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FElectricity Bill

{16 NoveMser 1976] Papers

TUESDAY, 16 NOVEMBER 1976

Mr. SPEAKER (Hon. J. E. H. Houghton,
Redcliffe) read prayers and took the chair
at 11 a.m.

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 1975-76

Mr. SPEAKER read a message from the
Deputy Governor transmitting the Supple-
mentary Estimates for the year 1975-76.

Estimates ordered to be printed, and
referred to Committee of Supply.

VOTE ON ACCOUNT, 1977-78

Mr. SPEAKER read a message from the
Deputy Governor recommending that the
following provision be made on account of
the services of the year ending 30 June
1978—

From the Consolidated Revenue Fund of
Queensland (exclusive of the moneys
standing to the credit of the Loan Fund
Account), the sum of two hundred and
fifty million dollars;

From the Trust and Special Funds, the
sum of three hundred million dollars;

From the moneys standing to the credit
of the Loan Fund Account, the sum of
twenty-six million dollars.

Message referred to Committee of Supply.

PAPERS

The following paper was laid on the table,
and ordered to be printed:—
Report of the Builders’ Registration Board
of Queensland for the year 1975-76.
The following papers were laid on the
table;—
Order in Council reconstituting the Com-
mittee of Ingquiry—Future Land Use,
Moreton Island.

Orders in Council under—
The State Electricity Commission Acts,
1937 to 1965.
The Southern Electric Authority of
Queensland Acts, 1952 to 1964.

The Northern Electric Authority of
Queensland Acts, 1963 to 1964.

Harbours Act 1955-1976.
Forestry Act 1959-1976.
State Housing Act 1945-1974.

Regulations under the Public Service Act
1922-1973.

Report of the Timber Research and
Development Advisory Council,
South and Central Queensland, for the
year 1975-76.



Ministerial Statements

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS

PETITION CIRCULATED BY BRISBANE CITY
COUNCIL AGAINST ELECTRICITY BitL

Hon. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—
Minister for Local Government and Main
Roads) (11.6 a.m.): The Brisbane City
Council is presently actively engaged in
promoting a pentlon to itself for an expres-
sion of an opinion on whether the city
council should retain its present powers in
relation to the supply of electricity through
the operation of its electricty undertaking.
Many people may be induced to sign the
petition on the basis that it has some legal
significance—a state of mind which s
fostered by the attitude of the Lord Mayor
and aldermen. However, the practical effect
of the exercise will have the same legal
validity as any public opinion poll such as,
for instance, a Gallup Poll—about as
effective as a cockatoo in a biscuit tin.

The Government has sought legal advice
on the matter, which is to the effect that
section 53 of the Local Government Act,
on which the council seeks to rely, is not
relevant in the present circumstances where
Parliament is considering a rationalisation of
electricity undertakings throughout Queens-
land. It is basic constitutional law that
Parliament is the supreme law-making body
in the State, and the council is itself one of
the Parliament’s creations through the City
of Brisbane Act.

The council has only such powers as are
given to it by its statute. The powers of
Parliament are plenary and Parliament may,
if it chooses, divest the council of all or
any of its powers by appropriate legislation.
This is a statement of fact, and one which
the electors should bear in mind in assessing
the merits of this petition.

Section 53 is designed to enable electors
to have an opinion, through a poll, on the
desirability of a local authority’s exercise of
its powers. If the issue in the present case
were, for instance, whether a powerhouse
should be sited in a particular locality, sec-
tion 53 could have some relevance. In such
a case, the question would be whether the
council should be allowed to proceed on
what normally would be within its powers.
The section allows the Governor in Council,
at his discretion and contingent upon the
result of the poll, to direct the council to
refrain from doing some particular matter,
even though the council could otherwise
legitimately carry out that operation.

In the present case, what is in issue is
not the exercise of any power but the
fundamental question of policy of whether
local authorities, including the Brisbane City
Council, should retain the privilege of
supplying electricity within their areas, I
emphasise that this is a matter for Parlia-
ment, and one which can be exercised by
Parliament independently of any outcome of
the present action of the council.
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The council’s actions are clearly politically
motivated. It should be apparent to the
council that this essay in public relations
can in no way legally bind the Parliament,
which is competent to express iis will, as
the elected voice of the people of the State,
on a matter of State-wide significance,
irrespective of any poll or canvasz of public
opinton which the council wishes to under-
take.

The Electricity Bill is a Bill intended to
benefit the State as a whole; it has been
placed before the representatives of the
people, who are the only ones to have the
prerogative to determine the widsom or
otherwise of its provisions. Members of the
city council would be well advised to have
regard to the provisions of the City of
Brisbane Act which create personal liability
in relation to voting for expenditure on
matters which are not within the scope of
the Act.

BRISBANE CITY COUNCIL BUS SHORTAGES

Hon., K. W. HOOPER (Greenslopes—
Minister for Transport) (11.10 a.m.): In the
past three days, there have been accusations
in the media about so-called State Govern-
ment incompetence in handling Queensland’s
transport difficulties. These groundless alle-
gations were dreamed up and propagated by
the honourable member for Cairns, some
minor Federal Labor parliamentarians wasting
taxpayers’ money on a flying visit to Bris-
bane and the Brisbane City Council’s Trans-
port Committee chairman.

It was further alleged that the State Gov-
ernment was refusing to assist the city coun-
cil to obtain Federal funds for buses. This
is nothing more than A.L.P.-inspired pro-
paganda—cheap and petty, but only to be
expected from the out-of-touch Labor
machine.

As long ago as October 1974, the Bris-
bane City Council received approval of Fed-
eral finance for the purchase of seven new
buses, followed by approval for a further
23. To date, the council has obtained eight
of these 30 buses. That, Mr. Speaker, is
a magnificient achievement—eight buses in
two years! If the Brisbane City Council
is as short of buses for the Cribb Island
service as it claims, surely the first logical
step would appear to be a thorough over-
haul of the council’s own purchasing pro-
cedures so it can secure the remaining 22
buses as quickly as possible. The city
council is also complaining that the State
Government will not assist in purchasing
an additional 75 buses. This is not so. The
State Government has submitted the pur-
chase of these buses several times to the
Commonwealth as part of the Public Trans-
port Capital Works Programme for Queens-
land. Yet despite all concerted pressure
by this Government, no new public trans-
port projects were approved by either the
former Federal Labor Government in 1975-76
or by the present administration in the
current financial year.
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The Brisbane City Council went ahead and
ordered the 75 buses knowing full well that
Federal funding would not be forthcoming.
How the city council can blame the Queens-
land Government for this situation leaves
me baffled!

However, the State Government has sin-
cerely attempted to aid the city council by
a special allocation of debenture loan funds.
Likewise, this Government has done every-
thing possible to have the Federal Govern-
ment approve finance for the additional buses,
along with other vital urban transport pro-
jects for which Federal assistance was needed.
These included several bus support facilities
in the form of depots, automatic ticketing
systems, modern bus cleaning equipment and
passenger waiting sheds.

It appears to me that the State Govern-
ment must revert to conjuring if it is to
satisfy City Hall for the simple reason that
on one hand it is accused of not doing
enough to help the council, and on the
other of being apparently obsessed with fight-
ing Canberra.

The facts regarding these 75 buses are
straightforward. The city council dived in
head first and ordered these buses with the
prior knowledge that Canberra would not
approve funding. This information was con-
veyed to the former Lord Mayor, Alderman
Jones, who was a member of the Metro-
politan Transit Policy Committee. The
information was also conveyed by me to the
council and, in fact, I was so disturbed
at the council’s action in ordering these
unapproved buses that I advised the firm
it contracted with of the situation. It is
not this Government that stands indicted
but rather the inept A.L.P. City Hall adminis-~
tration, which has bungled its way into
another dilemma.

1LEADERSHIP OF OPPOSITION

Mr. BURNS (Lytton—Leader of the
Opposition) (11.14 a.m.): I wish to announce
that the honourable member for Bulimba
(Mr. J. W. Houston) has been elected Deputy
Leader of the Opposition in place of the
honourable member for Nudgee (Mr. I.
Melloy), who has resigned that position.

PETITION
ELECTRICITY BiLL

Mr. MELLOY (Nudgee) presented a
petition from 45 electors of Queensland pray-
ing that the Parliament of Queensland will
reject the proposed electricity legislation and
immediately appoint an independent electrical
supply industry organisation consultant
group to investigate all aspects of the elec-
tricity supply industry within the State and
furnish a report to Parliament as soon as
possible.

Petition read and received.

{16 Novemser 1976] Communications from B.C.C.

COMMUNICATIONS FROM BRISBANE
CITY COUNCIL

ELECTRICITY BILL

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 inform honourable
members that on Friday evening last 1
received a telegram reading as follows:—

“Suggest you consider real issues in-
volved in Electricity Bill. This council is
not against proposed generation and trans-
mission authority. Is not against equalisa-
tion of tariff objective. However the
council is for local democracy and there-
fore considers the electricity distribution
should be controlled by local government
if possible rather than by ad hoc bodies.

It has been proven that no other statutory

body in Australia distributes electricity

more economically than Brisbane City

Council. The council already shares the

benefit of the efficiency with country con-

sumers through bulk supply tariff. If this
efficiency is lost everybody loses. This is
no last minute protest. Up till now we have
exhausted every other avenue possible with-
out any result.
“ . . Frank Sleeman Lord Mayor.”
1 also advise honourable members that, as I
came into the Chamber this morning, I
received the following letter:—
“Lord Mayor’s Office
“Brisbane
“16th November, 1976.
“Dear Mr. Speaker,
“re: Flectricity Bill

“I have to inform you that at a Special
Meeting of my Council held at 10 a.m.
today, the Council unanimously passed the
resolutions on the page attached hereto
marked ‘A’.

“I should be pleased if you would bring
this matter to the attention of Parliament.”

The resolutions read—

“1. That the petition presented by the
Town Clerk lodged pursuant to s. 53 of the
Local Government Act 1936-1976 be
received.

“2. That the Council take a poll of the
electors of the Area upon the question relat-
ing to local government, viz.:

whether Brisbane City Council should

retain those powers it has had and
possessed since ifs initial constitution in
1925 in relation to light and power and
continue to operate its electricity under-
taking, upon which not less than ten
per centum of the electors of the Area
have petitioned for an expression of
opinion.

“3. That the Council requests that the
Governor in Council make such modifica-
tions of the provisions referred to in s. 53
(6) of the Local Government Act as are
necessary for the taking of the poll of the
electors of the Area upon that question
and that the Town Clerk convey that
request, through the Director of ILocal
Government, to the Governor in Council.
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“4. That this meeting be adjourned to
11.00 a.m. on that day which is the first
Tuesday at least two clear days after the
Town Clerk has transmitted by post to or
otherwise left for or delivered to each
alderman at his usual or last known place
of abode or business, or to such other
address as any alderman may request by
notice in writing addressed to the Town
Clerk, a notice that the Council has
received advice as to the intentions with
regard to that request.”

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS
APPROPRIATION BirLr (No. 2)

Hon. T. G. NEWBERY (Mirani—Leader
of the House): 1 move—

“That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as would otherwise prevent the
receiving of Resolutions from the Com-
mittees of Supply and Ways and Means on
the same day as they shall have passed in
those Committees and the passing of an
Appropriation Bill through all its stages in
one day.”

Motion agreed to.

GRAIN RESEARCH FOUNDATION BILL
INITIATION

Hon. V. B. SULLIVAN (Condamine—
Minister for Primary Industries): 1 move—
“That the House will, at its present sit-
ting, resolve itself into a Committee of
the Whole to consider introducing a Bill
relating to the promotion of research in
the Queensland grain industries; to provide
for the constitution of a Grain Research
Foundation; and for related purposes.”

Motion agreed to.

SUGAR EXPERIMENT STATIONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

INITIATION

Hon. V. B. SULLIVAN (Condamine—
Minister for Primary Industries): I move—
“That the House will, at its present sit-
ting, resolve itself intc a Committee of
the Whole to consider introducing a Bill to
amend the Sugar Experiment Stations Act
1900-1973 in certain particulars and for
another purpose.”

Motion agreed to.

PHARMACY BILL
INtTIATION

Hon., T. G. NEWBERY (Mirani—Leader
of the House): I move—

“That the House will, at its present sit-
ting, resolve itself into a Committee of the
Whole to consider introducing a Bill relat-
ing to the qualifications and registration of

pharmacists and for the regulation of the
practice of pharmacy and for related
purposes.”

Motion agreed to.

PSYCHOLOGISTS BILL
INITIATION

Hon. T. G. NEWBERY (Mirani—Leader of
the House): 1 move—

“That the House will, at its present
sitting, resolve itself into a Committee of
the Whole to consider introducing a Bill
to provide for the constitution of a Psy-
chologists Board, the establishment of a
register of psychologists, the regulation of
the practice of psychology and for other
purposes.”

Motion agreed to.

QUESTIONS UPON NOTICE

1. INJURIES AND DEATHS FROM ACCIDENTS
AT Roma STREET RaiLway Goops YARD

Mr. Jones, pursuant to notice, asked the
Minister for Transport—

(1) What is the number of deaths caused
by accidents to workers in the Roma
Street Goods Yard and what were the
causes of the deaths and the date on
which each took place?

(2) What is the number of injuries
serious or otherwise caused by accident
and what was the cause of each accident,
the nature of the injuries and the date on
which each took place?

Answers:—

(1) During the past five years there has
been one death, a checker having died from
head injuries sustained in a fall from a
motor truck on 22 November 1973.

(2) During the same period there were
34 instances of serious injuries having been
sustained in accidents at Roma Street and
801 instances of minor injuries. I am
tabling relevant details for the information
of the honourable member.

Whereupon the honourable gentleman laid
the derails on the table.

2. ForesTrRy aND CounciL DAMAGE TO
CooLo0OLA NATIONAL PARK

Mr. Simpson, pursuant to notice, asked the
Minister for Lands, Forestry, National Parks
and Wildlife Service—

(1) Is he aware of recent reports of
alleged damage to the Cooloola National
Park by a Forestry Department burn-off
of the Noosa Plain and by the construction
by the Widgee Shire Council of a water
pipeline from Tewah Creek to Bayside
development near the township of Tin Can
Bay?
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(2) Does he have first-hand knowledge
of these matters and, if so, are the reports
correct?

(3) Is the Widgee Shire being asked to
spend an extra $40,000 to provide under-
ground power rather than overhead wires
to the pump site?

(4) What are the conditions under which
the Widgee Shire may take water from the
Cooloola National Park?

Answersi—
(1) Yes, I am aware of the reports.

(2) Following my visit to the Cooloola
area last week, I satisfied myself that the
joint Forestry Department-National Parks
and Wildlife Service burn-off on the Noosa
Plain was carried out effectively and effici-
ently without any so-called “ravaging” of
the national park. From my inspection it
was quite obvious that the prescribed burn
on the Noosa Plain area resulted only in
a low intensity fire, and the burnt area
is already lush and green with numerous
wild flowers blooming profusely.

It was equally obvious that the fire had
achieved its aim of reducing the risk of
a devastating wildfire occurring later in
the summer, and that the burnt area was
less than 10 per cent of the area of the
Noosa Plain. This is directly opposed to
grossly inaccurate and misleading state-
ments made in the media that between 50
to 80 per cent of the Noosa Plain had been
burnt, and 1 can only say that such state-
ments are to be deplored.

The water pipeline from Tewah Creek
to the Bayside development near the town-
ship of Tin Can Bay is in the course of
construction, and I saw no evidence of
any damage to the forestry area or the
national park as a result of the installation.

(3) Originally, the Widgee Shire Council
did agree to provide underground power
through the national park area, but this
has now been altered to provide overhead
wiring in order to reduce costs, and also
to facilitate maintenance.

(4) Concerning the water pipeline, I am
also satisfied that my National Parks and
Wildlife Service has taken the necessary
steps to ensure that the pipeline will be
laid with minimum disturbance and the
natural character of the Cooloola landscape
will be preserved.

The conditions agreed to by the Widgee
Shire Council and the National Parks and
Wildlife  Service are summarised as
foliows:—

Access—existing
where possible.

Water lines to be laid underground.

Pumping station to be electrically
operated with housing location and design
approved by the service.

tracks to be used

{16 NovemMBER 1976]
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Treatment plants to be located outside
the park.

Restoration—the service to assist the
council to ensure maximum preservation
of park value.

REFLECTORISED NUMBER-PLATES
FOR MOTOR VEHICLES

Mr. Melloy, pursuant to notice, asked the

Minister for Local Government and Main
Roads—

4.

Now that the new number-plate system
is to be introduced in Queensland, will his
department consider introducing reflector-
ised number-plates to facilitate safety and
identification of vehicles at night?

Answer:—

Fvidence has not yet been produced that
reflectorised number-plates have contributed
to the reduction of accidents. In fact, if
more reflective surface were needed, it
could be more cheaply and effectively
provided by larger reflectors. It is not pro-
posed to use refiectorised plates at present,
but the matter will be kept under consider-
ation.

GREATER BRISBANE AREA MODIFIED
TowN PLAN

Mr. Miller, pursuant to notice, asked the

Minister for Local Government and Main
Roads—

(1) Is he aware that the Brisbane City
Council is, by inference, placing the respon-
sibility on him and the Government for any
change in the modified town plan?

(2) Has the council both the authority
and the responsibility to make changes in
the plan to accommodate all or any of
the 6,000 or so objections that the council
has received?

(3) What criteria will he use to deter-
mine whether the council has adequately
considered all objections and has not merely
passed the buck to the Government?

Answers.—
(1) No.

(2) The Brisbane City Council has ne
authority to make any changes to the
modified plan once it has been placed on
public exhibition. However, after consider-
Ing objections received, it is required to
make representations to the Governor in
Council through me in respect of all objec-
tions made and lodged as prescribed,
including representations on each ground of
objection.

(3) The objections and the council’s
representations thereon will be carefully
studied by officers of the Department of
Local Government and inspections will be
made on the site.
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5. IMPROVEMENTS TO HIGHWAY,
TOWNSVILLE-CHARTERS TOWERS

Mr. Katter, pursuant to notice, asked the
Minister for Local Government and Main
Roads—

(1) In view of the volume of traffic on
the highway between Charters Towers and
Townsville and as sections of this road are
iess than one lane wide, for what work on
this highway is his department committed?

(2) How much money will be spent on
this highway (a) between now and Christ-
mas and (b) in 1977 or the next financial
year?

Mr. BINZE: The honourable member for
Flinders is one of the happiest members in
the House because next week the Premier,
together with the honourable member for Mt.
Isa, will be visiting his electorate to celebrate
the completion of the sealing of the connect-
ing link between Townsville and Darwin.
The completion of this work means that there
is an all-bitumen-sealed road from Darwin to
the east coast of Queensland, down through
the southern States and around to Perth,
then back up to Broome. Such a project has
been the subject of talk for a long time, and
we are proud of its completion. I commend
the honourable member for Flinders, a young
member, for the work that he has done in
the couple of years that he represented his
electorate.

The answers to the questions are as fol-
lows:—

Answers.—

(1) Resources have been concentrated
on the completion of the Flinders High-
way west of Charters Towers. However
two schemes totalling $420,000 will be
released on this section of the highway
early in 1977, with $210,000 expenditure
before 30 June.

(2) Routine maintenance repairs are in
progress at present and will be completed
by Christmas, It is hoped next financial
year to lift expenditure to about $850,000
on the Charters Towers-Townsville section
and progressively reconstruct the road.

I am sure that with treatment such as
that, the honourable member’s electors will
keep him there for ever.

6. RiGHT TO SUE UNIONS FOR LOSSES
fIROUGH INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES

Mr. Katter, pursuant to notice, asked the
Minister for Industrial Development, Labour
Relations and Consumer Affairs—

(1) May a private person or group of
persons sue for personal loss any striking
unions or unionists whose abuse of the
right to strike in North Queensland recently
has deprived many of their fellow workers
of the right to work?
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(2) Is there any legal way that other
unions or unionists can protect themselves
now or in the future against such industrial
excesses?

Answer:—

(1 and 2) The law in relation to this
matter is, I am advised, very complex.
Because of sections 70, 71 and 72 of the
Industrial Conciliation and Arbitration
Act, the employees recently on strike in
North Queensland could not be sued for
damages by reason only of the fact that
they participated in a strike which directly
or indirectly caused financial loss to
another person. Whilst an Order in Coun-
cil under section 72A would remove the
protection afforded by sections 70, 71 and
72, it still would be a most difficult action
in civil law for any particular plaintiff to
succeed in, as he would have to prove that
there was a conspiracy by the employees
recently on strike to injure him. Two other
practical problems of major significance
would be for a particular plaintiff to estab-
lish locus standi and, assuming that any
action taken was successful and damages
were awarded, to recover any of those
damages. I do not propose to make any
other comments on this matter as the
merits of the employees’ claims are now
the subject of an inquiry by a Full Bench
of the State Industrial Commission.

7. ACTIVITIES OF VOLVO MOTOR VEHICLE
COMPANY IN QUEENSLAND

Mr. Jones, pursuant to notice, asked the
Premier—

(1) Following the purchase of a Volvo
264 car as one of the impressive transport
fleet for his personal use in the electorate
of Barambah, did he, in a Press statement
in “The Courier-Mail” of 25 June, state
that he would invite Volvo to Queensland
as a car manufacturer to establish its
headquarters?

(2) Was he correctly reported as stating
that during his following overseas trip in
July he would have talks with the Volvo
Company in Sweden and urge a decision
for expansion of Volvo operations in
Queensland?

(3) Despite his assurances and/or
because of his personal representations in
Sweden and assistance in Brisbane, is
Volvo closing its Queensland regional
retail division as of 31 December?

(4) If so, how successful has he been
in encouraging the firm to expand its
operations in Queensland?

(5) In view of his statements, is this
now considered to be a winding-down or
an apparent restriction of Volvo’s activities
in this State?

(6) What is the degree of the scale-
down and what will it mean to the metro-
politan bus transport contracts and the
supply of buses to the Brisbane City Coun-
cil through this outlet?
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Answer:—

(1 to 6) The honourable member is
becoming just another A.L.P. knocker of
everything this Government is doing to
advance the prosperity and employment
opportunities of Queenslanders.

The facts of the matter are that, fol-
lowing negotiations with the Department
of Commercial and Industrial Develop-
ment in 1970, Volvo Australia Pty. Ltd.
acquired the British Motor Corporation
property of 3.2 hectares on the Wacol
Industrial Estate, with factory premises of
8 900 square metres.

Since then Volvo has virtually been
engaged in a continuous expansion pro-
gramme and now has a building area of
22326 sq m on a 7.9 ha site. In addi-
tion, adjacent sites on the estate totalling
4.8 ha have been leased to the company
and it recently commenced construction
of a 3000 sqg m building to cater for
further expansion.

It will be apparent that there is no
winding-down or retraction of Volvo's
activities in Queensland; indeed the reverse
is the case. The company is expanding
its truck and bus production facilities and
in so doing will be adding to its already
substantial work-force.

Contrary to what the honourable mem-
ber has suggested, I am informed the
company is not closing down its regional
retail division but is restructuring its
organisation to cater for its expanding
operations.

Apart from a plant in Belgium servicing
the European Economic Community, the
Volvo establishment at Wacol is the com-
pany’s largest truck production facility out-
side of Sweden and supplies not only the
Australian market but also New Zealand
and South-East Asia.

In addition to what it has already
achieved, the company is looking to the
future and any assistance or encourage-
ment I and my Government can give in
this regard will most certainly be forth-
coming. 1 hope that information adds to
the honourable member’s general know-
ledge.

8. MR. JoBN SINCLAIR, ADULT EDUCATION

OFFICER, MARYBOROUGH

Mr. Alison, pursuant to notice, asked the
for Education and Cultural

(1) Has his attention been drawn to
Press reports in “The Courier-Mail” of 11
November that Mr. John Sinclair, an adult
education officer from Maryborough, was
in Canberra approaching the Common-
wealth Government on projects for work
for Maryborough people shortly to be out
of work owing largely to his activities?

(2) Who authorised this time off for
Mr. Sinclair or may Mr. Sinclair authorise
time off for himself?

[16 NovemMBER 1976]
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(3) Has his attention been drawn to
an admission by Mr. Sinclair in the “Sunday
Sun” of 31 October that he spends 40
hours per week on conservation issues?

(4) For how many days will Mr. Sinclair
be in Canberra this week and how many
hours will he actually spend on adult
education work?

(5) Does Mr. Sinclair still actually carry
out some adult education work or has he
at last given up any pretext cf earning
his salary?

Answers.—
(1) Yes.

(2) The district organiser, with due
regard to the centre’s programme and ser-
vice to the public.

Officers are entitled to take time off in
lieu of overtime worked. This time off
should be taken within 28 days of the over-
time being worked provided that no dislo-
cation occurs in respect to working
arrangements and attention to the public.
The district organiser has the responsibility
of deciding when time off can be taken in
accordance with the centre’s programme.
The month’s programme is drawn up in
advance and suitable periods when time
off can be taken can be decided.

(3) Mr. Sinclair’s official duty hours are
364 per week. How he uses his cwn time
is a matter for him.

(4) Thursday and Friday. At least 213
hours. Over the past three weeks he has
worked overtime more than sufficient fo
cover this time off.

(5) Yes—Mr. Sinclair still works the
364 hours per week plus or minus over-
time and time off in lieu of overtime.

STAFF NUMBERS AND CONDITIONS,
H.M. PrisoN, BRISBANE

Mr. Aikens, pursuant to notice, asked the

Minister for Community and Welfare Services
and Minister for Sport—

(1) Is it a fact that, following demands
by prisoners at Brisbane Prison, the admin-
istration agreed to replace the luscious pies
made at the prison with Wedgewood pies
bought from an outside firm and to provide
on the menu for prisoners chicken, with
frozen vegetables and ice-cream, also
bought from an outside firm and, if so,
what is the estimated annual cost of
these changes?

(2) Are prison officers now entitled to
two two-course meals at 31c each
during each shift of eight hours?

(3) What are the items on the menu
of the two-course meals or will he table
a specimen menu?

(4) What is the estimated additional
annual cost of the increase in prison
staff and the numerous promotions made
in the last six months?
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(5) What is now the estimated daily
cost of keeping a prisoner in Brisbane
Prison?

Mr. AIKENS: I rise to a point of order.
Mr. Speaker, can you keep the louts in the
A.L.P. quiet so that I can hear the Minister’s
answer.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I warn all honour-
able members that there is far too much
noise in the Chamber. 1 shall have to deal
with honourable members if they will not
allow answers to be heard in silence. I have
warned honourable members previously. I do
not want to do the wrong thing by anybody,
but T warn all honourable members that if
they misbehave I shall have to deal with
them.

Answers:—

(1) No. I am advised that some time
ago large pies were prepared in the kitchens
of the Brisbane Prison complex but it was
found that pies could be purchased at a
general contract rate which was less than
the cost to produce in prison. In addition,
it enabled a variety of pies to be procured.
The pies are purchased at a general con-
tract price of 15.5c each. Poultry and
frozen vegetables are also purchased.
Poultry is secured at contract rates of $1.30
per kg and provides variation in the prison
diet. Frozen vegetables are only procured
for prisoners when supplies of fresh vege-
tables from the prison gardens are not
available. Ice-cream is not purchased for
priscners and is not included on prisoners’
menus. A dissection of the estimated
annual cost of any change in purchase pro-
cedures is not available, but by purchasing
frozen pies, chickens and vegetables in
bulk, costs are kept to a minimum.

(2) Facilities are available to provide
breakfast, lunch and dinner for prison
officers. If an officer’s rostered shift
covers a period which enables him to par-
take of two meals during a shift, then
it is possible for the officer to secure two
meals. The hours for meal breaks are
laid down in the Prison Employees’
Award-—State.

(3) T am informed that the menu for
priscn officers at Brisbane Prison is changed
from time to time and for the information
of the honourable member, I table a copy
of a notice to all prison officers in the
Brisbane Prison complex from the acting
chief superintendent setting out the menu
from 8 November 1976 to 14 November
1976, both dates inclusive,

(4) $112,600.
(5) %$21.37. This figure is based on the

approved formula for a recoupment of
costs for maintaining Commonwealth
prisoners.

Where upon the honourable gentleman laid
the notice on the table.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Porr oN ELECTRICITY BILL

Mr. BURNS: 1 ask the Minister for Mines
and Energy: As Mr. Speaker indicated to
the House this morning that the Brisbane
City Council carried a resolution to take
a poll of electors of its area after 60,000
electors had signed a petition—upon the ques-
tion whether the Brisbane City Council should
retain those powers it has had and possessed
since its initial constitution in 1925 in rela-
tion to light and power and continue to
operate its electricity undertaking, upon
which not less than 10 per cent of the
electors of the area have petitioned for an
expression of opinion, will he, in the light
of this massive petition, and the council’s
decision, recommit the Electricity Bill for
reconsideration in this Chamber, or delay
the third reading until the electors have had
an opportunity to express their democratic
vote on this matter?

Mr. CAMM: As the Leader of the Opposi-
tion called “Not formal” on the third reading
of the Electricity Bill, I take it that he
will be initiating debate later this evening
on the Bill. I inform him now that I have
no intention of deferring the third reading of
the Bill, In initiating a petition, the Brisbane
City Council engaged in an exercise in futility.
Even though it had possession of the Bill
for more than five weeks, nothing was done
until two days before the second reading
of the Bill was moved.

Mr. Burns: Other councils also are upset,
not only the Brisbane City Council.

Mr. CAMM: The claim of the Leader of
the Opposition that other councils are upset
makes me think that I should read the telex
which I received this morning from North
Queensland as follows:—

“The Queensland Government must
resolutely reject pressure from the Bris-
bane brigade to back down on the Electri-
city Bill.

“Brisbane’s Lord Mayor, Alderman
Sleeman, is leading a last-ditch bid to
block the legislation by running a petition
for a referendum.

“It will not have escaped the notice
of provincial and rural Queensland
dwellers that the proposed referendum is
for Brisbane residents only.

“In other words, the wishes of peqple
who do not live in the metropolitan
cluster are being ignored.

“Alderman Sleeman—and with him a
considerable number of politicians, prin-
cipally AL.P. men—are crying tears
of concern for Brisbane residents and
other South-eastern Queensland residents
who will have to pay more for their
electricity under the new system of power
distribution involving seven electricity
boards.
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“Their tears will not touch the hearts
of North Queenslanders, who have long
suffered, among many other penalties, the

handicap of higher power tariffs for living
in and developing the State’s most richly
endowed region.

“North Queensland and other non-
metropolitan dwellers stand to gain from
the Electricity Bill, in the form of an
eventual reduction of the prices they pay
for electricity.

“This is no more than their just due.

“Why should provincial and rural
people, who produce the bulk of the
State’s wealth, and upon whom the

metropolitan welfare is dependent, have
to suffer the iniquitous impost of having
to pay up to 55 per cent more for their
power than do Brisbane consumers?

“The high price of power is one of the
chief deterrents to the peopling and
development of non-metropolitan areas.
Industry naturally hesitates to branch out
into the country when power costs are
so heavy.

“One of the ultimate objectives of the
Electricity Bill is uniform tariffs through-
out the State. Admittedly, the Minister
for Mines and Energy, Mr. Camm, has
said that this will not happen overnight.
But Mr. Camm has declared clearly that
it is an eventual objective.

“North Queensland long ago pointed
the way when the Townsville Regional
Electricity Board, after a long relentless
fight by rural members of the Board,
abolished the rural surcharge that had given
Townsville consumers a price advantage
over couniry users.

“The same principle must be applied
throughout the State.

“The Sleeman petition for a referendum
is a cynical exercise in Brisbane self-
interest with a corresponding callous
indifference to the needs and feelings of
the rest of the State—a type of polls
patriotism as practised in ancient Greece.

“The State Government should give it
the short shrift it deserves.”

That is the telex I received this morning

Mr. Burns: From whom?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I warn all hon-
ourable members on my left, particularly the
Leader of the Opposition, that I will not
tolerate persistent interjections. I ask them
to allow the Minister to be heard in silence.

Mr. CAMM: I want to repeat something
that I said during my second-reading speech
on the Electricity Bill. On television, the
Lord Mayor keeps hammering that the Gov-
ernment is going to take over electricity
or the Government is going to do something
else. All that the Bill does is enable a
board to be set up, comprising five repre-
sentatives of the local authorities in South-
east Queensland, to govern the distribution
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of electricity in this region of South Queens-
land. That is what the Bill does. The
Government is not taking the industry over.
Brisbane City Council representatives,
together with representatives from the other
local authorities, will be on the board. What
is the Brisbane City Council frightened of?
Is it frightened that the other local authority
representatives will find out what it has
been doing with the money it has received
from the electricity users of Brisbane?

Mr. BURNS: (Lytton—Leader of the
Opposition) (11.39 a.m.): So that we can find
out who sent it, I move—

“That the telex read by the Minister be
tabled.”

Mr. CAMM: It is the editorial in “The
Townsville Daily Bulletin®.

Mr. BURNS: A great telex! I have another
question, Mr. Speaker. Would you stop the
honourable member for Townsville South
interjecting all the time?

Mr. Aikens: Where does Jones stand?
Mr. Jones interjected.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I warn the hon-
ourable members for Townsville South and
Cairns under Standing Order 123A.

Mr. BURNS: What about pulling him into
line?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I warn the Leader
of the Opposition under Standing Order 123A.

Mr. BURNS: I think that somewhere along
the line there ought to be a bit of fair
play so far as the honourable member for
Townsville South is concerned.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I take that remark
as a reflection on the Chair. The Leader of
the Opposition will withdraw it.

Mr. BURNS: 1 withdraw it, Mr. Speaker.
PoricE DEPARTMENT PROMOTIONS PROCEDURE

Mr. BURNS: 1 ask the Minister for Police:
Is it normal Government practice in filling
senior administrative positions within the
Queensland Police Force for the commis-
sioner to tender recommendations? Was the
commissioner consulted in the present case?
Did he make recommendations? Did his
recommendations coincide with the appoint-
ments announced yesterday by Cabinet or
was he overruled?

Mr. NEWBERY: The Government has the
final say.

BUILDING SOCIETY INTEREST RATES

Mr. BURNS: In directing a question to
the Minister for Works and Housing, I refer
to his statement in this House on 16
September 1976 during the passage of the
Building Societies Act Amendment Bill (No.
2) that he expected efficient and well-manage
societies to lower their interest rates below
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the current level at that time of 11% per
cent, that he would be keeping a close watch
over the interest rates charged by societies
and, furthermore, that he would not hesitate
to reimposz controls where unreasonable non-
competitive rates were being charged. I now
ask the Minister: How does he reconcile
that statement made in Parliament on 16
September 1976 with the action taken by the
Queensland Permanent Building Society to
raise its interest rates to borrowers to 12%
per cent from 1 December?

Myr. LEE: The question certainly shows
the lack of understanding of the Leader of
the Opposition of the finances of building
societies and the reasons why they may have
to raise their interest rates. In the first place,
when I made the statement referred to the
bond rate was 9% per cent. It increased by
% per cent, and it has further increased since.
Surely the honourable member knows that
the bond rate has an effect on the amount of
money available from the public purse.

There has also been since the time of my
statement a rise in the interest rate on
Treasury notes and surely this, too, has an
effect on interest rates generally.

The Leader of the Opposition seems to
want building societies to receive no funds,
which means that he wants to see the building
industry in this nation crash. It seems that
he will do everything in his power to affect
adversely the very people for whom he
pretends to want to see homes provided,
namely, the workers of Queensland.

ProrPOSED CUT-BACK IN JAPANESE BEEF
IMPORTS

Mr. MULLER: I ask the Minister for
Primary Industries: Has he read a report in
today’s ‘“Courier-Mail” that the Japanese
Government will announce today its intention
to reduce Australia’s meat quota for the first
six months of 1977 from the anticipated
45 000 tonnes to 20 000 tonnes? If so, will
he outline to the House what effect this
alarming reduction in the quota will have on
the already seriously depressed state of the
beef industry and the confidence of the pro-
ducers in their future?

Mir. SULLIVAN: 1 did read the announce-
ment in the Press this morning, and it cer-
tainly shocked me to think that the Japan-
ese Government is contemplating a cut-
back in the quota for the first six months of
1977. But it did not come as a surprise,
because my contact in Japan, as recently as
last Saturday, told me of a delay in the
supply of 2000 tonnes out of the total of
9 500 tonnes to be delivered in the last half
of this yvear. That meat was to be supplied
by 15 June, and the Japanese requested that
delivery be delayed for a fortnight, although
they were still going to take delivery.

There are three reasons for this. The first
is the increase in the production of beef in
Japan and the downturn in consumption.
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The second is the big surplus of pigmeats
held in cold storage in Japan. After all,
there are no restrictions on the import of
pigmeats into Japan, and at the moment
there is a surplus of upwards of 130 000
tonnes of pigmeat being held in cold storage.
The third reason—and on this point I appeal
to the Leader of the Opposition and other
honourable members opposite for their help
—is a real concern about delays in the
delivery of meat caused by industrial strife
on the wharves here. Meat that should
have arrived in Japan in August and Sep-
tember was arriving there in October, and
this has created a problem. I have spoken
to two lot feeders who have been in Japan,
Mr. Robin Hart and Mr. Don Bridgeford,
who were looking at the situation, and the
concern of the Japanese importers—the
L.IP.C. and the Government—is that boned-
out chilled meat is taking 63 days to arrive
at its destination.

When the honourable member for War-
wick, the honourable member for Mary-
borough, myself and other members
of the trade mission were in Japan last
year the Japanese importers stated empha-
tically that boned-out chilled meat must
arrive within 42 days of its being pro-
cessed. The delays I have referred to have
been caused by industrial strife. We also
have problems with the oil industry that are
presently being discussed, and we have heard
of problems with the handling of wool.
Militant trade-unionists are in the minority,
and I think that many decent trade-unionists
realise that the people involved in the pro-
duction of goods for export are Australians
and decent people like themselves. So 1
hope that this matter can be overcome on
more of a personal basis. I think we can
all understand the feelings of the people in
the beef industry, after what they have been
through, about the suggestion that there is
to be a cut-back of 25000 tonnes of the
45000 tonnes agreed upon.

I commend the Prime Minister and the
Federal Minister for Primary Industry (Mr.
Sinclair) for the action they have taken. I
understand that the Prime Minister immed-
iately called the Japanese Ambassador to
discuss the matter and that he has been in
touch urgently with the Prime Minister of
Japan. The NARA agreement, which was
signed last vear by the Prime Ministers of
Japan and Australia, calls for co-operation
and good will in relation to trade. In view
of the state of the beef industry in Australia,
a cut-back of 25000 tonnes in the first six
months of 1977 does not show either co-
operation or good will, in my opinion. I
hope that, for the sake of the beef industry
and the people in it, the Prime Minister’s
efforts will result in the reversing of the
decision of the Japanese.

At 12 noon,

In accordance with the provisions of Stand-
ing Order No. 307, the House went into
Commitiee of Supply.
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SUPPLY

RESUMPTION OF COMMITTEE—ESTIMATES—
FLEVENTH AND TWELFTH ALLOTTED DAYS

(The Chairman of Committees, Mr. W. D.
Hewitt, Chatsworth, in the chair)

ESTIMATES-IN-CHIEF, 1976-77
THE PREMIER
CHIEF OFFICE

Hon. J. BJELKE-PETERSEN (Barambah
—Premier) (12.1 p.m.): I move—

“That $2,425,262 be granted for ‘The
Premier—Chief Office’.”

This is an increase of $289,471 over last
year’s actual expenditure and results from
a salaries increase of $101,003 and a con-
tingencies increase of $188,468. The increase
in salaries is in accordance with current
upward trends and is mainly due to Public
Service Award and basic wage increases.
The actual number of officers in Chief Office
has been increased by four from 63 to
67.

The increase in the amount required for
Contingencies arises mainly as a result of
expenditure under “Incidental and Miscel-
Janeous Expenses” and “Government Motor
Garage”.

In regard to Incidental and Miscellaneous
Expenses, members will appreciate that the
Premier’s Department is the Executive depart-
ment of the State and from time to time
expenditures of an unusual and unforeseen
nature are made.

During the previous year it was necessary
to establish a section to deal exclusively with
Federal affairs and in 1976-77 it will be
necessary to provide further amounts under
Incidental and Miscellaneous Expenses to
enable this section to fulfil its proper function.
I am sure all members will appreciate the
necessity for the Government to be fully
informed in all matters involving Common-
wealth/State relations and to do so it is
necessary to ensure that the best advice is
obtained and that all action necessary is
taken to ensure that the interests of Queens-
land are protected.

The increase in the Vote for the Govern-
ment Motor Garage is attributable to the
considerable  increases employees have
received in wages and allowances. I wish
to point out that since its establishment at
Zillmere, the quality and efficiency of the
service provided by the Government Motor
Garage has been much improved and has led
to increased use of its facilities by all depart-
ments.

As I did on the previous occasion when
I presented the Estimates of my department,
I wish to pay tribute to the work of my
officers, particularly the senior officers of the
departments and subdepartments under my
control.

The ambit of the Premier’s portfolio is
an extensive one and, as his department is
the Executive department of the State, it is
essential that its personnel have a marked
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degree of ability and experience in administra-
tion and also the ability to contribute to
and co-ordinate matters which affect all facets
of the State’s activities.

At this point it is appropriate that I
comment briefly on the Estimates provisions
for departments other than Chief Office.

The Agent-General’s Office in London has
continued to play its valuable role as a
channel of information to and from the Staie
and also in providing a service to visiting
Queenslanders both on official and private
occasions.

As members will be aware, the Co-
ordinator-General’s  Department  assumes
major responsibilities in relation to the Loan
Works Programme and the implementation
of Government policy and ensures that Gov-
ernment departments co-operate in a logical
and orderly fashion in large Government
projects.

At this point T would like to pay tribute
to the services of Sir Charles Barton, the
Co-ordinator-General, who is shortly to retire
and whose successor has recently been
announced. Sir Charles has played an invalu-
able role in co-ordinating many of the State’s
major development projects and his con-
tribution to the development of the State
in this field cannot be under-estimated.

I personally have a very high regard for
Sir Charles Barton and the work he has
done, just as I have a very high regard
for his successor, the new Co-ordinator-
General, whose appointment was announced
recently. In addition, he has given the
Government wise counsel on a diverse range
of other matters, including environmental
control, regional co-ordination, planning and
development and general administration. We
do thank Sir Charles for his outstanding
work—a contribution which has been recog-
nised by Her Majesty the Queen.

Not the Jleast of the activities which
the Co-ordinator-General’s Department has
been involved in is with the Metropolitan
Transit Project Board, which has now become
the Metropolitan Transit Authority, and in
this role will have the important task of
planning the future transport needs of the
populous South-eastern region of the State.
In the forthcoming year this authority will
provide funds for railway works, interchange
construction and bus support activities.

The Premier’s portfolio also encompasses
the work of the Parliamentary Counsel, Mr.
Leo Murray, and his officers. They have
the extremely responsible task of drafting
legislation in as precise a form as the
subject will allow and which also will imple-
ment the policies espoused by the Govern-
ment. Their expert services are greatly
appreciated.

The Public Service Board, under the chair-
manship of Mr. R. H. Fields, continues to
discharge effectively the functions imposed on
it as the central administrative authority
responsible to the Premier for the efficient
control of the Public Service. The public
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Service Board is charged with the imple-
mentation of the Government’s decision to
restrain staff growth throughout Public Service
departments and is carrying out this task
in a manner which will ensure maximum
economy while still providing an efficient
service to the public. The board is also
proceeding with the computerisation of staff
records and an amount of $143,000 has
been provided for this particular purpose.

This resumé of my department’s activities
is of necessity brief but before concluding
1 must mention the activities of other estab-
lishments which, although small, play an
important role in the department’s functions.
These offices are: the Parliamentary Reporting
Staff, with whose efficiency we are all very
familiar; the State Public Relations Bureau,
which continues to do sterling work in promot-
ing the image of Queensland; and the State
Stores, which performs a very necessary
function in acting as the State’s major pur-
chasing agent. At this juncture I would like
to pay tribute to the services of Mr. Tom
Purtell, the former manager of the State
Stores, who retired in July this year. Mr.
Purtell gave very valuable service to the
State in this responsible position. T extend
to him sincere appreciation of the services
he rendered.

Finally, in the Miscellaneous Services Vote,
provision is made for many special grants
to worthy organisations which the Govern-
ment sees fit to provide from time to time.
No doubt we would like to provide more
to the many fine community organisations
mentioned there and indeed we do try
to make available something extra in most
years. In addition to these grants, an amount
has been provided for the expenses associated
with the Constitutional Convention and vari-
ous other activities.

I commend the motion to the Committee.

Mr. BURNS (Lytton—ILeader of the
Opposition) (12.9 p.m.): Today is the first
occasion since 29 November 1973 that this
Parliament has enjoyed the rare privilege
of debating the Budget Estimates of the
Premier’s Department. For three long years.
at Budget time, the extravagant financial
adventures of the Premier have been protected
from scrutiny, under the sanctuary of parlia-
mentary silence.

Mr. Katter interjected.

Mr. BURNS: Since 1967-68, the last 12
months

Mr. Katter inferjected.

A Government Member: He can’t hear you.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I suggest that
the honourable member keep quiet so that

he may hear the Leader of the Opposition
a little better.

Mr. BURNS: Since 1967-68, the last 12
months of the Nicklin-Pizzey era, spending
in the Premier’s Department has risen by
almost 500 per cent from $2.080.000 to
an estimated $10,230,000 this financial year.
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In the State Public Relations Bureau, over
which the Premier presides as political editor-
in-chief, actual expenditure between 1967-68
and 1975-76 lifted by nearly 700 per cent
from $63,511 to $424,228. Estimated spend-
ing in this departmental section for the cur-
rent financial year drops back, I admit, to
$255,388, which still represents an increase
of more than 400 per cent, and I will elabo-
rate the reasons later in this speech.

Government inflation has flared more
vividly, 1 submit, in the Estimates of this
Premier than in any other region of State
administration. At the same time he cynic-
ally proclaims a Public Service employment
freeze and cuts in public spending as an essen-
tial means towards economic recovery. No
doubt the first target of his newly created
Priorities Review Committee should be him-
self.

It is not, however, so much the percentage
rise in spending that excites most concern
but the original ways he has discovered to
channel State funds into National Party
political pursuits. I mentioned the financial
Vote for the State Public Relations Bureau.
Last financial year the Estimates for this
branch included a subtitle “Publicity. State
Affairs”, better known as the “Joh Show”.
Allocation for the “Joh Show” was $180.000
to cover an entire year but, inside nine
months before it was scrapped, actual expen-
diture had soared above $207.000. I take
those figures from the Auditor-General’s
report.

The State Auditor-General, on page 4 of
his annual report, reveals that $36,419 of
this amount was squandered on advertise-
ments, allegedly signed by the then four
non-Labor Premiers, at the height of the
Federal election campaign. The Victorian
Liberal Premier (Mr. Hamer) for one. in
reply to the Opposition Leader in that State
(Mr. Holding) discounted all knowledge of
the advertisement that bore his signature.
Not only was public money diverted in the
midst of a national election into anti-Labor
political promotion; it was. if we accept the
parliamentary statement of Mr. Hamer, vsed
to ruthlessly, and T say dishonestly, deceive
the Queensland people. The “Joh Show”, 1
might add, was, according to the recently
retired Deputy Premier and Treasurer never
considered, let alone approved, by Cabinet.

Let me now turn to the Government air-
craft. 1 do not deny that the Premier makes
cood use of it in getting round the State, but
I say that it is misused when it is openly
used for electioneering purposes, especially
interstate. The State Auditor-General, again
on page 4 of his report, discloses that opera-
tional and maintenance costs of this aircraft
for a total 434 flying hours (fewer than nine
hours a week) was $101,622.

On one occasion a few years ago the
Premier, in response to my deputy leader,
lapsed and released vague details of individual
flights undertaken by this aircraft. He
speedily revised this accident in opea govern-
ment after an alert journalist in 1974 analysed
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that the overwhelming majority of {flights
were between Kingaroy and Brisbane. While
considering the same subject, let me note that
page 14 of the budgeted Estimates of Expen-
diture contains a subheading “Payment
towards cost of replacement of Gov-
ernment aircraft” under which $488,368
was  spent last  financial  year. In
other words Queenslanders in the 12
months to 30 June this year not only con-
tributed aimost $2,000 a week to keep the
Government plane flying but contributed
another $9,000 per weck towards its trade-in.

I refer now to the infamous Swiss loans
affair. The Premier’s Estimates include the
Vote for the Agent-General in London. This
Parliament was recalled at considerable
expense for a few hours on 9 December last
year—four days before the Federal election—
so that the Premier could voice vile,
unfounded allegations and innuendo against
former Labor Ministers. Members were
returned from all corners of Queensland so
that the Premier could hide behind parlia-
mentary privilege in promoting smears that
have since been disowned by the new Liberal
Attorney-General of Australia. The Auditor-
General estimates wastage on this unethical
exercise at around $11,000 with an undis-
closed amount for international telephone
and telex charges. To carry out this type of
exercise the Premier appointed as his finan-
cial adviser an undesirable foreigner, I sub-
mit, in Wiley Fancher, who was recently
fined $160 on the prosecution of the Gov-
ernment’s Industrial Development Depart-
ment for his failure to pay award wages and
is being petitioned for bankruptcy for his
inability to meet his Queensland debts.
Fancher could not prise the lid off a 20c
money-boX, let alone penetrate the closely
guarded secrets of Swiss bank vaults, vet
he was given the official blessing of this
State as the Premier’s representative in the
investigation of loans.

On the recommendation of this same
Fancher, the Premier appointed yet another
American, Richard Todd, in a similar financial
capacity even though he had never met
him. I am simply amazed that in his haste
to discredit the Whitlam Government the
Premier used public funds in this way. I
wonder why he did not extradite Alexander
Barton from Paraguay to assist him. The
cast with which the Premier surrounded him-
self in this expensive but fruitless adventure
makes Frank Hardy’s “Power Without Glory”
look like a bedtime story.

I now want to speak about expenses that
should be the concern of Government mem-
bers. In referring to Government extrava-
gance, 1 instance overseas travel. A number of
questions have been asked in the House
about overseas travel by Ministers. On 7
September, on being asked a question on
this subject by the honourable member for
Wolston. the Premier replied—

“I do not propose to take up the time
of this House in providing detailed itiner-
aries. just as I do not propose to spend
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time giving details of the places and coun-

tries visited by the honourable member

when he ftravelled overseas recently at

public expense.”
1 asked a similar question on 10 November,
in which 1 listed seven points which I took
directly from the “Hansard” report of a
question asked by the Opposition Leader of
the Premier in South Australia. The first
of the seven questions was—

“What were the reasons for his travel

overseas this year?”
In reply to that question asked of Mr.
Dunstan in South Australia, he gave a reply
in which there were six full paragraphs apd
three subparagraphs. The Queensland Premier
did not answer the question. Expenditure of
public money is inveolved and the real question
here is accountability for the spending of
money raised from the people by means of
taxation. I do not object to Ministers maklng
overseas trips but I do object to their not
reporting to Parliament on their journeys.

Mr., Moore: Who paid for your trip to
China?

Mr. BURNS: I paid my own way. I
always do. Unlike the honourable member
for Windsor, I do not bludge on the system.

On pages 5, 6, 7 and 8 of the An_nual
Report of the Public Service Board are listed
the names of officers who made overseas
trips, their administrative positions, the cen-
tres visited and the purpose of each visit.
If such information can be made available
in respect of all public servants who travel
overseas, why cannot similar details be made
known of trips undertaken by Ministers?
Why are they treated differently from public
servants who go overseas? What is there
to hide? I imagine that most Ministers did
their job while they were overseas. Why,
then, should they mnot detail why they went
and what they did? There is something wrong
with the present system.

I wrote to the Auditor-General in March
1976 and again in November 1976 asking if
he would investigate some of the matters
that 1 think are important. He replied that
the question of an ordinary member of
Parliament secking such information was a
matter that had concerned most Auditor-
Generals but the Audit Act, which is
under the administration of the Premier,
restricted him in the reports that he can
make to Parliament. I suggest that he should
not be restricted in this way. I think that
the Auditor-General should be able to submit
to Parliament everything that he thinks should
be submitted to it and that there should be
nothing in the Audit Act to restrict him in
this way. The Auditor-General said in his
letter to me of 22 March 1976—

“The audit of the books and accounts

of the Premier’s Department is not a

continuous audit as there is not the volume

of transactions warranting this course. My

Inspector assigned to the audit has under-

taken part of his examination and is now

engaged in audit work outside of Brisbane.”
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The point I make is that if this is not a
busy department, it ought to be easy for
the Premier to furnish us with the details
that we seek by way of questions asked in
the Parliament. The answer usually received
is to the effect, “I do not intend to take
up the time of my department in obtaining
the answer to this question.” The Auditor-
General has made it quite clear that the
work of the department is not so great that
it needs a continnous audit.

The Premier referred to the Department
of the Co-ordinator-General. Whilst I do not
know a lot about Sir Charles Barton, I know
that this department has an excellent reputa-
tion throughout Australia. That obviously has
resulted from the work of departmental heads
and their officers. I congratulate Mr. Schubert
on his appointment as the next Co-ordinator-
General. It is a very important job and one
of the top positions in the Public Service.
It is important not only to the State Govern-
ment but also to the many local authorities
which have to work through him for sub-
sidies and other matters. On the subject of
subsidies and assistance—I see in his report
this year that the Co-ordinator-General refers
to the National Sewerage (Backlog) Program,
and he makes it very clear that the Fraser
Federal Government and the people from this
Government who ran around the countryside
last year telling us to vote for Fraser were
pulling the wool over the eyes of the people
of Queensiand. He said—

“For 1976-77, requests for funds totall-
ing $24.6 million were forwarded to the
Commonwealth Government. However,
advice has been received that an amount
of $1.0 million only has been approved
as against a total allocation of $50 mil-
lion to the whole of Australia. This is a
significant reduction in the absolute amount
and the proportion of the Commonwealth
total that the State has received in recent
years; it would appear to be sadly dis-
proportionate to the State’s requirements.”

This is a report from one of the Premier’s
own top officers, and I think we ought to
take more notice of it. Government mem-
bers ought to remind their Federal colleagues
of the statements in their own Co-ordinator-
General’s annual report.

The other section of the report which I
think is very important deals basically with
Fraser Island. On page 17 of the report is
the heading, “Wide Bay-Burnett Economic
Structure Investigation”. The final para-
graph under that heading states—

“The study is expected to be completed
by the end of August, 1976. As one of
a series of similar studies which have been
undertaken for other parts of the State, it
will provide information relevant to future
development.”

That report has not yet seen the light of
day. I understand that it has been sent to
the Premier’s office, and has stayed there.
Right now, while consideration is given to
employment on Fraser Island and in the
Wide Bay area, I believe the report ought
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to be made public and supplied to the Mary-
borough City Council, business houses and
other people in the area. Let us have a look
at it. If it contains recommendations which
could bring some benefit to the workers of
the area, let us go ahead and do something
about it,

I have referred to the Co-ordinator-
General and his report—that department
comes within the Estimates under considera-
tion because, as I said before, the new Co-
ordinator-General has a major task in front
of him. He will be responsible for making
decisions or recommendations on assistance
to local authorities through subsidies from
the Government. I understand that those
recommendations are rarely rejected. I un-
derstand also that Queensland is the only
State in which a Co-ordinator-General’s De-
partment makes recommendations about
State capital works programmes; that in
other States this responsibility falls to the
Treasury.

One of the worries I have is that some-
where along the line it was suggested that
the Government—I think this was outlined
in the last Liberal Party policy statement—
would appoint within the local authorities
grants commission a permanent committee
to study the amount of money that was going
to be made available not only from the
Federal Government but from the $5,000,000
that was made available at one stage and
the $3,500,000 at another stage, by the
State Government for assistance to local
authorities. I wonder what provision will be
made now either to reduce the role of the
Co-ordinator-General or to co-opt him into
the scheme. I am not too sure exactly how
the Government—I am referring to what was
said in the Liberal Party section of the
policy speech on 14 November—envisaged
the role of the Co-ordinator-General in that
particular area.

I wish to speak also about the regional
co-ordination councils. I wonder why, when
the initial grant of $5,000,000 was made in
1975, distribution of the money was not
made by regional co-ordination committees as
part of a State’s Grants Commission. On the
same subject—I ask the Premier to advise
whether the Co-ordinator-General’s State
public works programme is compiled on a
regional basis. I ask these questions because
1 think it is accepted that the regional co-
ordination councils are now a permanent
part of our State local government structure.

This is not to say that there has not been
criticism of regional councils. I think every-
one who has had any involvement with local
government in country areas would agree
that there has been quite a lot of criticism
of regional co-ordination councils. Generally
the sort of criticism one runs into when one
talks to local people is that these councils
are too tame; that they produce all studies
and no action; that they are only advisory
and have no power over State and Federal
Governments; and that local authorities
always seem to have the worry about State
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and Federal Governments having too much
power over them. It was felt that perhaps
the regional councils would give them some
form of control. There is complete opposition
to a public servant’s chairing a meeting,
and many believe that the regional co-ord-
inator should not get a vote at meetings of
these councils.

While there has been criticism of these
councils, not everyone has been critical. I
believe these councils are starting to make
some headway, for they have given many
Jocal government representatives a wider
perspective and they are now looking at the
region rather than just their own little local
authority area. In my opinion, the scheme
possesses a great deal of potential. Its ad-
ministration under the Co-ordinator-General’s
Department has proceeded fairly smoothly
and the regional co-ordinators have been well
supported by the permanent head.

As my speaking time is running out, I can
mention only briefly the Environmental Con-
trol Council. I wonder why I no longer receive
its quarterly newsletter. It concerns me that
up till the middle of last year I received that
newsletter, which I thought was first class,
but, although I have searched through my
files, I have not been able to find one copy
of that very valuable publication since then.
If it has been scrapped, I am very sorry
about that. Perhaps it is only that I have
been removed from the mailing list. If so,
I hope that my name will be put back on
it.

{ understand that this morning the Pre-
mier tabled an Order in Council on the
Moreton Island inquiry. T have not yet had
an opportunity of looking at it, but I
presume that it appoints someone to replace
Syd Schubert, who has resigned from the
ingquiry. Tt is to be hoped that he has been
replaced by Mr. Peter Ellis of the Environ-
meatal Control Council, because I believe
that he, with his experience in the Co-
ordinator-General’s Department, would be an
ideal appointee to the inquiry.

While I am speaking about the co-ordina-
tion of environmental matters, I point out
to the Committee that at least 74 Acts that
relate to some aspects of conservation or
environmental control are in force in
Queenstand. There is a list of these Acts,
and probably it would be best for me to
seek leave to table it; but let me simply
mention the 11 departments that administer
them. They are: Aboriginal and Islanders
Advancement; Primary Industries; Mines and

Energy; Lands, Forestry, National Parks
and Wildlife Service; Harbours and Marine;
Local Government; Water Resources;

Attorney-General; Health; Transport; Police;
and the Queensland Fisheries Service, which
is not really a department. About 12 minis-
tries are involved in environmental control.
As the Co-ordinator-General’s Department
has a Director of Environmental Control
isn't it time the Government got around to
consolidating most of the environmental mat-
ters in this State into ome area so that
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people know where to find them? I find it
very difficult to explain to people that under
the Clean Waters Act or the Harbours Act,
or some other Act, a certain discharge might
be legal or illegal, or that a permit might
have been obtained under those Acts. There
ought to be one authority or one person
they could go to to find out exactly which
rules or laws apply to a particular matter.

One of the most significant pieces of
environmental legislation is the State and
Regional Planning and Development, Public
Works Organization and Environmental
Control Act 1971-1974. It is commonly
referred to as the Co-ordinator-General’s
Act, because no-one is going to read out
the long title every time he wishes to refer
to the Act; but it is administered by the
Premier’s Department. The Act establishes
an Environmental Control Council the
function of which is to continuously review
and co-ordinate the state of the environment.
It worries me that 1 cannot clearly see
examples of the continuous review of the
state of the environment.

1 do not know Mr. Ellis—I suppose I have
met him at a couple of functions—but I
know that he lives fairly close to my elec-
torate. Every now and then, when I receive
a lot of complaints in my area about the
smells from the pollution and the stink in
the creeks, I say to the persons concerned,
“Well, there is one public servant who has
his after-hours phone number in the book.
Why don’t you ring up the Environmental
Control Director?” So Mr. Ellis ought to
know from now on who causes trouble for
him some nights when he is being driven
crazy with complaints. I suggest that some-
where along the line, after he has received
a few of these complaints, he will agree with
me that it is time we had in this State a
24-hour reporting service for pollution con-
trol, so that people who find themselves
affected adversely by the foul and rotten
odours of industries that are breaking the
law—there is no doubt about that, because
laws have been introduced to control them
—will have someone to ring up. Having to
ring at 9 a.m. after everything has been
blown away by the morning breezes is
unreal.

The Environmental Control Director
should have some overriding control, some
right to say to the Water Quality Council
or the Air Pollution Council, or to some of
the other authorities that administer the
Acts, “It is time we took steps to protect
the environment.” If the function of the
Environmental Control Council is to con-
tinuously co-ordinate and review the state
of the environment, 1 should like to see a
copy of the review of the state of the
environment in the area between Morning-
side or Balmoral Heights, where Mr. Ellis
lives, and the mouth of of the Brisbane
River. I would be very pleased if that
could be tabled during this debate.

(Time expired.)
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Mr. PORTER (Toowong) (12.30 p.m.): In
the Leader of the Opposition we have one
of the great nit-pickers of all time. In this
period when politics has never before been
so polarised—never in Australian history
have we been through such a series of great
political events as have occurred in the last
three years—what we get from him is a sort
of scavenging expedition on a whole series
of minor matters, a sort of trash-can opera-
tion. All these issues which have been trum-
peted just now by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion were known of before recent general
elections and by-elections; all of them have
been adjudged and assessed by the electorate,
and its judgment is a matter of history and
cold statistics.

In the area of determination by the elec-
torate, the points on which the Leader of
the Opposition is trying so desperately to
make capital have been thrown out by the
electorate. People say, “These are not the
important issues on which we should make
up our minds to do certain things in certain
ways.” I said that the honourable gentleman
“trumpeted” these issues. Perhaps that is a
generous overstatement. He has a quite
uncanny flair for saying only what is trivial
and minor. If he had to play the last trump,
he would make it come out something like
a dirge played on a tin whistle,

There have been enormous issues over
recent years; we have been through a very
traumatic four years. I would magine it to
be a period which every historian in Aus-
tralia from this point on will regard as the
great watershed in Australian political,
economic and social development. After the
years we have just been through, politics in
Australia will never be the same again. We
have moved from a period when there was
a quite deliberate and a very frenzied attempt
to sweep the very notion of federalism into
the gutters of history into a period where
there is an intention—I say “intention”
advisedly because I am not quite satisfied
that the intent has been translated into fact
-—to regenerate a federal system. All the
Leader of the Opposition can do is to keep
to peanut-size, minimal, small matters, and
apparently this makes him gquite happy in the
belief that he is discharging his obligations.

One thing is very certain: the events of
recent times give us an opportunity which
has probably never been known to us before
in the same way to examine the role of a
State Premier in terms of both the local and
national scene. I do not think that ever
before has a Premier loomed larger on the
national scene than does our oresent Queens-
land Premier. 1 am not going to say that
everybody likes him or that everybody agrees
with what he does. He has many critics both
at home and abroad. However, that does not
dzny the fact that never before, in both local
and national terms, has a State leader loomed
farger than does this one.

The plain fact is that in the last Federal
election—the last major test we had—the
Labor vote was only a shade over 36 per

53
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cent; in other words, almost two-thirds of
the people of Queensland supported the
general  propositions that the Premier
embodied as the leader of our side of politics
here. In the Lockyer by-election, which was
the very latest opportunity for people to voice
their attitudes and to demonstrate what they
felt about the issues of the times—and tradi-
tionally by-elections provide the opportunity
for people to voice any dissent and dissatis-
faction, because they know they are not going
to markedly affect the Government—when the
preferences of the minor parties were dis-
tributed and the three major parties were
left, the Labor vote was down to less than
one-quarter,

This is almost unparalleled in political
history, so I would imagine that nobody
would deny that the Premier looms very
large in the affairs of this State and this
country. This explains the almost malevolent
and vitriolic attacks that are made on him.
Were he unimportant, nobody would bother.
But his capacity to influence events attracts
very violent criticism. Every action invites
an equal reaction. We have seen it happen
before. In my experience of politics I can-
not recall another time when a State Premier
loomed so large on the national scene.

In the past I have clashed with this
Premier and, who knows, in the future 1
may well clash with him again, but this does
not detract from the tribute I pay him that
he, by his actions over recent years, was
the rock on which the Whitlam grandiose
dream of an Australian republic with all
power in Canberra foundered.

I can well recall Alan Reid, who is
accepted as the doyen of political commen-
tators and journalists in this country, saying
on a television programme about a year prior
to the last Federal election and only a short
time after the 1974 one that every time Mr.
Whitlam (who is, shall I say, intoxicated with
his own verbosity and intellectuality) tangled
with the Queensland Premier, he was done
like a dinner. Maybe there is a message in
this for other Prime Ministers and party
chieftains at the present time.

The whole of the Australian electorate,
and in particular the Queensland electorate,
owes the Premier a great debt of gratitude
for the role that he played. I am very ready
to pay him my tribute. At a very early stage,
long before anybody else in authority was
prepared to nail his colours to the mast, he
assumed the role of protecting the States
against the onward rush towards centralism.
I think I was the first person on my side of
politics in this State to come out in support
of him, at a time when members of my party

who are now very high in Federal
parliamentary  affairs  were  suggesting,
“You mustn't do this. Labor has won
the election and you have to go

along with them. You have to cultivate
the smile on the face of the crocodile.” The
Premier, however, was one of the few who
realised early, as I did, that we have to
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beware of the smile on the face of the
crocodile, because all it ever aims to do is
gobble us up.

I give a warning to my own party. In
some quarters of it there seems to be the
feeling that the whole concept of Liberal
regeneration is tied up with being different
from the Premier; that if he takes a certain
attitude, the Liberal attitude must be dif-
ferent. 1 say to my party that there is no
future in that at all. We Liberals must be
clearly seen to be standing for the thing that
the people want us to stand for. That is
where our future lies. We had, if T might
put it this way, a long winter of Liberal dis-
content when I chafed under the vyoke of
so many people believing that we on my
side were aligning ourselves with Labor
policies and that we regarded the Labor
leaders as our true friends. I certainly chafed
under it, so I was very glad to be able to
associate myself with leadership that stood
for the true values that both my party and
the National Party stand for and that two-
thirds of the people in this State stand for.

Recently T had the opportunity of attending
on behalf of this Parliament the Constitu-
tional Convention in Canberra. I was
delighted at having the opportunity of being
present on what should have been a signi-
ficant and historic occasion. But I do not
think it was significant and I doubt very
much whether it was historic. As a matter
of fact, at times 1 thought it had some ele-
ments of hysterics in it. There I said, and
here I say again, that I have no intention
of facilitating the passage of anything that
directly or indirectly, that overtly or covertly
works for the dilution of the federal prin-
ciple. I don’t give a toss which party is in
power in which sphere, I have no intention
of ever supporting any proposition which, no
matter what may be its intention, tends to
further exaggerate the imbalance in the
theoretical Federal and State equal partner-
ship.

I say to all Liberals and, for that matter,
to all members of the National Party that
we have to be very careful—very careful
indeed——of appearing to deny with our hands
what we profess with our lips. Voters are not
stupid; they will soon see the real intention
behind fair words. I have been in politics
for well over 35 years and all my experience
convinces me that whatever may be the
political managerial problems facing Australia,
they do not require wholesale changes in
the Constitution to overcome them. Most
changes mean introducing factors the result
of which nobody can possibly foresee.

All that is promulgated so vigorously by
the A.L.P. and the Left Wing about the
Constitution being a horse-and-buggy docu-
ment which is not applicable to modern times
is nonsense. Indeed it is worse than nonsense
because it is a smoke-screen behind which
those who advocate change try to keep from
view their true purpose in wanting change.
The true purpose is to deny the federal
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system (although some may voice stpport
for it); to deny the equality of the partnership
compact in our Federal Constitution; to
continue tilting the factors of the Constitution
so that power continues to flow to Canberra
or, if it does not flow there, sc that the
big States of New South Wales and Victoria
keep the edge that they have over the
smaller States.

I, for one, was most distressed at the
recent Constitutional Convention to note the
number of occasions on which our Federal
colleagues voted for Labor propositicns and
the consistency of the occasions on which
our Victorian colleagnes did so. I may be
a purist of the old school, but we either
believe in a thing and work for it or we
do not believe in it. We should at Jeast say
where we stand and act accordingly.

When talking about the role of the Premier
and that of the States in our federal sysiem,
I see no reason at all why the Constitution
cannot be made to work effectively in the
best interests of all the people of Australia.
It does not need changes; all it needs is good
will to make it work as it was intended that
it should work. As a matter of fact, anybody
who keeps proposing changes should be looked
at and one should wonder what his real
motive is. The people of Australia, through
their massive reaction to referendum proposals
down through the years, have certainly demon-
strated that they are satisfied with the Con-
situation or, if they are not satisfied, that
they are extremely apprehensive of the true
motives of those who constantly seek
change. It will be noted that it is always
the Labor Party and the Left Wing that
seek changes which, as I say, tilt the balance
of power away from the federal compact.

We are often told that, because of the
virtues of uniformity, we must change the
federal system. I see no justification at all
for the extraordinary, perverse passion that
some people have for uniformity. What is
so marvellous about the concept of having
everything done in the same way, at the
same time, throughout the length and breadth
of the country? There may be a few areas
where conformity is needed but I suggest
that they are very few indeed.

Because the Premier has made it piain that
this State stands for enduring values and
does not go along with the propositicn of
change for the sake of change, we owe
him our gratitude. I find it quite nonsensical
to suggest that because we should have a
national identity we must therefore achieve
uniformity. That is ridiculous. Australia grew
enormously over the last 50 to 70 years.
We went through two world wars and we
were able to act cohesively. To suggest that
we could not act nationally because in some
way we were not bound up together, with
all power residing in Canberra, is ridiculous
in the extireme.

1 go so far as to say that far from there
being any magic in uniformity, for its own
sake, it would more likely be disastrously
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counter-productive. 1 see tremendous virtue
in individvality. What we should be doing
in this State—and I think we do it to
some degree—is encouraging regional, district
and State variations over a whole range of
matters that deeply concern every citizen.
This enriches the national stature; most cer-
tainly it does not diminish it. People who
want uniformity or conformity and want it
power to the Commonwealth
Government to deny what is generated at
the State level have a very sterile concept
of what true national identity is.

As 1 said before, we must be careful of
people who deny with their hands what they
profess with their lips. This is cne of the
reasons why 1 totally support the Premier
in his reaction to the Fraser Island decision.
I am one of those who have long been
deeply concerned at the ethics of sand-
mining, so in that sense I am probably a
littie relieved to know that sand-mining will
at least beg diminished on Fraser Island or
anywhere eise. Having said that, let me say
that the way in which the Federal Gov-
ernment did this fills me with fear, distrust
and even loathing, because what the Federal
Government has done is to use a constitu-
tional power which has nothing to do with
conservation in order fo achieve a deter-
mination in a fleld which should be totally
that of the State.

This is what Whitlam used to do ad
infinitum. We condemned it then and I con-
demn it now because it is no more than a
variation of the classic theme that the ends
warrant the means. This has been the
excuse for every petty tyrrany that has

existed from the time that man climbed out
of the caves. If we accept that any means
can be used because, in the view of the

person employing the means, the ends are
all imp@rzmt we can get away with anything.
It is totally and utterly wrong for this Fed-
eral Government or any Fedeml Govern-
ment to use the power of the Australian
n to achieve an end which has
no relation to the reality of the actual power.

allow the Commonwealth Govern-
t away with this with impunity,
what will ha ppen next? What power will it
use mext to deny a proper area of State
soverei Is it likely to make external
affairs treaties with Japan under which only
coal mined in New South Wales can be
exported to Japan? It can do it if we accept
this power. The notion that the Federal
Government is sincere in wanting to see a
regenerated federal system and its actions
at the same time in doing those things just

do not match. No wonder we are disturbed,
confused, bewildered, dismayed and appre-

hensive. I think we are being absolutely
proper in making it plain to our Federal
colleagues at this point of time that we are
deeply disturbed, and indeed we would be
denying our responsibility tc our electors
if we did not, because now is the time to

[16 NovemBer 1976]

(Estimates) 1627

nip this sort of operation in the bud. Let
it go too far and it will be very difficuit
to stop.

Today the role of the States under the
Federal system and the part that a Premier
has to play are fraught with enormous
responsibilities. I do not think that a Pre-
mier’s role ever carried greater responsibility,
not only in this State but also in all other
States, than it carries at the present time.
What happens in this country over the next
few years will determine the shape of Aus-
tralia for, I believe, a century to come,

it is in this area that I want to say a
couple of things about the role that this
State played in achieving a double dissolu-~
ion in the Federal scene last year. It will be
recalled that we replaced a deceased Labor
senator with a Labor man; not a man who
was acceptable to the Labor Party, because
it did not want a Labor man (it wanted its
nominee), but a Labor man.

(Time expired.)

Mr. FRAWLEY (Murrumba) (12.49
p.m.): I sincerely congratulate the Premier
on the leadership he has given this State
over the past few years.

Mr. K. J. Hooper:
over his hands.

Mr. FRAWLEY: In reply, he is a great
adversary of Communists and Left-wingers,
who are the associates of the honourable
member for Archerfield.

The best thing that ever happened was the
acceptance of Whitrod’s resignation.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! T indicate at
the outset of this debate that references to
police administration are not consistent with
the Estimates under discussion.

Mr. FRAWLEY: 1 accept your ruling,
Mr. Hewitt. 1 was provoked by the Opposi-
tion parrot.

The Leader of the Opposition again seized
this opportunity to demonstrate his ability
to read word for word a prepared brief
that no doubt was given to him from the
Trades Hall. He has constantly criticised
the use of the Government aircraft and again
today he failed miserably to convince any-
body that this aircraft is not necessary. A
State as large as Queensland can be covered
adequately by the head of the Government
only if he uses a private aircraft, because
commercial flights do not always fit in with
the busy itineraries of the Premier. Everybody
knows that the Premier gives the people of
Queensiand the best representation ever
given by a Queensland Premier. In the
main, this is because he has the use of an
aircraft.

This aircraft is not used exclusively by
the Premier; it is used also by other Min-
isters, I can remember it being used on
more than one occasion by Sir Gordon Chalk
when he was Deputy Premier and it has
also been used by other Ministers and other

He has blood all



1628 Supply

people. I have never been in it myself
because the location and size of my elector-
ate do not warrant its use. But I can see
its value not only to the Premier but to other
members of this Parliament. When there
have been disasters in Queensland, the Prem-
ier has been one of the first on the spot to
assess for himself the extent of Government
assistance needed. He is able to do this,
too, only because he has the aircraft at his
disposal. The Premier’s actions contrast
strongly with those of Mr. Whitlam when
he came to Brisbane at the time of the
floods in 1974. He would not even get out
of the aircraft at Eagle Farm because he was
frightened of getting his feet wet. That is
why he was called the dry-foot leader.

The Leader of the Opposition criticised
the cost of the State Public Relations Bureau,
yet he himself has a staff of five paid by the
Government. 1 do not disagree with that; I
agree that the Leader of the Opposition
should be given a private secretary, typists,
and a driver. 1 have never been against
that. But I should like to remind the Com-
mittee that until this Government came to
office in 1957 the Leader of the Opposition,
who was then a member of the Country
Party, had exactly nothing. He drove his own
car and he was given no assistance at all
by some of the rotten Labor administrations
in this State in those days. When Mr.
Nicklin, later to become Sir Francis Nicklin,
became Premier, the Leader of the Opposi-
tion was given a car and a driver. I am
not against that,

Mr. Lowes: He wouldn’t acknowledge it.

Mr. FRAWLEY: That is right. He takes
everything given to him but does not acknow-
ledge it.

Mr.
car.

Jensen: Jack Duggan didn’t get a

Mr. FRAWLEY: Rubbish! He got a
car when Sir Frank Nicklin was Premier.
That was one of the first things he did on
gaining office. The honourable member for
Bundaberg should wake up to himself or
1 shall not help him retain his seat at the
next election. I have never disagrced with
the provision of facilities of this type for
the Leader of the Opposition. In fact, I
think the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
also should have a car. I would not oppose
such a provision.

Mr. Moore: What about back-benchers?

Mr. FRAWLEY: All the back-benchers
on the Labor side could fit into one taxi,
so there is no need to worry about cars
for them.

Mr. K. J. Hooper:
answer.

Mr. FRAWLEY: Perhaps they could have
an old car and a trailer in which to carry
some of their rubbish. The honourable
member for Archerfield would be well versed
in that.

Give him a sensible
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Before leaving the subject of facilities for
the Leader of the Opposition, I might make
some further reference to the time before
the present Government came to office. I
was not here as a member then, but I worked
in the House as a maintenance electrician.
1 can remember 12 Country Party members
being stuck into one big room down below.
A.L.P. members cannot complain now about
the facilities that they enjoy at Parliament
House. It is only because of the actions of the
Premier and the Government that they enjoy
some of the facilities that were denied to
members of the coalition parties under Labor
Governments. The honourable member for
Townsville South could not even get a bed
in The Lodge when the Labor Party was
in power; he had to live at Marr’s Guest
House in Tank Street.

The Premier’s actions were vindicated by
the people’s vote of confidence in the State
Government at the 1974 election when the
Labor Party was decimated. It now has
a bare cricket team, and if anyone was
hurt could not field a 12th man. I am quite
convinced that the results of the next State
election will again vindicate all the actions
that have been taken by the Premier.

The A.L.P. has been afraid of the Premier
for years, which is why it seizes every oppor-
tunity to criticise him and attempt to belittle
him. In fact, the whole tenor of the A.L.P.’s
opposition in this session of Parliament has
been to criticise the Premier at every oppor-
tunity because A.L.P. members are deadly
frightened of him and because they know
he is an opponent of Left Wingers and Com-
munists, who, as we all know, are associated
with the A.LP. In fact, the A.LP. has
been infiltrated by the Socialist Workers’
League, which will take it over at any time.

The Premier should also be congratulated
on the leadership that he showed this State
when Gough Whitlam tried to work a dirty
deal in the Senate by promoting Vince Gair
to the position of Ambassador to Ireland in
order to create a vacancy and an opportunity
to work some swifty to get control of the
Senate. The Premier was just too smart for
him over that. In fact, every time I
think of the A.L.P. referring to the Premier
as the “Flying Peanut”, I say, “Yes, but
he made a monkey out of Gough, don’t
forget that.” He made a very smart move
when he appointed a true Labor man, Albert
Field, as a senator, and I congratulate him
for that.

1 heartily supported him on that occasion,
and 1 would do so again. I did so at
the Constitutional Convention held recently
in Hobart, when the former Prime Minister,
Gough Whitlam, severely castigated Queens-
land for its actions in appointing Albert
Field as a senator. We also saw one of
Don Dunstan’s cohorts—I believe he was
the South Australian Attorney-General—
severely criticise the Premier and the Queens-
land Government for their actions in
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appointing Albert Field as the replacement
senator when Bert Milliner passed away. I
think we should treat like with like

Mr. Jensen: The Clerk of the Senate cri-
ticised him, too, for what he did. Did
vou read that?

Mr. FRAWLEY: 1 did read that, but I am
not in the least interested in what the Clerk
of the Senate said; I am interested in what
this Parliament did. We did the right thing,
and we will do it again. When we appointed
Albert Field to fill the Senate vacancy, we
did to Whitlam exactly what he tried to
do to us. I believe in doing to others what
they would do to us, but, for God’s sake,
let us try to do it to them first so that they
will not get the opportunity to do it to us.

Recently at a Labor college seminar the
Queensland University Lecturer in Govern-
ment, Mr. K. E. Wiltshire, said that a public
accounts committee should be appointed and
that it should be chaired by an Opposition
member. What a load of rubbish! Fancy
bhaving an Opposition member chairing any
committee in this place. I well remember
that when we had members of the Opposition
on the Select Committee on Punishment of
Crimes of Violence in Queensland, they
could not even make an honest decision.
Before they even sat on the committee, they
were instructed to vote against anything, so
how the devil could we have a public accounts
committee chaired by a member of the
Opposition? I am not against a member
of the Opposition being a member of a
committee, but I am certainly against any
of them being appointed chairman.

Mr. Wiltshire also criticised the facilities
of the parliamentary library by saying that
back-bench members of Parliament should
have research facilities, and that they could
not be expected to debate a Budget properly
unless they had research assistance.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I am sorry, but
I must remind the honourable member that
parliamentary facilities and members’ emolu-
ments are not covered by the Estimates under
consideration.

Mir. FRAWLEY: With all due respect, Mr.
Hewitt, I did think that the parliamentary
library came into this.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I acknowledge
the honourable member’s error, but it is an
erTor,

Mr. FRAWLEY: I beg your pardon——
Mr. Jensen interjected.

Mr. FRAWLEY: I have always said that
Mr. Hewitt is a very fair chairman. On
every occasion he reminds me that I have
transgressed, I thank him, and I promise I
will not do it again.

In the Premier’s Estimates we find pro-
vision for many miscellaneous services such
as a grant of $20.000 to the Standards Associ-
ation of Australia. This is a very necessary
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association in our society because it draws
up standards for electrical installations, build-
ing codes and so on.

The total cost of the Constitutional Com-
mittee for the year is shown as $8,000. I
think this was money well spent, because
I firmly believe we must attend the Con-
stitutional Convention whenever we can,
except, of course, on occasions such as the
one in 1974 when the meeting, as we all
know, was rigged by Gough Whitlam. 1
think we should attend all meetings of the
Constitutional  Convention, regardless of
where they are held in Australia, so that
we can put forward Queensland’s point of
view.

1 agree with what the honourable member
for Toowong has said on this subject, I
would like to congratulate him on the bril-
liant address he gave at the Convention in
Hobart. As one of the people who attended
the Convention, I would like to say that
Queenslanders acquitted themselves very well
indeed. We were defeated on more than one
occasion, but at least we had the courage
to stand on our feet and debate all questions
that had to be debated. We did not have
one of our members rise and call “divide”
and then, when the time came to be counted,
creep away like a big carpet snake, as did
the South Australian Attorney-General. When
we were debating some issue he called out
“divide” to try to put us on the mat, and
then when the time came to be counted,
he slunk away.

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

Mr. FRAWLEY: A very important Act
administered by the Premier’s Department is
the Queensland Coast Islands Act, which
was assented to on 24 June 1879. It is the
Act that gave the Torres Strait islands to
Queensiand, and it provided that certain
islands in Torres Strait lying between the
Continent of Australia and New Guinea
should become part of the Colony of Queens-
land. Ever since then, the Torres Strait
Islanders have been under the protection of
Queensland.

There has been more than one attempt
to give away, or virtually give away, the
Torres Strait islands to New Guinea. The
Whitlam Government attempted to alter the
border between Queensland and New
Guinea; now we are having a similar prob-
lem with the Liberal-National Country
Party Government in Canberra, which for
some reason—perhaps to appease Papua New
Guinea—is endeavouring to change the bor-
der. In my opinion, the Premier is to be
congratulated on the stand he has taken on
the Torres Strait islands border issue.

The Premier is the leader of a Govern-
ment that is and always has been dedicated
to preserving the right of individual Queens-
landers to make their own decisions about
their future. The Premier, in this place, has
led the fight for States’ rights, and it is a
fight that concerns all Queenslanders who
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prize their individual freedom. Even as far
back as 1896, when the Australian Feder-
ation Enabling Bill was introduced in State
Parliament, Queenslanders were very con-
scious of States’ rights. Even then, some
members were very concerned about the
rights of Queenslanders, and it is quite safe
to say that this State has had its rights pre-
served over the years that the Premier has
been in office.

If the Premier did not Ilead the fight for
States” rights, we would soon find ourselves
under a socialist dictatorship where every-
thing would be under the control of the
Federal Government and States such as
Queensland would have no say in their
future. Indications of that have been given
in this Chamber by some honourable mem-
bers opposite. I recall a motion being put
up at the Labour-in-Politics Convention in
Cairns to have a referendum held in Queens-
land with a view to doing away with the
State and placing Queensland under Federal
control. That was on the agenda for that
meeting, and I have a copy of the agenda.

Mr, Houston: Why don’t you produce it?

Mr. FRAWLEY: 1 did produce it once
before. If I am not careful, the Chairman
will pull me up for transgressing.

Another very important Act administered
by the Premier’s Department is the City of
Brisbane (North Pine River Dam) Act, and
{ have spoken in this Chamber on many
occasions about the rotten, unethical treat-
ment of the people of my electorate living
in Dayboro, Samsonvale and Petrie by the
Brisbane City Council in acquiring land for
the North Pine River Dam.

Mr. Houstom: What did your Govern-
ment do about it?

Mr. FRAWLEY: Unfortunately, the Gov-
ernment handed over the building of the
North Pine River Dam to the Brisbane City
Council.  The Government has made very
few mistakes, but it did make that one, It
has shown that it realises the dangers of
such a mistake by keeping the construction
of the Wivenhoe Dam under Government
control.

To return to the North Pine River Dam
—the catchment of the dam lies virtwaily
whollv in the electorate of Murrumba and,
as I said, the people in that area have
certainly had a rotten deal from the Bris-
bane City Council over the years. Some
reople have virtually been forced off their
land. The Premier has tried to do some-
thing about it—I have led more than one
deputation to him about it—but unfortun-
ately the Government’s hands were tied
because it had handed over the control of
the dam to the Brisbane City Council.

The CHAIRMAMN: Order! T am advised
that the North Pine River Dam project is
not under the control of the Co-ordinator-
General. Therefore, I must disallow discus-
sion on it.
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Mr. FRAWLEY: I am sorry, Mr. Hewitt,
but it says here that the City of Brisbane
(North Pine River Dam) Act is administered
by the Premier’s Department.

The CHAIRMAN: The Committee is
debating the Premier’s Estimates and any
Estimates under his portfolio, including those
for the Co-ordinator-General’s Department.
The Co-ordinator-General does not adminis-
ter the North Pine River Dam.

Mr. FRAWLEY: Thank you, Mr. Hewitt.
Once again you have put me on the right
track. You are a credit to the Chair.

Mr. K. J. Hooper interjected.

The CHATRMADMN: Order! I appreciate the
ready co-operation of the honoprable mem-
ber for Murrumba with my rulings.

pir. FRAWLEY: Thank you, Mr. Hewitt.

The Opposition takes every opportunity
to denigrate the Premier and other Cabinet
Ministers. We are indeed fortunate that we
have a Premier who has been prepared to
stand up against all the criticism and abuse
that he has received from Opposition mem-
bers in this Chamber. One would think that,
being true Queenslanders, or professing to
be true Queenslanders, they would support
the Premier occasionally. Unfortunately,
the Premier has been left to fight, with the
assistance of Government members—and
that is a blot on the record of the A.L.P.
in this State—on all the issues of Stafes’
rights and the Torres Strait islands. At
the Constitutional Convention in Hobart,
A.L.P. delegates constantly voted against
everything put up by the Government of
Queensland. At no time did we get any
support from the A.L.P. delegates.

Mir, Jeusen: The Premier will get our sup-
port against Fraser.

Mr. FRAVWLEY: We may need some sup-
port, especially on the Fraser Island issue.
1 hope to speak about that at great length,
but not in the debate on these Estimates. It
does not come under these Estimates.

Mr. Moore: Of course it does. The

Premier is titular head of the State.

Mr. FRAWLEY: 1 have been corrected
on more than one occasion in this debate,
and I have io bow to your wishes, Mr.
Hewitt. However, 1 do not intend to discuss
Fraser Island today.

I can find no fault with the spending of
any of the money allocated in these BEsti-
mates. I can find no fault with the spending
of money by the State Public Relations
Bureau or in the cost of running the Gov-
ernment aircraft, which is a very mnecessary
facility for the Premier. 1 would support the
running of a Government aircraft even if
the Premier happened to be a Labor man.
God forbid! I do not think that will ever
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happen again. I think the day of the true
Labor man has gone, and I do not think that
the people of Queensland will ever support
any of the types we now see in the Opposi-
tion.

Mr. PREST (Port Curtis) (2.22 pm.): 1
would like to speak about the Co-ordinator-
General’s Department and the Gladstone
Area Water Board. Some years ago that
board was set up to provide water for the
citizens of Gladstone at a price comparable
with that which was then being paid and to
ensure that Gladstone and district had suffi-
cient water to meet the needs of the rate-
payers and industry in the event of an expan-
sion of industry and population.

Recently a committee of businessmen wrote
to the Co-ordinator-General’s Department
expressing their concern about the future
price of water. Unfortunately the reply they
received was not acceptable to them. They
still have a problem that they want solved
as to the future price of water in Gladstone.

In the past the ratepayers of Gladstone
and district received very cheap water. I
cannot comment on the price charged to
industry. This year the price charged by the
Gladstone City Council for water has increased
from $45 to $85 a year. The Glad-
stone Area Water Board has brought down a
price of 5.5¢ a kJ; for next year it will be
7¢ a kI, and in 1978-79 it will be 8¢ a kl.
A question arose as to the future of the
ratepayers in the district beyond that year.
Agreement has been reached between the
council and the water board that it should
pass over its assets and liabilities, and as
from 1979 the price of water will be arbi-
trated, but it will not go beyond the highest
rate charged for water in any shire or council
area with a population in excess of 10,000.
Gladstone has gone from a cheap water rate
in 1975-76 to what will be the highest rate
in Queensland in 1979-80.

The board will spend $8,700,000 in this
coming year on the Gladstone and district
water supply; but this is only a flea-bite com-
pared with what is to be spent. Although
the first stage will not go as far as was
originally envisaged, it will still cost
$27,000,000. The total cost will be in the
vicinity of $45,000,000.

I am concerned at the fact that the Glad-
stone Area Water Board is engaging in
deficit budgeting. Last year it showed a Joss
of $252,500 and this year it has budgeted
for a deficit of $500,000. Unless the area
experiences a population boom and a large
increase in industrial activity creating a
greater demand for water, the board will
have to carry a heavy financial burden.

The committee of businessmen is asking:
what happens if the Auditor-General decides
that the deficit carried by the Gladstone
Area Water Board is too high and should be
wiped out? The committee is concerned at
the prospect of the board’s charging high
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prices for water after 1979-80. The people
of my area want the position resolved, just
as I do.

Water is, of course, a very important
commodity. A plentiful supply is necessary
in the area to enable industry to be estab-
lished there. However, as the benefits from
increased population and industrial activity
will flow ultimately to the Government, it
should play an important part in meeting the
cost of construction of the Awoonga Dam.

To turn to another matter—I am dis-
appointed at the way regional councils
operate. I have in mind particularly the
Fitzroy Regional Council. The idea was
hailed as one that would work wonders, and
in fact it did. Regional councils did for
small areas things that could never have
been done by the shire councils alone. I
am sure that, while the regional councils
were funded by the Federal Government,
everyone praised their establishment,

Recently I attended meetings at Bauhinia
and Duaringa. Duaringa, in close proximity
to the Blackwater mines, experiences very
little trouble; Bauhinia, in the Springsure
area, on the other hand, faces serious pro-
blems. The roads in the area are in a
deplorable state.

We enjoyed the function that was arranged
on the evening of my visit. However, next
morning we got down to the nitty-gritty. It
was obvious from the outset that at that
meeting, attended by councillors who had
travelled hundreds of miles, motions that
would have the effect of slapping jam on
the face of the Government would not be
accepted. We were told that such motions
would not be accepted “because the boss
would not want them.” I do not know who
“the boss” is, nor am I interested. I believed
that regional councils were set up to work
in the interests of the shires in their region
and they were in fact doing so. If they
become political—and “the boss does not
like it”—we are wasting our time and it will
be an utter waste of money.

1 was told the other day that the meeting
held in Rockhampton a couple of weeks ago
was more abortive than the one held at
Bauhinia. I understand that the members who
attended that meeting are not members of
the Australian Labor Party. They are the
chairmen of the various shire councils, who,
in the main, are members of the National
and Liberal parties. But they, too, were
disgusted with the treatment they received
at  these meetings. ] should like the
Co-ordinator-General’'s Department to look
closely at these regional councils and put
them back on the right footing. They were
formed to help the areas. While they were
doing that, they did a very good job.

I join with other honourable members in
thanking members of the department for
the work that thev have done. In the short
time that I have been in Parliament I have
not had very much to do with them, but
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my predecessor always said that departmental
heads do a wonderful job and I would never
doubt his word.

1 join with the Premier in wishing Sir
Charles Barton a very long, happy retirement.
A man who has been so conspicuous for
his hard work deserves a very good retire-
ment.

Dr. LOCKWOOD (Toowoomba North)
(232 p.m.): In rising to speak to these
Estimates, I congratulate the Premier on
the marvellous work he has done in preserv-
ing for Queensland those things which right-
fully belong to the State. Nothing deserves
to be more closely guarded against than
the erosion of State rights and duties.

As long ago as 1868, when the coast
islands and waters Act was mooted, a letter
patent was issued by Queen Victoria over
the whole of the east coast of Australia
(then known in Britain as New So