Treasury funds will be
restricted to cases where it can be demon-
strated that the authorities have exhausted
all other avenues of loan finance and
that traditional lenders have not withheld
funds because of the Government’s
gesture.”

In effect, these words mean that virtually
only bankrupt local authorities are eligible
for assistance. I ask: is this assistance
to local authorities to provide jobs? Of
course not. The money is restricted to local
authorities that have exhausted all other
avenues. And what rate of interest does
the Treasurer plan to charge these bank-
rupt local authorities? I trust that he will
answer that question in his reply.

Before moving from the subject of jobs
and job assistance, I shall note briefly the
trend in some areas. The number of
unemployed skilled tradesmen in the build-
ing and construction industry has trebled in
the past year; the number of skilled metal
and electrical tradesmen who are unemployed
has doubled; unemployment among rural
workers has doubled, to almost 800; the
number of unemployed clerical and adminis-
trative workers has risen from 2,216 to
almost 3,900; and the number of unemployed
semi-skilled and unskilled workers has more
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than doubled, to almost 8,000. A respon-
sible State Government would help these
people. And after the next election a respon-
sible State l.abor Government will help them.

My colleagues our shadow Ministers will
deal with the Budget accounts for the depart-
ments under the control of the respective
Ministers. They will deal with them very
effectively and possibly much more minutely
than I intend to.

My, Frawley: It wouldn’t be hard to do
a better job than you’re doing.

Mr. TUCKER: If the honourable member
were an authority, I would be worried. How-
ever, from the tone of his speeches in this
Chamber I have no cause for concern.

Mr. Frawley: Stick around later and you’ll
hear something.

Mr. TUCKER: In any mud-throwing com-
petition or in anything touching upon lunatics
the honourable member would probably take
first prize. Beyond that I do not think he
would be very effective at all.

There are several matters that I wish to
deal with now. The first is the Treasurer’s
statements in the field of education. They
were politically deceitful. He referred to a
“massive increase” in provisions in this field.
in fact the State Government accepted a
$16,500,000 supplement for education from
the Australian Government under the Karmel
programme, and then reduced its own spend-
ing accordingly. The percentage for educa-
tion from Consolidated Revenue has declined
despite the $16,500,000 from Canberra. The
State Government has attempted to defeat
the Australian Government’s purpose in mak-
ing these funds available, which was to
upgrade education in Queensland. But such
has not been the case because as the Austra-
lian Government provided more money the
Queensland Government reduced its own
expenditure. That has been pointed out
effectively, and will be enlarged on, by our
shadow Minister for Education (Mr. Peter
Wood).

In these circumstances omnly our children
suffer. Because the State cuts back its share
of spending, students are taught in corridors,
in school libraries, in open areas such as
verandas, and in temporary classrooms that
are now in permanent use. Last year Queens-
land raised $184,000,000 for education from
its own resources. This year it is to raise
$240,000,000, which is an increase of 16.3
per cent, but less than half the percentage
increase in the Consolidated Revenue Fund.
Where do our priorities lie in education?

Mr., R. E. Meore: Where do they lie in
health and main roads?

Mr. TUCKER: 1 wish the honourable
member would lie on a main road; he would
be run over.

The Treasurer boasted of an extra
$41,000,000 in the total education budget,
but a close examination of the accounts
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shows that $38,000,000 of that sum is for
salary increases and an additional 2,287
teachers. I hope that we manage to recruit
and keep the extra teachers because, at
present, the resignation rate of teachers
stands at seven every day of the week.
Overseas recruitment is only plugging the
gaps left when well-qualified but dis-
enchanted teachers leave the service of the
Education Department at the rate mentioned.

Police recruitment has also failed. In
presenting the Budget the Treasurer said
that, with the addition of 251 police officers
this year, police strength would increase
from the 30 June strength of 3,772 to 4,023.
However, if we look closer, we find that last
year the Treasurer budgeted for an increase
in police strength of 365 to a total (accord-
ing to him) of 3,949. But at 30 June the
strength of the force was only 3,772. In
other words, it was 12 fewer than what we
started with a year ago. We certainly did
not make the number that the Treasurer
referred to a year ago. With the increase
to 4,023, the strength will be only 74 more
than last year’s Budget anticipated it would
now be.

In those areas we know that all we are
reading are pious hopes of the Treasurer
that never come true, This is despite the
expensive recruiting campaigns and the
increasing reliance upon women personnel
to make up numbers in the Police Force. I
do not reflect on the women personnel in
any way, but we must realise that they are
used to bolster the number in the force.
The morale of the Police Force is low.
Obviously responsibility for this condition
must fall squarely on the shoulders of the
Minister in charge of police, who has failed
badly in the administration of other aspects
of his portfolio. My able deputy will deal
with those matters in some detail.

I shall now dwell for a time on law and
order. Firstly, I ask, “What of law and
order?” An increase in police strength must
be a move in the right direction. If we are
able to increase the police strength, I am
all for it. Reference has been made to
extra civilian clerical staff. That, too, will
assist. However, it should be stressed that
the additional personnel, in the main, will
not be trained police officers but rather
trainees. The concept of law and order in
the age of dissent means combating violence
of differing sorts and degrees—the shooting
down of people and the burning, smashing
and bombing of buildings and valuable
equipment. There can be the swarm of body
force. There is a limit to the amount of
defiance that a legal system can tolerate.

The policeman is, of course, necessary to
control the criminal, as society would regard
many people, as well as to remind all
citizens of the need to respect the law. The
enforcement machinery must, of necessity,
be used wisely, with adequate thought and
foresight, and with complete awareness of
what is needed.
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Unfortunately, the effect of the Budget
on the man in the street will not be
immediate. We are concerned that a girl
of nine can be the victim of a sexual assault
in a suburban railway station subway at
3 o'clock on a Saturday afternoon; that a
young couple can be abducted at knife-point
in the main street of Brisbane at night, with
the young fellow subsequently having tc run
a mile to find a policeman; and that bowling
clubs regularly receive “visits” from cigar-
ette and liquor thieves. Now is the time
for our enforcement machine to be function-
ing in top gear in the right places at the
right time. Sadly, that is not so.

Perhaps Government members may sneer
at such allegedly trifling examples of deviant
behaviour, but they are strongly indicative
of unpleasant interference with what should
be “the good life”. The Budget, therefore,
should have put more stress on law and
order. It should have crdered more equip-
ment so that the arm of the law could be
gquicker and betier spread over the areas
that need protection today.

And what of the unhappy harvest on
the roads? FEvery day, particularly on week-
ends, death and destruction mount. Eighteen-
year olds, as well as being road-users, are
now voters. Cynically, Parliament has a
vested interest in keeping our younger gener-
ation from becoming statistics in such
numbers!  “Better late than dead on time”
should be made a road-using practice by
more than defensive-driving tactics. In the
words of Ogden Nash—

“Nothing improves my driving
To quite the same extent

As the police car just arriving

Or the police car that just went.”

That is a fact of life.

In the past the Treasurer has been upset
when I have contended that the State Gov-
ernment Insurance Office has been a milking
cow for the Government. The following
figures are therefore relevant: in 1973-74
the State Government Insurance Office paid
$3,547,195 in lieu of income tax. That
was an increase of $1,080,000 on the pre-
vious year. In fact, over the past 10 years
the  State Government  has  received
$20,131,389 by way of “income tax” on the
State Government Insurance Office.  That
is in addition to stamp duties of more than
$6,000,000 over the sime period. This again
is an illustration of the Government’s prior-
ities. This boost to Consolidated Revenue
from the S.G.I.O. indicates that premium
rates are higher and bonuses lower than they
need be. It shows that the Government will
hit the worker at every turn. It is another
example and a perfect illustration of what
I have been saying.

No matter how much the Treasurer and
the Minister for Mines talk about mining
royalties in relation to their multi-national
friends, it is inescapable that the Government
is not concerned one iota with the average
Queenslander. The subject of royalties has
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caused some vexation, if T might put it that
way, among former friends. Government
moves for higher royalties were greeted with
mining company charges of abrogation of
contract and discrimination. All of wus
remember that not so very long ago the
Treasurer, in turn, accused a mining company
of a clumsy attempt at blackmail. At present,
the Government that the company says
breaks its word and discriminates is still at
loggerheads with the company that the Gov-
ernment accuses of blackmail. In this far
from friendly setting, a legal challenge is
being made against the new Bill that governs
mining royalties. We understand that the
Treasurer will not necessarily be able to
collect the money. It is still under a shadow.
I make the point that the Treasurer has used
that figure to try to balance his Budget.

Notwithstanding  this  challenge, the
Treasurer has forged ahead and budgeted
for a royalty increase from $4,018,740 last
year to $37,856,000 this year. He has no
guarantee that he will get this money, yet
he has plucked from the air a figure he
needed to balance his Budget. This is the
point I make.

The Opposition stand on mining royalties
has been well known. We have not shifted
from what we said many years ago. Our
stand has been quite clear on this matter
for many vyears. But the Government’s
belated move to get royalty increases—though
in a most clumsy manner—just shows just
what has been lost to this State over the past
10 vears. The Government now ac.nowledges
that last year alone the royalty return to
Queensland  should have been round
$30,000,000, when in fact it was $4,000,000.

The increase of nearly 1,000 per cent this
year is a strong indictment of the Govern-
ment. If such return can now be obtained,
why wasn’t similar action taken previously to
obta'n valuable funds so necessary for (and
I quote the Treasurer's own words) “the
twin goals of increasing the development of
the State while providing the maximum
possible Social Services to its people at the
minimum of cost in taxation and charges.”
I ask today as I have asked many times
before: as he is able to get it now, why
wasn't he able to get it last year and the
year before? And, as he did not, I say it is
an indictment of him and the Government.

Jumping to conclusions is not half as
good exercise as digging for facts. The
Government should have got the facts
strajight on royalties when it started to sell
our natural resources for a pittance. In those
days we pointed out that it was in fact a
pittance, and all sorts of smokescreens were
thrown up when the Government started to
sell those resources. The Government has
defrauded the people of Queensland by its
previous pigheaded adherence to a royalty
rate not in keeping with current trends. I
realise that a common ground of agreement
has not yet been reached with all the mining
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companies, but the Government’s disdain
for the guidance of reason has created the
situation in which it now finds itseif.

Mr, Ahern: What is the price of coal now
compared with what it was a few years ago?

Mr., TUCKER: I will talk to the honour-
able member about that later. I do not intend
to waste my time answering facetious inter-
jections.

The Budget proved this Government’s
vested interest in inflation through high land
prices and transactions and also speculation.
It is shown up in revenue from stamp duty
and pay-roll taxes which exceeded estimates
by more than $10,000,000. In my Budget
speech last year, I said I believed that the
estimates were low, and, even though we ran
into problems in land speculation and high
land prices, this tax exceeded the estimate
by some $10,000,000. 1t was in the Treasurer’s
interests at that time to keep the estimate
ow.

The Treasurer almost wept in his speech
as he told us that stamp duty receipts this
year would be only $45,000,000 or more
than $18,000,000 less than last year’s actual
receipts. 1 again say to the Committee that
I believe this is an obvious under-estimation.
I am sure that the Treasurer envisaged his
colleague the Minister for Justice, or his
sometime colleague the Premier—whoever
wins the battle for his portfolio—producing
extra receipts next year and saying, “How
clever am I!” That is what he did. He was
able to under-estimate both pay-roll tax and
stamp duty and he can now say to the
people of Queensland, “How clever am 1! I
have been able to balance my Budget.” He
was able to do it only by under-estimating
stamp duty and pay-roll tax to the tune of
something like $10,000,000. I will not be
convinced that officers in high places are not
able to estimate income to within a few
thousand dollars. They are usually able to
do that. It is strange indeed that there was
this under-estimation not by thousands of
dollars but by $10,000,000.

My, Jepsem: If that happened in private
enterprise, they would be in trouble.

Mr. TUCKER: I will accept that inter-
jection. If a private-enterprise organisation
could not estimate with greater accuracy
than $10,000,000, I wonder how long it
would last. If the Treasurer cannot make
more accurate estimations, there is some-
thing wrong with him or his advisers. Of
course, the Government has an interest in
under-estimation because it allows this
subsequent almost miraculous pulling out
of the hat of an extra $10,000,000. Often
before bringing down the Budget the
Treasurer made statements such as, “I need
another $30,000,000.” Then, lo and behold,
up pops this extra money and he then says,
“We are able to balance the Budget” I



1120 Supply

point these matters out because I believe
there has again been under-estimation this
year.

Mr, Akerm: How do you estimate what
Whitlam will do from day to day?

Mr. TUCKER: After sitting in this
Chamber for 15 years and trying to follow
what the Premier and Treasurer do from
day to day, I find it easy to predict what
will happen in political circles. The Premier
and Treasurer would be the greatest jugglers
of all time. They have certainly done some
of the greatest back-somersaults that I have
ever seen. I am not concerned about anyone
else. I have been able to observe what goes
on here, especially the way honourable
members opposite circle one another and
are ready to stab each other at the drop of
a hat. The coalition Government hangs
together because each party is frightened of
hanging separately. That has been said
before today, too. If the Premier has his
way, he will make sure that the election
is held next year so that he can get rid of
the present incumbent of the Treasury port-
folio. The Treasurer must know now that
next year none of his colleagues will be
administering his  once-proud  portfolio
because none of them will be on the
Treasury benches,

In an attempt to ensure high land prices
and speculation this year, and consequently
stamp duty receipts above his $45,000,000
estimate, the Treasurer juggled his figures
on land development. The Government is
planning to cut its total spending on land
development by about 11 per cent. If allow-
ance is made for the current inflation rate,
the reduction will be approximately 26 per
cent, In addition, the State Government is
continuing to refuse millions of dollars from
the Australian Government for land acquisi-
tion and development.

By refusing Federal money and cutting
back on its own land development, the State
Government is virtually allowing private
industry to have the field to itself. It is
creating a monopoly game in which the man
in the street never wins. The figures cannot
be denied; they are right here in the Budget.

The T.A.B. continues to be a huge source
of revenue for the Government. I might
point out here that the Government is led
by a Premier who says that he is against
gambling, drinking and similar activities.
Nevertheless, the T.A/B. was established by
this Government. From 1963, when the
board began operations, to June of this year,
total tax paid to the Government from
T.A.B. operations amounted to $40,200,000.
This did not include the amount the Govern-
ment received from fractions and unclaimed
dividends, which have amounted to
$8,920,000 in that period.

In 1973-74, $8,300,000 went into Con-
solidated Revenue by way of turnover tax—
an increase of $1,300,000 on the previous
year’s figures. Distribution, as a percentage
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of prize money, to galloping was down 10.2
per cent on last year, while trotting remained
the same, and distribution to greyhound
racing fell by nearly 9 per cent. The distribu-
tion to galloping as a percentage of prize
money was the lowest since 1968.

No-one can deny that Queensland racing
clubs are facing a deteriorating financial
position, but the Treasurer has come up with
a scheme to remedy this by way of greater
deductions from the pools on T.A.B. doubles
and trebles. Consistently with the philosophy
of the Government, he is doing it at the
expense of the punter, who, in the case of
the T.A.B., is usually the working man who
likes his 50c interest every Saturday. The
small man in the community is going to
pay. T.A.B. punters will, in effect, now get
back $3,500,000 less—and I stress that—
from their doubles and trebles than they
would have under the old scale, and again
the small investor is paying.

The Government already has control over
trotting and greyhound racing in this State,
while galloping operates outside an over-all
control board. In the Budget, the Treasurer
says he will take $500,000 of the money
generated by the racing game and put it back
into the sport instead of putting it into Con-
solidated Revenue., My argument is that he
is putting back only some of the money, not
all of it.

On 25 September, I suggested that a
special fund should be set up for use solely
in the interests of the racing industry. I
pointed out that, in this way, the total
amounts of fractions and unclaimed dividends,
not just part, would be made available to
the racing industry.

Of considerable concern to me is the huge
increase in the Vote for the Premier’s Depart-
ment since the current Premier assumed office.
It now takes more than $7,000,000 to run
the Premier’s Department—an increase of
288 per cent since Mr. Johannes Bjelke-
Petersen took office.

The increase has been used to supply the
Premier with a big personal staff, finance an
expensive propaganda and public relations
machine, and provide the Premier with a
Government aeroplane. The Budget shows
that taxpayers will pay more than $1,000 a
week in the coming year for the operation
and maintenance of the Government aero-
plane, but still the Premier refuses to say
where it flies. However, an examination of
flight records for the 1972-73 year shows that
at least 36 per cent of the total number of
flights covered the approximate distance of
a trip between Brisbane and Kingaroy. In
other words, I am saying that one out of
every three trips was between Brisbane and
Kingaroy, and that the Government aero-
plane is little more than the Premier’s
personal aerial taxi.

The Budget also includes an item for
$96,000 towards the cost of the next aerial
taxi, if T may put it that way. The total cost
of this new aeroplane is about $600,000,
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which is $350,000 more than the cost of the
present aeroplane. This means that in four
years the price of the aerial taxi will have
risen from $150,000 to $600,000. Surely that
is a buge increase from whichever angle one
iooks at it.

Mr., Ahern: Would you like access to it?

Mr. TUCKER: No. I would not be game
1o fly in it. If I did, the honourable member
or someone else on the Government side
probably would put a bomb in it.

The Premier says that he is saving Queens-
land money by trading his plane in every
two years. All T can say is that those
planning experts of T.A.A., Ansett, Qantas,
British Airlines, Air New Zealand, Pan Am—
you name it—must be fools for not recog-
aising the value of this quick-shuffie trade-in
operation; though perhaps they do and realise
that their airlines, unlike the Queensland
people, cannot afford a brand of economics
that increases costs by almost 100 per cent
every year.

We talk about inflation and cutting back,
and the cry goes out from the Government
to ordinary people to restrain their demands,
but how can we expect any response when,
in fact, in this Budget the actions of the
Government are not restrained in any way
at all, particularly when it comes to spend-
ing by the Premier on himself, his depart-
ment, or his aeroplane.

In the year just ended, the over-all
increase in money actually spent was 21.7
per cent, which brought the ©bill to
$855,200,000.

I back-track at this stage to look at the
further extension of election gimmicks. An
interesting item caught my attention in the
allocation for our run-down railways. The
Vote for salaries and wages in the Rail-
way Advertising Department is up by 27.9
per cent to $68,060. Only two people work
in this department and I cannot for one
moment imagine that a $13,806 increase in
wages is going to be divided between two
people. There is no doubt that it is going
to be used for party-political advertising
under the guise of Railway Department
advertisements.

It is amazing how these amounts are
tucked away. One has to look at the Budget
to find out the reasons. If they are there
one has to search very hard to find them.
It is well known that, as we move towards
an election, some of the departments become
very active; they want to tell the people
how they operate. It always happens just
before an election. 1 am putting the spot-
light on this allocation of $68,000 and the
increase in this department of $13,806 in
wages, Which is surely not going to be
divided between two people. We all know
that that is not going to happen and that
in the coming months the money will be
nsed to oil the political-propaganda machine.

Last year the Treasurer budgeted for a
$26,000,000 railway deficit. The Auditor-
General’s report shows that, in fact, he
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achieved a deficit of $58,500,000. This year
he has budgeted for an unprecedented
$43,000,000 deficit. Let us consider that
fact in the light of last year’s over-all rail-
way revenue, which increased by only 9.2
per cent. The Treasurer claimed that the
railways were run efficiently, yet we find
these deficits mounting each year. Some-
one has to pay for them. Somewhere along
the line some money has to come in each
year to offset the tremendous deficit which
is constantly mounting.

Even taking inflation into account, the
railways are certainly not doing much good
under the stewardship of the present Gov-
ernment. There is something wrong. On
many occasions the argument has been put
forward that we are gaining a great deal
of revenue from the Railway Department’s
haulage of minerals. In some areas this
might be so, but it is not showing up in
the over-all receipts of the railways. The
deficit is mounting all the time and I do
not believe that the Treasurer has adequately
informed us about what is happening.

I have referred to newspaper advertise-
ments. We are all well aware of the “Let’s
look at the law” series inserted by the Min-
ister for Justice. The format of these advert-
isements would be considerably improved by
the removal of the photograph of the Minister
for Justice—might I say a smug-looking
Minister—from the corner of the advertise-
ments,

Sir Gordon Chalk:
Murphy’s this week?

Mr. TUCKER: I have seen the Treasurer’s
photograph on a number of occasions, and
have been repelled by it.

We are also aware of the cheery little
“Dear Householder” letters signed by “Bill
Knox” that are now circulating prolifically
throughout his Nundah electorate. I know
of at least one woman in the Nundah elector-
ate who will not now be voting for Bill Knox
at the next election.

Mr. B. Weod: Who is paying for them?

Mr., TUCKER: That’'s what I'd like to
know. Who is meeting the printing costs?
1 have with me a copy of a letter that
was circulated prior to the recent referen-
dums, advocating a “No” vote. Political prop-
aganda of this type is being disseminated
by the Justice Department and I venture to
suggest that in the very near future we will
see similar material emanating from the
Transport Department.

Have you seen,

During the recent Federal election cam-
paign the lady to whom I have referred,
having changed her address, went to the Ham-
ilton Post Office to collect her mail. After
paying l4c she found that amongst her mail
was a folksy letter from the Minister for
Justice, outlining the reasons why she should
not vote for the socialistic Government in
Canberra. All this material had been printed
at Government expense, and she was 14c
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out of pocket. I wonder how many other
people found their letter-boxes contaminated
by this spurious propaganda from the Minister
for Justice. Let him tell wus.

He should also tell us the cost of the
High Court challenges and the cost of his
junket to make the Queen the Queen of
Queensland. Where do these costs appear in
the Financial Statement? Although it is
public expense the figures are hidden because
the Government is ashamed to tell the tax-
payers the huge amounts involved in these
ridiculous challenges. These costs must be
tucked away somewhere in the Budget, but
we are unable to find them. We are entitled
to know the cost of these election gimmicks.

Despite the build-up the Treasurer gave
his Budget, there are many reasons for think-
ing that the Premier wants this part of Aus-
tralia to remain his private dominion. The
fact that Queensland will be the only State
in Australia not adopting daylight-saving this
year will add to our rate of inflation as
well as make Queensland a backwater.

This brings to mind the fact that our
tourist industry did not warrant a mention
in the Treasurer’s Financial Statement. While
the gross domestic product can be used to
measure the financial well-being of any com-
munity, there is no way that a money
measurement can be placed on some of the
more pleasant things in life that our State
can offer. For example, the many matchless
beaches, the wunequalled opportunities for
sporting and outdoor recreations, the unique
attractions of the scenery, the mountains and
the bush are all intangibles that defy brand-
ing with a dollar value, nevertheless they
can be highlighted to earn the dollar. The
Australian Government is doing its share
for tourist promotion but there does not
appear to be any advance on the $250,000
allocation from State funds for tourism Iast
year.

It is realised that the Estimates of the
Probable Ways and Means and Expenditure
and the Tables relating to the Treasurer’s
Financial Statement contain the house-
keeping of State finances. Because the facts
are not available to me, it would be futile
for me to endeavour to match, in either
statistical thinking or words, the many calcu-
lations and other matters involved. I leave
to my shadow Ministers the avenue for
debate on the various departmental matters
I have touched on.

Let no-one make the mistake of believing
that the A.L.P. is a knocker of this State
and its finances. Far from it! Of course
we want development, but we want it in the
right direction. Let me therefore be correctly
parochial about my own city of Townsville.
While I appreciate the debenture loan
allocation for the Townsville City Council,
the continuation of construction of the new
courts of law and, I hope, expenditure on
housing and other requirements, neverthe-
less, the Government is neglecting the
Townsville area. This stems basically from
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the Premier and, presumably, his Cabinet
colleagues blocking plans put forward for
Queensland’s development by the Australian
Government.

The Whitlam Government wants to make
Townsville a regional growth centre. Appar-
ently the State Government would deny
Townsville its limitless prospect for growth
rather than work with the Australian Labor
Government. Where is the belief in rural
development and decentralisation in such a
depressing attitude? The New South Wales
and Victorian Premiers are not so backward
and shortsighted. In this context I cite the
Albury-Wodonga project, which will proceed
with their co-operation.

Townsville cannot afford to have its pro-
gress hampered by political rivalry, but that
is happening at the moment. Its future is
unlimited but depends deeply on a healthy
and productive relationship between the State
and national Governments, The develop-
ment of Townsville is synonymous with the
development of the North, with more indus-
try, more job opportunities, and improved
facilities for present and future generations
of Queenslanders. But plans to halt
spiralling land prices, to improve the quality
of life and to make urban development more
equitable and efficient have been held up by
lack of co-operation on the part of the State
Government.

In 1973-74 Townsville was eligible for
assistance under the national sewerage
scheme, but the Premier would not take the
money. In 1974-75 the Australian Govern-
ment is allocating $13,000,000 to Queensland
for sewerage works. 1 ask the Premier to
accept Townsville’s share of over $250,000.

The Premier also clings to his obstinate
ban on shipping services by the Australian
National Line between Queensland ports,
The importance of a regular intrastate
shipping service cannot be oversiressed. It
would provide an alternative means of
transport when the highways or railways are
cut by floods. It would provide a more
rational and diversified transport system. It
would maximise the efficiency of the Towns-
ville Harbour Board’s facilitiies for handling
freight. There are some types of freight
that can be carried only by sea. We have
the farcical situation of foreign-owned ships
being engaged to carry bauxite from Weipa
to Gladstone because the Queensland Gov-
ernment refuses to let an Australian
Government ship do the work, There are
ships plying between Queensland and the
other States with space in their holds for
1,000 tons of intrastate cargo on every
voyage.

Nothing could be more unfair than the
Premier’s dogmatic and bigoted attitude to
any approach by the Whitlam Government.
What this State needs in Federal-State
relations for the people’s advantage is less
confrontation, more negotiation and more
co-operation.
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1t is common knowledge that the Labor-
in-Politics Convention was held in Cairns
last week to decide A.L.P. policies. Let me
stress that the outcome was a hard and
determined search for practical benefits for
Queenslanders. Those are now contained in
our over-ail policy.

if the Queensland Government is not
prepared fo govern properly by working
continually and steadfastly for Queensland’s
progress without taint of unco-operative
Right-wing conservatism, it should get out.
It should not continue to try to govern. It
should be thrown out by the people so that
a Government of the people may govern for
and on behalf of the people.

Mr. CORY (Warwick) (3 p.m.): In rising
1o speak in this Budget debate, T certainly
do not share the embarrassment of the
previous speaker by having to read a pre-
pared brief.

First, § congratulate the Treasurer on the
Budget he was able to bring down this year,
particularly in the light of the current diffi-
cult economic times. Those who do not
believe they are difficult economic times have
nothing ic compare the times with.

This Government’s prudent financial hus-
bandry over the last 12 months is patent in
the Budget, on both the local and the inter-
nationa} scene.  Much has been said about
royalties. It is quite obvious that, regard-
less of what the Leader of the Opposition
says, a major increase in royalties would not
have been possible but for the development
that has taken place. Because of the
economics of establishing mining companies
and getting them off the ground, it was just
not possible to set higher royalties. Fither
we had them at the lower rates or we did
not have them at all. Wow that the profits
of the companies have been established, it
is only prudent and proper that a fair share
should come to Queensland. However, if
it had not been done this way, the companies
would not have been here to pay any royalties
at all

It has been correctly stated that the
economy is the worst for business since the
1930's. The only difference is that the
present economic situation is man made,
mainly because of the tariff and currency
policies of the Federal Government.

This is the largest Budget presented in
Queensland, but mainly because of inflation,
which has been aided and abetted by Federal
policies on revaluation and tariffs. Through
the Treasurer, the Queensland Government
has accepted the challenge presented by the
current  economic  situation. We  have
attempted to do all we possibly can, with
a responsible use of the State’s resources, to
prevenit as far as possible economic collapse
and unemployment.

The management of our Public Debt, one
of the bases of our economic structure, is
commendable. In the last 12 months the
Public Debt has increased by approximately
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44 per cent; but, when one looks at inflation
and the across-the-board cost increases, that is
indeed praiseworthy. The Public Debt, which
has been forced upon us by Australia’s taxing
system, continues to spell out the basis of
our financial problems and how similar our
position is to that of local authorities.

Last year the Public Debt increased
by approximately 5% per cent and the year
befcre by approximately 6 per cent. How-
ever, this year the trend has been controlled.
Although the Public Debt is a fester-
ing sore that is growing and growing in
our economy and one that costs us
$92,000,000 to service, it is ccmmendable
to see that it is being controlled to a reason-
able figure.

The forcing of both State Government and
local government to survive on such a large
proportion of loan money for capital work
has to continue. This is where the weakness
of our financial structure becomes so evident,
particularly when the Federal Government
is able to undertake its capital works pro-
gramme out of revenue. All of us in both
State Government and local government
would like to undertake the major part of our
capital works out of revenue purely from
the security angle but this is impossible under
our reimbursement system and monetary
structure. It must surely demonstrate the
unbalanced formula for these reimbursement
payments. I think we must stress that all of
us in the different tiers of government have
certain responsibilities, and those responsi-
bilities are increasing year by year. If State
and local governments got their entitlements
according to responsibilities they, too, could
ease their debts instead of having them
SrOw.

Because the Commonwealth is in a very
happy financial position, it appears to want
to spend its money if not constructively then
by duplication. I instance the Mt Gravatt
hospital, the Legal Aid Bureau and the
national highways proposals. They are all
good in concept and princple because they
are needed; but there is a right and a wrong
way of approaching the matter. As I see it,
the right way is to get behind the bodies
that already have these responsibilities and
so make it possible for these improvements
to be undertaken in a sensible and con-
structive way without the expense of duplica-
tion, which exists in so many fields. Let us
always remember that it is the taxpayer who
is paying, because obviously a government is
only the vehicle for the taxpayer.

In the light of this, the Budget’s considera-
tion for local government is very commend-
able. It is quite evident that local govern-
ment is third in the priority list—behind
education and health. This assistance and
close contact with the problems of local
government are quite important because
moneys spent through local government
covers the whole State as every area of the
State is covered by local government. Every
area can get this help regardless of its
politics, This is contrary to the Federal
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Government’s approach of selecting individual
areas and projects apparently because of the
political affiliations of the people concerned

and, at the same time, destroying the
initiative = of  private  enterprise  and
doing it all with taxpayers’ money.

It has to be stressed that the people who
are making these decisions to kill private
enterprise and the initiative of the individual
are doing it with somebody else€’'s money.

1 convey to the Treasurer that the people
appreciate  his offering  $45,000,000 in
debenture loans to local government. They
appreciate and accept the conditions placed
on applications and I think they are very fair
and reasonable. But the fact is that this
$45,000,000 is half of the present shortfall
in their loan requirements so it is indeed a
very practical gesture to assist them with a
problem because of the restricted economic
situation which will make loan moneys more
difficult to obtain than ever before. The other
assistance to local government is the creation
of the new $5,000,000 grants scheme. Its
introduction is  appreciated, particularly
because it does not have the disadvantageous
restrictions which apply to the Australian
Grants Commission.

There have been increases in the alloca-
tions for education and health, which receive
the two highest priorities in Government
spending. This sounds good and is in fact
good, but increased allocations carry with
them even greater responsibility to see that
the money is spent wisely. As the Vote
increases, so does the responsibility to obtain
full value for it in either community benefit
or monetary return. This is a field in which
1 believe that community benefit has to play
an important part.

In the field of education, the further inland
one goes the more expensive it becomes to
provide education facilities for children. In
Boulia, for instance, the cost might be five or
six times the Brisbane cost, and in Warwick
it might be twice the Brisbane cost. But
this is a service that the Government has
a responsibility to provide, and the com-
munity benefit obtained from the spending
of money at Boulia would be far greater
than the community benefit obtained from
the provision of similar facilities in Brisbane,
because obviously Brisbane has so many
things to offer in other directions.

The reward obtained in terms of com-
munity benefit is therefore extremely import-
ant. Community benefit is, of course, what
the Education Department and the Health
Department are providing by the establish-
ment of as many of their facilities as pos-
sible throughout Queensland, particularly in
the western areas. The arbitrary monetary
return from such expenditure is important
and where it has the greatest priority
is in the metropolitan area, where wvast
sums are being spent. The responsibility to
spend this money wisely in the health and
education fields is extremely high. I do
not think this aspect should be overlooked
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because it is the Government that is spend-
ing the money. Let it be remembered at all
times what the Government represents. Some
pressure groups are inclined to take the view
that, because the money is being spent by
the Government, they should get what they
can regardless of value. They forget that
the Government is merely a body composed
of representatives of the taxpayers.

Whilst I am speaking on education, I want
to refer to the help provided to non-State
schools. It is pleasing to see that this assist-
ance has been increased from $62 to $81 a
pupil in primary schools, and from $104 to
$132 in secondary schools. I realise that the
State Government alone could not do more,
but the grants now being provided are
obviously not sufficient to overcome all the
problems of non-State schools. Nevertheless,
I think we all have a responsibility to assist
in overcoming these difficulties in the future.
Surely we do not want a situation in which
parents have no choice in the type of
education for their children. If some par-
ents give the education of their children a
higher personal priority than others, surely
they should have the opportunity to obtain
that extra standard of education for them.
That is what is provided by the non-State
and denominational school system, and the
help given by Governments to private schools
represents in effect a saving to the taxpayers
because the very fact of keeping non-State
schools open and viable means a saving of
the enormous sums of money that would be
needed to educate these children at State
schools.

The Federal grants for science and library
blocks, introduced by a Liberal-Country
Party Government, are very much apprecia-
ted, and they have provided very worth-
while facilities for schools. Similarly apprec-
iated is the subsidy on interest rates on loan
moneys paid to schools, which was introduced
by the Queensland Government. This
together with the progressive increase in the
yearly allowances, has made it possible for
many schools to continue operating, It
must always be remembered that what has
been done in this field has been in spite of
opposition from the AL.P.

When one sees denominational schools or
portions of them—perhaps grades 11 and
12—that are serving large areas closing
because of lack of finance, it becomes
obvious that the assistance now being pro-
vided is not sufficient. I know that the
Federal Labor Government wants to kill
non-State schools. However, the good job
such schools are doing and the amount they
are actually saving the taxpayers by remain-
ing open, as I have pointed out, certainly
show that it is a very shortsighted policy
to try to push them out of business, In
addition, so much public money has already
been used to assist them to provide better
facilities that it would be very shortsighted
indeed not to continue the assistance needed
to keep them viable.
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in my opinion, the next move must be
for the Education Department to take over
the payvment of the salaries of the teaching
staff at non-State schools. Teachers’ salaries
aow impose a crippling burden, and they
have certainly escalated considerably in
recent years. Obviously, other financial
factors in these schools have not increased
to anything like the same extent, and cer-
tainly the ability of parents to pay has not
increased in similar proportion. Therefore,
it is necessary to provide assistance and relief
through other avenues. Payment by the
Education Department of the salaries of
wachers at private schools would ease the
financial burden, particularly of the smaller
schools, and enable those schools to remain
open and provide a complementary alterna-
tive system of education, thus assisting the
taxpayers in the way I mentioned earlier,

Never in Australia’s history has it been
more important for people to realise the
need to encourage any organisation that
will assist in keeping Australia a Christian
country—and denominational schools cer-
tainly are among such organisations. The
fact that Australians basically are Christians
probably is the greatest single factor pre-
venting Australia from becoming a Com-
munist nation. A person cannot be both a
Christian and a Communist, and once he
veases to be a Christian or to lose his basis
of faith, there is little to prevent him from
hecoming a Communist. Christianity is based
on love; Communism is based on fear. I
leave it to honourable members to decide
for themselves which they prefer.

Sixteen members of the House of Repre-
sentatives do not take an oath on the Bible,
and they all belong to the A.L.P. They
represent about 25 per cent of the A.L.P.
members of the Federal House, and they
are supposed to be national leaders. I believe
that 18 far too many people in leading
positions in this country to be non-Christians,
pecause they do not have the same moral
fibre as I would say 99.9 per cent of
other Australians have.

Mr. Frawley: Some honourable members
opposite didn’t pledge their allegiance to the
Queen in their speeches in the Address-in-
Reply debate.

Mr. CORY: Some of them are only show-
men, and 1 do not think they are prepared
to bring their moral beliefs into the open
and make them public. However, I am
dealing with the Financial Statement and
do not intend to become involved in any
argument at the moment.

The Education Vote provides additional
assistance to persons operating school bus
runs.  Again, that is very much appreciated.
The part about it that appealed to me was
that it was a reasonably bold increase, far
exceeding any previously granted. It will
mean that the operators will be able to
continue in viable businesses. I thank the
Treasurer for setting the date of operation
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at 1 October. The increase will become
available to the operators immediately instead
of their having to wait until perhaps the
beginning of next year while their costs
continue to rise.

My only disappointment and criticism
about this otherwise good Budget is the fact
that road permits were not eliminated. On
this subject I again wish to thank the
Treasurer for his courtesy in giving me, as
late as yesterday, a very full explanation of
the Treasury’s problems in this regard. I will
not elaborate at this stage ather than to say
that I fail to see how we, as a Government,
can hold down rail freights for country
people and city fares for city travellers at
the taxpayers’ expense—both actions which
are to be commended because they are
realistic approaches to the probiem——but at
the same time continue to charge country
people extra taxation through road transport
permits. After all, country people are already
taxpayers; they are already paying their
whack towards the railway deficit, which, as
we have heard, was $38,000,000 last year.
How can we justify a second special levy on
country people by way of permit fees?

I appreciate what the railways are doing
by holding freights down. It means that more
than ever they are continuing as a public
service to all sections of the community.
This will always be necessary but, because
they provide such an important service, we
have a responsibility to assist their operation.

1 now want to refer to the obvious trend
towards a drop in business activity and turn-
over which affects, for example, stamp duty
and other receipts. The Government derives
a certain amount of income from these areas
but, if business activity is reduced and the
viability of these areas is affected, the Govern-
ment, as a consequence, receives less revenue.
This situation is very different from that of
the Federal Government, which has a vested
interest in inflation because the natural
increase in income tax due to inflation auto-
matically covers the extra costs of their
inflationary expenditure. So the Federal
Government derives these benefits while the
State Government and local authorities pay
the penalty. This all ties up with the increase
in the Public Debt and the loan money
required to operate in these other two fields.

Pay-roll tax could well be reduced.
Although total receipts may not be reduced
because of the increased rate, there certainly
will be a reduction from the amount that
should have been received had unemploy-
ment not reached its present level. Employees
are being retrenched throughout all States. I
can only speak of personal experience of a
country business but it is not uncommon
these days for the number of employees in
country businesses to be reduced by half. One
business in my area that normally employed
36 people can now employ only 16—and
that is the over-all picture today. Pay-roll
tax which normally would accrue from these
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activities will be reduced. This does not affect
the Federal Government, although it has
been the cause of the problem.

The increased hospital fees for private
and intermediate beds represent a very sens-
ible move and will probably have more far-
reaching repercussions and be of more
assistance to people than might be generally
realised. Certainly the patients will not be
greatly affected because most of them are
covered by hospital benefits funds. The
increases will be of tremendous benefit to
private hospitals and will enable them to
continue to play their important part in the
health services of this State. They provide
a personal service that cannot always be
given in public hospitals.

I am sure that all sections of the com-
munity will greatly appreciate the increase
in exemptions from the provisions of the
Land Tax Act. The exemption level for
urban land will be raised from $15,000 to
$20,000 and for rural land from $45,000 to
$60,000. In increasing the exemption level,
the Government is honouring a promise that
it made several years ago to keep the exemp-
tion level ahead of the rate of inflation.
Moreover, it is a further step in the gradual
phasing out of land tax to the individual.
This year there is a further reduction in the
number of persons liable to pay land tax.

The increased revenue provided by the
Budget to race clubs will be of assistance to
them. The new formula to be applied for
the 1975-76 year will assist the clubs to
meet their ever-increasing costs and return
the percentage of reimbursement. It is
interesting also to note that the revenue
expected in the short term to be available
will increase from the present figure of
$4,200,000 in 1973-74 to $4,900,000 in
1974-75.

In recent times comments have been made
as to both the possibility and the advisability
of amalgamation of race clubs. Amalgama-
tion is not necessarily the answer to the
problems that arise, nor in most instances
is it desirable. The smaller race clubs that
do not possess their own race tracks rent the
facilities owned by larger clubs. In this
way the smaller clubs are, in effect, support-
ing the larger ones, and at the same time
are making use of the facilities at times
when they would otherwise be unused. I
consider it better to retain both the smaller
and the larger clubs so that by supporting
the smaller clubs we are in turn also sup-
porting the larger ones.

If the T.A.B. reimbursements were avail-
able only to the principal clubs, there is no
guarantee that there would be a com-
mensurate increase in the prize money offered
by them, and it is quite possible that some
of the improvements envisaged by the
increased reimbursements would not be made.

Many small race clubs were formed for
particular reasons. For example, there are
Hibernian race clubs as well as picnic and
digger race clubs. Generally they conduct
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annual race meetings. The clubs that hold
meetings only once a year would not receive
any benefit, but the number of people putting
money into racing in the area would cer-
tainly be reduced. FEach of the special clubs
has its own supporters, who assist the racing
industry and thus make the whole industry
a lot more viable.

1 shall now refer to a few matters in the
Federal Budget. Most people were shocked
that it did not try to combat inflation. Basic-
ally, the only approach lay in restricting
private enterprise and increasing the number
of Government personnel. Restricting private
enterprise encouraged retrenchment thus
causing the unemployment problem that
confronts us.

The Leader of the Cpposition said that
Queensland should have done more to over-
come inflation by budgeting for far greater
expenditure, He suggested that the Govern-
ment should impose higher taxes on Queens-
landers. How could we justify doing that
when a big sum of Queensland money lies
in the Federal Treasury? We are only looking
for a reasonable and proper reimbursement
of the money that Queensiand taxpayers
provide in the first place. It is terribly short-
sighted—and shows a complete lack of know-
ledge—to suggest that the Queensland
Government should tax Queensianders more
heavily while their tax money lies in Can-
berra. The Leader of the Opposition asked
an honourable member if he thought that
devaluation was not necessary, but he did
not acknowledge who caused the problem
that made it mnecessary. I belicve that
devaluation was necessary but I ask why we
revalued in the first place, thus making it
necessary to devalue. Many exporting indus-
tries were wrecked by revaluation, and that
is what made the devaluation necessary. The
Federal Government admits that it made a
mistake—admits that it was wrong—but that
does not help the industries that have been
wrecked.

Devaluing currency when overseas markets
are lost is like closing the stable door after
the horse has gone. Lost markets are not easy
to recapture. Importing countries will decide
when we get markets back. Beef is a prime
example of pricing a commodity off the
export market, We know that decisions made
by other countries did not help, but they
were made only because we priced ourselves
off the overseas market. Cur product was
not acceptable and our buyers had to look
elsewhere.

The price of export meat has dropped
since devaluation. In the week in which
devaluation was announced it dropped 3c and
it has continued in that way ever since. This
is mainly because America has a monopoly.
We have priced ourselves out of the other
markets and America buys at the price it
wishes to offer. There is no competition. We
have no-one else to barter with. If we want
to export meat, we sell to America. We
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cannot afford to hold meat stocks indefinitely;
we have to move our production at whatever
price we can get.

In the light of these problems the Federal
Government cannot excuse its stop-go
policies. On its tariff, currency and taxation
policies, it announces its intention but within
a week a caucus meeting reverses the decision.
We see it all the time—the subsidy on super-
phosphates, taxation deductions on soil con-
servation, and so on. They are thrown back
into the melting-pot and people are going
broke while the Federal Government is
arguing about them. Because of the Federal
Government’s meddling in our rural indus-
tries——particularly the beef industry because
of the export marketing collapse—the pro-
ducers have a very long row to hoe before
they can get back on their feet. People are
going broke and becoming unemployed while

the Federal politicians gamble with an
ideological academic fervour.
Many of the social services provided

by the Federal Government are very desir-
able, acceptable and much appreciated by
many in the community. But why kill the
goose that lays the golden egg? [ refer to
those who provide the money that makes these
benefits possible. The person who promotes
activity within a community is the one who
provides the money within the community.
It is that money from which taxation is
collected—and that tax, of course, enables
the Government to pay for social services.
Therefore, activity and production should be
encouraged, thus putting value back into the
dollar. It is because production and activity
result in taxation income that social services
can be met, At the present time sufficient
revenue is being received because the Federal
Government is taxing a synthetic situation.
As production continues to drop, income
will drop and nobody will benefit, Why kill
business incentive? If it is killed, the Gov-
ernment’s income will drop off and the whole
plan for social welfare will come to an end,
to everybody’s disadvantage.

I tarn now to the Federal Government’s
recently announced capital gains tax, I have
reviously said in this Chamber that capital
gains tax could be justified if it were levied
as an alternative to death duty. A true capital
gain resul's in money being available from
a business transaction out of which tax can
be paid. Death duties, however, are totally
different. Death duty is a straight-out tax
on valuation regardless of earning capacity.
Often the earning capacity of the capital
is nil, but it is heavily taxed. Of course,
with a tax on capital gains, if there is no
gapital gain no tax is pavable, whereas,
if there is a capital gain, there is money
out of which tax may be paid. However,
in the case of death duty, no money is
accrued. It is a straight-out valuation.

The Federal Government did not consider
the matter in that way. Not only was it
not prepared to look at death duties and
be a little honest, but it also came out
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with a capital gains tax which went far
beyond capital gain. As I see it, it is a
tax on the inflated value of a person’s capital
as well as the profit made from that capital.
It is quite obvious that, if one has a
valuation taken on 17 September this year,
in 10 years’ time the property will be worth
considerably more, but only because of infla-
tion. The amount of capital gain to attract
tax should be confined to any increase over
and above the amount attributable to inflation.
It is completely dishonest and unacceptable
for a tax to be based on inflated capital gain.

The 10 per cent surcharge on unearned
income is, of course, another figure of speech
to get at somebody the Government did not
like. However, such a tax applies right
across the board and affects everybody.

1 am yet to be told what unearned income
is. If a person has a set of priorities, one
of which is to put a little aside each week,
I cannot see how any income derived from
it can be termed unearned income. If anybody
has money that has not been worked for
at some stage, I would be terribly surprised.
I do not know of any other way to
acquire money than to work for it. We
should have a climate in which thrift is
encouraged not ridiculed. Anybody who tries
to do the right thing by being thrifty and
putting money aside for a rainy day or for
the education of his children should be
encouraged, not ridiculed.

We in Australia have the ball at our feet.
The only two things needed to reap the
advantage are to work hard, accepting our
responsibilities and producing, and also to
encourage initiative. That is the very thing
we are not doing. If we do not, production
figures will certainly fall.

1 congratulate the Treasurer on his Budget
and its provisions. I know that the State will
benefit from it over the emsuing 12 months.

Mr. B. WOOD (Barron River) (3.42 p.m.):
There is much in the Budget for which the
Treasurer can thank the Australian Labor
Party. His task in framing the Budget was
made much easier on two grounds—increased
mining royalties and Australian Government
assistance,

On the first ground, I recall that in my
campaign in 1969, when I entered Parliament,
the major issue in the electorate was mining
royalties. The people in my area were very
firmly of the opinion that the Government
was not receiving enough money by way of
royalties. They let this be known publicly
and they supported a candidate who held this
view. 1 believe that this is a widespread
view throughout the State and has been for
a number of years. Eventually the Treasurer
got the message and was then able to act
and increase the royalties this year by some-
thing in excess of $30,000,000. The only
regret is that it was not done soon enough.

The second ground is Australian Govern-

ment assistance. The Budget shows the sub-
stantial increase in Queensland funds received
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from the Government in Canberra. The other
day in Cairns the Acting Prime Minister (Dr.
Cairns) quoted figures to indicate that in
1970-71 $223,000,000 was paid to Queens-
land by the Australian Government whereas
in 1974-75 the figure will be $434,000,000.
Those funds are without ties and are not
committed to any particular purpose.

Mr. R. E. Moore: It’'s our money.

Mr. B. WOOD: Let us get this quite
clear: it is taxpayers’ money. Some Govern-
ment members constantly claim that it is
Queensland money. It dis taxpayers’ money.
It comes from them and it should go back
to them.

For specific purposes—that is, tied grants
—the figure in 1970-71 was $93,000,000
whereas in 1974-75 it will be $145,000,000.
To give some specific examples, university
expenditure has increased in that period from
$7,000,000 to $41,000,000. Expenditure on
colleges of advanced education has been
increased from $1,500,000 to $24,500,000,
and on Aboriginal affairs from $216,000 to
$2,000,000. On health, it has been increased
from nothing to $2,900,000. Those figures
demonstrate the substantial assistance that
is being given to the Queensiand Government
by the Australian Government. They repre-
sent large increases on the assistance given
in recent years.

In various parts of his Financial State-
ment the Treasurer mentioned his appre-
ciation of the additional money being pro-
vided from Canberra, whilst at the same
time he was critical of spending by the
Australian Government. Both the Premier
and Treasurer have said that the Australian
Government should curtail its spending as
one means of reducing inflation. The
Treasurer, however, quite proudly boasted
of the expenditure to be incurred as a result
of his Budget. I recall that at one stage
he referred to it as the first billion dollar
Budget in Queensland’s history. Government
members cannot have it both ways; they
cannot criticise the Australian Government
for its expenditure and at the same time
seek to spend every dollar that they can
get their hands on. A little more logic
than that is necessary.

I want to be critical of the Queensland
Government for its lack of expenditure in
the Far North. I do not believe that suf-
ficient money is being spent in this very
important area. I know that the Treasurer
comes to Cairns from time to time, but
that is mainly in connection with horse-
racing. I invite him to my area at any
time, when I shall try to give him a greater
and wider-ranging interest in the North.

Sir Gordon Chalk: I am coming up for
your speech night.

Mr. B. WOOD: That is fine.

Sir Gordon Chalk:
there.

Mr. R. E. Moocre interjected.

I spent seven vyears
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Mr. B. WOOD: In reply to the interjection
of the honourable member for Windsor,
after the Treasurer’s visit during the last
election campaign the Liberal candidate
received 3% per cent of the vote.

Mr. P. Wood: He lost his deposit.

Mr. B. WOOD: Yes.

1 now want to make some reference to
the additional assistance being given by the
Australian Government for main roads pur-
poses. In doing so, I wish to refer par-
ticularly to a dispute over the construction
of certain roads in the electorate of Barron
River. A short time ago in this Chamber
1 asked a question concerning the recon-
struction of the Captain Cook Highway
between Stratford and Smithfield. I draw
the attention of members to speeches that I
have made about this highway on a number
of occasions going back almost six years.
It is a very dangerous stretch of road. There
have been quite a number of fatal accidents
on it, especially round the bridges. It is
also a road that is frequently cut during the
wet season. People are then severely dis-
advantaged because many of those who use
it travel to Caims daily for their work.
Its reconstruction should have the greatest
priority, yet there is very little activity on
it. Recently I asked the Minister for Mines
and Main Roads when its reconstruction
would begin. He tried to blame the Austra-
lian Government for the delay.

Mr. P. Wood: They blame it for the rains.
too, don’t they?

Mr. B. WOOD: They blame it for lots of
things. The Minister tried to say that
because of changes in policies—and certainly
there have been changes—funds would not
now be available, and that the road might
not be programmed for reconstruction before
1976. In fact, the Minister’s statements are
quite inaccurate. Over the next three years
the Australian Government 1is to give
$230,000,000 to Queensland for work on all
classifications of highways. This amount
compares with $176,000,000 made available
over the preceding three years.

It must be noted that certain categories
of roads have been changed, and the section
of road to which I referred now becomes
a rural arterial road. There is no question
that funds for such roads have been reduced.
1 do not argue about that. The Minister
has made that statement, but what he has
declined to comment on is the fact that
the additional Commonwealth assistance—
specifically the $80,000,000 on the major
highway—will save the Queensland Govern-
ment funds, allowing it to release them
for rural arterial roads and also, if it so
desires, for urban arterial roads. The simple
fact is that the additional Australian Gov-
ernment assistance will allow Queensland
to expend more of its own money on roads.

What the Minister for Mines and Main
Roads wants to do—or so it seems—is divert
that saving to other purposes. Perhaps he
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is ailowing the money to slip away from the
Main Roads Department allocation. In my
opinion, he should maintain, if not increase,
the Queensland money that is now expended
on these roads. There is no doubt that that
is what the Australian Government expects
will happen. It expects that the saving will
be diverted to other roads. The Minister is
only playing politics in arguing as he does.
He is distorting the facts; he is trying to
pass the buck. He is again trying to blame
the Australian Government, as the Govern-
ment of Queensland does on so many
occasions, but his arguments cannot be sub-
stantiated. The assistance from the Aus-
tralian Government should ensure that much
more money is spent on Queensland roads in
the next three years, and the Captain Cook
Highway is one road that must have first
priority.

Other roads in my area require attention.
Honourable members heard me talk of the
Yorkey's Knob Road, and I am pleased that
work has begun, though it is rather later
than I had hoped.

Mr. P. Wood: It would not have begun if
you had not pressed so hard for it.

Mr, B. WOOD: That may be; but, regrett-
ably, it is likely to be delayed and hindered
by the forthcoming wet season.

The Rex Range Road in my electorate
also needs much greater expenditure on it
than it has received in the past. It runs up
the range west of Mossman and, although
it carries a large volume of traffic, is
unpaved. It is a winding, mountainous road,
as some honourable members may know, and
it is vrgently in need of upgrading. The two
shire councils involved receive too little assist-
ance from the Government.

1 might refer also to the section of the
road from Mt. Molloy to Mt. Carbine that
remains unsealed. The Government has
done some work in that area. It did a great
deal of construction work on the section
from Maryfarms to Mt. Carbine, but left
it unsealed. The Minister claimed subse-
quently that it was never intended to seal it
and said that it was not of a standard that
permitted sealing. The road has now fallen
apart, and, in view of its present state, it
seems to most people that the expenditure
on it wag hardly justified.

One of the most difficult aspects of living
now confronting people in my electorate is a
lack of housing. I know this is a problem
throughout Queensland and Australia, but
the pressures for housing in Cairns and sur-
rounding areas are as great as they are in
other parts of the State. The area is expand-
ing rapidly and building costs are very high.
Therefore, many people find that they have
not sufficient resources of their own to acquire
housing, and the Government has failed to
provide sufficient.

Regretfully, this Government, as in so
many ot‘her things, is involved in an argu-
ment with the Australian Government on
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the details of acquiring additional land. It
seems that the Premier and his Government
do not like some of the conditions relating
to leasehold property. They seem to forget
that thousands upon thousands of people in
Queensland are living in houses built on
leasehold land and that these householders
are not at all anxious about this. They are
quite happy to be living in these homes and
will go on living in them. They own the
lease and the house. If it does not worry
them, 1 do not see why it should worry the
Government.

Mr. P, Wood: It worries land speculators,
though.

Mr. B. WOOD: Yes. The plain fact,
as 1 see it, is that the task of pro-
viding land and houses for the people
of Queensland is beyond this Government.
It simply cannot keep pace with the demand;
it cannot tackle the critical situation we are
in and one has only to examine the Budget
papers to understand this, Nearly $6,000,000
from last year remains unspent. QOut of a
total allocation of $24,000,000 set aside for
housing last year, $6,000,000 was not used.
What a shocking situation! When I tell
people in my area of this, they are appalled.
Probably more than those anywhere else, the
people in this area are desperate for housing,
yet they see unspent a large sum of money
that could have been used for housing.

To give the Committee an example—some
three months ago about nine homes con-
structed by the Queensland Housing Com-
mission became available in Cairns. In
the months before they were finally ready,
my colleague the honourable member for
Cairns and 1 were rushed by people who
wanted them. There are literally hundreds
on the waiting list and we were under great
pressure from people desiring to obfain a
home. But there were just not enough
becoming available. More will be ready
soon and the same pressure for these com-
tinues.

In Mareeba, no homes have been built
in recent years.

Mr. K. J. Hooper: None at all?

Mr. B. WOOD: None at all. The Queens-
land Housing Commission called for tenders
and tenders were received and rejected. In
their wisdom, or lack of it, the commission
decided that the tender prices were too high.
1 do not believe they were. I live in this
area and, not so long ago, I built a house
there. 1 know the additional cost invelved
in building a home in the North. It costs
a great deal more. As I said earlier, this
is one reason why the problem there is so
much more critical. The Housing Com-
mission refused to accept the tenders, so
people in Mareeba are still without homes.
Every week at least one person from Mareeba
comes to me seeking accommodation, but
there is nothing available through the Housing
Commission.
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The situation is no different in Mossman.
Cairns, Mareeba and Mossman are the three
major centres where the need for housing
is great and where the building activity is
far too low.

Still, I am pleased to note in this Budget a
26 per cent increase in funds allocated for
housing. This includes Commonwealth funds
under the Housing Agreement Act. I trust
that the Minister is capable this year of
spending all that money plus the money that
remains unspent from last vear. 1 can
assure him that there is urgent need for
him to do so.

On this subject I refer to aged persons’
units still under censtruction in Cairns. They
have been in that state for a couple of years.
The Minister did not make sure that the
contractor carried out the work properly.

Mr., Newten: He should turn it over to
day labour.

Mr, B. WGOD: Exactly; that would be the
answer. I do not think they will be com-
pleted until Labor is elected to office.

Mr. Newton: When I become Minister for
Housing the job will be done.

Mr. B. WOOD: Thank you. Aged persons
in Cairns, who are anxious to occupy these
units, are forced to sit back while the units
stagger towards their completion. Unfortun-
ately, even when they are completed there
will not be sufficient aged persons’ units to
meet the demand.

I make the point, however, that the need
for housing, particularly units for aged per-
sons, is not confined to the larger centres in
my electorate, Places like Port Douglas and
Kuranda, which relatively speaking have
older populations, also suffer from a shortage
of Housing Commission homes and aged
persons’ units. I do not think we should seek
to shift a person from a place where he has
lived for many years—perhaps all his life—
to a larger centre in order to accommodate
him.

Steps are being taken to improve Aboriginal
housing in various parts of my electorate,
particularly in Mareeba and Kuranda.
Various co-operative societies have been and
are being established to involve Aborigines in
the business of building their own homes.
Unfortunately, however, delays have occurred.
I inquired on behalf of a group of Aborigines
in Kuranda, members of the Ngoombi
Housing Society, as to the reasons for the
delay in the registration of their society. I
have been advised that there is some doubt
that the society will be registered in the
manner proposed. As it is no different from
any other society, this is difficult to under-
stand. I am also told that a number of other
Aboriginal housing societies are experiencing
similar delays. I sincerely hope that the
reasons are not political. I trust that the
Queensland Government is not seeking to
withhold this worth-while expenditure simply
because it wishes to continue its fight against
Canberra. There is an urgent need to improve
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Aboriginal housing, and I hope that the
Queensland Government will co-operate in
every way.

Mr. Newton: There shouldn’t be any fight
at all; it’s a straight-out agreement.

Mr. B. WOOD: That is quite so.

While ¥ am dealing with the portfolio of
the Minister for Works and Housing, I must
again stress the need to replace the court-
house and police station at Mossman. The
building is a very old one that has outlived
its usefulness. Its walls are white-ant eaten
and it is far too small for the use to which
it is put. For several years the Minister has
deferred taking action to replace it. He had
proposed extending the building, but I think
he now realises that that would be unprac-
tical. I again call for the replacement of the
building.

I note the allocation in the Budget of
slightly in excess of $1,000,000 to small-boat
harbour facilities. In due course I expect to
be advised that a good deal of this money
will be spent in the coastal area north of
Caims. As is widely known, the area is
immensely popular with tourists, many of
whom either bring their own boats or hire
craft up there. Unfortunately, however,
launching facilities are simply not available.
The majority of boating enthusiasts are, of
course, local people, and through not being
provided with launching ramps, they suffer
a great deal of inconvenience and in fact
damage to their boats. Boat owners contribute
substantially to Queensland Government
revenue and expect some facilities in return.
In the near future I would like to see a boat
ramp in the Barron River, one at Trinity
Beach, and another one constructed at Palm
Cove or Clifton Beach. I should aiso like one
built in the area just north of Mossman.

While talking of things marine, I shall
mention the Port Douglas Harbour. Some
years ago its use declined when it ceased
handling sugar. Sugar is now transported
by road from Mossman to Cairns. The port
suffered but there is now much more
activity.  Fishing and prawning are very
important to Port Douglas. People engaged
in these industries are very keen to have the
harbour improved. I am pleased to note
that the responsible Minister is in the
Chamber., 1 am sure he knows what is
happening there. I am aware that planning
of harbour improvements is under way.
Dredging is to take place and port facilities
are to be improved. There is a plan to use
the dredged material in building up the walls,
but a flow of money is required to ensure that
the work commences. I believe that the
planning stage is almost complete. I hope
that work starts before very long. Port
Douglas is waiting for this development, and
it should not be restricted by lack of revenue.

The Australian tobacco industry has con-
tributed substantially to the economy of
Queensland and Australia. For many years
it was given great assistance by both the
State and Australian Governments. For
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example, a Labor Government in Queensland
commenced the construction of the Tinaroo
Dam. Subsequently a different Government
introduced the stabilisation scheme. These
two factors resulted in tobacco becoming
a viable industry, free of the great fluctua-
tions of the past. Governments have derived
enormous income from tobacco. In fact they
have taken a great deal more from the
industry than they have given to it.

The industry is now under attack by both the
Queensland and the Australian Governments.
I am very sorry to note that the C.S.I.R.O.
is to close the tobacco research institute at
Mareeba., For many years this institute con-
tributed a great deal of knowledge to the
tobacco industry. It has been responsible
in no small way for the progress made in
tobacco-growing. I therefore regret very
much the decision by the C.S.LR.O. execu-
tive to close it. On one occasion I spoke to
the responsible Minister (Mr. Morrison), and
I was rather optimistic that the institute
would not be closed. However, I was dis-
appointed. I am continuing my efforts
through the Department of Northern
Development to have this station remain in
operation.

A short time ago the Queensland Minister
for Health (Mr. Tooth) also launched an
attack against the tobacco industry in this
Parliament. He pointed to the alleged dangers
of smoking and referred to it as a health
hazard. The Minister should pay some aften-
tion to recent research on this matter and
to the extent of the contribution by the
Queensland Government towards tobacco
research. Much could be done to improve
research in Queensland.  Admittedly, the
Queensland Government also contributes to
the Queensland C.S.I.R.O. station. Having
taken so much money from the tobacco
industry, I believe that both Governments
owe it something. On the subject of
closures, I place on record that it was
the Queensland Government that closed the
Parada Research Station, which is near the
one I have been talking about. The Queens-
land Minister for Primary Industries decided
not long ago that its continuation was not
justified.

I turn now to the Mareeba-Dimbulah
irrigation scheme. I note that funds have
been allocated in the Budget for other
irrigation schemes, and I have no argument
about that. However, costs per acre-foot for
the Mareeba-Dimbulah scheme are generally
very much lower than those indicated for
the other schemes. Therefore, the Queensland
Government would be quite justified in
completing that scheme. When viewed
economically, it is obvious that it should
have greater priority than other works. The
result for every dollar spent would be far
better in the Mareeba-Dimbulah scheme than
in any other. The State Government has
asked the Australian Government for
$1,200,000 to carry out further works. I
myself made approaches to the Australian
Government, though I must say that it has

[8 OctoBER 1974}

(Financial Statement) 1131

not been acting very quickly either. There
is no reason why the Queensland Govern-
ment must wait for Australian Government
assistance.

The administration of the Health portfolio
has, by general agreement, been in the
hands of the most incompetent Minister. I
am disturbed by his apparent lack of concern
for hospitals in rural areas. For example,
he closed the hospital at Mt. Molloy and
he is about to close the one at Herberton.
He expressed no interest in particular health
problems within my electorate.

Members may be aware of heaith problems
that have occurred round Kuranda. Infectious
diseases have been spread through the com-
munity, notably among the Aborigines. Very
little has been done with the long-term
view of improving the health not only of
Aborigines but also of all people in that
town. The Aborigines are without transport,
so it is no easy matter for them te travel to
Cairns or Mareeba for treatment. On a
number of occasions the local people have
asked the Minister for Health te provide
a clinic, but without success. 1 believe that
it is badly needed. However, it seems that
only a sympathetic and understanding Aus-
tralian Department of Health will be able
to help us.

I am pleased to note that plans for the
Mareeba Hospital and new buildings there
are getting closer to finalisation. The people
working at the hospital have need of better
facilities to aid their good work.

The scattering of environmental responsi-
bilities makes it impossible to see what
money has been spent and what is proposed
to be spent on these important matters.
Looking through the Budget papers, no-one
can see where money is going. We do not
know what money is allocated to conserve
the environment and to prevent pollution.
I suspect it would be far too little. The
Government’s activity is strictly limited so
there is not a great deal spent on it.

It is important to me that the money
should be spent. I believe that the Barron
River electorate more than any other in
Queensland is an area of great mnatural
beauty. It shows now the need for Govern-
ment interest and protection if we are to
retain its natural features as it grows.

One matter of importance is the loss of
good rural land—some of the best productive
land in Queensland—to meet the demands
of urban development. We have to provide
land for housing but I do not think we
can go on for ever using good rural land for
this purpose. There are tremendous pressures
around Cairns for land. We also find on
the Atherton Tableland, especially around
Atherton and the Tinaroo Dam, that in
recent years land that was formerly used
for farming is now being subdivided. This
is an undesirable feature. While we must
have land, we should have rational use of
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it so that it is not needlessly lost or
held in subdivisions for many years before
houses are constructed.

I should like to see the State Government
provide the regional council with funds to
carry out a survey and determine the best
uses for land in that area. This should be
done in association with the Environmental
Control Council Land Usage Committee.
This would be an important and necessary
task for the regional council. Under the
State and Regional Planning Act project
boards are able to be established and I
envisage that they would be the likely bodies
to carry out such a task.

In the past few weeks people in Cairns
have been very concerned about the problem
of hillside fires. Delegates to the Labor-in-
Politics Convention last week noted that the
hillsides surrounding Cairns were black. The
same problem exists above the railway line
to Kuranda and indeed in many areas along
the coast.

There has been devastation of these hill-
sides over many years. They were once
covered with heavy vegetation. Over the
years a great amount of it has been lost.
There have been very severe fires in recent
weeks. I admit that the answer to this
problem is very difficult to find. Controlled
burning has limited success, especially in this
area. As the natural vegetation is removed,
the area is taken over by guinea grass, which
grows proiifically. In the dry season it
burns at a very high temperature and con-
sequently causes great damage to any
vegetation that may remain. If possible we
should control the growth of guinea grass,
but it is very difficult.

Mr, Kawvs: What about the snakes?

Mr. B. WOOD: Obviously the honourable
member does not know that snakes are
protected now.

Ideally the growth of guinea grass should
be restricted. Because it is used for pasture
in many areas insect pests cannot be intro-
duced to control it, I have been involved
in proposals to replant certain areas of the
hillsides, and, as a result of that involve-
ment, I realise how difficult this is. It is a
mammoth undertaking quite beyond the
capacity of the local organisations that have
endeavoured to do something about it.

The Government should take all possible
steps in fire control. A recent fire was
believed to have been started by railway
workers burning off along a railway line.
A floater crossed the road and set the
hill ablaze. As I understand it, Government
departments are not subject to the Rural
Fires Board, and no prior permission to burn
off is required. I believe that it is important
that Government departments be subject to
the same regulations as private citizens. This
would be of minor assistance only.
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Mr., Bromley: It should apply to all Gov-
ernment departments. They should all be
bound by the Act.

Mr. B. WOCD: That is right.

I should like to see the Government acquire
more national parks and environmental parks
in this area. There is no area in Queens-
land that has more need for them, nor is
there any area more suitable for them. This
is particularly the case in rain-forest country.
There is too little rain forest preserved in
this State, especially where the country is low
or flat. I propose to make some detailed
submissions on this matter in the debate on
the lLands Department Estimates. The
Australian Government will provide money
for the purchase of land for natjional parks
and environmental parks, and it is my hope
that the Queensland Government will obtain
some of it. 1 know that a submission has
been made to the Australian Government.
I hope also that the State Government will
depart from its present policy of relying
mainly on the conversion of forestry land
for the acquisition of additional national
parks. I think there has to be a willing-
ness to spend some money from time to
time to get what is needed. The Govern-
ment should act in these important areas
to help local authorities and interested people
because the matter is sufficiently important
to warrant assistance.

As T am talking about the natural assets
of this area, I think it is relevant to men-
tion briefly the role of the artistic colony in
the North. I think the North naturally
attracts artists. Perhaps some are not northern
residents, but some have made their name
in that area. Ray Crooke and Arthur Evan

Read are two names that are known
throughout Australia. Others, such as
Ron Edwards, Liz Brophy, Laurei Hall,

David Preston and Strom Gould, are also
well and favourably known. Incidentally, a
couple of these artists have benefited from
assistance given by the Australian Govern-
ment,

The Budget contains a small but useful
allocation for research in the sugar industry.
Certainly in my electorate the sugar industry
remains, and always will remain, the most
important productive activity. 1 have spoken
before about the need to intensify market-
ing efforts, and in this Chamber recently
there has been some debate on this matter.
This has in the main been sparked by the
activities of Dr. Patterson on his overseas
trips, and the excellent results that he
obtained in securing additional markets, I
commend his efforts.

1 have said before that the marketing of
sugar must not be left exclusively to the
C.S.R. Company. I have been told—I think
by the Minister for Primary Industries—that
it is a very good company and it looks
after Queensland’s markets. But the future
of the industry jis so critical that we must
know what is being done relative to market-
ing, and I am afraid that the boardroom
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of the C.S.R. Company is not the forum
where we can debate it; the floor of this
Chamber is the forum.

Queensland probably can produce as much
sugar ns is needed. There are only minor
problems, no major ones, in producing the
crop. The major problem for the sugar
industry, as for all rural industries, is selling
the crop. The Australian Government has
done an enormous amount of gocd work in
opening new markets, and the industry is now
looking to the future. Sugar is the strength
of the North, and with the interest of the
Australian  Government and Dr. Rex
Patterson, I am sure it will continue to be.

I noted the remarks of the Queensland
Teachers’ Union in the Press recently, when
it listed a few schools requiring immediate
and urgent attention.

Mr. Dean: Sandgate is one.

Mr. B. WOOD: That may be; Yorkey’s
Knob school is another. Incidentally, it is
in a very fine location, adjacent to a golf
course and in a good centre. However, that
does not mean that the school itself is
adequate. The area is growing so rapidly
that the Government has not been able to
match the growth with school expenditure.

Mr. P. Wood: I would give it very high
priority under a Labor Government.

Mr. B. WOOB: I will make a note of
that. As I said, the area is growing rapidly
and the school building is not adequate for
the children. A demountable classroom is
on the site. It has been approved that the
school be located elsewhere on a larger site
where extensive development can take place.
In only a few years the school at Yorkey’s
Knob has grown from a small one-teacher
school to a large school, and it will not be
many years before it is a very large school.
I sincerely hope that the construction of the
new school on the new site is not delayed
as long as the Minister for Mines and Main
Roads delayed construction work on the
road to Yorkey’s Knob. This is a matter
that must be taken up very quickly.

I hope the school at Yorkey’s Knob does
not receive treatment similar to that given
to the school at Mt. Molloy. About seven
or eight years ago, an announcement was
made in the Budget speech that the Mt.
Molloy school was to be rebuilt. It has
not been rebuilt. I am informed that a
fire somewhere in Brisbane meant the replace-
ment of a school here and that funds for
the Mt. Molloy school were used for that
purpose. In the intervening period the school
at Mt. Molloy has deteriorated further. It
has a very fine teaching staff, but the replace-
ment of the building is still awaited.

The school at Rocky Point occupies
perhaps the finest site in Queensland. It
overlooks the ocean on a rocky point, as
the name would indicate. The children
cannot appreciate the view-—or perhaps they
can—because the school is so small that
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they carry out some of their classroom work
on the veranda. It is an old school, and
the two rooms are altogether too small.

The schools I have mentioned urgently
need attention, and I hope it will not be
long before the appropriate announcements
are made.

I must mention also the need for a high
school top at Kuranda. The children travel-
ling from Kuranda to Cairns for high school
education have to spend upwards of four
hours a day in travel. That would not be
quite so bad if the Railway Department
would provide a satisfactory rail motor, but
to this date it has refused to do so. The
motor is subject to breakdowns, and there
have been occasions on which school
children have not arrived home till well
after dark. The answer primarily is to
provide a high school top and I should think
it would not be long before this is done;
but, in the meantime, a new rail motor
must be provided.

While talking on matters of education I
want to stress particularly the need for a
college of advanced education in the north-
ern area. I would not particularly specify
Cairns, but in the area adjacent to that
city. The population of this area certainly
warrants a college of advanced education.
Very many people living in this part of the
State do not realise that the population of
the Cairns region is in excess of that of
Townsville.  Admittedly, Townsville is a
farger city but the area around Cairns carries
a greater number of people. The population
is there and the need as well.

1 beiieve that, time and time again, it has
been proved that we simply do not know
enough about living in the tropics, and any
college of advanced education in the Far
North should emphasise matters tropical. It
could be a centre for both research and
education. 1 am pleased to note a decision
of the Labor-in-Politics Convention held in
Cairns vecently that the Labor Party would
support a college of advanced education in
Cairns as well as in other provincial centres.

The Treasurer is understandably nervous
about elections. He has been trying very
hard to have an election this year.

Sir Gorden Chalk: You
nervous?

Mr, B. WOOD: 1 reckon so, and I can
understand why he should be nervous. The
Treasurer knows that the Premier is losing
ground in this State; he knows that the
Premier is going to run this Government into
defeat. We have seen a great conflict between
the Premier in particular and the Australian
Government. We realise that the Premier’s
stated interest in Queensland is really only
an interest in maintaining his own position.
His opposition has gone to ridiculous lengths
and, as a result, Queensland has suffered.
Also as a result, the Premier will suffer and
this Government will lose the next election.
So I can well understand the fears of the

reckon 1 am
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Treasurer. He thinks that the earlier an
election is held the more chance the Govern-
ment has of retaining office. As the Leader
of the Opposition said, I do not think that
time matters; the Government will lose no
matter when the election is held.

The Treasurer has a habit of giving a
name to his Budgets. I know he has been
trying to get out of this Parliament, but he
will be here for a few years yet though not
in the position he occupies at present. I will
give a name to his Budget.

Sir Gorden Chalk: A half hour ago you
had me gone.

Mr., B. WOOD: Well, he has been trying
to get out but nobody will give him an offer.
This Budget will come to be known as the
Treasurer’s last Budget, and with good
reason.

Mr. PORTER (Toowong) (4.34 pm.): 1
have been in this Parliament now for about
cight years and in that time 1 have heard
some meandering, anaemic, piffling concoc-
tions of nothingness that purport to be sig-
nificant contributions to debate, but I have
1ever yet heard anything as utterly banal
and empty as the contribution by the honour-
able member for Barron River. One would
never know from anything that he said that
we were now debating a State Budget pro-
duced in quite unique circumstances under
the greatest economic threat that this country
has faced in perhaps the last 40 years—
certainly since the last depression. Not one
word about it came from him. He seems to
operate on the ostrich basis—put your head
in the sand; ignore anything that is happening
around you and it will all go away. All 1
can say is that, if the honourable member for
Barron River was making one of those clarion
trumpet calls preparing himself for the elec-
tion that his leader spoke about only a
couple of hours beforehand, I hope that he
never has to sound the last trump; he would
make it sound like a thin squeak on a penny
whistle.

Bver since 1 entered Parliament 1 have
used the Budget debate to some degree to
examine Federal intrusion into State areas.
Both before and since this Whitlam Gov-
ernment—now  the Cairns Government—
came into office, 1 have been constrained to
make comment on the fact that because of
Federal intrusion into our constitutional
areas of responsibility our financial inde-
pendence and our fiscal rights have been
gradually whittled away. More and more
we are being put in the position not of
partners in a Federal system but of vassals
in a unitary system. Once upon a time I
used to be described as an eccentric for
wanting to concentrate on this, but now, of
course, everyone admits that this proposition
is the fact. Our Budget is, unhappily,
dominated by the Federal Budget, and it
can be claimed very truly now that Canberra
has the affluence and we in the States
must do our best with the effluent.
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In these circumstances the Treasurer’s
Budget is a remarkable one; in fact it is
unique. In view of the circumstances in
which it was framed, we have done some-
thing in this Budget that other States would
give their eye-teeth to be able to do. The
Treasurer has been able to achieve a financial
equilibrium that was expected by no-one
and will certainly be envied by all other
States. This has been achieved of course at
a cost, and I am sure the Treasurer will be
the first to admit it. Drastic situations—
not of our making; they have been forced on
us—call for rather drastic remedies.

I want to lay a few facts on the line. As
the Federal Government is now virtually
in sole control of the whole fiscal and
monetary spectrum, we would expect that
its Budget would at least be some sort of
economic statement or chart showing the
state of the national economic health and
also to some degree a blueprint showing us
how we could maintain and improve that
economic health in the year ahead. But
would anybody suggest that the recent Fed-
eral Budget is any pretence at all of an
economic document? Not at all, because
it is nothing of the sort! It is in fact an
ideoclogical statement—Iliterally a Left-wing
political pamphlet.

Mr. K. J. Hooper: What’s the matter with
that?

Mr. PORTER: The honourable member
is a great asset to his side as well as to ours.
He asks, “What’s wrong with the Federal
Budget’s being an ideclogical statement?” It
is the type of document extolled by the
honourable member, and good for him. At
least he knows where he stands—that is, on
the brink of the precipice, trying to push the
rest of us over the side.

The Federal Budget pays literally no heed
at all to the enormous erosion of confidence
that is occurring in our community today
nor to the mounting tide of inflation and
the rising level of unemployment. It totally
ignores the growing fear, despair and panic
in our community.

The Federal Budget is chapter 2 of demo-
cratic socialism. ©Last year when comment-
ing on the Federal Budget I said that we
were then getting chapter 1 of democratic
socialism from Federal Big Brother, and it
had to be viewed in the context of the 37
points made in the Coombs report.

Now, of course, we have much of what
that Federal Budget predicted for us. We
have massive spending, which is oriented
to a socialistic welfare programme, and we
have had official pro-union stances, where
encouragement has been given to any
extravagant wage claims that unions wanted
to make. Indeed, Federal Ministers, such as
Mr. Cameron and Mr. Crean, encouraged the
Commonwealth Public Service to be the pace-
setter in union wage demands.
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We had a mushroom growth of a new
bureaucracy, and the Budget set in motion
all those anti-initiative, anti-business and
anti-individual-success trends.  Clearly last
year’s Budget was gleefully hailed by the
lunatic Left (if my honourable friend opposite
wants to include himself in that category I
shall accept that) as a big step forward
towards democratic socialism. Inevitably we
have had this year’s Cairns Budget. If last
vear’s Budget was a great step forward, this
vear’s Budget is a suicidal leap for all of us
over an economic precipice. All economic
common sense, all moderation, and all con-
cern for decent people have been abadoned.
Instead, we have got from the Federal
Government a miserable, vindictive, glower-
ing Budget which shows an unrelenting
hostility towards thrift, energy and enterprise,
which fans the flames of resentment, envy
and jealousy, and which extols dependency
and parasitism as virtues, Under the guise of
social justice what we are now getting from
Canberra is a monument to bludging.

Already the insensate stupidity of these
Marxist plotters and their quite malignant,
almost pathological hatred of free institutions
has plunged Australia into a chaos that we
have not known since the depression of the
30’s. All this has happened in less than two
years. Who could have dreamt in his worst
nightmare 24 months ago that we would
move from what we then had to the mess
that we have now? Two years ago we were
coming to the end of 23 years of unprece-
dented progress with stability. I defy any-
bedy to prove otherwise. All the indices of
home-ownership, high standard of living,
growth in the gross national product, full
employment and stable prices showed that
we rated among the best-off nations in the
world. Inflation had been held to minimal
proportions. For the 10 years up to 1972
the annual rate of rise in inflationary terms
was 2.2 per cent. In the last quarter of 1972
it was 4.6 per cent.

I remind honourable members opposite
who talk about importing inflation at the
present time and ask how we can escape it
because other nations have got it, that,
during the 10 years I am talking of, many of
our trading partners suffered inflation running
between 8 and 14 per cent. Let nobody
believe that our trouble at the moment is
totally one of imported inflation. Another
achievement during the 23 years before the
Labor crowd got in related to our migrant
intake, which, in comparable population
terms, was equivalent to the great migrant
floods into America in the 70%, 80’s and
90°s of the last century. Yet, despite that, we
absorbed them all and maintained stability,
progress and growth. From that, what have
we been flung into?

A person does not have to write it for
himself; he has only to pick up the various
new-napers to find out.
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One headline reads—
“Drop in the building industry grows.
Building approvals fell by a record 72 per

cent in August, according to figures
released last night.”
Another article states, in part—
“Australian share markets yesterday

crashed to the lowest levels for 14 years as
thousands of millions of dollars were
slashed off market value.”

Yet another article states that unemployment
is likely to rise between 4 and 6 per cent in
less than eight months. Yet again we see that
the balance of payments is now running out
at the rate of over $2,000 million a year.

Another headline reads—

“Qutput by factories in decline. Survey
shows a slump.”

This was a 14-year annual survey undertaken
by the Bank of New South Wales and the
Chamber of Manufactures. Everything one
sees indicates it. Mr. Cameron now admits
that unemployment will reach 150,000 at
the end of the year. As at this moment
unemployment at seasonally adjusted figures
is 132,000. The fact is, of course, that that
does not include school-leavers, so a com-
parison between the figures at the moment

and the figures 12 months ago is loaded
very much in the Federal Government's
favour.

In plain facts, unemplovment at the

moment is over 150,000, which means it is
ranning at just on 3 per cent of the work-
force. Tt is a safe bet that by the middie
of next year it will exceed 250,000 and
approach 300,000. Over 1,000 workers are
fosing their jobs every day, as disclosed by
headlines of papers not usually—how shall
I say it?>—friendly to our side of politics.

On the subject of unemployment——when
mak'ng his contribution to this debate a little
while ago, the Leader ¢f the Gpposition made
the statement that he would fight an electicn
on the unemployment situation. He sug-
ges'ed that Queensland’s record in coping
with unemployment—1 think 1 have recorded
him correctly—was four times worse than
the record of South Australia. 1 do not
know who are preparing his scripts, but some-
body should get hold of them und really
put them on the carpet. The figures are
available in the monthly review of the
employment situation, published by the Com-
monwealth Department of Labour and
Immigration.

What are the facts of the official figura
from August 1973 to September 19747 The:
show that in New South Wales the unem
ployed have risen from 9,622 to 46,427, ar
almost fourfold increase; Victoria, 5,013 tc
33,258, increased four-and-a-half times
South Australia, from 1,251 to 11,187, an
eightfold increase; West Australia, 1,403 to
12,421, almost an eightfold increase; and
Tasmania, 365 to 4,362, almost an eleven-
fold increase. In Australia as a whole from
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Auvgust 1973 to September 1974 the unem-
ploved have risen from 21,402 to 129,363,
which is a fivefold increase. The Queens-
land  situation—1  will state the facts so
that honourable members know them-——
shows an increase from 3,746 to 24,348,
which is an increase of almost five-and-a-half
times. It is not as much as South Australia
and certainly not as much as Tasmania. It
is only the Australian average. Therefore,
if the Leader of the Opposiiion wishes to
fight un election on unemployment, I suggest
that he hus chosen a very dicey battleground.
Mr. Tucker's script writers—because. to be
fair to Mr. Tucker, I do not think he said
a word that was his own except when he
dealt in  his usual gutter abuse—~should
undoubtedly look up their figures once again.

The situation we now face—the dreadful
unemployment and the scourge of inflation
that takes so much away from every sector
of our cemmunity—confronts us because
Labor's Left Wing (the fanatical men who
seem to learn nothing and forget nothing)
are determined 1o restructure the Australian
society on the Moscow and Peking models.
Why in God's name musi these benighted
men in the Labor Party try 1o force us into
these alien moulds? 1If they so admire these
places, why don’t they go and settle therc
and lewe us alone?

A Government
them.

Member: They'd shoot

Mr. PORTER: They probably would. Why
do they !ry to make us fit into a pattern
which does not work over there—a pattern
which people risk their lives trying to escape
from? Of course. the Leader of the Opposi-
tion in this Chamber supports those men.
He is with them all the way in what they
are trving to do. Before the Budget recess,
he moved a quite tasteless and gimmicky
motion extolling what Canberra was doing
to us. His motion got the short shrift that
it richly deserved; but the whole tenor of
his remarks then. as with the tenor of his
vemarks in this debate, was that the Federal
Government is good 1o Queenslund and good
for Queenslond and that we should be grate-

ful to it. Grateful for what? Grateful for
the kicks in the groin it gives us?  TFor
the knives it stabs in our backs? For the

chains with which it wishes to bind us, as
it 1s trying to bind all other States and tie
them to Canberra chariot wheels? Is this
what we are supposed to be grateful for?

The Ieader of the Opposition in his
moticn set out a long list of munificent gifts
that he said the A.L.P. socialists in Can-
berra had given us and he said that we
should genuflect and lick their boots.

Mr. Chinchen interjected.

Mr. PORTER: As the honourable member
for Mt. Gravatt said, it is our own money. But
according to the l.eader of the Opposition
we should be grateful for it, as though it
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were so many crumbs from the rich man’s
table; we should get down on the floor and
lick them up and be grateful.

Mr. Bromiey: Why don’t you co-operate
for once?

Mr. PORTER: T shall deal with co-opera-
tion in a moment and the honourable mem-
ber may regret that he used the word.

Lt us ask ourselves what were these gifts
that the Leader of the Opposition spoke
about. Just what was in them? Of course
the Leader of the Opposition took care not
to unwrap the glossy paper from the pack-
ages to reveal what was inside because the
simple fact is that many of these things
were just broad announcements with no detail
yet known or discussed as with the new hos-
pital proposed for Brisbane that the Minister
for Health commented on this morning.
Many of them are enormous exaggerations,
such as the suggestion that the Federal Gov-
ernment has done tremendous things for
education in  Queensland, and yet the
Treasurer's Financial Statement shows plainly
that Federal money represents only 7.1 per
cent of the total amount we are spending
on education.

Some of the Federal propositions call for
matching grants, Some are only loans. Where
there are grants, literally always they carry
conditions that would remove this State from
its area of constitutional responsibility and
put Canberra in the driver’s seat. Is this
what honourable members opposite urge us
to accept? Does the honourable member
for South Brisbane accept that that is what
is involved in this sort of deal? Does he
consider that that is co-operation?  Does
he seriously maintain that our getting out
from under and letting Canberra take over
would be in the best interests of Queens-
land or of Australia? Time and time again,
as honourable members on this side of the
Chamber have pointed out the “Feds” are
only giving us our own money. When they
give it back, they attach totally unreasonable
and unconstitutional conditions to it. But
members of the Opposition want us to believe
that their Federal colleagues are giving us
back far more than they take from us
in tax and that for that we should be
eternally grateful.

Let us look at this proposition.  The
taxation situation is, of course, that the
Federal Government in 1972-73—-the latest
figures I have available—took from Queens-
land $952,700,000 in all forms of taxation.
We got $821,400.000 back from it, in all
forms of grants, repayments general revenuc
disbursements and the rest. In other words,
it kept $131,300,000. But included in what
it gave us was $171,000,00 of specific-pur-
poses grants which this State, left to make
its own decisions, in all probability might
not have wished to spend. So to be reason-
ably financially fair about it, one could
say that the Federal Government takes out



Supply

of Queensland $302,000,000 more than we
get back from it to spend on the things
we wish to spend money on.

Mr. R. E. Moore: They’re running away
now. They don’t want to hear you.

Mr. PORTER: It is always interesting
when one deals with a few facts to see
honourable gentlemen opposite dash under
any log that is available.

To view the situation in perspective—
what Queensland gets and what it gives—
one has also to consider exports and imports.
The fact of the matter is that Queensland
and Western Australia between them, with
only 25 per cent of Australia’s population,
provide well over 40 per cent or almost
half of the nation’s total export earnings,
and they require less than 14 per cent of
the income bill to sustain them. The plain
fact is that the two big productive States
in primary terms, namely, Queensland and
Western Australia, are enabling States such
as Victoria and New South Wales to enjoy
the standard of living to which they have
been accustomed. Were Queensland and
Western Australia to secede from the Com-
monweaith of Australia, disaster would hit
not Queensland and Western Australia but
the two large States within a matter of
three to six months. We are the ones who
sustain those States by what we produce and
what we earn on world markets, and that
is certainly seen when what we produce and
earn is compared with what we require from
income payments.

The position of Queensland is one of
which we should be enormously proud. We
are nothing to the Federal Government,
bt it owes a tremendous amount to us.
That should never be forgotten. Queensland
is in the strongest possible position when
it comes to holding up its head on the part
it plays in the Commonweaith scene. If
ever Ausiralia is threatened by Left-wing
Marxists with the Imposition of a republic,
I for one would infinitely prefer secession
to becoming part of a socialist republic.
Honourable members opposiie can quote me
as much as they like on that.

In speaking of the budgetary situation,
1 think that we should also consider for
a moment that dirty three-syllable word
“recession”. There is a great refusal among
people with socialist inclinations to admit
that there could ever be another recession,
and they say that that certainly is not what
is taking place now. Yet the Federal Budget
tactly admits the problem, because in his
statements and figures Mr. Crean shows that
he expects wages to continue rising in the
coming year at the rate of 22.4 per cent.
This is consonant with inflation running at
an anticipated 20 per cent. Mr. Crean also
said in his Budget presentation that he
expected employment to increase by only
2 per cent throughout the total work-force.
He expected that the real output from each
worker would not increase at all. The
mavimum hope—indeed, the only hope—on
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Mr. Crean’s own figures is for real output
to grow by only 2 per cent. On the best
interpretation that anybody can give, and
certainly on current trends, there will be
no rise at all in real income per capita.

What does this sort of monetary moonlight-
madness mean? It means, of course, that
the people are now so alarmed and so
apprehensive that confidence in the whole
Australian economy and monetary system
is at its lowest ebb inm almost 40 years.
Witness the run on the funds of housing
societies last week. Great attempts have been
made to suggest that the Treasurer played
a role in this run, That is similar to sug-
gesting that a person who says, “You had
better take your raincoat because it is rain-
ing”, is also responsible for the storm. The
fact is, of course, that the tremendous erosion
of confidence which made it possible for
the temporary run on housing societies to
take place indicates the damage that has
been done to the Australian system, and
the confidence of the people, by the present
Federal Government.

Small businesses are moving into bank-
ruptcy and larger businesses are looking to
voluntary liquidation because of their
liquidity problems deliberately created by the
A.L.P. egg-heads—or, should I say, bone-
heads—in Canberra. People are losing their
jobs at the rate of over 1,000 a day, and
school and university-leavers will not be able
to find the jobs for which they have been
prepared. What is this if it is not a recession?
Are we to believe that this is prosperity
on the 1974 Cairns-Whitlam styvle? Are we
to believe that this is more of the “you've
never had it so good” syndrome. second
instalment? Or perhaps it is just so much
hoo-ha, I say again, with a lot more accent
on the “hoo” than on the “ha”. Not many
pzople will be able to do much laughing
over this situation.

We are now hearing from many of
lLabor’s tame experts, who find everything
all right. Not the 130 who subscribed their
names to the advertisements before the May
clection! No; all those fellows are staying
in their bolt-holes. They are very reluctant
to come out now and admit what fools
they made of themselves in their predictions.
But we have another lot, just as brittle,
just as superficial, just as ready to try to
explain away Labor’s disastrous doctrinaire
situation, and just as wrong and just as
specious in attempting, by using big words,
to cover up what is happening.

We have been told that we have not got
a reces:zion; that we are only going through
zn adjustment. The Government is not soak-
ing the sturdy middle class in order to finance
extravagant aid to the thriftless and the shift-
less! No, it is only doing social restructuring.
In other words, we have a Government
which is so beset by outmoded doctrinaire
theory that it is making the greatest hash
of the economy that anybody could possibly
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conceive, and it is doing it against a back-
ground of stupidity, cupidity, nepotism and
unparallelled extravagance that is positively
Byzantine in scale.

I wonder, for instance, what Mr. and Mrs.
Whitlam are earning between them. The
average wage? I wonder how anybody just-
ifies the $150,000,000 that is going to libera-
tion movements, which in fact means, of
course, terronist movements. I wonder how
anybody justifies the 42 per cent increase to
$227,000,000 allocated for spending to that
casting-couch coterie in the area calied cul-
ture. I wonder how anybody justifies the
millions already spent and planned to be
spent on ugly art. How does one justify
Senator Willesee abroad with a 23-man
entourage, or Mr. Whitlam abroad with 21?

You know, Mr. Lickiss, I can remember,
in my day, when Mr. Menzies used to go
abroad with his faithful secretary, Miss Hazel
Craig, and one Press officer, and I do not
think he was less effective on the international
stage than Mr. Whitlam or Senator Willesee.

I think most people would regard it as
extremely unfortunate that Dr. Cairns should
find it necessary to take his son and daughter-
in-law away with him on trips at Government
expense.

Honourable Members interjected.

Mr. PORTER: She has gone wih him to
his ideological homeland, Red China, prob-
ably to see how well he is received in Peking.

I have said, Mr. Lickiss, that we are now
a long way down the slide. We are far into
the morass that Labor has carefully prepared
for us. We are in worse than the mud; we
are in a bog that literally has no bottom to
it. Unemployment is accelerating, with many
experts suggesting that by the middle of next
yvear it will reach half a million before it
peaks. We have a spate of business failures.
We have interest rates that are designed to kill
private home-building—and the honourable
member for Belmont should know that—and
to steer all future home-buyers into welfare
housing, to be renters from Big Brother
landlord. That is in fact what Mr. Johnson,
the Federal Minister for Housing, said
recently—that the emphasis is going to be
on welfare housing, not on allowing the
private sector to build.

This takes me back 30 years to the days
of the Chifley Government, when Mr. Ded-
man was the Minister for Housing and Post-
War Reconstruction. Speaking of home-
ownership, Mr. Dedman said, “We are not
going to allow people to become home-
owners. We are not going to turn Australin
into a nation of little capitalists.” Nothing
has changed except the names. We have Mr.
Johnson on behalf of the Federal Govern-
ment saying that he does not want anybody
to be a home-owner. Pull the carpet from
under them; they might be little capitalists;
they might not be dependent on the Govern-
ment; they might not be as obedient as we
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would like them to be? 1 say that Labor
hzs carefully prepared this holocaust into
which it has thrust us. In fact, none of us
should be surprised at its steady, dreadful
progress.

You will know, Mr. Lickiss, that a person
named Adolf Hitler wrote a book called
“Mein Kampf” and in it he outlined step by
step what he would do to achieve a dictator-
ship if and when he got to power. He got to
power, and lo and behold, what happened?
He, in fact, implemented step by step, as he
had written in his book, all the apparatus
for a dictatorship.

We have the A.L.P. platform, which sets
out step by step what must be done in order
to achieve complete centralism and power in
Canberra. If that is not enough—and the
A.L.P. Government is doing it step by step—
we have Dr. Cairns’s book “The Quiet
Revolution”, which should be required read-
ing for everybody. Dr. Cairns, that dedicated,
fanatical Marxist, sets out in “The Quiet
Revolution” step by step what is necessary
to change Australian society, without one
atom of constitutional alteration, into a
totally planned centralised society. And he is
doing it and getting away with every section
of it.

That is why we must see just how dire
the situation is and how perilous is the threat
with which we are now faced, particularly
when, within 24 hours of each of the great
pronouncements of Dr. Cairns, he is always
followed by his faithful Little Sir Echo, Mr.
Hawka. We had them saying “The system is
wrong. You will always have trouble while
you have the system. Get rid of the system
and put mine in its place.”

That was bad enough, but now we have
Dr. Cairns saying that there is a danger of
insurrection, that there may be armed revolt
and that action may have to be taken to
counter this. Within 24 hours Mr. Hawke.
having returned from Western Australia
where a piece of State legislation gave him
an opportunity to sound off, says that there
are moves afoot to put in a dictatorship and
that we have to be ready to counter them.
This is what Mr, Hawke had to say in “The
Courier-Mail” of 1 October—

“What worries me terribly . . .
looking very worried, one eyebrow up and
the other down—

“, . . is that because of the rapidity, the
acceleration of change that’s going on,
there’s a terrible possibility that we are
likely to move to a position where we'll
have a dictatorship of the extreme Left
or the extreme Right.”

What is ail