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TUESDAY, 9 SEPTEMBER 1980

Mr SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Muller, Fassi-
fern) read pravers and took the chair at 11
a.m.

ASSENT TO BILLS
Assent to the following Bills reported by
AMr Speakern—

Associated General Contractors Insurance
Company Limited (Motor Vehicles
Insurance) Bill;

Griffith University Act Amendment Bill,

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
Mr J. H. Brown, MP (NEw Souts WALES)

Mr SPEAKER: I have pleasure in
announcing that we have with us this
morning Mr J. H. Brown, MP, of the Legis-
lative Assembly of New South Wales, who is
officially visiting our Parliament in the role
of Australasian Regional Councillor of the
Commormwealth  Parliamentarv  Association.
On vyour behalf, I extend a verv special
welcome to him.

Honourable Members: Hear, hear!

PAPERS
The following paper was laid on the table,
and ordered to be printed:—
Report of the Literature Board of Review
for vear ended 30 June 1980.
The feollowing papers were laid on the
table:—
Proclamation under the Sugar Acquisition
Act of 1915,
Orders in Council under—
State Development and Public
Organization Act 1971-1979,
Lc%i’}/QBodies’ T oans Guarantee Act 1923—
{
Public Service Act 1922-1978.
Explosives Act 1952-1978.
Electricity Act 1976-1980.
Metropolitan Transit Authority Act 1976—
1979.
Locé'zi Bodies’ Loans Guarantee Act 1923~
1979.
Harbours Act 1955-1980.
Forestry Act 1959-1979 and National
Parks and Wildlife Act 1975-1976.
Agricultural Bank (Loans) Act 1959—
1980 and the Local Bodies’ Loans
Guarantee Act 19231979 (7).

Banana Industry Protection Acts, 1929
to 1937.

Primary Producers’ Organisation
Marketing Act 1926-1979.
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Organisation and
1926-1979 and the
Loans Guarantee Act

Primary Producers’
Marketing Act
Local Bodies’
19231979,

Regulations under—
Public Service Act 1922-1978.
Meat Industry Act 1965-1977.
Primary Producers’ Co-operative Associa~
ticns Act 1923-1978.
Report of the Police Superannuation Board
for year ended 30 June 1980.

Proposal by the Governor in Council under
Forestry Act 1959-1979.

HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Hon., Sir WILLIAM KNOX (Nundah—
Minister for Health): I move—
“That leave be granted to bring in
a Bill to amend the Health Act 1937-
1980 in certain particulars.”

Motion agreed to.

STATE HOUSING (AMENDMENT OF
FREEHOLDING PROVISIONS) BILL

THIRD READING

Bill, on motion of Mr Wharton, read

a third time.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr BURNS (Lytton) (11.10 a.m.), by
leave: The Minister for Labour Relations
(Mr Campbell) in this Parliament personally
attacked my fight to obtain Queensland
compensation for zoonosis diseases on simi-
lar medical evidence to that accepted by
the Commonwealth and New South Wales
Governments.

Mr Speaker, in launching his personal
attack on me, this Liberal Minister said that
if blood tests proved that claimants are
suffering from zoonosis diseases, the defini-
tion of “injury” in terms of the Workers’
Compensation Act is broad enough to admit
any claims and to pay benefits. This is not
disputed. The point that meatworkers
throughout the State and I wish to make is

that Commonwealth meat inspectors and
New South Wales meatworkers are not

required to prove the disease by blood tests.
It is only Queenslanders who are forced into
this expensive, time-wasting, inconclusive
system.

The Commonwealth compensation authori~
ties say that blood tests are not conclusive.
Commonwealth employees are paid immedi-
ately the doctor diagnoses the case as
brucellosis.

I quote from their procedural statement
of February 1979—

“The reason for the benefit of the doubt
intention is that the diagnosis of Brucel-
lIosis is not so simple and may not be
assisted by serological studies.”
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Mr Campbell, by his actions, accuses
Queensland doctors of incorrect diagnosis—
an unwarranted slur on the medical profes-
sion.

Mr Speaker, I will continue to fight for
justice for Queensland meatworkers. I will
not let personal attacks by Mr Campbell
or any other Liberal politician prevent me
from opposing a situation where two Queens-
land workers living in the same house,
working at the same meatworks, contracting
a disease from the same animal are treated
differently because one is covered by Com-
monwealth compensation and the other by
Queensland compensation.

PETITIONS

The Clerk announced the receipt of the
following petitions—

TEACHER AIDES

From Mr Miller (43 signatories) praying
that the Parliament of Queensland will
restore and maintain the level of employ-
ment to teachers’ aides as it existed prior
to 1979.

RAiLwAY StaTioN, BraumMS COURT/RAILWAY
AVENUE, STRATHPINE

From Mr Burns (1 037 signatories) praying
that the Parliament of Queensland will pro-
vide funds for a railway station in Brahms
Court and Railway Avenue, Strathpine.

Petitions read and received.

QUESTIONS UPON NOTICE

1.  Erectricity CHARGES Pam BY
ALUMINIUM PROCESSERS

Mr D’Arey asked the Minister for Mines
and Energy—

With reference to an article in “The
Australian” of 26 August concerning the
14.6 per cent increase in electricity tariffs
in  Victoria wherein the Conservation
Council of Victoria points out that this
increase will not be passed on to Alcoa
because of a contractual arrangement
between that company and the SEC
and that it has been stated that Alcoa will
continue to pay only 1.5 cents per kilo-
watt/hour to power its giant smelter at
Portland and that this compares with 3.5
cents per unit paid by domestic users and
3.0 cents per unit paid by industrial groups
before the 14.6 per cent increase—

(1) What are the comparative charges
made on the large multinational alum-
inium processers in Queensland and are
these companies protected by a contract-
ual arrangement similar to that provided
by the Liberal/Country Party Government
in Victoria?

(2) 1f so, by how much are the domestic
users of electric power in this State sub-
sidising these foreign-owned companies?
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Answer:—

(1) Alumina refineries in <Queensland
are supplied at special tariffs which are
confidential between the company con-
cerned and the Queensland Electricity
Generating Board. Such tariffs cover the
costs of providing electricity to these
industries.

(2) Domestic consumers in Queensland
are not subsidising foreign-owned com-
panies.

2. PensioNer UNITS, HERVEY BAy

Mr Powell asked the Minister for Works
and Housing—

(1) When will the pensioner units at
Hervey Bay be available for occupancy?

(2) How many applicants are there for
these units?

(3) When is it planned to build further
units at Hervey Bay?

Answer:—
(1) October 1980.

(2) At Hervey Bay—3 single, 1 couple;
At Maryborough—14 single, 2 couple.

(3) There is no timetable. All centres
are reviewed annually in the light of
demand and available finance.

3. OPTOMETRICAL SERVICES, HERVEY
Bay HospITAL

Mr  Powell asked the Minister for

Health—

(1) Is he aware that an optometri§t
visits Hervey Bay Hospital only once in
every two months?

(2) Is he further aware that there ig a
10 month waiting list of people needing
to consult the optometrist?

(3) As it is apparent that more frequent
visits to Hervey Bay are required, especially
in view of the large pensioner population,
will he have an urgent investigation into
the matter undertaken with a view to
satisfying the urgent optometrical needs
of Hervey Bay’s permanent 13 800 popula-
tion?

Answer:—

(1) Sessions approved for  visiting
optometrists to Hervey Bay are on the
basis of 10 per year. Arrangements made
between the hospitals board and the
optometrists are on the basis of five visits,
each consisting of two sessions.

(2) The hospitals board has advised me
that bookings are filled for the September
visit and that there are also 30 patients
who will be seen at the December visit.
This does not confirm that there is a
10-month waiting list. The hospitals board
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has further indicated that from one-
quarter to one-third of the Hervey Bay
appointments are for interstate pensioners
who stay in caravan parks for extended
periods.

(3) The hospitals board feels that
additional sessions are required, and it
is in the process of preparing an appli-
cation for approval for more sessions for
the current financial year,

4. EpucatioNn OF HANDICAPPED PERSONS
Mr Scassola asked the Minister for

Education—

With reference to the report of the
Advisory Council for Special Education
furnished to him in March 1979, which
contained some 20 separate recommenda-
tions designed to overcome the very serious
differences in special education—

(1) Does he agree with the principle
that all handicapped persons have a right
to an appropriate education without
restrictions arising from age, handicap or
other circumstances?

(2) If so, when does he propose to
implement recommendations of  the
advisory council and, in particular, when
does he propose bringing to this House
legisiation in conformity with the first of
the recommendations in the report?

Answer:—

(1) Provision of education for children
with special needs in Queensland is based
on section 26 of the Education Act 1964—
1974, which reads as follows:—

“26. Provision of Special Education
For children who  require such
education on account of a disability of
mind or body, there shall be provided
special education that is to say, educa-
tion by special methods appropriate to
the needs of such children. Such special
education as the Minister approves may
be given:—

(a) in special schools;

(by in classes approved by the Min-
ister for the purpose;

(c) by any other means approved
by the Minister for the purpose.”

(2) The recommendations of my Advis-
ory Council for Special Education are
being considered along with many other
suggestions in relation to amendments to
the Education Act. Draft new legislation
is currently being prepared, but I regret
that I am not at present able to advise
the honourable member of the details
nor of the timing for presentation of the
amendments to Parliament.

. Fres IN ScHoors
Mr Davis asked the Minister for Works
and Housing—

(1) How many primary and secondary
schools have been damaged by fire in the
past five years?
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(2) Where are these schools located?

(3) What were the estimated replace-
ment and repair costs of these buildings?

(4) Has security lighting been installed
and, if so, at what locations?

Answer:—

In view of the detailed information
requested by the honourable member, I
table my answer in reply to this question.

W hereupon the honourable gentleman

laid on the table the following document:—

(1) The number of schools damage_d
by fire in the past five (5) years is
twenty-seven (27) Primary and ten (10)
Secondary.

(2) Location of these Schools—

Primary: Coorparoo; Yeronga
Infants; Eagle Junction; Sandgate
Infants; Richlands; Richlands East;

Hendra; Vincent; Oxley; Nundah; Rye-
ford; Humpybong; Stafford Heights;
Salisbury; Victoria Park; Inala Special;
Runcorn Heights; Blackwater; Wood-

ridge; Rocklea; Bundaberg  South;
Woodridge Special; Manly  West;
MacGregor; Oakleigh; Aspley East;
Inala West.

Secondary: Woodridge; Dalby; Pitts-
worth; Everton Park; Ipswich; Banyo;
Nashville; Thursday Island; Richlands;
Palm Beach-Currumbin.

(3) $3,184,770.00.

(4) Yes, at the
Schools—

Cavendish Road State High School;
Darra Pre-School; Darra State School;
Inala State High School; XKedron State
High School; Kippa-Ring Pre-School;
Kippa-Ring State School; Salisbury State
High School; Stafford Heights Pre-School;
Stafford Heights State School; Upper
Mount Gravatt State School; Capalaba
State High School; Kruger State School;
Petrie Terrace State School; Wondall
Heights State School; Acacia Ridge
State  School; Ascot State School;
Aspley Pre-School; Aspley State School;

undermentioned

Bald Hills State School; Banyo
State High School; Bracken Ridge
Pre-School; Bracken Ridge State

School; Camp Hill State High School;
Clontarf State School; Clontarf State
High School; Everton Park State
School; Everton Park State High
School; The Gap State School; The
Gap State High School; Harrisfields
Pre-School; Harrisfields State School;
Inala Special School; Inala Pre-School;
Inala State School; Inala West Pre-
School; Inala West State School; Kelvin
Grove State School; MacGregor Pre-
School; MacGregor State School; Manly
State School; Manly West Pre-School;
Manly West State School; Mansfield
Pre-School; Mansfield State School;
Norris Road Pre-School; Norris Road
State School; Northgate State School;
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Oxley State High School; Redeliffe Spec-
ial School; Redcliffe State High School;
Richlands State High School; Richlands
East State School; Rocklea State School;
Sandgate State High School; Sunnybank
State High School; Watson Road State
School; White Hills Pre-School; White
Hills State School; Woodridge Special
School; Woodridge Pre-School; Wood-
ridge State School; Woodridge State High

School; Wooloowin Pre-School; Wool-
oowin State School; Wynnum State High
School; Wynnum North State High
School; Wynnum  West  Pre-School;
Clontarf Special School; MacGregor

State High School; Aspley State High

School; Craigslea State High School;
Craigsiea State School; Craigslea Pre-
School.

USE OF SOLAR ENERGY IN GOVERNMENT
BUILDINGS

Mr Davis asked the Minister for Works

and Housing—

(1) Is he aware that a school in New
South Wales designed to be heated and
cooled by solar energy will be built as a
pilot project by that State Government?

(2) As this type of project, if success-
ful, would be of great benefit to this State,
are any Government buildings in this
State using, or are planned for the future
to use, this source of energy?

Answer:—

(1) Yes. My Department of Works,
through the National Public Works Con-
ference at which all States and the Com-
monwealth are represented at the Per-
manent Head level, will be fully informed
of the developments in New South Wales
and in other States, and full advantage
will be taken of the exchange and approp-
riate use of the information available on
the latest solar-heat installations.

{2) Domestic solar hot-water systems
have been in use since 1977 in dwellings
provided by my department for the Abor-
iginal and Islanders :Advancement Depart-
ment at Aurukun, Burketown, Edwards
River, Kowanyama, Lockhart River, Mor-
nington Island, Palm Island and Yarrabah,

More recently, through the Queensland
Energy Resources Advisory Council, the
Government is actively pursuing the policy
of investigating and, where possible, sup-
porting use of alternative energy sources,
solar energy in particular, and monitored
solar hot-water systems have been installed
in Public Service residences at Gordonvale
and Forest Beach.

7. MANNING OF SCHOOL CROSSINGS
Mr Davis asked the Minister for
Transport—
(1) Is he aware of a scheme operating in
Victoria whereby school crossings are

manned during morning and afternoon
periods by part-time wardens?
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(2) As there are many dangerous cross-
ings in both metropolitan and provincial
areas, will he have this scheme investigated?

Answer:—

(1) Yes. This scheme was considered by
an inter-departmental committee in con-
nection with its examination of difficultics
associated with “zebra’ crossings at schools
in Queensland.

{2) This committee, consisting of repre-
sentatives from the State Depariments
of Main Roads, Police and Education, as
well as the Brisbane City Council, the
Queensland Road Safety Council and the
Local Government Association, after con-
sideration of all aspects of the problem,
recommended the introduction of 2 dis-
tinctive, part-time school crossing facility
displaving appropriate regulatory flags to
improve the safety of these crossings.

The recommendation was acted upon
and an amendment to the Traffic Regula-
tions, 1962, sas subsequently published
in the Government Gazette of 8 March
1980. The ‘“Manual of Uniform Traffic
Control Devices” was also amended and
this. type of traffic control device is now
widely used in the metropolitan area and
in provincial centres.

The scheme enables the employment of
monitors or wardens by local authorities
for crossing supervision where this should
he found to Dbe mnecessary.

Apart from this, regulation 164 of the
Traffic Regulations, 1962, provides for the
appoiniment of pupils or other persons to
act as school patrols in relation to school
crossings.

8 & 9. FrprrarL ALP ADMINISTRATIVE

COMMITTEE

Mr Austin asked the Deputy Premier

and Treasurer—

(1) Is he aware that, according to a
report in “The Australian” of 4 March,
Mr Casev was reported to have said that
the federally-appointed administrative com-
mittee “was not the kind he would like
to sit on”, because it was not representa-
tive of the party in the State?

(2) Is he also aware that in the same
article it was reported that others who
have rebuffed the federal take-over include
Mr Tom Burns?

(3) How does he reconcile these reports
with the apparent about-face of Mr Casey
and Mr Burns, who now appear to be
subservient to the federal administration?

Answeri—

(1 to 3) 1 am aware of the reports
referred to by the thonourable member.
Roth the honourable Leader of the Oppo-
sition and the member for Lytton in
doing an about-face have done so out of
political necessity. The honourable Leader
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of the Opposition knows what it is like
to be out in the cold, having been expelled
once from the Labor Party for failing to
bow to the wishes of the Labor Party
organisation. He knows what it is like
being out on his own and does not want
to relive the experience. And the honour-
able member for Lytton well knows how
easily the Labor Party organisation can
disendorse and expel members who do
not tce the party line because he,
as the State Secretary of the Labor
Party in 1972, was the person  who
axed a number of sitting Labor Party
members.

So both the honourable Leader of the
Opposition and the honourable member
for Lytton had to do an about-face to
save their political hides. They have suc-
cumbed to supporting an organisation
which they believe is not representative
of the party in the State. In turn, if the
new Labor administration is not repre-
sentative of the Labor Party in the State,
it certainly cannot be representative of
the people of Queensland generally. In
those circumstances, the members of the
Opposition have no right to masquerade
as an alternative Government, representa-
tive of the people of Queensiand. And the
need for the two honourable members to
do an about-face is one of the more recent
examples of the requirement of Labor
members to come into this Chamber and
vote according to caucus decisions and the
dictates of the Labor organisation, no
matter what or how strong their feelings
might be.

It is bad enough when the Opposition
members of the Fouse parade themselves
as an alternative Government when it is
an estab!ished fact that they are subject
to the.dictates of an organisation outside
the Parliament. It is even worse when it
is realised that it is not only the State
Labor Party organisation which can tell
honourable members of the Opposition
what to do and how to vote.

The honourable members opposite are
subject also to the dictates of the Federal
Labor Party organisation, for in the same
report to which the honourable member
referred the then Federal President of
the Labor Party, Mr. Batt, is reported
as having re-emphasised that the Federal
Executive’s authority over the State branch
was ultimate. “Ultimate” is Mr. Batt’s
word, not mine.

The Opposition in this House cannot
therefore put itself forward as an alterna-
tive Government that would place Queens-
land’s interests first, because it lacks the
authority to do so.

Mr Austin asked the Minister for Labour

Relations—

(1) Is he aware that the member for
Lytton, the then Leader of the Opposition,
was reported as saying on 3 March 1978,
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when he was referring to the decision of
the AWU to be reaffiliated with the
ALP, that he had been fighting for years
for the two bodies to be reunited?

(2) Is he also aware that Mr Edgar
Williams was reported in *The Courier-
Mail” of 1 March as saying, “I will not
be vice-president of a virtual scab organ-
isation”, after he was asked to be vice-
president of the new guard of the ALP?

(3) Has he noted how silent the member
for Lytton has been on the decision of
the AWU not to join the federally-
appointed administrative committee?

(4) Does this indicate that the moderate
unions have refused to be a part of the
socialist left take-over of the ALP?

Answer:—

(1 to 4) I certainly have noted—with
some amazement—the silence of the hon-
ourable member for Lytton on the decision
of the AWU not to join the “new guard”.
As silence has never been one of the
honourable member’s virtues, one must
assume the stance of the AWU is an
issue of utmost importance to whichever
of the many factions purporting to repre-
sent the “real” Labor Party he really
supports.

The honourable member for Wavell
poses a most interesting question. Will
the honourable member for Lytton now
seek the expulsion of the AWU because
it supports the “wrong” ALP—and risk
losing all that beautiful financial and
physical support on which ALP electiqn
campaigns rely so heavily? Or does he, in
his innermost self, side with the AWU?

Surely, only a dilemna of these dimen-
sions could silence the honourable mem-
ber. But then, I do not blame him for not
speaking up. Traditional Labor Party
supporters are already so confused by the
intrigues, the posturings, the writs and the
possibility of election candidates from dif-
ferent but official ALP factions that any-
thing he might say would only churn the
tin of worms faster.

In the meantime, of course, the “old
guard” remains defiant at Breakfast Creek
and the “new guard” rails against the fail-
ure of the Federal Executive to complete
intervention in the State branch. It secems
that the Labor Party has now atiempted
to create an illusion of unity. But the Fed-
eral Executive could not care less. All
it is concerned with is keeping the lid on
the worms until after the Federal election.

I know members of the Opposition are
highly embarrassed about the position in
which they find themselves. The Federal
Executive regards the two Queensland
ALPs as expendable in the State election
but it hopes, by ordering the silence of
people like the honourable member for
Lytton, that Federal electors can be lulled
into a false belief that all is well.
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As a former president of the State
Liberal Party, I am somewhat amazed that
the honourable member for Lytton—a for-
mer president of the ALP—has so little
influence in party matters and is treated
like a little boy. It really is the farce of
the decade.

10. AvuTtomMaTtic RoLLER Doors

Mr Austin asked the Minister for Labour

Relations—

(1) Has the Consumer Affairs Depart-
ment carried out any investigation into
the possible dangers of automatic roller
doors?

(2) If not, will he cause an investigation
into the safety of automatic roller doors
to be undertaken because of the danger
of crushing small children, as many
accidents and deaths have been recorded
in the United States of America?

Answer:—
(1) No.

(2) 1, too, share the honourable mem-
ber’s concern with respect to matters
relating to product safety. However, no
specific complaints relating to the safety of
automatic roller doors have been made to
the Consumer Affairs Bureau. Should the
honourable member provide me with evi-
dence of injuries to Queenslanders having
resulted from the use of these doors, I shall
have the matter examined.

CENTRAL QUEENSLAND COALFIELDS
TaxaTioNn DISPUTE

Mr Yewdale asked the Deputy Premier and

Treasurer—

I refer to the Prime Minister’s state-
ments on the question of subsidised hous-
ing for Central Queensland coal miners
said to have been made at the time when
the Prime Minister announced that the
Taxation Department was looking at the
guestion of subsidised housing because, he
said, no one wants a situation in which
company directors are living in subsidised
penthouse  apartments. When  asked
whether any alterations to the relevant
sections of the Taxation Act could be
expected to apply to people living and
working in remote areas, such as the Cen-
tral Queensland coalfields, Mr Fraser is
reported to have said that there has tra-
ditionally been a similar situation in the
primary  industries where remoteness
applies and where a person wanting a par-
ticular job often has no alternative to
taking an employer’s house. He is reported
to have said, “We certainly would not
have wanted that situation altered or
upset, and I think there is a responsibility
to encourage people to move out of the
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capital cities into remote parts of Aus-
tralia that aid and assist development.””

I now ask the Deputy Premier and
Treasurer—

(1) Does he have any recollection of
such statements?

(2) Does he agree that if such state-
ments were made, they would serve to
indicate that Central Queensland coal
miners would be exempt from such taxa-
tion that might otherwise apply to people
such as company directors living in sub-
sidised penthouse apartments?

(3) If not, why not?

(4) Has he raised these matters with
the Prime Minister in discussions they
have had over the coal miners’ strike?

(5) What was the
reaction?

(6) If he believes that the reported
statements are in essence correct, does
he believe that the Prime Minister’s course
in seeking to deny them constitutes a
reprehensible action?

(7) What action does he plan to take
with his Liberal colleagues to have these
promises honoured?

Prime Minister’s

Answer:—

(1 to 7) The honourable member for
Rockhampton North would by now be
aware that the long-running and very costly
Central Queensland coal miners’ strike has
ended. I believe every member of this
House should be genuinely pleased that the
men are now back at work and that our
vital coal export trade is to resume.

I pay tribute to Mr Howard and the
miners’ union leaders for their efforts in
bringing about a settlement of the dispute
which caused the strike. I commend the
miners for their overwhelming decision
yesterday to accept the compromise formula
hammered out in Sydney last week.

1 was pleased to have played a part in
these talks which produced the urgently
needed breakthrough in what had developed
into a stalemate situation. As the honour-
able member knows, the strike was costing
this State and nation dearly, but the most
serious aspect was its potential long-term
effect on our reputation as a reliable trading
partner. Hopefully, our reputation will be
enhanced if we can achieve a period of
industrial peace on our all-important coal-
fields.

The honourable member for Rock-
hampton North can be assured that my
views on the cause of the strike have been
made quite clear to the Federal Govern-
ment. I can also assure the honourable
member that in any major matter affecting
Queensland taxpayers, I will continue to
make my views known to the appropriate
authorities.
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12. MINERAL PRODUCTION AND ROYALTIES

Mr Yewdale asked the Minister for Mines
and Energy—

(1) What was the total value of min-
erals excluding coal mined in Queensland
from 1974 to 1979 inclusive and in 19797

(2) What was the total amount of
royalties the Government received from
such minerals from 1974 to 1979 inclusive
and in 19797

Answer:—

(1} The total value of minerals excluding
coal mined in Queensland from 1974 to
1979 inclusive was $3,471,140,982 and in
1979 was $897,985,251.

(2) The total amount of royalties received
from such minerals from 1974 to 1979
inclusive was $133,228,302 and in 1979 it
was $33,131,715.

13.  Dwriver’s LICENCE IssUING OFFICE,
MANSFIELD ELECTORATE

Mr Kaus asked the Minister for Transport—

Will he investigate the location of a
driver’s licence issuing office in the Mans-
field electorate, to complete all Govern-
ment services in the Upper Mount Gravatt
area and release the police station in
Mansfield from this duty?

Answer:—

As indicated in my reply to a similar
question by the hconourable member on 10
Octcber last year, the provision of an
additional drivers licensing and issuing
centre on the south side of the river was
being investigated. Arising from these
investigations, discussions are being held
with the Logan Shire Council with a view
to obtaining a suitable location for the
provision of a licence testing and issuing
centre at Woodridge which would serve the
Upper Mount Gravatt and adjacent develop-
ing areas. I will keep the interest of the
honourable member in mind and advise him
if there is any further progress in this
matter,
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(3) Is he aware that such children are
not given a morning and afternoon issue
of milk in company with other children
at the pre-school but are only allowed one
issue per day in spite of the fact that receipt
of a morning and afternoon ration in their
case would only result in their receiving
the same issue—10 per fortnight—as other
children?

(4) Is he aware of the extent of feeling
that the department’s practice of denying
small children what is given to other child-
ren in front of their eyes is causing in
country pre-schools?

Answer:——

(1) No. The State free milk scheme is
designed to provide to each child in regular
attendance at a pre-school centre, a kinder-
garten, a child care centre or other similar
institution approved by relevant State
authorities, an issue of 150 mL of milk per
day of attendance.

Attendance at all such centres is volun-
tary, and if a child attends on 10 days per
fortnight, he receives 10 serves. Regular
attendance patterns for individual children,
however, generally range from four to 10
days per fortnight, while duration of attend-
ance on any one day tends to range from
two to nine hours.

(2) Yes. These are two common patterns
of attendance and many other patterns of
attendance also prevail to meet local needs
of parents and children.

(3) Yes. I am aware that the scheme pro-
vides for an issue of only 150 mL of milk
per child per day of attendance regardless
of the duration of attendance on any one
day. Whether the daily issue is all served to
a full-day attender in the morning or
divided into two servings during the day is
a matter for the staff at a centre to deter-
mine. The scheme was devised on the
assumption that a 150-mL issue of milk per
day attendance was a reasonable dietary
supplement regardless of duration of
attendance.

(4) It is my belief that centre staff attempt
to serve milk in ways that take account of
children’s feelings.

15. GERIATRIC SERVICES
Mr Jones asked the Minister for Health—

14, FreeE MLk, Pre-scHoOL CHILDREN

Mr Bourke asked the Minister for Educa-
tion—

(1) Is it the policy of his department
that pre-school children should receive cne
free issue of milk per day so as to receive
10 such issues per fortnight?

(2) Is he aware that in some country
schools, because of the problems of travel,
some children attend for two full days in
one week and three full days in the altern-
ate week instead of attending for a morn-
ing or afternoon session daily, as is normal
in other cases?

(1) Has the Commonwealth Government
designated as a State responsibility the plan-
ning and provision of programs for
geriatric services?

(2) If so, and because of the accepted
medical fact that illness occurs in the
elderly more than in any other group, and
as the number of persons aged 65 years
and over within the Australian community
is estimated to reach 1.7 million by the
turn of the century, has the State Govern-
ment initiated any project designed to
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ascertain the need for future geriatric
services and, if so, what form and direc-
tion is it proposed the initiatives will take?

Answer:—

(1) The depariment has always had an
interest in, and a commitment to, provid-
ing services for aged people in Queensland.

(2) The honourable member may know
that I recently distributed a document
entitled “The Care of the Aged—A Policy
for the Future”. This outlines the pro-
posed development of geriatric services.

16, Roap-wORKS, CAIRNS AREa

Mr Jones asked the Minister for Local
Government, Main Roads and Police—

(1) What progress has been made in
the completion of planning and design work
for the four-lane highway on the southern
entrance to Cairns between Clarke Creek
and Burpu, Bruce Highway, Cairns, and is
it anticipated work will be completed
before the onset of the next wet season?

(2) Has any approach been made by the
Cairns City Council for a feasibility study
for the secondary access road south of
Gordon Creek on alignment to Hartley
Street, Cairns, and, if so, has consideration
been given to including this new access in
the forward planning of the southern entry
for Cairns’s main road requirements?

Answer:—

(1) Construction of the four-lane section
of the Bruce Highway between Clarke
Creek and Burpu is being undertaken as
three jobs. The first job involves the
major intersections of Mulgrave Road with
Ishmael Road, Balaclava Road and Barr
Street. Construction has commenced and
is programmed for completion before the
end of 1980.

The second and third jobs are for the
balance of the road-works and the dupli-
cate bridge over Gordon <Creek. The
designs of both jobs are progressing and
release of the schemes is expected in mid-
1981, subject to the availability of funds.

(2) Cairns City Council is currently
carrying out a feasibility study for a heavy
vehicle access to Cairns from a point
south of Gordon Creek. The Main Reads
Department has taken account of this
possibility in the forward planning of the
Bruce Highway. Preliminary investigations
indicate that the intersection of the route
with the Bruce Highway will be beyond
the southern limit of the four-lane section
which is now under design.

The honourable member has previously
been advised that the alternative access
road is not a declared road under the
Main Roads Act and hence is not included
in the department’s forward planning pro-
gram. The provision of funds for this
project, should it proceed, is thus a local
authority responsibility.
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17. WOREE PRE-SCHOOL

Mr Jones asked the Minister for

Education-—

(1) Is he aware that enrolments for the
Woree Pre-school have already exceeded
10G?

(2) If so, has ne made a recommenda-
tion for the second unit to be provided at
this pre-school as an immediate measure
and, if not, will he give urgent considera-
tion to this project?

Answer:—

(1) The present enrolment at the Woree
State Pre-School Centre is 48 and there is
no waiting list for 1980. The waiting list
for 1981 stands at 97. However, this figure
could well contain considerable overlap
with waiting lists for other State pre-school
centres and kindergartens in Cairns.

(2) The situation at Woree is being
monitored closely. The centre has only
just been completed and it would be
premature to plan additional units until
clear trends in waiting list and enrolment
patterns are established.

18 & 19. St ‘GEORGE HOSPITAL

Mr MNeal asked the Minister for Health—

(1) Has approval been givep for the
replacement of the X-ray machine at the
St George Hospital with a new machine?

(2) As the X-ray machine at the Dir-
ranbandi Hospital is not in working order
and it is intended to replace it with the
present X-ray machine from St George
Hospital, will he give urgent consideration
to the supply of a new X-ray machine for
St George at the earliest possible time?

Answer:—

(1) As indicated to the honourable mem-
ber in my letter of 4 June 1980, it is
intended to upgrade X-ray facilities at the
St George Hospital and to this end officers
of the Division of Health and Medical
Physics have visited St George and have
subsequently sought and obtained further
statistical data from the medical super-
intendent of the St George Hospital
through the manager. The report submitted
by the Division of Health and Medical
Physics has been examined and the board
will be advised in the near future of the
tvpe of equipment which will be supplied.

(2) When the new equipment is supplied
to the St George Hospital, consideration
will then be given to the utilisation of
existing equipment from the S8t George
Hospital at the Dirranbandi Hospital.

Mr Neal asked the Minister for Health—

In view of the number of geriatric
patients in the St George Hospital, thereby
decreasing the number of beds for other
patients and the number of spare beds
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available in the maternity wing, will he
give consideration to proposals to convert
part or all of the maternity wing into a
geriatric ward, which would require the
engagement of only two more nurses?

Answer:—

The Balonne Hospitals Board has fur-
nished details of long-stay patients and
available accommodation at the 8t George
Hospital as requested by the Departmental
Nursing Home Committee. The ‘informa-
tion received will be examined by that
committee at its next meeting, which is
to be held in the near future.

20. NANANGO POLICE STATION

Mr Guon asked the Minister for Local
Government, Main Roads and Police—

As no doubt he-is aware of the popula-
tion buildup in Nanango and the necessity
to- increase the police strength in that
town, what plans has the Police Commis-
sioner for an increase in police strength
in Nanango and for the replacement of
the very small. police station that now
exists in that town?

Answer:—

The strength at Nanango station was
recently increased by one member who
has taken up duty, and the staff situation
will be kept under review in the light of
developments in the Nanango area.

A proposal to provide adequate accom-
modation for increased strength at this
station is now under consideration.

21, Nrrrate CONTENT OF RYE GRASS
Mr Gunn asked the Minister for Primary

Industries—

(1) Is he aware that rye grass is show-
ing a buildup in nitrates and causing
death in cattle in the Lowood area?

(2) Will his department warn cattlemen
of the potential danger of crops that are
likely to show a nitrate buildup in dry
times? ’

Answer:—

(1) Tt is well recognised that fertilised
and irrigated rye grasses may contain toxic
amounts of nitrate and I am aware that
losses have occurred in the Lowood and
other areas. For this- reason, they should
be grazed with care.

(2) Yes. Arrangements have been made
for a press statement to be released and
a radio broadcast to be made.

22. ELECTRIFICATION OF IPSWICH-

Rosewoon RaAnmLway LINE

Mr Gunn asked the Minister for Trans-
port—

As the electrification of the railway line
to Ipswich will soon be completed, are there
any plans for an extension of the electri-
fication to Rosewood in the near future?
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Answer:—

The current suburban electrification
program carrying through to 1984 does
not include any extension of electrification
beyond Ipswich.

Mr Moore: Why don’t you take it to

Roma?

Mr TOMKINS: I do not propose to do

that either.

Answer (contd):.—

Apart from the fact that all available
funds for electrification are committed
to the completion of Brisbane suburban
routes, there 1is insufficient passenger
travel demand between Ipswich and Rose-
wood to warrant the high cost of elec-
trification on that account.

Whilst it would be logical to expect that
electrification will ultimately be extended
to Toowoomba as a main-line project,
and this could accommodate Rosewood
services, it is too early to suggest possible
program dates. However, with the intro-
duction of a new timetable later this year,
several of the services to and from Rose-
wood will connect with electric trains at
Ipswich.

23. TRADING ON FUTURES MARKET

Mr Warburton asked the Minister for

Justice and Attorney-General—

(1) What legislative protection exists in
Queensland for an investor in the futures
market?

(2) Is he aware of any complaints
against Queensland futures traders as a
result of discretionary trading activities?

(3) Will he examine the New South
Wales Futures Markets Act, 1979, with a
view to Introducing similar legislation
in Queensland?

Answer:——

(1y No specific legislation currently
exists in Queensland regulating the activi-
ties of futures markets.

(2) The Commissioner for Corporate
Affairs has advised that no complaints
have been received in Queensland in
relation to futures market trading accord-
ing to records held in his office. There
is no futures market in Queensland and
all trading is done in the New South
Wales futures market.

(3) The New South Wales Futures
Markets Act 1979 is concerned with
providing a statutory basis for the opera-
tions of the Sydneyv Futures FExchange
Limited, a body which operates in New
South Wales. No suggestions have been
made, to my knowledge, that a similar
body be established in Queensland. If such
suggestions are made, the need for legis-
lation will be examined.
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24, SecuriTY MEasures, TAB AGENCIES
Mr Warburton asked the Deputy Premier

and Treasurer—

With reference to the many Totalisator
Administration Board offices operating
throughout Queensland for the purpose
of betting and bearing in mind the armed
robberies that have occurred at TAB
premises in recent times, and the fact
that most of the employees are females
employed on a casual basis, is he aware that
the TAB provides no security equipment
such as alarm systems and/or surveillance
cameras and will he take urgent action
to have this matter investigated by secur-
ity experts with a wview to providing
adequate security at all Queensland TAB
premises and for the employees concerned?

Answer:—

The honourable member is not correct
when he states that the Totalisator Admin-
istration Board does not provide security
measures at TAB offices. Security cam-
sras are installed at all TAB offices in
Brisbane and the Gold Coast, which are
regarded as the most vulnerable areas. 1
think the honourable member would be
well aware of the publicity given to an
incident last week which received wide-
spread coverage throughout Australia.

Furthermore, an alarm system to a cen-
tral control point will be an integral part
of the new computerised betting system
which will shortly come into operation.
The TAB also employs the services of
security firms to patrol TAB offices in the
evening, when the majority of robberies
have occurred.

In addition, other security devices and
procedures have been, and will be, imple-
mented, but for obvious reasons I do not
propose to divulge details of those pub-
liclyy, The TAB and the Queensland
Police Department are co-operating fully
on the whole question of security, Both
the board and I are concerned about the
security of TAB personnel, and we will
continue to, increase. security measures to
provide an effective deterrent to robbery
attempts on the part of criminals.

25. DEPARTMENT OF SPORT

PUBLICATIONS

Mr Warburton asked the Minister for
Culture, National Parks and Recreation—

(1) Apart from the usual advice on
grants and subsidies, how many publica-
tions such as newsletters, pamphlets, hand-
books and directories has the Department
of Sport developed and distributed in
Queensland during the last two years?

(2) If material of the kind to which I
have referred has been distributed, what
was the nature of the material and what
was the extent of the distribution?

[9 SepremBer 1980]

Questions Upon Notice

Answer:—

(1 & 2) The department has not pro-
duced any publications of the nature men-
tioned by the honourable member. To date
it has been considered that sport should
receive, in the most direct way possible,
the total benefit of the taxpayers’ money
allocated through the Budget. This direct
funding since 1972, when my Government
gave the lead to all other States and the
Commonwealth in the field of assistance
to sport, has totalled some $10.5m, and
this performance has not been equalled
per capita by any other Australian Gov-
ernment.

If a need develops for the production
of any information material additional
to that presently supplied by correspond-
ence to sport, honourable members or
any other organisation or individual, then
that need will be responded to in the
most appropriate and cost-effective fashion,

26. ProtECTION OF HoOSPIiTAL PATIENTS

AGAINST ENFORCED SALE OF PROPERTY
Mr Elliott asked the Deputy Premier

and Treasurer—

(1) Is he aware of the case referred to
Government members by Mr Nestdale in
which he indicated that a Queensland
widow, who is now in the North Ryde
Psychiatric Hospital in Sydney, has been
advised by the New South Wales Govern-
ment’s Protective Commissioner that New
South Wales laws can force the sale of her
property in Queensland to cover hospital-
isation expenses, which to date amount to
some $60,000?7

(2) Will he ensure that this type of
injustice is not perpetrated upon Queens-
land citizens who are in similar unfortun-
ate circumstances and, if necessary, enact
legislation to ensure this situation is in
hand?

Answer:—

(1 & 2) This matter does not come under
my administration and I suggest that the
honourable member refer his question to
the appropriate Minister.

27. New HospitAL, CUNNAMULLA

Mr Turner asked the Minister for

Health—

Further to my question of 20 August
concerning the estimated date when ten-
ders will be called for the construction
of a new hospital at Cunnamulla and as
sufficient funds have now been raised for
commencement of construction, when
will tenders be called?

Answer:—

The Cunnamulla Hospitals Board has
been given approval by Cabinet to invite
tenders for the mew hospital when it has
raised a further $130,000 in the financial
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vear 1980-81. The manager of the board
has indicated that it has been successful
in raising this amount and therefore it
will proceed with the invitation of tenders.

28.  TEACHER ACCOMMODATION, AMBY

Mr Turner asked the Minister for Works
and Housing—— )

(1) Is he aware of the need for teacher
accommodation at Amby?

(2) When is it envisaged that this prob-
Jem will be overcome?

Answer:—

(I & 2) My Department of Works has
not been requested by the client depart-
ment to provide additional teacher accom-
modation at Amby, but following his
personal representations the matter is still
being investigated.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

PREMIER’S STATEMENT ON COALITION
GOVERNMENT

Mr CASEY: In directing a question to
the Premier, I refer to an article in today’s
“Australian” headed “Joh casts the Liberals
adrift”. I ask: Is he correctly reported in
that newspaper as having said yesterday that
the State Liberal Party is no longer in coali-
tion with the ruling National Party, that he
will not campaign for his deputy (Dr
Edwards) and, by inference, that the Liberals
are inconsistent, untrustworthy, unreliable
and dishonest? If so, I ask him, as leader
of the former coalition Government: Are
the Liberals, including their leader and Cabi-
net Ministers, now free to vote in this House
as they wish on matters on which they
differ from the National Party or on matters
of their own so-called policies which they
talk about in the electorate but never seem
game to support in this Parliament? In other
words, is he really saying that they are free
to g;; their own way and do as they please
now?

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: There are many
ways in which I could answer the question
asked by the Leader of the Opposition. All
honourable members are aware that Press
reports do not always record accurately the
words that were spoken.” That certainly
applies in this case, because certain aspects
of the report are not correct.

1 do not think that there is any need for
me to talk about the coalition or, indeed,
about the Labor Party.and its problems
between the old and the new groups. 1 think
it is a question that the electors will weigh up
and judge for themselves at the appropriate
time, and I think that the honourable gentle-
man should be prepared to leave it till then.
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CeNTRAL QUEENSLAND COALFIELDS
TaxarioNn DiSPUTE

Mr CASEY: I refer the Premier to “The
Courier-Mail”’ of Monday, 8 September, and
the comments of the Blackwater Combined
Mining Unions’ delegate Mr Max Tanzer who,
speaking of the so-called plan on which the
Premier was working relative to the settle-
ment of the Central Queensland miners’
subsidised housing tax dispute, said—

“One of the conditions of Mr Bjelke-
Petersen’s plan being a goer was that the
miners did not return to work.”

and ask: As it is well known amongst the
delegates, and on the coalfields generally,
that that same Max Tanzer was the person
with whom he built up a close and constant
relationship throughout the strike, why does
he now deny that that was the message that
he passed on to Mr Tanzer through other
delegates at the Blackwater strike office
whilst Tanzer was in Sydney?

Mr BIJELKE-PETERSEN: I spoke to Mr
Tanzer at different times when 1 was up at
Blackwater, but 1 spoke to other people on
the telephone, not to Max,

Again, this matter has been distorted very
considerably. All T can say to the honourable
member is that, having in mind the criticism
of me that appeared in the newspaper today,
1 do not think that anybody worked harder
than 1 did over the whole period of the
dispute to try to find a solution. I always
worked on the basis of finding a solution
under which no tax would be paid either now
or at any time in the future. 1 was deter-
mined to try to achieve that objective, and T
pursued it relentlessly with tax experts, as
many as five of whom were at my place over
a week-end trying to come up with solutions
and methods of achieving them. I also dis-
cussed the problem with tax experts and legal
experts from southern capital cities. We
were pursuing these discussions at the time
the decision was finally reached.

As 1 had spoken to the miners at different
times about the objectives that I had, they
knew exactly what I was seeking to achieve.
To suggest that I said that they should not
go back to work is, of course, a very severe
exaggeration. On every occasion when 1
spoke on a radio program in the morning, }
said—and 1 said it two, three, or four times—
that T would be glad—and 1 was glad—when -
they went back to work. The suggestion was
that,  if the final proposal failed, we had
another proposal that would mean that there -
would be no tax payvable either now or in
the future. It was considered by top legal
men and tax men to be completely accept-
able, and it would have to be accepted unless
the Government in Canberra changed the Act.

The matter that concerns me very much
today about the whole issue is that the gate
is now wide open because we did not achieve
our objective of scrubbing. the whole idea.
Policemen, schoolteachers, : public servants
generally, both State and Federal, and primary
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producers across the board can all expect to
come within the net and be asked to pay tax
on subsidised housing or accommodation or
concessions of that nature. That disturbs me
very greatly indeed, and I regret very much
that it was not possible to achieve my
objective. On the other hand, I pay tribute
to Dr Edwards and others who worked during
the strike to resolve the dispute.

he main thing is that the men are back
at work. Let us now fight the other issue of
the tax problem that other people will face
as a consequence of the resolution of the
dizpute.

kr CASEY: I direct a supplementary ques-
tion to the Premier because he has not com-
pletely denied the point that I made in my
earlier question. Is he aware that an article
appearing in “The Australian Financial
Review” today confirms that mining union
delegates Mick Slade and John Moulds are
the persons to whom he spoke on the tele-
prhone regarding his better deal, and that they
also confirm that the essence of the conversa-
tion and his offer was conditional on the
miners not returning to work?

Despite the Premier’s denials this morning,
and in view of the mounting evidence that
he took such action at a time when the
Treasurer had just presented his Budget to
the State Parliament, a document that blamed
the miners’ strike for the economic ills of
the State, wouldn’t he class his own efforts
to prolong the strike as a gross act of
political treachery?

Mr BIELKE-PETERSEN: I would never
make a statement that they should not go
back to work. If the honourable gentleman
reads the article in “The Australian Finan-
cial Review”, he will find that the man who
made the statement said that he could not
remember what I said. He said that I
talked for a long while and he could not
remember what I said, but he thought that
that was what I said. The honourable mem-
ber should not put much credence in that.

LeEvYING oF StatE INcoME Tax

Mr GLASSON: I ask the Deputy Premier
and Treasurer: Is he aware of an. article in
today’s ‘““Telegraph” wherein the Leader of
the Opposition is purported to be going to
say in his speech on the Budget debate that
State income tax would be levied by the State
Government next year? Will the Treasurer
comment on this statement as to whether it
is pure supposition?

Dr EDWARDS: As usual, this is most
shameful behaviour by the Leader of the
Opposition. It is in contempt of this Parlia-
ment to release the details of a speech that
the Leader of the Opposition has not made
in this Parliament. I believe this is the first
time in the history of this Parliament that this
has 'happened. This incident indicates quite

clearly the contempt that members of the

Opposition, - including the - Leader of - the
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Opposition, have for this Parliament. It also
indicates the hypocrisy of the Opposition
which, in the past two weeks, has tried to
indicate that it has respect for the House
of Parliament.

This action speaks for itself and deserves
to be totally condemned. As for the con-
tents of the speech which, I believe, the
Leader of the Opposition may be making
today—and again, as usual, he is looking
to the Press gallery, just as he does when he
speaks in this Parliament—I am not sure
what the Leader of the Opposition will say; he
changes his mind every day. It is reported
that he will say that State income tax will
be applied by this Government. Let me make
the Government’s position perfectly ' ¢lear,
just as the Premier and I have done on
numerous occasions in the past: on no occas-
ion has this Government been associated with
anything which would indicate that it will
proceed in any form with stage 2 of the
Federal Government’s policy. As a Govern-
ment we will not commit the people of
Queensiand to State income tax. 1 pledge
myself and the State Government totally to
that view. i

The Leader of the Opposition should look
at the members of the Press gallery again
so that they can again say he has made his
approach to them to keep in good with
them-—to those people to whom he leaked this
rubbish this morning.

Getting back to the realities of the situation
—it is absolutely inaccurate. It was done
totally for political expediency. The Leader
of the Opposition has told lies in this Parlia-
ment, or will tell lies again today.

Mr CASEY: I rise to a point of order.
The Treasurer has run away with himself.
He has used terms, Mr Speaker, that you
know full well are completely unparliament-
ary. They are offensive and I ask that they
¢ withdrawn.

Dr EDWARDS: I am quite happy to
withdraw the remarks and indicate again that -
the Leader of the Opposition has shown that
he is careless with the truth. He has again
stated inaccuracies regarding this Govern-
ment’s policies. He has many problems in
his party. 1 would like to make quite clear
what the newspapers said today. If I were
in his shoes I would be fearful of the out-
come of what will happen between the State
and Federal parties and the “old guard” and
the “new guard” in December.

In reply to the Leader of the Opposition,
I again repeat on behalf of the Government
of Queensland that no State income tax will
be implemented by this Government, but if
a Labor Government happens to be elected
at the Federal or State level I can only say
that I have great pity for the people of
Australia because of the imposition of such
things as a resource tax, a profit tax and
many other forms of taxation. The promises
made already by Mr Hayden have been costed -
at $2,000m. Somebody has to pay for them
and*it will be the taxpayers of Queensland’
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and Australia. It is a tragedy that these
attempts to gain political advantage are not
given their true perspective.

The Government of Queensland will have
no part of such rubbish. I hope that the
Leader of the Opposition has the decency not
to make such an irresponsible and inaccurate
speech later today.

UN7UsT FEDERAL TAXATION ON COUNTIRY
PEOPLE

Mr LESTER: I ask the Deputy Premier
and Treasurer: What can this Government do
to ensure that in future the Federal Gov-
ernment makes no further moves to intro-
duce unjust taxes on country people, such
as it tried to do in the recent subsidised hous-
ing issue? I ask this question because advice
was  given by the Premier, the Deputy
Premier and Treasurer and me that it would
not be wise for the Federal Government
to try to introduce this tax. I raise the
matter again this morning and ask this
question because we have been proven right,

Dr EDWARDS: It is opportune to outline
the situation as it exists as a result of the
recent discussions. At no time in the history
of the mining industry have miners on the
Central Queensland fields paid taxation on
the value of subsidised housing. That had
been the situation right up till a recent
decision was made by the Taxation Com-
missioner to put the value of housing in
Central Queensland at approximately $45
a week. :

As a result of changes to section 26E in
1978 and again recently, that section provides
for some discounting of the $45 to about
$20 and by the payment of rentals ranging
from $5 to $13.50, which meant that the
miners in that area were being taxed on a
value of about $16 down to about $9 2
week. That was the contentious issue that
brought about ‘the stoppage on the Central
Queensland coalfields some 11 weeks ago.

This Government’s position, and that of
the honourable member for Peak Downs,
has been at all times that there should be
equality in taxation and that no particular
group should be exempt. But we also believe,
and we made this quite clear, that people
who live in areas such as the Central
Queensland coalfields must have the advant-
age of some form of discount especially
implemented to compensate for the difficulties
of living in such areas.

Following our stating of this belief, negoti-
ations took place over a long period. Of
course, 'the Commonwealth Government
denied :that an assessment had ever been
made and in fact the Commissioner for
Taxation himself indicated that this was not
correct. A week or so ago, however, a letter
came to hand which showed that an assess-
ment Had been made on 22 May 1973 under
which for taxation purposes the value of
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housing in Moura and Biloela ranged from
$3 to 89, a fact to which the honourable
member referred. The discovery of this
letter led to the immediate commencement
of negotiations to have the escalation in the
value of subsidised housing assessed at a
reasonable figure and so allow discounting
to continue. We were able to arrange discus-
sions, and I was very pleased that both the
miners and Mr Howard asked me to be
present. A sensible approach was therefore
made to the whole business.

An agreement was reached following those
discussions, and it has now been accepted
by the miners. This means that the dis-
counting will now take place and no miner
will pay tax under that section in the next
five vears. It means that the law will be
upheld, and no particular section of the
community will be exempt. The law in fact
will apply throughout the whole of the indus-
try and, indeed, in all isolated areas.

T have made a call on a number of occa-
sions, which I now repeat, to the ecffect that
it is time we got a simple form of taxation
so that situations similar to this one, which
caused distress to many sections of the
community, will not arise. We have already
called on a number of occasions for a review
of zone allowances so that people who live
in isolated rural communities would receive
an increase in the allowance and, in addition,
the areas in which such an allowance applies
would be extended. The Premier and I
raised this point at the Premiers’ Confer-
ence, and as a result of discussions an
inquiry has been set up which will investigate
many of these points.

¥ believe the solution has been a most
equitable one. I do not believe there is any
need for people to fear a repetition of this
problem. T am hopeful that sanity will prevail
both in the way the law is implemented by
the Commissioner of Taxation and the way
it is interpreted by the mining community
and other isclated communities in this State.

REVIEW OF ZONE ALLOWANCES AND OTHER
TAXATION INCENTIVES

Mr LESTER: I ask the Premier: In view
of his continuing blitz on Canberra in rela-
tion to taxation—I instance the abolition of
death duties and many other taxation initi-
atives to show that he has not been talking
through his hat—what moves can the State
Government now make to keep thé pressure
on Canberra to ensure that the Federal
Government keeps its Budget promises to
review the system of zone allowances and
other taxation incentives? What can this
State Government do to ensure that these
promises become reality in 12 months’ time?

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: The honourable
member was closely involved in attempts
to ‘solve the problem 'in Central Queensland,



290 Supply

and I am convinced that the inquiry that
has been set up will result in many people
receiving the benefit of new zone allowances.
It will take time bui, as the Treasurer has
just said, he and I raised this guestion at the
Premiers’ Conference and it was agreed that
an inquiry would be set up. 1 have every
reason to believe . that it will result in
increased allowances. 1 cannot imagine that
on this occasion the Federal Government
would be prepared to leave itself open to
criticism on an issue such as this. There is
no doubt that it is a point we should raise
with the Federal Government before an elec-
tion. That is always an appropriate time to
raise such questions with any Government.

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

SUPPLY

COMMITTEE—FINANCIAL STATEMENT—
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE

Mr Miller (Ithaca) in the chair

Debate resumed from 28 August (see p.
276) on Dr Edwards’s motion—

“That there be granted to Her Majesty,
for the service of the year 1980-81, a sum
not exceeding $397,361 to defray Contin-
gencies—His Excellency the Governor.”

Mr CASEY (Mackay—Leader of the
Opposition) (12,13 p.m.): Until T locked
deeper into this Budget during the week
Parliament was adjourned, I did not fully
appreciate what a dull and disappointing
document it really is. Queensland is asked
to begin the ’80s behind a Budget that apolo-
gises for itself before it is even debated or
passed by this Parliament.

We are told by the Liberal and National
parties after 23 continuous years that all
Queensland’s problems suddenly belong to
a 10-week strike (now ended) and the Can-
berra economic strategies of their own
political parties, which they themselves
endorsed and applauded. The Treasurer (Dr
Edwards) calls this type of Budget trickery
“responsible”. 1 believe it is stale and
defeatist—even ~worse, stale and downright
dishonest—as he himself is in this document.
He came in here this morning and sancti-
moniously tried to defend some aspects of
his own comments. However, immediately
there is the opportunity for a reply, as
usual he disappears from the Chamber like
a mousé down its hole. For five unbroken
years - the political affairs of Queensland
(State and Federal) have been the sole
responsibility of ' the Liberal and National
Parties, ‘but 'all we have to show from the
experiment is this pitiful economic epilogue
from the latest Treasurer.

As far as the Labor Opposition is con-
cerned, this Budget, with its lack of reference
to and interest in post-war record unemploy-
ment, represents the sell-out of an entire
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Quesznsland generation. It is the sell-out not
just of school-leavers unable to find their
first jobs but also of more senior Queens-
landers who are being thrown out of their
last ones at an age when they should be
guaranteed the basic right of pre-retirement
security, and even those who currently hope
they have job security whilst the unknowns
of technological change are lurking around
the corner waiting to strike.

Where, 1 ask, are those glorious promises
of 1975, repeated in 1977 and, no doubt,
soon to be trotted forth once more, in their
bandaged form, for yet another pre-election
airing? Three years ago the election slogan
of the Liberal Party was, “Working for an
even better Queensland” and before that,
“Turn on the lights”, We have been in the
dark for a long time since then. I am afraid
that there is no evidence of either in this
latest economic presentation of their leader
and State Treasurer.

I do not argue that many people are doing
very nicely out of Queensland with State
Government help; but, unfortunately, too
few of them are Queenslanders and too
many of them are the Iwasakis, the overseas
landlords and the international mining share-
holders. As this Budget forecasts new mining
ventures worth $12 billion in the '80s, the
anticipated return to Queensland from all
mineral royalties in the next 12 months is a
mere 3.2 per cent of State revenues and less
than 2 per cent of the State’s jobs.

The economic problems of <Queensland
date much further back than the recent tax
strike by miners in Central Queensland, as
the Treasurer pretends in this Budget. As
Queensland moves from the political over-
flow of the '70s into the economic main-
stream of the ’80s, it is time to study the
results of the Fraser/Bjelke-Petersen experi-
ments and their effects on Queensland and
Queenslanders. We find—

Unemploymant—Up 71 per cent in five
years; 8 per cent over the past 12 months
compared with an average national rise of
only 3 per cent.

Inflation—Back in double figures, with
rising interest rates and, in 1979-80, the
highest food prices in Australia.

Household incomes—Below ail States
except one and the lowest level of savings
per head of population.

With 15.2 per cent of Australia’s population,
Queensland enjoys only 9.9 per cent of its
manufacturing jobs, and retail sales in the
March quarter showed “a slower than Aus-
tralian-average increase. It is not a very
pretty domestic picture. for a population
which the Liberal and National Parties claim
is the envy of every other State in Australia,

On the first page of his Budget speech,
the Treasurer reports sanctimoniously—

“Queensland has been very fortunate in
that successive’ Treasurers and Govern-
ments over more than two decades have
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laid a very sound base for what I believe
will be the most exciting period in the
State’s history.”

My ‘only- comment is that if the economic
deterioration of Queensland in recent vears
is the Treasurer’s idea of good fortune, then
I would hate to see what kind of mess
Queensland - would be in if it had been
unfucky. T ‘am certain that the Treasurer’s
satisfaction with Queensland’s economic man-
agement is not shared by the 60,000 and
more unable to find jobs-—the 15.5 per cent
in the 15-19 age group and the 10.6 per cent
among .20 to 24-year-olds who fall tragically
in this category.

In this State of such boundless natural
wealth—the potential energy-bowl of the
Pacific—the Budget now before us for
1980-81 timidly proposes a deficit of less
than $200,000 in a total expenditure of
$2,500 million, No-one suggests reckless
financial safaris into the unknown, but, at
the same time, this State’s credit should be
among the top bracket in the world.

In terms of deficit budgeting, the average
couple is prepared to risk more comparably
in the purchase of their first home than the
National and ‘Liberal Parties are prepared
to risk in the future of Queensland. Unfore-
seens, such as the coal miners tax revolt,
which the Treasurer has used as his excuse
throughout this Budget speech—and, after
all, the Premier especially is a great advocate
for tax revolt—are treated in the same way
as the cost of natural disasters such as the
1974 floods. The State’s capital works pro-
gram should go on irrespective of whatever
intangibles might occur.

A Casey-led Labor Government will order
an urgent review of present economic
strategy in conjunction with the State
Treasury, other departments, industry and
trade unions with a view to introducing an
interim Budget early next year. That interim
Budget will begin the process of job recovery
in Queensland with new priorities on job
growth, job security and career satisfaction.

On page 2 of his Budget speech, the
Treasurer said that one of the responsibili-
ties of Government is to ensure that returns
from resource development are adequate
and shared equitably by Queenslanders.

The ‘Treasurer continues—

“Only. by an appropriate sharing of the
wealth can taxation. and other charges
be kept to a minimum while at the same
time the essential services such as hos-
pitals, schools and so on are maintained
at a level consistent with the needs of
the .community.”

As Mt Isa Mines announces a $202m profit
for 12 months and Utah $76m for only six
months, I can only presume that the Treas-
urer and the Liberal-National parties consider
the present distribution of mineral earnings
to be both “adequate and equitable”.
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Labor, in Government, will review mineral
royalties to ensure that payments are fair
and adequate. This review would occur in
the closest consultation with mining com-
panies and take into account their substantial
additional contributions to revenue through
rail freights. We will also confer with the
mining industry on the secondary processing
of more of our raw materials in Queens-
land as a job-expansion measure and a
timetable for such will be included in any
new agreements entered into by a Labor
Government. No-one belittles the importance
of mining or foreign investment to Queens-
land—far from it.

Mr Katter interjected.

Mr CASEY: Well, Mr Katter won’t be
here, so Katter doesn’t matter.

At the same time (to cite just one
example to indicate that we are not faring
as well as' we should), I am informed that
even tiny Jamaica demands, and receives,
higher royalties for its bauxite than does
Queensland.

. It is not so much a case of being the
mouse that roars but rather, 1 believe, a
case of not being the mouse that snores.
In relation to the Treasurer, I make no
specific reference to the Moir cartoon.

The closer I study this Budget the plainer
it becomes that the Liberal and National
Parties measure their economic performance
almost solely on the development of the
highly capitalised but low job-creative min-
ing industry.

Mr Porter interjected.

Mr CASEY: If the Minister for Abo-
riginal and Island Affairs wants to contribute
something to the Government of the State
I suggest that he look at the reports of
the Treasurer and the Auditor-General con-
cerning the internal auditing of his depart-
ment and the recommendations that have
been made showing that his department has
fallen down badly and has not adhered to
certain principles.

In these times of difficult and painful
technology adjustment, this Government
refuses to heed the lessons of ‘the *70s that
echo the urgency for Queensland to broaden
its employment base. The simple truth is
that with all the mineral, tourism and rural
resources inherent naturally in Queensland,
this State has temporarily ceased producing
anywhere near enough jobs for its available
work-force. i

Any Government that, in its DBudget—
which is the financial framework of all
State  activities—ignores the fact that

Queensland has above Australian average
unemployment in a work community with
below average jobs is hiding iis head in the
sand like the proverbial ostrich.
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The Liberal and National parties, in the
second half of the ’70s, have become pro-
fessionally skilful in bluffing their way around
their economic disabilities. One of the
images that they have spent considerable
time and public money in projecting to
the Queensland community is that this is
a taxation-reducing Government. Here,
again, the latest Edwards Budget shows that
the facts belie the propaganda.

Mr Katter: Of course it is.

Mr CASEY: I hear a back-bench echo,
“Of course it is”. We often hear Govern-
ment back-bench members asking Dorothy
Dix questions, the answers to which indicate,
“Of course it is”, I am merely pointing out
that, far from lowering taxes as the National
and Liberal Parties pretend, the Govern-
ment, in the past five vears, has greatly
increased the burden on the average
Queenslander. In that period total Govern-
ment revenue is up 86.1 per cent with a
rise in income  from State taxes of 72.5
per cent. Land tax collections are up 114
per cent, licences and permits 93.8 per cent,
and stamp duties a more than sizeable
146.8 per cent. All have increased at a
much greater rate than inflation for the
period. Yet members of both parties still
try to say, “We are part of a tax-reducing
Government, To use the comment that I
heard a great Australian use yesterday, I
will say, “Balderdash”.

An Honourable Member: Who said
“balderdash”?
Mr CASEY: Sir Mark Oliphant, con-

cerning the Premier’s comments on the

hydrogen car.

In pay-roll tax, despite highly publicised
exemptions, the increased revenue this finan-
cial year is expected to exceed $28m or
11.4 per cent—again more than the antici-
pated inflation rate.

The receipts from all State taxes of
$496.1m in 1979-80 was a rise of $61.4m
or 14.1 per cent on the previous year, and
in 1980-81 the anticipated further rise is
$58.4m or 11.8 per cent to $554.5m.

As the Government’s figures confirm, it
is scarcely the record of a coalition actively
preoccupied, outside of its propaganda, in

reducing the taxation impositions on the
Queensland population.
Rather than lower the taxes, it has

imposed additional and higher taxes on the
pecple of Queensland. The National-Liberal
Government has been no better than its
counterpart in the Federal sphere. Since
Fraser came to power in 1975 the total
expenditure by the Federal Government and
s statutory bodies has risen until it now
represents 38.1 per cent of the Gross
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National Product, compared with an average
of about 33 per cent in the days of a Labor
Government in Canberra.

Time and time again we have made the
point that however much business people
and investors might prefer the political
philosophy of the Liberals, it is a fallacy to
believe that the replacement of a Labor
Government with a Liberal Government
would produce lower taxation and a reduc-
tion in big Government.

The Liberal and National Parties indulged
in similar misrepresentation on the creeping,
crawling influence of Fraser federalism
across Federal/State financial arrangements.

The Treasurer has again gone down his
rat hole somewhere. He is not in the
Chamber to listen to comments.

Mr Porter interjected.

Mr CASEY: As the Minister knows, this
is the Treasurer’s debate. It is his Financial
Statement that we are debating. This is
the one time in the year that he should
be present in the Chamber during the debate.

I suspect that he is out in the corridors
talking to the Premier in an effort to setile
differences and to keep the coalition
together, despite the Premier’s comments in
the House this morning and those he made
in the Press vesterday. They were quite
true. We no longer have a coalition Gov-
erament. All we have is a group of people
sticking together so that they can continue
1o enjoy the lurks and perks of Government
as long as they can before facing the people
of Queensland, when they will be thrown
out on their necks.

The Treasurer does not even know his
job. He endeavoured to say this morning
that today’s Press article about what I pro-
posed to say was the worst thing that has
ever happened in Queensland. What a lot
of hooey! 1 said nothing more in the news-
papers than I have been saying since the
Treasurer introduced his Budget.

Mr Porter: You released vour speech and
that was contempt of this House.

Mr CASEY: The Minister gives out his
speeches time and time again before he
speaks in this Chamber. If it were not for
the fact that he has a Press officer handing
out his speeches he would be caught in
trying to project——

Mr PORTER: 1 rise to a point of order.
This is really to give him a chance to catch
his breath. I have never had a Press officer,
so the honourable gentleman needs to think
again. You withdraw it? '

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr
Miller): Order! Is the Minister asking for
a withdrawal?
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Mr PORTER: I ask for a withdrawal, 1
have never had a Press officer.

Mr CASEY: I will withdraw it if he says
that. I accept his word. I know that he
has borrowed a few from time to time.

Mr PORTER: It is not a question of
whether I say it or not. I say that I have
never had a Press officer and that can easily
be verified by anybody. Therefore, the hon-
ourable gentleman will withdraw it.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
I ask the honourable member to accept the
word of the Minister.

Mr CASEY: OXK. I accept it. 1 will
delete the words “Press officer” and put
“staff” in their place. A rose by any other
name smells just as sweet.

Mr PORTER: 1 rise again. The honour-

able gentleman, by implication, merely
repeats what he said before. I said that
I have had no Press officer. He said that

a rose by any other name smells just as
sweet. I regard that as a direct repetition,
by implication, of what he said.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
I cannot accept the point of order.

Mr CASEY: It is a pity the Minister for
Aboriginal and Island Affairs is so touchy.
1 wonder what the Treasurer would have to
say if he were here to hear what I have to
say about him.

But let us get back to the point I was
making, and it is this: nothing has changed,
not even after anything I had to say in the
newspaper this morning or since the Treasurer
brought down this apology of a Budget.
There is nothing to deny the right of any
member of the Opposition or any member
of the community to say anything he likes
about this document—the Treasurer’s Finan-
cial Statement—once it has been presented in
this Assembly. If there has been any breach
of public security or any lack of ethics, it
was the occasion of the release by a member
of the Liberal Party of confidential Govern-
ment information given to her by a Minister
prior to the bringing down of the Budget.

Mrs KYBURZ: I rise to a point of order.
The Leader of the Opposition is stating a
total untruth. I did not release the informa-
tion; the Minister for Education did.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
The Leader of the Opposition did not
mention any member by name.

Mr Austin: He did.
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Mr CASEY: I mentioned a Liberal back-
bencher. So far as the member for Salisbury
is concerned, if the cap fits, she may wear it.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
I point out to the honourable member for
Wavell that I made a statement and he
appeared to contradict what I said. He will
apologise to the Chair for the statement he
made.

Mr AUSTIN: Mr Miller, I apologise.

Mr CASEY: Whoever did it, I know where
1 heard it first, and it was in this Chamber.
No-one can deny that. I heard it from the
honourable member for Salisbury. 1 do not
know who leaked it to the Press, but it first
became public knowledge when the honour-
able member for Salisbury made a statement
in this Chamber. It was Budget information.
Whether the Minister for Education was
indiscreet in passing it out to a member of
his committee, or whether it is now seen that
he cannot trust the members of his own
committee, is entirely a matter for the Gov-
ernment to worry about. The fact is that it
happened and that is the way it happened, so
it does the Treasurer little credit to come into
the Chamber this morning and try to accuse
some other member of this Parliament of
jcaking information when it is all there in his
Fipancial Statement for the year. There is
no question about it.

We all know the history of Fraser federal-
ism—we know it only too welll The Liberal
and National Parties supported it, but they
were indulging in misrepresentation. They
spent thousands of dollars of public money
extolling its virtues via media advertising, and
there is no-one in this Chamber who can
deny that. We saw the advertisements pub-
lished all over Australia supporting the new
Fraser federalism. Although the advertise-
ments carried the crests of the Western
Australia, Victorian and Queensland Govern-
ments, I was able to ascertain from an answer
by the Premier that the advertisements were
paid for by the Queensland Government.

In September 1975 the Premier and the
National and Liberal Parties embraced the
Fraser federalism and its tax-sharing ideology
in its entirety, even though its contents were
still unknown. The Premier’s photograph
featured prominently in all the advertisements.
Let the Premier deny that in the midst of
his "allegations these days about what some-
body else might or might not be doing. The
warnings of the Australian Labor Party about
Fraser federalism were scorned; so was the
caution suggested by the then Treasurer and
Liberal Leader, Sir Gordon Chalk.

This Government, more than any other in
Australia, was blinded by Malcolm Fraser’s
visions of new horizons: fooled by the oldest
of confidence tricks in which the States,
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particularly Queensland with its decentralisa-
tion, are now the lasting losers. Today, as
the protective umbrella of the Federal Labor
years over Canberra-Queensland finances
closes, Queensland faces a fresh economic
crisis—one that prompts the so recently
gullible Treasurer to say in this Budget—

“The current tax-sharing arrangements
between the States and the Commonwealth
are to be reviewed before the end of this
financial year. As the arrangements now

stand, after 1980-81 the States will no
longer be protected by an effective
guarantee.”

Dr Edwards continued to explain that already
the Fraser federalism he and the Premier
endorsed so wholeheartedly in 1975 had
failed to improve Canberra-State financial
arrangements. He added (again I quote the
Treasurer’s own words in his own Budget)—

““Unless new arrangements are negotiated
which effectively protect the States, the
States will be directly affected by Com-
monwealth taxation policy and in particu-
lar by any switch by the Commonwealth
from personal income taxation to other
types of taxation.”

We know that this is already happening.
The moneys flowing to the States are sub-
jected to a two-way depreciating factor. He
continued—

“Secondly, the Commonwealth Grants
Commission is presently conducting a
review of each State’s relative share of the
tax sharing pool. Whilst Queensland is
confident that its share will be maintained,
if not enhanced, there is always the possibil-
ity that the reverse situation could apply.”

That is the forecast of all the people who
have made a study of our State Budget and
the Federal Budget. He went on to say—

“In  summary, Commonwealth-State
negotiations on the tax sharing arrange-
ments and Grants Commission deliber-
ations on the distribution of the States’
share of the tax pool, both of which are
proceeding during 1980-81, are very critical
so far as the future State revenue base is
concerned.”

How very true that is! The Treasurer, the
Premier and the members of the National
and' Liberal Parties. in this House failed in
1975 to recognise the dangers of Fraser
federalism. Here, from the tongue of the
Treasurer, is the admission that Queensland
is being squeezed systematically by the Liberal
and National Parties in Canberra towards
double income taxes—State as well as Fed-
eral. They are the very people whom the
Treasurer, Premier, Minister for Aboriginal
and Island Affairs and other members of
this Government supported in 1975. At that
time they said, “Get themn into office.” They
supported them again in 1977, and, no matter
whether the Federal or State election is held
first, they will support them again in 1980,
They will give their full support to these
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people in Canberra who will throw this
State into the greatest financial crisis that
has ever been seen.

The collaboration of the Edwardses,
Bjelke-Petersens and their Liberal-National
Party colleagues in this economic betrayal
of Queensland’s financial rights must surely
be the greatest episode of financial treachery
in the post-depression period. They are
guilty of either participation in this treachery
or of gross incompetence in not recognising
it as such and joining the Labor Party in
warning the people of Queensland.

Rather than proceeding exhaustively
through this boring Budget of dishonesty
stage by stage, I propose to summarise my
criticisms, except for the Premier’s Estimates
which yet again will be cushioned against
debate. .

I will be more extensive in these observa-
tions. Let us have a look at rail freights.
They have been increased by 15 per cent.
This is an additional cost factor affecting
almost every commodity and service in areas
that have already been worst hit by the
National and Liberal Parties’ petrol parity
pricing policy. Nobody recognises that more
than the members who represent the pro-
vincial cities and country areas, as do so
many Labor Party members. They know
the real consequences of that petrol parity
pricing policy. It is added to rail and road
freights. It increases the actual cost of the
fuel that the people buy. It is added to
fertiliser costs. As a result, it is added to
agricultural and farming costs. Because of
all these additional costs, there is no end
to the increases in food prices. It has per-
meated its way like a great cancer through-
out the whole community and has imposed
economic hardship upon almost every person
in this big decentralised State of ours.

It is pertinent to note that not only will
this new freight levy be passed on to provin-
cial and country consumers, but the National
and Liberal Parties will eagerly charge sales
tax on it. That in itself is a gross inequity that
has to be changed, and it will be changed
by Labor  Governments at both the State
and Federal levels. The Treasurer -had what
I would call an original apology for this
freight increase, explaining that his experts
wanted 20 per cent but he decided to settle
for 15 per cent. My goodness! In other
words, he would have taxed country Queens-
landers more than the inflation rate; but
he should have gone for more because his
advisers said that. It is little wonder that
he is known as “Noddy” for his almost
automatic  capacity to bow agreement
towards decisions all over Queensland,
which he either does not comprehend or has
no genuine intention of honouring.

From rail freights 1 turn to the proposed
rate relief to pensioners, which Labor finds
on close study will prove of no actual
benefit and could, in many insitances, be
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detrimental to their interests and those of
focal authorities. Under this policy the
Government provides local authorities with
$1 for each $2 relief granted by the local
authority, with pensioners receiving a maxi-
mum 75 per cent assistance under certain
conditions. This means, I am informed,
that there are at least two possibilities
obviously not considered by the Treasurer
or his Government. A local authority now
giving a remission of more than 50 per
cent to the pensioner could reduce its rate
so that the pensioner still receives the same
50 per cent.

I see that the Treasurer has now found
his way into the Chamber again.

Dr EDWARDS: I rise to a point of
order. During my unavoidable absence,
which involved very valuable and important
discussions with Canberra, it was reported
to me that the Leader of the Opposition
indicated 1 was not here for some particu-
lar reason. 1 ask that my explanation for
my absence be accepted. It was unavoidable
and I apologise for being absent, I hope
that the Leader of the Opposition retracts
his statement.

Mr CASEY: I accept the Treasurer’s
apology. I am just glad he has not had
trouble with the trots again.

I return to pensioner concessions. It
means that those local authorities will receive
no flow-on benefit unless the concession is
reduced. Of course, a number of local
authorities do not grant actual cash remis-
sions to pensioners but instead of collecting
rates allow them to accumulate as a charge
against the land, recoverable when the pen-
sioner dies and the land is sold. During
their lifetimes these pensioners will receive
no personal bensfit, and if the local author-
ity decides to join the Government scheme
it will face a huge bill to clear the slate
before it can participate, because so much
has already been written off.

Dr Edwards: You can’t even read. You
can’t understand. I feel sorry for you.

Mr CASEY: Isn’t the Treasurer going to
give that benefit in those circumstances?
The pensioners. and the Government’s own
economic advisers are not sure which way
the Government is going. The Government
announced the scheme purely to gain some
sort ‘of political kudos .with a particular

community group. Pensioners who already.

have a rate remission are now concerned..

When the , Treasurer introduces such a
scheme .in this. Parliament it behoves him
to explain it properly.. That is one of the
other fallacies . contained in the document
that he presented. From the start to the
finish he simply apologised for everything

that he :was doing——or for everything that-

he was not. doing, I should say—instead
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of explaining in precise detail to the people
of Queensland just what was anticipated
would flow on from these matters.

It is the same story of policies presented
without thought of implementation or prac-
ticality—more often without conscience of
accountability.

There is no economic consistency whatso-
ever. With our frightening junior unemploy-
ment, the Federal Government in 1979-80
underspent its trade training allocation by
$12m. Why, I ask, was there no complaint
from the State Government over this non-
use of money earmarked for junior employ-
ment? Apparently it is cheaper in the eyes
of the National and Liberal Parties to
import tradesmen and teach them the English
language than to coach Australians within
a skilled trade in Queensland.

A Casey Labor Government, in iis interim
Budget, will announce pay-roll exemption
measures to stimulate apprentice and cadet
employment.

I am informed by my education advisers
that the Budget means, in practical terms,
larger classes, fewer new buildings and a
drop in furniture supplies. If the document
is looked at, the sleight of hand trick canm
be seen. Page 27 of the Estimates shows
the number of teachers who are employed.
We have been told there will be additional
teachers. The document shows that there
will be an increase of 386 secondary teach-
ers, and that is a most noble increase. The
document shows that the number of primary
teachers will increase by 115. These are
the Treasurer’s own statistics. However a
special footnote at the bottom of the page
indicates that physical education teachers
have been included in primary and second-
ary education. The document shows there
will be 546 fewer physical education teachers
and that overall’ there will be 45 fewer
teachers in primary and secondary schools
in Queensland. That is only one example
of how we can ascertain from the Treasurer’s
own information what will happen to class
numbers in schools. It is amazing how any
Government could deflate the importance
of education and youth employment as bud-
getary issues.

This Budget, with its omissions and inade-
guacies, precedes a State election in which
the Liberal and National Parties face judg-
ment on their - performance. Nowhere in
Australia (I believe nowhere in the western
world) is there a .Government so aggressively
against basic parliamentary minimums in
accountability. The Premier tours the State
in the Government plane, costing over $5,000
a week in ownership, operation and mainten-
ance expenses, and not even Patliament is
told where it flies, when it flies, why it flies
or who flies in it. In the life of this Par-
liament, Cabinet Ministers have made 46
overseas trips f{(several pre-retirement jun-~
kets) and to my knowledge there is mot a
single report to the elected Parliament.
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Queensland, alone of all States, lacks a
joint parliamentary public accounts com-
mittee as a watch-dog on public spending,
and Labor efforts in Parliament for this
form of scrutiny were rejected without debate
by both the National and Liberal Parties.
Labor, in Government, will initiate joint
committees of public accounts and a com-
mittee of public works as new measures of
accountability in Government spending and
contracting, which is another thing on which
there have been dubious signs during the
three years of this Parliament.

Before turning to the Premier’s Estimates,
1 want to generalise briefly and frankly.
Queensland is stumbling towards its first
election in the ’80s after what I could only
term three bad and dirty years of Govern-
ment. The economic decisions occupying
secret priority in Cabinet without reproach
to Parliament are land ‘hand-outs to the
Iwasaki’s, rezonings for Melbourne donors
to the Bjelke-Petersen Foundation, overseas-
controlled P & O container monopolies at
the Brisbane Port and Tarong over Mill-
merran for the powerhouse at a cost to
Queensland of $259m. The Gateway Bridge,
across the lower reaches of the Brisbane
River, is just begining now, 15 years behind
approval. The Burdekin scheme-—a dream
for generations—is still only now supported
in principle and cannot start for years
tecause the State Government has not ful-
filled its approach commitments.

Dr Edwards: ‘What utter rot.

Mr CASEY: The Government has not ful-
filled ‘its approach commitments.

Dr Edwards: You don’t know what you
are talking about.

Mr CASEY: My very word I do. I have
been born and reared in that area. I have
lived and moved in it all my life, The
Government has procrastinated for 23 years.
It has done absolutely nothing. Sure, in the
Budget this year there might be another
$2m allocated for road-works. There might
have been $1.7m allocated in the same way
last year. However, I challenge the Treasurer
to deny the fact that at the current rate of
spending it will be at least 1984 before the
project proper will be able to get under way.

Dr Edwards: Absolute rubbish.

Mr CASEY: It will be that period, for
the simple reason that this Government has
not proceeded sufficiently with the prelimin-
aries for the project. It has not been pre-
pared to go ahead on its own and do
something really constructive for the people
of North Queensland. [t has sat on its
backside and done nothing, especially over
the last three years—three years of really
bad government for this State. The Gov-
ernment has only supporied it in principle.
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A start cannot be made for years because
the State Government has not fulfilled its
commitment,

We see the Brisbane rail electrification,
promised by the Government in 1974 for
1977, nowhere near the half-way mark.

The Liberal Party, no matter how it
now dodges, shares the blame with the Nat-
ionals for the economic mismanagement of
Queensland. It shares the blame equally for
the surrender of this State to the worst
extremes of Fraser federalism, despite the
warnings of caution in 1975 by its own then
State leader. It shares the blame equally
with the Nationals in the Canberra enforce-
ment of petrol price parity on this State
at a cost this year of at least $500 million,
with not a cent xeturned for road improve-
ments and maintenance.

1 see the ’80s as vyears of tremendous
economic challenge, opportunity and danger
for Queensland. There can be no question
that the National and Liberal Parties find
preference in a foreign cheque-book ahead
of a Queensland Bankcard.

The coalition is old fashioned, guided by
bitterness and wowserish carry-overs from
a disappearing past. It is a coalition that is
out of date, out of touch and past its time.
For possibly a few months longer it is a
costly situation, for Queenslanders, anyhow,
of yesterday’s has-beens fighting each other
through the last days of what should be
tomorrow’s Government. As I said earlier, it
has been three years of very bad Govern-
ment for Queensland, In Queensiand, with
an election fortunately due, it is not so much
a case of “Dad’s Army” as “Grandpa’s
Parliament”.

Labor, alone of the muajor political parties,
will transfer priority away from patronage
by the Cabinet gang of 18 to job creation
and security. We will launch a new pro-
gram of industry incentives for the decen-
tralised expansion of secondary processing
plants, particularly those involving Queens-
land raw production. We will not shy away
from adult decisions involving job growth
and new industry development because of
personal prejudices. Under a Casey-led Labor
Government, sport, recreation and tourism
will be encouraged as job-production
industries.

At least two hotel-casinos will be approved
and the licensed club industry developed as
community entertainment co-operatives with
poker machines as a voluntary form of fund-
raising. I heard this morning that the Gov-
ernment is still trying to get a committee
together to decide what its attitude will be.

I believe that the annual Budget should
be part of a three-year continuing economic-
planning program rather than a year-to-year
wing-and-a-prayer sermon prone to party-
political and electoral influences ahead of
community needs. This is thé case in
Queensland under the Liberal and National
Parties, particularly near election-time.
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It is, I feel, impossible to see Queensland
climbing its way out of the present recession
until a State Government initiates genuine
proposals in work generation. Throughout
the State there are projects forgotten,
deferred or partially developed while an avail-
able job-force is conscripted to the dole
queues. There appears no enthusiasm for
job initiation within the Government itself.
Employment funds from Canberra (including
RED) granted by the Labor Government
totalling $7.7m were scrapped in 1975-76
when unemployment was 71 per cent lower,
and now the Grants Commission special
assistance has fallen from a $36.3m peak to
$6.7m this year and will soon, as the
Treasurer admits, vanish altogether. Special
Commonwealth grants from Labor worth
$44m in 1975-76 are down to $6.3m in
1980-81 without any alternative avenue of
State assistance. I have never heard a mur-
mur of protest from the Liberal or National
Parties about the way in which the Federal
Government treats Queensiand.

At the same time, this Government pre-
serves royalty rates for minerals that con-
tribute a minimal percentage of the State’s
revenue needs without compensation through
high job growth. It allows the jobless ranks
in this State to rise by 8 to 10 per cent a
vear while work opportunities are transported
across the NSW border, subsidised, too
often, by the Queensland recreation doilar.

I say no more before continuing to the
Premier’s Estimates except to confirm the
priority a Casey Labor Government will
direct towards job growth, capital and
industry development. It will be a fair Gov-
ernment and an open Government without
the almost ludicrous economic secrecies that
entertain the present coalition, and our hands
will not be tied by narrow prejudices, delight-
ing a couple of politiclans while penalising
the population.

I would now like to spend a few minutes
speaking in relation to the estimates of
expenditure for the Premier’s Department.
Unfortunately, it has now become apparent
that these Estimates will not be debated this
vear. In fact, the Estimates debate will be
very severely restricted.

Once more I refer to Parliament’s oppor-
tunity to properly analyse the expenditure
that it approves. If one goes to the Auditor-
General’s Report on the Treasurer’s Annual
tatement, one sees that it states clearly that
the appropriation is made by Parliament and
that expenditure is approved by Parliament.
Parliament does not see one-iota of the Gov-
ernment’s program of expenditure. It does
not see any breakdown of expenditure
approved in the documents put before hon-
ocurable members. In many respects, the
Budget is a false document, and it will con-
tinue to be a false document till a Public
Accounts Committee is established. Oppor-
tunity should be given each year for every
Estimate to be gexamined by Parliament,
especially because of the way in which our
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shadow ministry is now structured. Parlia-
ment can really be kept on its toes, and I
would sincerely hope that, with the advent
of a Labor Government, the Liberal and
National Parties in Opposition would also
retain shadow Ministers and a committee
structure to keep an eye on things.

The mixed-up parliamentary timetable is,
of course, completely the fault of the
Premier as he endeavours to play a cat-and-
mouse game with the Prime Minister as to
who wants to front the people first at an
election. The only trouble is that no-one—
not even the two men themselves, I believe
—knows who wants to go first or who wants
to go last. However, what we do know is
that the people are ready for a crack at
both of them as we reach the end.of the
term of both Parliaments, which have pre-
sented us with three of the worst years of

Government, both Federal and State, that
we have ever seen.

Government Members interjected.

Mr CASEY: When one considers the

calibre of some of the Ministers who are
attempting to interject, it is no wonder.

An Opposition Member: Has the Minister
for Industry and Administrative Services
ever made a speech?

Mr CASEY: I cannot recall his making
one. It has certainly been a long time. 1
remember him reading some correspondence
in this Chamber.

I suppose that nothing has been more
controversial about the Premier since he
assumed that office than the Government
aircraft and its use as his private and expen-
sive taxi.

The Deputy Premier and Treasurer should
not be nodding his head. He is already too
well known as “Dr Noddy”. He should not
nod his head so much. There are some
important matters that he, as the Treasurer
of the State, should examine in relation to
the Government aircraft. He should be
greatly concerned about certain important
points of economic responsibility concerning
the operations of the Government aircraft.
Efforts by the Opposition in the Parliament
to obtain even the slightest details regarding
its use have met with the resistance normally
associated with the greatest of State secrets.
The Treasurer has been associated with this
secrecy when answering questions I have
asked him about its use.

From the sketchy details that are available
to us from time.to time I have been able
to piece together some interesting informa-
tion. Firstly we know that the average
flying time is only a little over nine hours
per week, and that most of the journeys are
from anbane to Kingaroy or from ngaroy
to Brisbane.
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The Estimates of Ways and Means also
tells us that the cost of operating and main-
taining the aircraft this year is expected to
be $146,578 or almost $3,000 a week. But
this year we are able to ascertain a realistic
costing for hidden away in miscellanecus
services is a section classified as “towards
the replacement of Government aircraft”.
The sum of $178,750 was expended in the
1979-80 financial year and $471,250 is
required for the 1980-81 year.

From that information we are able to
glean that the apparent cost over and above
the trade-in figure for the old aircraft is
$650,000.

The old aircraft was in service for about
five years, while TAA and Ansett usually
get about 20 or more years out of their
aircraft. Working on this as the normal basis
for the State Government the aircraft own-
ership cost is $130,000 per year. Therefore
total ownership, operational and maintenance
costs for this year will be $276,578 or a
weekly cost of $5,319—or at nine hours a
week flying time, $591 per hour. The going
rate for the charter of a similar type of
aircraft is about $250 an hour, with a con-
siderable reduction for long-term rates.

I make it quite clear that I have no
objection to the Queensland Government’s
having its own aircraft. Nor do I in any
way object to the Premier’s having first
priority call on its use at all times. However
the simple fact is that it is costing the
people of Queensland a fortune to keep this
aircraft as a private toy for the Premier.

1 again repeat the suggested guide-lines for
its operation which I indicated to this Par-
liament almost two years ago, and which
will be put into practice by a Casey-Labor
Government.

The Premier must be made accountable
for the use of this aircraft. That can only
be done by the following means—

1. The transfer of its administrative con-
trol to the Transport Department,

2. The establishment of a Government
committee comprising the Chairman of
the Public Service Board, the Under Sec-
retary of the Premier’s Department, the
Under Secretary of the Treasury and the
Auditor-General to submit draft guide-
lines for its future operations with the
Premiér being given similar priority rights
to those available to the Prime Minister in
the Commonwealth sphere.

3. The appointment of a senior officer
within the controlling department to
administer the operations of the aircraft.

4. The complete records of the use of
the aircraft including details of all flights,
all points of landing and take-off, all
passengers, flight times and mileage, the
purpose of the use and the servicing and
maintenance details and costs are to be
kept by this officer and tabled in Parlia-
ment twice yearly.
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One thing that must certainly happen is
that interstate use of the official aircraft for
party political campaigning in elections where
Queenslanders have no vote or parliamentary
connection must cease immediately.

The next aspect of the Premier’s Estimates
to which I would like to refer relates to the
huge increases in expenditure being appro-
priated for the State Public Relations Bureau.
From an actual expenditure totalling
$414,472 last year, the 1980-81 estimate is
$647,651—an increase of 56 per cent.

If we look closely at the figures we see
that one of the biggest increases will occur
under the heading “Incidental and Miscel-
laneous Expenses—from $222,718 last year
to $340,798 this year. How that hides so
many activities of the Government! How
this Government likes to hide things away
in “Incidental and Miscellaneous Expenses”!

Just what does this mean? Why aren’t
we given a better breakdown of such appro-
priations? Why can’t Parliament be properly
informed of the reason for such a big
increase in the costs of the State’s propa-
ganda machine? We know, of course, that
this is election year, and thereby hangs a
tale within itself.

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

Mr CASEY: Prior to the luncheon recess
I was dealing with some aspects of the
Estimates for the Premier’s Department,
especially the section on the State’s propa-
ganda machine as we call it or, as every-
body else in ‘Queensland knows it, the State
Public Relations Bureau. I mentioned that
there is a huge increase in cost and that it is

‘hidden under the simple heading “Incidental

and Miscellaneous Expenses.” This is an

clection year and thereby hangs a tale.

Two years ago the cost of the State Public
Relations Burean was $292,134; now it is
almost 2% times that amount. These are the
type of things that the Treasurer should be
explaining when he introduces his Budget,
rather than making sanctimonious comments
about how great his Government is. Unfor-
tunately, as 1 said before, there is no public
accountability by this Government and, there-
fore, Partiament is ‘not properly informed on
the matters that are before us.

A few months ago I forecast the way in
which the Small Business Development Cor-
poration would be established. My forecast
proved to be spot on, including the granting
of the full-time chairmanship to a defeated
National Party politician, without Parlia-
ment’s having any say in the appointment.

Staff and administrative costs  total
between $100,000 and  $150,000 and again
the Budget document vaguely refers to
“Administration expenses, &c.” Out. of a
total Budget appropriation of $225,000, at
least $100,000 to $150,000 will be spent on
administrative expenses. There will be very
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little left to assist the State’s many and
varied small businesses by way of education
activities, seminars, publications, promotions
and  advertising, much less {financial
assistance.

Once more we ‘have the charade of the
Small Business Development Corporation
being the means by which the National Party
endeavours to upstage the Liberal Party,
and being a vote-catching concern. It will
aot fool the small business people who are
struggling to keep their heads above water
because of the impositions of both this Gov-
ernment and the Federal Government.

One aspect of the Premier’s Department
that is revealed is that the Premier spent
$38,880 on publicity relating to the proposed
essential services legislation. It was money
which went straight down the drain when
he found out during the power dispute—
which he, himself, engineered in order to
have an excuse to implement his extreme
iegislation—that - it was exactly as Labor
had forecast—unworkable.

Nearly 339,000 was spent on publicity
which featured the Premier and what he
had to say. And he comes into the Chamber
and sanctimoniously blames other Ministers
for having excessive expenditures! The
expenses incurred by Ministers and ordinary
members of Parliament follow the example
set by the Premier. That is shown clearly
in the Treasurer’s Financial Statement.

[ would also remind Parliament, because
this is another sleight-of-hand trick, that
$100,000 is shown in the Estimates of the
Co-ordinator-General’s Department for the
Queensland International Tourist Centre. It
is not being provided to set up something
special in the tourist field; it is really for
the Iwasaki project which, in itself, has
a sad history in Queensland.

From a reading of the Estimates it becomes
quite clear that, for the Premier’s Depart-
ment, as with all other departments, no full
or accurate assessment of the way in which
appropriations by this Parliament have been
spent is possible until such time as a par-
liamentary accounts committee has been
established as the people’s watch-dog. Only
then will we have proper public accounta-
bility in Queensland.

Mr W. D. HEWITT (Greenslopes) (2.20
p-m.): We have had inflicted upon us today a
liturgy of gloom, depression and despondency.
Nothing is right with the State of Queens-
land, the economy is shot to pieces and only
the advent of a Labor Government can
correct it. That is the basic proposition put
forward by the Leader of the Opposition, a
proposition which is tiotally false, which
cannot be sustained by any fact and in fact
is unsustainable in the face of hard, concrete
cvidence with regard to the economy of
Queensland. The indisputable facts are that
Queensland is enjoying the fastest population
growth of any State in Australia; it has the
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most exciting economic growth—real and
potential—and it manages to sustain the
lowest rate of State taxation of Australia.

1t would be useful if the Leader of the
Opposition occasionally would make some
concession; if he would start his observations
by acknowledging that the economy is sound
but that in some way his policies could further
improve it. How often we hear people, in
lamenting political practitioners today, say
that they will never agree to anything; they
argue and attack and criticise because they
think that is their allotted role in life. It
is not their allotted role, and if some con-
cession, some admission was made that in
fact our economy was sound but that their
alternative policies could improve it further,
then they would have a base upon which
they could then advance.

The Leader of the Opposition made a
number of very startling allegations which
bear close examination. He opened his
attack by referring to slogans that the
Liberal Party has used on different occasions
in election campaigns. One would readily
concede that some of those slogans have been
rather nonsensical—*“Send for the doctor”,
“Turn on the lights”. They filled a number
of us with misgivings and did not do much
to sustain the campaign, but if they were not
the best slogans in the world, surely the most
ludicrous slogan presently abroad is that put
out by the Labor Party—‘Labor—ready to
govern’’,

Mr Austin: What a joke!

Mr W. D. HEWITT: My friend from
Wavell sums it up in a few words, “What a
joke!”—*“Labor—ready to govern”. The
Opposition Leader would be well advised to
look at some of the slogans that he is wedded
to.

But that is small tea. Let us look at the
more important thrusts of his argument
today. He dismissed the mining industry with
two sentences. He related the income that
this State enjoys by way of royalty as a
percentage of total Consolidated Revenue, and
with a sweep of the hand his case was
proven. That is what the mining industry is
worth to Queensland as far as he is con-
cerned. His argument totally ignored and
disregarded the enormous infrastructure of
our mining industry in Central Queenlsand,
the enormous employment opportunity that it
has brought to this State and the wonderfully
successful decentralisation programs that we
have been able to implement as a conse-
quence.

This State has just passed through 11 weeks
of the most crippling strike that this nation
has ever known. The mining industry of
Queensland came to a standstill. Yet the
Leader of the Cpposition determines the
value of mining in this State on royalties
alone. It would be hard to imagine a2 more
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slick or superficial argument than that. Not
one mention was made of the very significant
contribution that the mining infrastructure is
making to this State. To dismiss it so simply
was to pay a very poor compliment to that
great industry.

The Leader of the Opposition spoke about
economic strategy. I think that is a good
thing. We should all talk about economic
strategy. We should break out of the strait-
jacket that we have imposed upon ourselves
so that we talk about our economy only
one year at a time. For years I have spoken
about Budgets that should be looking three
or four years into the future, and the
enormous help that such predictions would
make, particularly to the' heavy industries
of this State. So, the proposition is sound
enough: there should be an economic strategy.

But he then committed the Labor Party,
if it assumed Government at the end of
this year, to bringing down an interim Budget
early next year. That is an interesting pro-
position, and it begs the question: what
would the interim Budget contain? To attempt
to answer that question, we go to the policy
document put forward by the Australian
Labor Party at its Rockhampton conference
in 1979. We fall upon the most interesting
proposition under the heading ‘Public
Sector”, which tells us—

“An AL.P. Government in Queensland
will take all steps necessary to protect
and expand the public sector in this State,
recognising that a thriving public sector,
including State-owned enterprise, is a
practical and responsible method of ensur-
ing that the resources of Queensland are
enjoved equally by all Queenslanders.”

The fact is that such a policy is neither
practicable nor responsible. The history of
State-owned enterprises and the massive
expansion of public sector spending is proof
positive of that argument.

Mr Porter:
motels.

Mr W. B, HEWITT: Yes, indeed. There
is the proposition that even motels should
be nationalised. So we could anticipate that
the interim Budget promised by the Leader
of the Opposition in 1981, if he led his party
to office——

Mr K. J. Hooper: Not “if”,

They want to nationalise

Mr W. D. HEWITT: Oh, I emphasised
the word “if”’!

Mr K. J. Hooper: You should have used
the word “when”.

Mr W. D. HEWITT: The member for
Archerfield is a little testy these days; we
must treat him kindly.

Mr K. J. Hooper: I am in a marginal seat!
Why wouldn’t I be?
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Mr VW. D. HEWILT: I understand the
problems with marginal seats, yes.

I repeat: it could be anticipated that that
interim Budget would move massively into
public sector activity, to the creation of
State-owned enterprises; a movement towards
all of those things that have spelt absolute
disaster and tragedy for past Labor Govern-
ments.

The Leader of the Opposition also referred
to the movement in State taxation and set out
to prove that the growth in State taxation
in Queensland has been massive and that
we are bending heavily under the load that is
imposed upon us. It is worth repeating once
again the tax scale that I mentioned in an
Appropriation debate in this House a few
weeks ago, which analysed the State taxation
structures in all of the States. A few most
interesting things emerge. We find that, taking
all of the heads of State taxation, the Aus-
tralian average per capita is $420.54. In
Queensland, the per capita average is $332.32,
which is significantly below the Australian
average and the level of every other State.
The Northern Territory is excluded because
it does not have the same tax structures,

In looking at this table, and repeating
again the Australian average of $420 per
head, the interesting thing is that the aver-
age in the Labor-governed State. of New
South Wales is $462 per capita. So Queens-
landers are paying nearly $100 a head less
than the average in State taxation; our New
South Welshmen a few miles down the road
are paying $42 more.

For some fallacious reason, the Leader
of the Opposition chooses to castigate us
on the structure of our taxation. We hold
and maintain the very proud record that in
State taxation we are the lowest-taxed Aus-
tralians in the whole of the continent. To
talk merely about percentage movements
from a few years ago to the present time
disregards totally the movements in cost
of living and other factors which make it
necessary for governments also to maintain
their level of expenditure.

The honourable gentleman took to task
the party that I am privileged and honoured
to support when he said that Liberals in
Government would not reduce big govern-
ment. The fact is that we have pledged
ourselves to look critically at all statutory
authorities in this State and, to my know-
ledge at least, we arée the only ones to say
quite definitely that we support the prin-
ciple of sunset legislation.

Mr Warburten: You have been in Gov-
ernment for 23 years.

Mr W. D. HEWITT: The honourable
gentleman puts tco many years on my shoul-
ders. I have been in this place for 44 years.

Mr Warburton: I am talking about the
Government of which you are a part.
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Mr W. B. HEWITYT: One should choose
one’s pronouns a little more carefully.

Mr Greemwsoed: He is a good numbers
man, if nothing else.

Mr W. D. HEWITT: Yes.

The fact is that sunset legislation has
been enormously successful in some 27 of
the American States and this style of legisla-
tion should be implemented with some
urgency in the State of Queensland. The
dozens of boards, bodies and authorities that
have been permitted to proliferate for too
iong should be brought to account. But
for the honourable gentieman to say that we
would do nothing about big government is
1o disregard totally the undertakings that we
have given to the Queensland electorate.

It was to be expected that he would take
us to task with regard to the movement in
rail freights. One would say that there is
some vulnerability there and that is an
obvious point that the Leader of the Opposi-
tion would home in on. He would have
been more convincing if he could have put
aside the history of his own party. There
was one time during the years of Labor
Government when for seven consecutive
years there was movement in railway freights.
The honourable gentleman chooses to forget
the former Labor Prime Minister of Aus-
tralia (Mr Gough Whitlam) who made the
simple proposition that it should always be
the user who pays. It was because of that
policy that there were enormous cost
increases, particularly with regard to air
traffic and air fares.

I did not hear all the speech of the
Leader of the Opposition but from reports
in today’s ““Telegraph” 1 assume that he
made some reference to the return of taxing
powers to the States. He holds up this
thought—this fear—and puts in the minds of
Queensland people that we are to superim-
pose a State form of taxation in 1981 addi-
tional to the Commonwealth taxation, which
the Commonwealth has enjoyed exclusively
since 1941 when it took over those powers on
a temporary basis for the duration of the
war, Forty years lafer there is no willingness
on the part of any of the States fo take up
their taxing powers.

We can analyse very closely the long years
of the Menzies Government and the many
times when Sir Robert Menzies made the
offer to return taxing powers to the States.
On one occasion he set up a very high-
powered committee to determine the ways in
which the taxing powers could be returned
to the States. That committee found that
there were enormous dilemmas in doing just
that, because the question of company
taxation in particular was one of the very
complex fields that could not be finally
resolved. But the important thing is that the
States have totally resisted the proposition
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that taxing powers should be returned to
them and there is no evidence at all to
suggest that that resistance is in any way
diluted.

It is an easy system to have the people
and companies taxed at one source and
disbursements made as they have been made
very successfully now for many, many years.
We will continue to argue about the for-
mula; we will continue to argue that a State
such as Queensland contributes an enormous
amount and is entitled to receive more back
by virtue of the great contribution it makes
through export earnings. However, it is not
good enough to say there is to be a State
income tax when every last piece of evidence
is very much to the contrary.

We debate today a very constructive docu-
ment, which shows that the resources of this
State are being well husbanded, notwith-
standing the very damaging impact of the
strike that has just ended. A number of very
commendable initiatives have been outlined
in that document. It is a document of which
any reasonable person can be proud. It is one
that applies itself to the economic problems
of the State and attempts to find sclutions to
many of them.

If T am to lament anything at all, I lament
the fact that we do not make projections
further forward than one year at a time. I
am on record as saying that enough times
now without repeating the argument once
again. If I have another regret, it is that very
few people in this country today seem willing
or able to address themselves to the long-
term problems that face us. I believe we
should. A person on one occasion said that
a politician thinks of the next election and
a statesman thinks of the next generation.
We should ask the statesmen of Australia to
stand up and be counted. Enormous problems
confront us that certainly will not be solved
by the next election. They probably will not be
selved in the next 10 years, but they are
problems we should be addressing ourselves
to and, in a corporate sense, attempting to
find some solutions to them. I want to touch
upon a few of them today.

I lament the fact that these days there
is no debate or discussion about basic political
philosophies. When 1 started in politics some
30 years ago, at almost any given week some-
where someone was prepared, capable and
able to extol the virtues of the socialist
system. There was someone on my side of
politics equally capable of extolling the virtues
of the free-enterprise system. There was a
constant coming together, a constant helping
of young people to arrive at their own con-
clusions. I sec little of that exercise these
days. That is genuinely to be regretted
because every political party, if it claims to
be wedded to a philosophy, should be willing,
able and anxious to be in the market-place
explaining it, extolling it. It is not happening
and that is a matter of great regret.



302 Supply

The second thing is that we should be
addressing ourselves to what I consider to be
the short-term problems of the nation. These
short-term problems are ones that presently
face us and will be further aggravated in the
next decade. Those are the problems of
employment and unemployment; the impact
of technology and computerisation and how
we react to it. People talk about longer long
service leave, earlier retirement, longer holi-
days and job-sharing. The fact of the matter
is that probably we can afford none of them
at the moment—none of them—but should
be talking about all of them. We should be
addressing ourselves quite clearly to the great
problems that face us and trying in a most
responsible fashion to find some solutions to
them.

The third thing that I refer to are those
long-term problems that I mentioned in this
Chamber a few weeks ago. By about the
end of the first decade in the 2Ist Century,
society will have reached the crazy situation
where people in the work-force will almost
collapse under the taxation burden then
imposed upon them. The gallery this after-
noon is filled with young, bright students
and it is encouraging to see them here. If
they are successful in their professions—and
we all wish them well—those young men will
be at the height of their professional careers
by about the year 2010. By then, with the
Ipwer birth rate, earlier retirement and longer
life expectancy, those then in the work-force
and paying their taxes will have an almost
unbearable burden imposed upon them. Those
of us who are now in this Chamber will be
the recipients of the benefits then being
handed out, if by then we have not gone to
cur greater reward. But the young people,
thqse on the threshold of their careers, should
quite deliberately address themselves to these
problems, because solutions must be found in
the next 20 years or so if the problems are
to be solved.

~ One solution that 4 would put forward
1s a massive change in the taxation policies
of this country so that there is in fact
encouragement to women to ‘have larger
families and to have them a little earlier
in their life. Incentives of that type could
be built into the taxation structure, and
we should be looking at them.

I began my observations by saying that
there is little evidence in this nation that
anyone is prepared to address himself to
the long-term problems of the nation. It is
about time we all did that, and it is
appropriate to make those references when
discussing a Budget document such as this,
I would hope that on some occasion hon-
ourable members can be given greater oppor-
tunity, perhaps by way of papers presented
by the Government making certain pro-
jections and predictions, to present their
solutions and their observations on those
solutions. Certainly, the problems that beset
us in a very complex society will not be
lessened. However, there is a great obliga-
tion upon people such as us who are in
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public life to try to understand them and
find solutions to them, or to assist others
to find solutions to them.

Mrs KIPPIN (Mourilyan) (2.42 p.m.): In
contributing to the Budget debate, 1 first
congratulate the Treasurer on his presenta-
tion of the Budget. It has been called all
sorts of things—dull, unimaginative, unin-
teresting. All T can say is that I believe it
is a very sound basis for the continued
economic and social development of the
State.

If one looks at the development of Queens-
land over the last 10 years or so, one secs
that it has been phenomenal. 1 should like
to ask many of those who criticise to
indicate where Innovations can be intro-
duced. Of course, all of us can say that we
would like additional money spent in various
areas, but we must look at the sitnation
responsibly. There are things in the Budget
that T would have liked to see developed
further. However, the Budget must be bal-
anced. It is essential that a State such as
Queensland does balance its Budget; we
cannot afford to overspend. Therefore, 1
believe that the Treasurer has done a pretty
good job in presenting the Budget this year.

People generally feel that the present level
of taxation is very close to inhibiting not
only personal endeavour but also develop-
ment throughout the State. There has been
a great deal of talk about a tax revolt. I
think that is largely media talk. Nevertheless,
as a State, we must be very careful not to
get ourselves into a situation in which we
have to impose a State tax to balance the
Budget. T do not believe that people would
tolerate any increase in the level of taxation.

Mr DPArcy: Particularly just before an
election.

Mrs KIPPIN: No, not only before an
election; at any time. People feel that they
are being taxed to the limit, This became
apparent to me during the campaign con-
ducted by the Queensiand Teachers Union
for additional spending on education. In thc
last year, I have attended quite a number
of p. and c. meetings at which all present
have indicated that they believe that addi-
tional expenditure is needed at their school.
I have asked each of those associations
whether it would be prepared to contribute
to a tax specifically for education if it is
so concerned about education in Queensland
being deprived of the necessary finance.
I have vet to meet members of a p. and c.
who would vote in favour of an additional
State tax, even if it were to be directed
back into education.

I referred to the need for the State to
balance its Budget. In that context I am
particularly pleased to see the improved
circumstances of a number of primary
industries over the last couple of years. I will
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refer firstly to the sugar industry. The
delivery price to farmers this year will be
higher than it has been in the past few
years. The sugar crop this year should be
worth as much as $327m, an increase of
37 per cent on the last season. That means
a great deal not only to the sugar farmers
but to Queensland as a whole. In North
Queensland we have a saying that if the
sugar industry sneezes our provincial towns
catch a cold.

Most sugar producers agree that they are
now receiving a just return for their product,
However, the better returns are required to
meet the tremendous increase in cost of pro-
duction and the expansion costs with which
growers are faced. The farmers believe
that their sugar industry is viable once again.
Their confidence is based principally on the
long-term export contracts negotiated for a
considerable proportion of the sugar pro-
duced. Indeed, we have long-term coniracts
for approximately 1.2m tonnes. The famers’
confidence has also been boosted by the
bupyant free-market price for any uncom-
mitted production. This year it seems that
we will sell about 1.2m tonnes on the world
free market.

Mr the consumers?

Davis: How about

Mrs KIPPIN: The Australian consumers
are looked after very nicely by the sugar
industry. The price of sugar in Australia
is amongst the lowest in sugar-producing
countries throughout the world. The Aus-
tralian sugar consumer has much to thank the
industry for.

We must pay tribute to the Australian team
at the last International Sugar Agreement
negotiations for their efforts. Their expertise
certainly placed the Australian sugar industry
in a good situation. At the time of the
negotiations  considerable criticism  was
levelled by the Leader of the Opposition in
Queensland at the team’s efforts. He con-
demned in this Chamber the efforts of that
team and what it achieved for the Australian
sugar industry.

Dr Edwards: He does not understand any-
thing about it.

Mrs KIPPIN: That is so.

The advancement in sugar prices in the
last two years has certainly silenced the
Leader of the Opposition and other critics
who condemned the International Sugar
Agreement when it was first announced. His
criticism was aimed mainly at that part of
the agreement which required Australia to
hold in store considerable stocks of sugar
against the time when shortages in production
could force sugar prices to an unreasonable
level. In the mid ’70s extremely high sugar
prices almost destroyed the orderly marketing
of world sugar. The tremendous buyer
resistance that developed eventually reacted
against the sugar producers in Queensland.
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They suffered a drastic slump in prices, and
following that they had a number of very
lean years.

The sugar stocks that were so strongly
criticised under the last International Sugar
Agreement helped significantly to stabilise
world sugar prices last year. That is com-
monly accepted by the sugar industry gener-
ally.

Unfortunately, not all producing countries
managed to fill their stores, but it is certainly
to the credit of Australian producers that
they have been able to meet the commitments
made for them in the agreement. It is to be
hoped that Australian negotiators will be as
successful in 1982 when the International
Sugar Agreement comes up for renegotiation.

1t is all very well having an agreement on
a world market, but it is up to Australians
and Queenslanders in particular, because most
of the shipments go through Queensland
ports or out of the capital cities of Australia,
to make sure that Australia maintains its
reputation for reliability of delivery. I cannot
stress too strongly the importance of this
reliability in the world sugar market; it is a
very competitive market.

A few years ago Queensland cane farmers
were angered by what they saw as a failure
by Japan to honour a long-term agreement
for the purchase of our sugar.

Mr Blake: And rightly so.

Mrs KIPPIN: Yes, rightly so, but Australia
maintained its reputation for delivery and, to
date, we have not been embarrassed by the
non-delivery of sugar sold on contract. This
is terribly important. In such a competitive
market it is imperative that we should never
be embarrassed in this way. Recently, during
the coal dispute, we have seen that unrelia-
bility damages not only the industry but also
the State.

From recent Press articles it would appear
that there is a market for refined sugar in
some of our lesser developed near neighbours.
It was reported last year that France supplied
large quantities of refined sugar to markets
near Australia. Indonesia is believed to have
imported about $2m worth of European
Economic Community sugar. The year before
last the Awustralian sugar industry was
extremely indignant when New Guinea pur-
chased EEC sugar instead of sugar from
Australia. These sales indicate the presence
of a market near Australia for our refined
sugar.

I would very much like to see those
responsible for marketing Australian sugar
look carefully at the possibility of exporting
refined sugar to those countries and, in fact,
to other undeveloped countries in South East
Asia. Admittedly, the sugar supplied by the
EEC countries is very heavily subsidised by
the European Common Market, but the
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Australian industry has the advantage of
proximity over EEC suppliers, especially to
South East Asia. Therefore we would be
faced with much lower transport costs, and
we all know what transport costs mean to
ingustry today.

Upon investigation, these markets may be
available for the export of refined sugar from
Australia. To be able to increase our sales
of refined sugar in new markets such as these
would be exiremely advantageous to the
industry, particularly in the renegotiation of
the ISA in a couple of years’ time. If we
can increase our sales to new markets, we
will be put in a better light and on a better
footing in future negotiations of the ISA.

I am extremely pleased that the Treasurer
has seen fit not to increase the rail freight
rates on the cartage of raw sugar. This is
only fair as the rates for raw sugar have
been increased significantly in past Budgets
compared with the rates applying to the haul-
age of other primary products. It is sugar’s
turn this year,

The increase of 5 per cent on the rates for
sugar-cane proves further the wisdom of the
sugar mills in the Innisfail district in pur-
chasing the Government-owned tramway more
than three years ago. The efficiency effected
by these mills in the transport of their own
cane has meant tremendous savings and, of
course, added benefits to their own growers.

The general increase in rail freights will
be sorely felt by all North Queenslanders,
but they are felt more specifically by prim-
ary producers who just cannot pass on thesz
increased costs. Primary producers are at
the end of the line. They have to pay the
increased costs, yet they have to take what-
ever price they can get for their products
on the open market. So they are the meat
in the sandwich. Such increases in operating
costs are causing all primary producers to
look carefully at increasing production in
relation to the returns received for their
efforts.

It is expected that world demand for sugar
this vear could be in excess of production,
so the sugar industry has had to consider
expansion. I believe that the Australian
sugar industry should take advantage of the
increase in world demand, because if the
demand is there then someone will surely
take of advantage of it. There is little use
Australian producers saying, “No, we won’t
expand because our expansion could eventu-
ally cause a glut on the world market.” I
believe this will happen whether Australia
chooses to expand or some other sugar-
producing country chooses to do so. I am
of the firm belief that we should take
advantage of the present demand for sugar.
Queensland is in a particularly good position
to respond to this demand to the advantage
not only of cane producers but the entire
State.
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I was pleased, however, to see the Govern-
ment take a cautious approach in accepting
the recommendation of the Central Sugar
Cane Prices Board that the industry plan
for an increase of 5 per cent in this season’s
crop. I believe it was a very sensible
approach, because we must be very careful
not to disadvantage farmers who are unable
to take advantage of a period of expansion,
and my electorate of Mourilyan is particularly
sensitive in this regard. If we do not look
after these people we could see them disad-
vantaged by a higher percentage of overseas
price in the No. 1 Pool. Should the cver-
seas price be forced dewn by a glut on the
world market then we could see a change
in the structure of the No. 1 Pcol price.
Farmers who are dependent on the No. 1
Pool price for their viability would thea be
disadvantaged in two ways.

The Government must bear in mind the
effect that fluctuations in world prices have
on the No. 1 Pool. Any expansion must
not place at risk the level of the No. 1 Pool
price as the viability of the whole industry is
in fact based on that price. At the present
time long-term contracts are approximately
equivalent to free market sales, so there is
a little difference there. It does not matter
whether we increase our production and
have more long-term contracts or free mar-
ket price sales, but we must be very careful
because when the world free market price
falls, the farmers—usually the smaller far-
mers in areas with very little land available
for increased production—are disadvantaged.

I believe that another thing that has
helped the sugar industry is the establish-
ment of a home consumption price formula.
In the past every time the sugar industry felt
it needed an increase in the home consump-
tion price it had to go cap in hand to the

Federal Government and plead for an
increase. For a long period when overseas
prices were perticularly good the sugar

industry did not bother to ask for an increase
in the home consumption price.

However, in the mid-1970s, when overseas
sugar prices fell drastically, the sngar indus-
try felt justified in asking for an increase in
the domestic price. The industry was really
put through the third degree. It had to make
a number of submissions to the Federal Gov-
ernment. It took more than 12 months to
finally achieve an increase in sugar prices.
This was quite demeaning to the sugar indus-
try. It felt that it was a slap in the face. Over
the years the industry had not bothered
asking for gradual increases because it was
quite well off.

There has been a bit of dissention in the
sugar industry about the formula used for
fixing the home consumption price. The
formula was a very good starting point,
and I hope that in due course it will be
able to be renegotiated io the advantage
of the sugar industry. The formula is more
or less indexed according to increases in the
cost of living and inflationary trends. The
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basis of the formula was established in the
McKinnon report, but it will take a little
time to see how it will work. I believe that
it is a very good basis and that in due
course the sugar industry will be quite satis-
fied with it.

I have talked about improvements in the
sugar industry. Fortunately, beef prices have
improved, too. Most primary industries
throughout my area of North Queensland are
particularly viable. However, Queenslanders
must be constantly reminded of the fact that
the standard of living in this State depends
on the income derived bv our primary indus-
tries and our mining industry. There are
definitely no innovations in the Treasurer’s
Budget providing improved benefits to either
primary producers or miners. I do not
disagree with that, but I think people should
be ever aware that when primary producers
fall on bad times they are entitled to assist-
ance out of the “trough”, as we term it.

Another particularly pleasing provision in
the Budget related to an increase in allow-
ances to apprentices on block-release training.
The allowances paid to apprentices have been
increased by an average of 25 per cent, and
apprentices will appreciate that, Last week in
the House I raised the problem facing appren-
tices who have to leave home for their block-
release training. The new rates will be $24 a
week for a first-year apprentice, 520 a week
for a second-year apprentice and $17.50 a
week for a third-year apprentice. Those rates
do not really cover the accommodation
expenses of apprentices who are forced to go
to areas where accommodation is in short
supply; I speak specifically of the Cairns dis-
trict. Many Innisfail apprentices have to go to
Cairns for their block-release training.

‘When this scheme was first introduced,
Innisfail employers agreed to it because they
were under the impression that there would
be established at the Cairns College of
Advanced Education either a dormitory
block or an accommodation block for
apprentices. I fully appreciate that the devel-
opment explosion in TAFE courses through-
out Queensiand has caused a tremendous
drain on the Education Department’s funds
and the resources available to TAFE colleges,
but there is a serious problem here. There
are certainly no hostels available to appren-
tices going to Cairns for their block-release
training. In my electorate a number of
apprentices live in caravan parks. In fact,
a couple of them are living in their own tent
in a caravan park. A number of them have
to live in hostels and share rooms with per-
manent lodgers who are usually older men
with permanent positions in the town. Such
situations are most unsatisfactory for study-

ing.

As the block-release programme is crucial
to apprenticeship training, some of the boys
have been seriously disadvantaged by the lack
of suitable accommodation during this critical
period of their training. So that is something
that 1 believe the Government will have to
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pay some attention to. I know that there is
some accommodation for first-year apprentices
at Kedron and that has been much
appreciated by northern pareats in the past.
However, more and more northern people
do not travel all the way to Brisbane; they
go to Cairns, Townsville or possibly Rock-
hampton. The Government must look at
providing at least hostel accommodation for

first-year apprentices.

Another area that has been considerably
discussed all vear is the level of road-funding
in our State. We can all say that our roads
would be very much better if the Common-
wealth gave us more money and I fully
support the Minister for Main Roads in his
push for additional funding for Queensiand’s
roads. That money does not have to come
from the petrol tax; I do not care where it
comes from. But I believe that the Federal
Government must urgently look at providing
additional funding to Queensland. In the last
couple of years we have seen tremendous
development in tourism in Quensland and in
the next couple of years thers will be a
tourism explosion.

A lot of attention is given to international
tourists, but we must realise that a very high
percentage of tourists in Queensland are
Australians, both from within Queensland
and from the other Australian States. Those
people spend a lot of time travelling on our
roads. That additional traffic on the roads
means that we need a well-developed high-
way system from Brisbane all the way
through to Cairns and back again. “When 1
say  “back again”, 1 think specificaily of
inland Queensland, because Queensland is a
State which varies vastly and someone who
drives up the coast from Brisbane to Cairns
and then returns by an inland route really
experiences two holidays for the price of ome.
So 1 believe that the State is justified in
appealing to the Commonwealth for additional
road funds.

However, 1 maintain that our road system
is really not quite as bad as a lot of members
opposite would like to make out. In the lifc
of this Government, we have seen tremendous
development of our road system. That is
amazing, particularly when one thinks of the
mileage of bitumen road that has been
achieved over a vast area with a sparse popu-
lation. I wish to read to the Chamber a letter
from vesterday’s “Courier-Mail” because it
expresses what 1 have felt for some con-
siderable time. It was written by a K. F.
Mollard from Victoria. Normally it is inter-
state people who complain about cur roads,
because they are not used to travelling on
roads which, compared with some of the
highways in their own States, are narrow. Mr
Moliard wrote—

“Having just driven from the raiihead at
Murwillumbah, New South Wales, to Port
Douglas and Mossman, returning via the
Atherton Tablelands, and Burnett Highway
to Kingaroy, Tecowcomba, Goondiwindi
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and Newell Highway to Melbourne, I am
writing to say how very impressed my wife
and I were with Queensland.

“In our opinion the roads were excellent
and the so-called ‘horror stretch’ between
Rockhampton and Mackay failed com-
pletely to live up to its reputation.

“Between Bundaberg and Mackay, [
burst a radiator hose and within two
minutes of raising the car bonnet two
trucks and a car stopped to assist.”

That pleases The letter
continues—

“The truckie who took charge had us on
our way within 15 minutes, and, if he
happens to read this, we would like again
to express our grateful thanks.

me tremendously.

“The many people we met were unfail-
ingly very pleasant and friendly. The
scenery was consistently good and abso-
lutely magnificent north of Ingham.

“Any ignorant southerners who criticise
your magnificent State in our hearing
will be in for several hundred well chosen
words in correction.”

{ believe that that letter expresses the feel-
ings of many tourists after they have con-
cluded their visit to Queensland. Our roads
are not nearly as bad as most of our critics
allege. ‘Admittedly, there are areas where
we would definitely like to see improvement,
¥ have many secondary roads in my electorate
that urgently need upgrading. Of course, for
this we must turn to the Federal Govern-
ment for additional road funding.

This Budget is a most creditable one.
Credit is due not only to the Treasurer
but also to the other Ministers of our
Government who have been responsible for
the compilation of the budgets of their own

departments.

Mr K. J. Hooper:
Budget?

Do you endorse the

Mrs KIPPIN: Yes,

An area in which additional funding is
needed is one that has not received much
increase for many years. I refer to assistance
to the small mining industry. [ have sizeable
tin-mining areas in my electorate. With the
price of tin being considerably higher in the
last couple of vears than for some time past,
there has been a tremendous influx of small
miners inte the Herberton/Mt Garnet dis-
trict. Of course, today mining requires a
lot of machinery, whether the operator is
a company or a small miner. This has put
a tremendous strain on the local authority
in that area, the Herberton Shire Council,
which does not have many ratepayers, It
has been very difficult for it to maintain
the endless miles of mining roads in its area.
1 have no doubt that requests have been
made for additional funding for mining roads,
but I would like the Treasurer to look
very carefully at this matter and give it
further consideration as the year goes by.

of course 1 do.
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I would also like to see more money
available as loans for small miners, who are
faced with very high machinery costs. A
number of these fellows have quite viable
mines, if only they could get started. They
spend a considerable amount of time on

unemployment benefits, so if they could
be given financial support to purchase
machinery the mnation as a whole would
benefit.

Before last week’s adjournment the mem-
ber for Cook presented a petition on behalf
of the Ravenshoe ALP protesting at the
grant of two mining leases along the Wild
River in the area of the Innot Hot Springs.
The feeling against mining development on
mining fields just has to stop. The signatories
on that petition were not miners. They were
people who had taken advantage of the
MHPL system—the granting of miner’s
homestead perpetual leases without com-
petition. A lot of them are small farmers.
They might keep bees or a few cows. They
are responsible for very little production
and contribute very little to the economy of
the State.

The most interesting point about the
petition is that it does not have the support
of the Mt Garnet branch of the ALP. Iis
members are all involved in tin-mining, and
for quite a number of years they have
been concerned that the dredges on which
they are employed might have to cease
operating because tin deposits may not be
available.

Dr Edwards: Are the Mt Garnet people
members of the “old guard” or the ‘“new
guard”?

Mrs KIPPIN: I believe that the Mt Garnet
branch of the ALP definitely belongs to the
“old guard”. There is an old-established
community in Mt Garnet and the people
there understand fully that their standards
of living are dependent upon the production
in mining areas. I believe that they take
a very sensible approach tc the question of
conservation. The mining company involved
is required to return the area to a reason-
able standard when it has finished mining,
and it has a pretty good track record in
that respect.

Mr K. J. Hoeper: It is tin-mining at Mt
Garnet, isn’t it?

Mrs KIPPIN: Yes. I reiterate that Queens-
landers must be ever conscious of the need
for increased production, because our stand-
ard of living rests on increases in all forms
of production.

Mr WRIGHT (Rockhampton) (3.16 p.m.):
During the debate on the Appropriation Bill
about two weeks ago, I made a number of
criticisms in relation to the poor treatment
that Queensland has been receiving from
the Commonwealth Government, especially
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at the hands of Mr Fraser and Mr Howard.
Having considered the Treasurer’s Financial
Statement in the last few days, I believe it
is apparent that he is well aware of this

problem, and I note that in introducing
the Budget he has substantiated my
criticisms.

It would seem that Queensland is placed
in something of a financial strait-jacket by
the financial arrangements between the Com-
monwecalth and the States, and 1 should
like to bring to the notice of members the
type of comment made by the Treasurer
and emphasise and reiterate it so that people
might begin to understand what is happen-
ing in Australia. Repeatedly throughout his
speech the Treasurer referred to the specific
financial arrangements that 1 mentioned, and
he summed it up in one way by speaking
about the uncertainty that Queensland faces
in the future relative to Commonwealth
general revenue assistance to the States.

It is quite obvious from what he said that
there has been no real improvement in the
Commonwealth’s assistance, that there will
be no substantial improvement in the future.
When one realises that the tax-sharing
arrangements have been tied to 1979-80, with
only a cne-year guarantee, one sees that it
does not give any Treasurer or any Govern-
ment the opportunity to plan ahead. 1
appreciate that the Commonwealth Grants
Commission is carrying out a review of the
tax-sharing arrangements; but I prophesy
here and now that that review will not bz
in the interests of Queensland or the other
States.

One notes that Commonwealth loan allo-
cations increased by only 5 per cent. That
certainly was not sufficient to maintain the
real value of work able to be done. The
allocation of $173.3m is over $80m less than
the amount needed to maintain real work
value, not for 1979 but for the 1977-78
financial year. Again, Commonwealth allo-
cations for roads and housing are well below
the acknowledged needs. Continuing restraint
is being imposed in the field of capital works
because of the policies that are being foisted
upon the people of Queensland by the Com-
monwealth Government.

Despite the massive increase in the cost
of fuel—something like 240 per cent in the
last three years—no special assistance is
being given, It is no wonder that the people
of this State are facing high increases in
freight and general fare charges. As the
Treasurer said, the Commonwealth is pur-
suing a no-growth, no-improvement policy
in the field of hospitals and other health
services. This means that we, as a State,
without alternative resources, will be held
to such a policy.

The Treasurer also made the point that
the Commonwealth’s position on this issue
was absurd and unreal. I am totally in
agreement with him. In his statement he
projected a shortfall of some $1im if the
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negotiations presently proceeding are not
successful. 1 reiterate that any negotiations
which this State or other States may embark
upon have no guarantee of success because
of the way the States are treated at the
moment.

The Commonwealth’s refusal to adopt the
50/50 cost-sharing arrangements on the
upgrading of health services must create
tremendous strain and extreme difficulty in
administering the hospital program. That
point, too, was raised by the Treasurer.

Another point I took from the Treasurer’s
statement concerns the Commonwealth’s pro-
gressively and unilaterally reducing its per-
centage contribution, thereby forcing the
States to make a larger contribution in fund-
ing the gap. There is a continued drop in
Commonwealth funding in real terms in such
facilities as community kindergartens. The
loan allocation of $173.3m, while represent-
ing an increase of 5 per cent on that for
1979-80, is still 8.8 per cent less than the
allocation for 1977-78. As has been stated,
that represents a decline in real terms of
over 30 per cent, or $80m, in work value
over three years.

The people of Queensland and this Parlia-
ment have every reason to be angry with
the Fraser Government. It has reneged on
promises, and since 1975 has constantly
forced the States into a worsening financial
situation. In acting almost like a dictator, it
is introducing financial centralism that is
unprecedented. In doing so, it is lessening
the capacity of the States to meet the needs
of their people. It is progressively reducing
the independence of Queensland and the
other States in formulating their own eco-
nomic policies. Overall, it is placing 2
stranglehold on initiative, a halter on
development, and it is certainly destroying
ability to plan. When this type of situation
exists, one could well start to wonder why
anyone would want to be in government in
a State Parliament.

For these reasons Queensland and other
tates over the next decade are facing a
crisis. In fact, they are facing the crisis time
now—a time when, to an ever greater extent,
the State Governments will be pushed into
the background. It is apparent that the
Fraser financial arrangements mean a con-
tinuing transferral of decision-making power
from the States to the Commonwealth. It
is evident that the Fraser/Anthony Govern-
ment has embarked upon a definite, calcu-
lated plan to eventually make the States no
more than an extension of the Common-
wealth’s bureaucracy.

The States are being tied hand and foot.
They are becoming administrators rather
than decision-makers. With all due respect
to the Treasurer, it is fairly obvious that
his pleas and those of the Government have
fallen on deaf ears in Canberra. We have
no guarantees on future tax-sharing arrange-
ments; we have no certainty of continued
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funding of loan programs. Unilateral deci-
sions have been made under which the Com-
monwealth is prepared to break promises and
agreements. There have been cut-backs in
percentage contributions for specific expendi-
ture on such things as hospitals and health
services. There has been repeated interfer-
ence in State responsibilities, In line with
this interference is a constantly increasing
measure of State administrative responsi-
bilities, together with a decreasing, and
sometimes total removal, of financial assist-
ance previously given by Liberal Govern-
ments and the Labor Government in
1972-75.

The guestion arises as to whether or not
the Queensland Government is prepared to
cop this situation. It may well be said that
efforts have been made, that the Treasurer
himself has gone to some pains to press
the Commonwealth Government into giving
Queensland a better deal. I appreciate that
some cognisance of Queensland’s special
situation, because of the wrong assessment
of population, has meant an increase in some
funds. However, it is fairly obvious that
political affiliation—whether it be Liberal or
Naticnal—means nothing to the Fraser/
Howard team; it carries no weight. I am
saying that the time to rebel has come; that
there is a need for the Treasurer, in his
role as State Treasurer and leader of a
party in this State, to call a special con-
ference of the States.

Dr Edwards: There’s one on Friday.

Mr WRIGHT: I want to go further than
that. I am talking about a special conference
of ali the State Governments, with repre-
sentatives of all the parties in Parliament.
This is a threat to all, and that conference
should be representative of Government
members and of Opposition members. [
stress that it ought to be held quickly, and
definitely before the Federal election antici-
pated in MNovember.

It is time to set aside our party politics on
this issue because we have a common enemy.
Our weapen, if we can put them together, is
votes. Queensland has shown in the past that
it is prepared to play politics with its money.
This is one time that I would agree with it.
A precedent was set when the Whitlam
Coverninent was in power. This State spent
hundreds of thousands of dollars fighting Mr
Whitlam—so often, totally without cause.

The threat is far greater. The threat that
we have here will have a massive impact on
every person in this nation. There is litile
use in Queensland’s embarking on a fight in
isolation. The only way that we will win this
fight—and it is a fight; it is a war—is to
co-ordinate our forces electorally, physically
and financially,. We are dealing with a
Commonwealth Government that is deter-
mined to centralise the financial controls of
this nation. We are dealing with a Govern-
ment that is dishonest, untrustworthy and
totally irresponsible.
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We need only hark back to the Central
Queensland strike, the strike that centred
arcund the Federal Government’s imposition
of a tax on subsidised housing. It was a strike
that cost this couniry something like $350m
and, 10 weeks after it started, 10 weeks after
the trade unionists put forward a reasonable
program under which that tax was not to be
imposed or applied, the Commonwealth Gov-
erament comes back and says that there will
be no tax for this year and possibly for ever
after. That whole matier could have been
resolved 10 weeks ago.

It shews how Fraser and Howard and the
Federal Government are prepared to act on
national crises and issues. The Fraser/
Howard Government deserves the utmost
contempt for the way it handled that issue,
because of its unrelenting stubbornness
regardless of the economic consequences it
was causing.

There is a real need for this Government
to see the Fraser policies for what they are.
They are anti-State, anti-people and anti-
Australian. Mr Fraser and his cohorts will
listen only if electoral defeat is guaranteed.
He will listen only if the people of Queens-
land and of every other State are prepared
to tell him just that through the ballot-box.

To do that, the people need to be told of
the short-term and long-term consequences
of Fraser federalism. They need to be told
of the effect that it is having on their
individual quality of life and of the fact that
they themselves are the ones who suffer in
the long run because services cannot be
rendered, capital works programs cannot be
initiated or carried out and emplovment
cannot be provided.

The States have an opportunity that will
not rise again for another three years. They
have an opportunity to act now, because
they have the political capacity to carry out
anv decision and the State conference that I
am advocating cught to be held. The answer
is to defeat Fraser electorally. That will
happen anyway with Bill Hayden but, in the
game of politics, one cannot always be sure.
The States cannct risk another three years
like the last three vears. We must have some
type of guarantee that, regardless of who
controls the Treasury benches in Canberra,
that Gevernment will be a partner in running
this country and not an economic dictator.

If the Treasurer means what he says in
his speech and if he really means the
criticisms that he has levelled at the Federal
Government’s economic policies, he will
accept my advice and immediately initiate
what may well become a conference of war
among the States against Canberra. It is of
the utmost importance that we co-ordinate
our abilities, our capacities and our activities
to let the people of Australia know exactly
what is taking place and exactly how it will
affect them.
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Whilst T acknowledge the excesses of the
Fraser Government and whilst I appreciate
the restrictive nature of Fraser federalism
on this Government and every other State
Government, the Government’s application
of the resources available to this State is
also open to criticism. I read the Treasurer’s
Financial Statement a number of times to
glean what I could about what the initiatives
really are. They come down to three main
areas besides nominal increases in certain
benefits paid to people and organisations.
One of the main initiatives is a subsidy to
local authorities of 50 per cent of the cost
of additional—and I stress ‘additional”—
pensioner rebates, up to 2 maximum limit of
75 per cent of the rates payable.

The second initiative is an allocation of
$30,000 to assist organisations in providing
counselling services in the community, and
the third is an initial $100,000 allocation
towards the cost of the International Year of
the Disabled. I do not think anyone was
surprised to see the allocation of that
$100,000, because we all knew of the role
of the Minister for Welfare as the chairman
of the State committee that has been set up.
Local organisations have been established, and
so it is not surprising, particularly when the
Commonwealth Government, at least in this
instance, has given money—some $50,000—
that the State should allocate $100,000.

The $30,000 for credit counselling is com-
mendable, but really the value is going to
depend on where and how it is used and
whether or not it is going to be passed across
to some of the voluntary consumer organi-
sations.

The third initiative is the subsidy for
pensioner rebates. It certainly sounds great,
and I know when it was raised in this
Parliament and in the Press there was a
certain amount of commendation, because it
meant a better deal for those people least able
to pay rates. But we ought to note very
carefully what it does mean, because the
Financial Statement clearly states that it is
for additional remissions. It will be of little
help to the councils already giving major
rebates, because the limit is up to 75 per cent
of the rebate given. It will depend on the
conditions set by local authorities.

I need to use this opportunity to explain
some of the conditions being set by local
authorities when rebates are given, because
in my own city of Rockhampton there is an
obnoxious, iniquitous situation that I
believe must be brought to the attention of
the Minister for Local Government.
Unfortunately, he is in Rockhampton attend-
ing the local government conference, but I
am hoping that he will take cognisance of
what I am saying and act upon it.

In Rockhampton conditions of eligibility
have been set for rate remission, and in these
92146—12
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conditions the council clearly states that it is
not endeavouring to enter the social services
field but instead it wishes—

“, . . to provide financial assistance and
incentives for pensioners to maintain their
equity in their home and land for not only
their own benefit, but also for the benefit
of their beneficiaries.”

It goes on to say—

“The City will also benefit as a whole,
as this policy encourages pensioners and
their families to keep an active interest in
the good maintenance of the home and
property.”

Then we find how they are doing it. People
are told to go to the city council chambers.
In fact, they are required to apply in person
for an interview between 1 July and 30
September and then to lodge application
forms and show pensioner cards and pensioner
cheque-butts.

But that is not where it ends. Pensioners
go in believing that they are going to be
able to apply for this rebate or remission of
rates and they find that the first thing they
are asked to do is show their bank-books. If
a person wants to upset aged people, that is
the first thing he asks them to do. I have
received calls in my office from upset and
cembarrassed pensioners who are fearful that
the council will have the power to go to their
banks and take out the statistical information
that is available in private banking accounts.

Mr Hansen: They do it.

Mr WRIGHT: They do? 1 am surprised.
I am pleased that the honourable member
for Maryborough has told me about that. I
hope that the Maryborough City Council does
not do so.

Mr Hansen: No. Social Security,

Mr WRIGHT: I know Social Security does
it, but I am wondering about the local
authorities.

The application form clearly sets out the
conditions. It points out that the eligible
pensioner must be the sole owner of the
property or the joint owner with one other
pensioner, whether a relative, including a
spouse, or otherwise. It goes on—

“A part owner, who, if similarly apply-
ing would not be an eligible pensioner,
results in there being no entitlement for
remission under this policy.

“The pensioner owner must have been a
resident property owner in Rockhampton
for three years.”

So if a person has been living in the country
near Rockhampton and decides to move into
the city to retire, until he has lived there
for three years he can forget about any type
of remission. It also goes on to say—

“The pensioner owner must have been a
real property within the City or elsewhere,
except vacant land/s with wunimproved
capital value/s totally less than $4,000.”
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It goes on then to talk about occupancy and
who can reside in the dwelling. It is no
wonder that one lady was upset when she
rang me. She is 72 vears of age and she was
asked with whom she lived. Her husband
died some six years ago. It may well have
been that the interviewer did not mean it
that way—it may well have been that he was
simply trying to find out who else occupied
the dwelling—but the way it was put cgrtainly
embarrassed and upset the woman in question.

The application form then goes on to say—

“The pensioner owners or occupiers must
not have combined assets in the following
categories totalling more than $10,000:”

These categories are banks, building societies,
savings, shares, bonds at current market
prices or other income-earning investments
at current market prices, including land and
buildings. The conditions are very stringent.
Those pensioners who have more than
$5,000 in the bank, which is not a lot of
money, now will not get remissions of rates,
regardless of what this Government says it is
trying to do so. For all the publicity and for
all the commendation that has been given in
the past, it is obvious that this Government
will have to look carefully at the application
and the implication of the policy that it is
espousing here today.

The other aspect that we need to look
at relates to matters that are in the Budget,
and I might suggest that they do not excite
anyone very much. We can take account
of the problems that the Treasurer has had
with the Commonwealth, It is quite obvious
that there is little, if any, job-creating poten-
tial in the Budget. There is a 15 per cent
increase in all fares and freights. There is
a reduction, in real terms, in road construc-
tion and housing. There is a continuation of
the disastrous losses in the Railway Depart-
ment, which the Treasurer points out, exclu-
sive of the mineral traffic profits, is expected
to exceed $200m this year.

Then I come onto the pay-roll tax exemp-
tion, which is being increased from $150,000
to $180,000. No doubt this will be appreciated
by industry, but I suggest that it will do
little to alleviate the plight of businesses
facing annihilation because of other aspects,
such as unfair competition, inability to bor-
row, especially at reasonable interest rates,
and sometimes inability to borrow at all
because of the unsavoury practices of banks,
landlords and lessors, That will not over-
come these types of problems. These people
face massive problems, massive difficulties.
No wonder the Minister can stand up and
say that 75 per cent of small businesses
last only three vears.

The Treasurer has made the point that
the inaugural cost of establishing the Small
Business  Development  Corporation  is
expected to be $225,000. When the legisla-
tion setting up this corporation came to
this Parliament, the proposal was questioned
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because there were alternatives. The cor-
poration is yet to prove its worth. I suggest
that it will have limited power. The small
business sector of the community needs not
only managerial advice but also that ability
to compete, and that means access to
money and the opportunity to take action
quickly on the types of problems that arise
suddenly. The failure of a business affects
not only those who own it but also its
employees and the general community. So,
regardless of philosophies, we have to ack-
nowledge the fact that some 90 per cent of
businesses in this couniry are small businesses
employing hundreds of thousands of people.
When they go bust, it is often the husband
and wife proprietors who, because of their
age bracket, cannot find alternative employ-
ment. There is a need to take special
cognisance of the problems. 1 am certain
that this Government does not appreciate
their extent.

We need new initiatives. If we are setting
up the Small Business Development Cor-
poration, let us do something so that we can
get swift justice, swift investigatory action
on behalf of this sector of the community.
That could mean the establishment of a
businessmen’s ombudsman. It may be a
high-falutin term, but it has been proved
in other countries. When there is a special-
ised officer who has the power and the
opportunity to investigate problems, action
can be taken and those problems can be
overcome very quickly.

It is not only big business, banks and
lessors that these people are waging war
against; it is also the bureaucracy. 1 have
written today to the Corporate Affairs Office
about a particular case. This gentleman
has been waiting weeks and weeks simply to
get the certificate of registration of his
business name. Until he gets it, he cannot
operate, He cannot get his telephone number
registered. He is in great difficulty, These
types of problems are constantly arising. So
we need some specialist force within this
corporation that has been set up to try to
help the small businessman.

Mr Blake: No encouragement at all from
this Government.

Mr WRIGHT: 1 do not believe there
has been any encouragement. I do mnot
believe that the Government even appreciates
the problem. As the economic climate wor-
sens, the situation will get worse. The Federal
Government and the financial institutions are
already setting the stage for a sharp increase
in interest rates. I have been watching the
position very carefully in “The :Australian
Financial Review” and other newspapers.
Some senior bank officers started this off,
First of all it was the Commercial Bank.
Then we had the Bank of New South Wales
and then some excerpts from the Campbell
inquiry. Then there was the secret report
from five Federal departments suddenly
leaked. What did they all say? There has to
be an open-ended approach to interest rates
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in Australia. They will not do it before the
Federal election because we know the effect
it would have on the Fraser Government. But
we know it is coming. It seems that these
people are working with the Federal Gov-
ernment to condition the population of
Australia, be they business or the general
public sector, into accepting the fact that
interest rates will rise, so that when it does
occur Mr Fraser will turn around and say,
“It had to be.”

We know what they are doing. They are
saying that they need to restrict the demand
on borrowing—in other words, cut down
the opportunity of the small businessman
to expand his business and therefore employ
other people, to upgrade the type of tech-
nology that he has, to improve the type of
machinery he is using and to expand into
other areas. It also means that the ordinary
home borrower will have great difficulties
because of the limitations on loans. If the
Federal Government is out to resirict the
demand on borrowing, everyone must suffer,
It will mean dearer money, limited loans
and shorter term borrowing. It will also
mean no expansion, fewer job opportunities
and less security for those already in employ-
ment,

We appreciate that all of this centres
around the power of the purse. It is a
question of who controls the purse-sirings.
1 have advocated time and time again, and
other people have put forward views, that
the Government should embark upon earning
its own money. The moment that is said in
this Chamber one gets dragged down as a
Communist or a socialist or something like
that, I will say it again, regardless of
criticism, that one of our first needs is to
embark upon—and for the Government to
accept—a partnership approach to develop-
ment, that is a partnership of the Govern-
ment, the people and private enterprise.
There is another necessity that I have also
raised time and time again but it has fallen
on deaf ears. Because I believe it is one of
the major solutions to the economic pro-
blems facing this State, I will raise it again:
the necessity to establish a State bank. For
the life of me, I cannot understand why
the Treasurer is opposed to this concept.
‘When the proposal to buy a certain per-
centage of the Bank of Queensland was
put to Cabinet, I can understand that there
would have been questions, but the establish-
ment of a State bank for the people of
Queensland is another question.

Dr Edwards: Do you mean a bank of
issue?

Mr WRIGHT: Yes.

Dr Edwards: Under the Constitution we

have no power.

Mr WRIGHT: Just a minute. I will come
to that. I believe it must start on the basis
of a savings bank, and there is certainly
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provision for that in the Constitution. I
will quote to the Treasurer section 51, clause

“The Parliament shall, subject to this
Constitution, have power to make laws
for the peace, order, and good government
of the Commonwealth with respect to:
Banking, other than State banking; also
State banking extending beyond the limits
of the State concerned, the incorporation
of banks, and the issue of paper money.”
Dr Edwards: You are talking about a
savings bank.

Mr WRIGHT: I am talking about a
savings bank in the first instance.

Dr Edwards: We cannot do that until
1986.

Mr WRIGHT: Yes, we can. I will prove
that we can. I wanted to debate this pub-
licly with the Treasurer but he was not
prepared to do so.

T will return to a few of the advantages
because constitutionally the State is allowed
to participate in the field of banking., Let
us take some of the precedents that have
already been set. Under a Liberal Govern-
ment the State Savings Bank of Victoria 1n
1979 had 511 branches, 22 sub-branches, and
487 agencies. Bank depositors increased by
10.9 per cent. In 1979 the bank had total
deposits of $341.16m, which brq?ght the
deposits at that point to $3.46 billion. In
1979 loans have been made available for
housing, farms and small business amounting
to over S4im. While they were able to have
this lending power, which is vitaily import-
ant, and setting aside the power of issue
and credit creation ability, the profit for
1979 was $36m. The State Bank of South
Australia is a much smaller bank, which is
only natural because that State has a smaller
consumer population. At 30 June 1978 its
total lending on housing amounted to $27m.
Other loans and advances in 1978 totalled
$100m, an increase of 10.8 per cent. I point
out that in 1978 lending on housing increased
by 15.3 per cent. The net profit made was
$3.5m.

I turn to a more specialised banking area,
the Rural Bank of New South Walqs_, _and
again the report for 1978. It has limited
activities, I appreciate, mainly in the rural
area; vyet deposits in 1978 stood at $1,467m,
net revenue was $65.5m and the profit
totalled $6.6m. It clearly demonstrates that
there are profits to be made; but, ‘WhiISt it
is good to have profits coming into the
State coffers, more importantly fund§ are
available to people for housing, for primary
industry, for small business and for personal

loans.

Queensland did have a State bank, as we
appreciate. The legislative aspects go back
to 1854,
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Dr Edwards: The Labor Party gave it
away, you know.

Mr WRIGHT: I am going to raise that.
As the Treasurer probably appreciates, I
have never been one to shy from making
criticism where I believe it is necessary,
irrespective of the political party in question.

In 1917 the Agricultural Bank and the
Workers Dwelling Board were amalgamated
with the Queensland Government Savings
Bank. Then in 1920, as the Treasurer has
just mentioned, an agreement was made
whereby the Commonwealth Government
took over our savings bank. That agreement
was for a duration of 45 years.

Dr Edwards: It was one of the worst
decisions the Labor Party ever made.

Mr WRIGHT: 1 believe it was, but at
that point of time because of economic
circumstances the action was taken. If one
reads “Hansard” at that period one starts
to realise why the action was taken. Fin-
ancially they thought they would get a
greater benefit, but that did not eventuate.
Certainly in the long term it has not worked
out for us. However, that is no reason to
live in the past. It is no reason to say that
because something was done in 1920 we
cannot alleviate the situation now.

The Treasurer says that it goes till 1986,
The original agreement was for 45 years. It
ran out in 1965. So I decided to go back
and refer to the Commonwealth Savings
Bank of Australia Agreement Act of 1966,
which was, as the Treasurer says, for the
next 20 years. I read section 11—

“Subject to its ratification by the Par-
lament of the State this Agreement shall
commence on the first day of July One
thousand nine hundred and sixty-five and
shall continue in force for a term of
twenty years thereafter.”

I accept that. However, let us look at sec-
tion 12. One ought to read on. It is like
reading the Scriptures. If one takes just one
isolated passage, there is always the danger
of ending up with a false doctrine, like some
of the sects, One needs an overview of
these things. Section 12 reads—

“Each of the parties hereto shall at the
expiration of each period of five vears of
the term of the Agreement have the right
to consult with the other party for the
purpose of obtaining variations of the
terms of this Agreement on the basis that
by reason of an alteration in circumstances
the Agreement is operating to the detri-
ment of the parties or either of them.”

It is clearly stated that every five years both
parties have a right to consider the detri-
mental aspects of that agreement. It may
well be that the financial benefit is not
enough and that is not going to be accepted
by the Commonwealth. However, I suggest
that the Commonwealth Government would
have great difficulty in saying “No” to a
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proposal that we establish our own State
bank. I do not believe that, with the pre-
cedents already set in other States, it would
be willing to say “No” to Queensland. If
it does, then the people would have their
say; but we face a crisis again, because the
agreement expires in 1986, but the review
is 1981—and now is the time to prepare.

Dr Edwards: A review of terms and con-
ditions, not whether it continues.

Mr WRIGHT: That is the whole point:
it is open to interpretation by courts.

Dr Edwards: It is not.

Mr WRIGHT: It is. I have had legal
advice on it. I have spoken to banking
officials. They do not want to see it, and
I will mention the reasons for that.

Dr Edwards: Will you send me a copy of
your legal advice?

Mr WRIGHT: I am prepared to get him
to talk to the Treasurer, if he wants to.
I would be happy to, because the interpreta-
tion of that is very clear—

“, . . . operating to the detriment of
the parties or either of them.”

Dr Edwards: Read the previous part.

Mr WRIGHT: 1 did. It refers to varia-
tions of terms. One of the terms is that it
be for a 20-year period. That is in section
11.

Mr Porter: That is in the agreement.

Mr WRIGHT: The agreement may well
be a financial arrangement as to review
but the advice is very clear that it is
worth contesting and, if this Government
does not understand the importance of it,
I believe that it does not want to involve
itself. I would go even further and say that,
when 1986 comes around, if Queensland has
a National-Liberal Government in power
again, it will not want to renegotiate it other
than for another 20 years. So now is the
time to review it, because of the right under
section 12 to claim a variation because of
the detrimental aspects to Queensland. If
that could be done in 1981, there is every
reason to believe that we could incorporate
the Queensland Housing Commission and
the Agricultural Bank. It would mean signifi-
cant benefits to the Government and to the
people of Queensland. It would mean access
to funds for the people and the Government
itself.

Let us look at the $36m profit in Victoria
and the $6m prefit in New South Wales and
take a mean of $15m or $20m for Queens-
land. Because of this State’s diversity and
potential, profits could be substantial. There
would be loans for housing, loans for people,
loans for farms, loans for small businesses
and loans for local authorities. It would also
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give greater independence to Queensland.
After all, is not thai really what the issue
is in this debate—a financial independence
that we need to have, an independence that
we are not going to get because of the way
in which the Commonwealth Government is
treating this Government and the people of
Queensland? If we have the independence
and the ability to back our own development,
we are going to have employment. It would
also mean money to finance development in
co-operation with private enterprise where
necessary.

We cannot afford not to contest that
agreement; we cannot afford not to take the
opportunity in 1981, because after 1981,
regardiess of the dilemma, regardless of the
detriment, there is no right of review for five
more years. I think that we ought to do it.
We have Crown Law officers who could
take the job on.

Other State banks have demonstrated that
they can compete in fair and open competi-
tion. Another point is that the people of Aus-
tralia will accept State banking. That has
been proved by the hundreds of thousands of
depositors in New South Wales, Victoria, and
South Australia, and 1 believe that the pos-
ition is similar in the Rural Bank in West-
ern Australia. People will back their own
State bank. If the people of Queensland
respond as people have responded in Victoria,
there are no bounds to what we could do.
Talking of bounds—we are not bound by
the Reserve Bank conditions or the savings
bank reguiations.

It is not only suggested by me and other
Opposition members; I note, too, that the
Premier has spoken about it. However, no
action has been taken. It is wanted by people
in industry; it is wanted by small business-
men. A major article some months ago stated
that the cattlemen wanted their own bank
or a State bank. I know that it has been
recommended by certain persons in Treasury.
If we embarked on the preparation of a case
to put to the Commonwealth and we could
succeed, we would overcome many financial
difficulties in this State, especially in the area
of lending to small businesses and those who
need housing.

People throughout the State are living in
substandard accommodation. Families are
living with their parents because they can-
not obtain accommodation elsewhere. People
are being forced to live in caravan parks.
Other people are paying excessively high
interest rates. The situation is disastrous.
If the ‘Treasurer wishes to know what
is going on, I invite him to check
the applications for Housing Commission
borrowing. I rang a gentleman in the Hous-
ing Commission vesterday. He told me that
one person in my electorate who wants to
borrow $25,000 will have to wait four months
before his name even gets near the top of
the list. The commission will then have to
consider his application again, so he will
probably have to wait six months before he
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can borrow a miserable $25,000. Because of
the circumstances in which people are living,
the Government of Queensland must take
advantage of every opportunity and must con-
sider the alternatives.

Mr Vaughan: If they did that, they would
not be able to blame the Federal Govern-
ment.

Mr WRIGHT: T would agree with that in
part, anyway. It would certainly take away
most of the Government’s excuses and the
apologetic approach that one sees here.

The time is fast coming when the Gov-
ernment must set aside some of its old-
fashioned philosophies as to whether or not
Government can be involved in development,
whether or not it can be involved in some
type of private enterprise. It has proved
itself with the SGIO; it has proved itself in
a managerial field in the bureaucracy. We
have here some top people who would be
prepared to co-operate in private enterprise.
Let us share the development, let us control
the development, and let us also share the
profits. We need finance to do that, and one
way in which we can get finance is by
having a State bank. I reiterate that the people
will back such a bank, as has been proved
in other States.

Before concluding, I wish to raise the
question of accountability., Over the 12 years
I have been in this Assembly I have been
concerned at the inability of this Legislature
to fully review the financial situation of the
State. I have been concerned inasmuch as I
have tried to study it and I have had top,
expert people assisting me in an advisory
role. They have found it almost impossible to
see what is going on. If we compare what
happens here with what happens with the
Federal Budget, we are so far behind it is a
joke. We cannot make cross-references and
we cannot check on specific expenditure.
It is extremely difficult to ascertain what is
really being spent and where it is coming
from,

In financial debates members in this
Assembly have no option but to speak
on parcchial matters, things that we need in
our electorates, and accept what is happening.
I am no longer prepared to do that and I do
not believe that any other member should be
prepared to do so. We have a special res-
ponsibility, not on behalf of political parties,
but on behalf of the taxpayers, to exercise
vigilance that allows us to control, or at least
review, executive and administrative deci-
sions. Expenditure made on behalf of the
Government, or the people who actually own
the money, ought to be justified. How can
we do that? Time and again we have
advocated a checking system by way of a
public accounts committee. Members of
different political parties espouse the idea
time and time again. I do not want to
retrace dead ground but when this idea was
put forward by the ALP the Liberals
were not forthcoming with support. We have
yet to find out why.
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It is quite obvious that we are in a bind,
which happens so often in democratic States,
where there is a strong Executive and
a weak Legislature. We have the unfortunate
situation of a very strong Executive and a
very weak Legislature. That cannot be traced
to the inability of the mcembers of Parliament.
On a capita basis, in the matter of experience
and degrees—and degrees are not always an
indication of ability—many members of this
Parliament have had long experience in
business, industry, trade unions and profes-
sions. We can match the experience and abil-
ity of all other Parliaments, but what oppor-
tunity do we really get to sit down and can-
vass the various proposals put forward by any
department? What opportunity do we really
get to question any Minister about how he is
spending money? What chance do we get to
talk to departmental heads to find out alter-
natives, and how they are reviewing expendi-
ture? I know that, on a monthly basis,
various departmental heads must give advice
to the Treasury Department. I know that
they must engage in constant checkine. That
is what the Treasury is all about. One of its
major commitments is to undertake a revicw
and checking system, but that, again, is an
executive role. It should be a parliamentry
role. Something must be done about
it. The first thing must be the establish-
ment of a public accounts committee.

T would like a promise from the Liberal
leader, irrespective of his role after the next
election, that we will have a public accounts
committee as one of the first legislative
proposals. It does not have to be done by
legislation, but let us do it properly. Let us
get in line with all the other States. We are
not attacking the bureaucrats or the public
servants who carry out their role in a very
efficient manner. We should praise 99 per
cent of public servants working for Queens-
land, but we have a responsibility to the
people. It worried me when I picked up the
Financial Statement to find that the assessed
losses for the Railway Department in
1980-81 total $200m. When I saw that 1
started to wonder what we are doing. I well
know that that amount is offset by some of
the profits from the mineral traffic, but it is
not good encugh. We need people who are
prepared to consider the alternatives.

i have another solution that may sound
somewhat radical from a legislative point of
view, but I believe it to be necessary, although
it may involve a greater work load for some
of our departmental officers. Just as they are
required to report on a monthly or quarterly
basis to the Treasurer, their reports, informa-
tion or review of expenditure and receipts
should be made available to the Minister and
tabled in this Assembly. We must have some
system—not mini-Budgets—whereby, in grass
root terms we have reports and details
assembled here for honourable members who
are interested. We have Opposition shadow
Ministers who carry out their job well. They
spend many hours studying documents, with-
out any brek-up services; they do not have

[9 SepTEMBER 1980)

(Financial Statement)

the facilities available to Ministers and some
Government back-benchers who go to depart-
mental officers for advice—officers who carry
out a tremendous role. Not only would they
be involved, but also other conscientious
Government back-benchers would be prepared
to sift the reports and carefully carry out
their role of accountability in this Assembly.

There are so many reasons why this ought
to be done. I realise that, when Budgets
are prepared and when departments bring
forward their estimated receipts and estimated
expenditures, there could be changes and
variations. If that is to be so, if there are
changing trends and if there are to be
divergences from the approved Budget, we
ought to be told about them. It may well
be that things could have been different
in regard to the 10-week strike and the
economic problems it created for Queens-
land had that sort of proposal been impie-
mented.

T say again and again that the Parliament
neceds to be told. It is all very well for the
Ministers and the departmental heads to
know and for the Treasury to have its finger
on the pulse, but we are responsible to the
people; we have the electoral responsibility
to every person in Queensland. We are the
custodians of the purse on behalf of those
people. If variations do arise because of
droughts, strikes, economic or political con-
ditions, worsening unemployment, credit
squeezes, large award increases, changes in
market opportunities, falls in primary produc-
ticn or the distribution of unforeseen sux-
pluses, it all comes back to budgetary control
and accountabdility.

It is time that we as an Assembly started
realising that we are more than just members
for particular electorates. The time has
come for us to appreciate that we are State
members who represent pecple within the
State of Queensland, and one of our major
respensibilities is a financial responsibility. 1t
ic time that we were given the opportunity
and the capacity—it comes back not to a
physical or intellectual capacity but an
opportunity capacity—to carry out the role of
keeping account of what is happening in the
State of Queensland.

Mr BISHOP (Surfers Paradise) (4.2 p.m.):
May I firstly congratulate the Treasurer on
his second Budget. It is obvicus that he is
continuing the tradition of fine Liberal
Treasurers in Queensland over the years.

1 should like to say one or two words on
the comments of the honourable member for
Rockhampton not only today but also in the
past. His comments should be noted by all
members and particularly by the people of
Queensland. As he is the shadow Treasurer
we can assume that, some time in the next
50 years, he might become Treasurer and, as
such, might seek to introduce some of the
philosophies that he has been espousing.
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I refer firstly to his speech on the Appro-

priation Bill (No. 1) on 19 August. He said—

“There has been a definite erosion of
family living standards . . .

“The answer is to offset
burden . . .

“I have thought carefully about a num-
ber of areas that the State Government
could enter. The first surely would be the
tourist industry . . .

“The Government—""

the tax

I am not sure whether he meant a future
Labor Government or this Government—

“ . . should establish State-financed
motels and tourist resorts and finance such
things as country camping reserves . . .

“I believe we ought to have State-
financed motels and tourist resorts . . . like
New Zealand.”

That is one of the few times I have heard,
in this Parliament, a member of the Labor
Party so flagrantly espousing the philosophy
of nationalisation which we all know is
prominent in the Labor Party’s mind.

He said that we should be like New
Zealand and enter into the business of State-
financed motels, but that we should not be—

“, . . like New Zealand which spent
money, opened up a new area, pioneered

a rtesort and then sold it off to private

enterprise.”

He said that we could even have a State

tourist bus system. Again he wants to
nationalise the bus transport industiry in
Queensland.

I am sure that the honourable member
for Rockhampton would realise that people
are pouring out of New Zealand every day
of the week. New Zealand is shot to pieces
economically, and one of the major reasons
is because Labor Governments there have
stified private enterprise. If the honourable
member wants to do that in Queensland then
I suggest he has an extraordinary point of
view. Where else in this world, let alone
in Australia, would we find less meed to set
up State-financed motels? Where in the world
can one get cheaper and better accommoda-
tion than in Queensiand? 1 suggest that the
shallowness and barrenness of the shadow
Treasurer’s speech was appalling. He not
only wants to ruin the free enterprise sys-
tem in the motel industry and nationalise
the bus system, but he also wants to destroy
the free enterprise banking system in Queens-
tand by setting up a State bank. His very
words were that he wants to control develop-
ment and share profits. If that is not social-
istic philosophy, then T would like to know
what is. T suggest that the shadow Treasurer
needs to have another look at what he is
espousing on behalf of the Labor Party.

But I do agree with the honourable mem-
ber for Rockhampton on ome aspect of his
speech, and that concerned the establishment
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of a parliamentary public accounts coms-
mittee. 1 have endeavoured to find my way
through the Budget, the Estimates and the
Auditor-General’s Report on the Treasurer’s
Annual Statement, and it is true that unless
one has technical assistance available it is
a very difficult series of documents to follow.
But 1 did note in the -Auditor-General’s
report for the year ended 30 June 1980
some significant statements in this regard.
1 think it is worth noting that on page 2
of his report he says—

“As long as expenditure is within the
specified terms of a vote, discretionary
power is vested by the Act in the Treas-
urer to sanction the application of any
surplus in one subdivisional item to meet
any deficiency in another.”

That seems to me to allow plenty of flexi-
bility to swap money around. Unfortunately,
it usually does not seem to be within the
capacity of these documents to readily show
where this does occur. The Auditor-General
goes on to say later in his report—

“The prime purpose of governmental
accounting is to serve the requirements
of Parliament and more particularly to
ensure effective control by Parliament over
public moneys.

“To achieve the objective of Parliamen-
tary control referred to above, such cash
accounting is generally on a ‘gross’ basis—
although cases must be considered on their
merits and the foregoing rule cannot be
applied in every instance. Accounting on a
‘net’ basis (that is, setting off receipts
against payments or the reverse) results
in transactions not being fully exhibited
in the accounts rendered to Parliament
and may improperly increase the spending
power of the accounting department.”

He then refers to parliamentary fiscal control,
and says—

“The Act makes it clear that overall
financial responsibility begins and ends
with Parliament. Parliament appropriates
the moneys for the services of the State
and it receives an accounting for such
moneys through the Treasurer’s Annual
Statement and the departmental appropri-
ation accounts which are presented to the
Legislative Assembly. The reports made
by the Auditor-General on the Treasurer’s
‘Annual Statement and the Departmental
Appropriation :Accounts assure the Assem-

bly of the integrity of such financial
accounting and reporting.”

I repeat—

“. .. assure the Assembly of the

integrity of such financial accounting and
reporting.”

I wonder whether that happens under the pre-
sent system. My view is that it does not. My
view is that the opportunity to question the
accounts in a proper and detailed fashion
is not given to us, and it will not be given



316 Supply

to us until a parliamentary accounts com-
mittee is set up and is working. That is the
first comment I have to make.

The second comment about the Budget
relates to my reading of the departmental
Estimates. Often it is said about Govern-
ment Budgets that once an item appears in
a Budget, increases in expenditure from
vear to year are accepted on a basis in
line with inflation. Once an item appears
in a Budget, it very often is there for ever
and attracts automatic increases as time
passes. If one looks at the Estimates this
year, one could be forgiven for believing
that that assessment of a Government Bud-
get is correct, Very few items have been
omitted and most of them have atiracted
an automatic increase. There are some
significant exceptions, and I suggest that the
Committee should look at those exceptions
today. One exception is the Premier’s
Department,

Mr Davis: How long are you going to
speak for?

Mr BISHOP: The member for Brisbane
Central can read this on page 10.

Mr Davis: I asked: how long are you
going to speak for?

Mr BfSHOP: The honourable member can
have a sleep for about 50 minutes.

On page 10 of the Estimates there is
reference to the State Public Relations
Bureau. The sum of $414,000 was spent on
the bureau in 1979-80. The amount required
in this year’s Budget is $647,000. The staff
is to increase in number from 12 to 17,
which is an increase of 5. The amount pro-
vided for salaries is to be increased from
$191,000 to $310,000. Under the present
system, there is no explanation of why that
is occurring. I have no doubt that a parlia-
mentary accounts committee would obtain
that information. I see no reason why that
position should not be explained to this
Chamber,

T turn now to page 12 of the Estimates,
which refers to Miscellaneous Services in
the Premier’s Department. There is to be
no increase in staff under this heading. The
appropriation under this heading for 1979-80
was $318,000. The sum of $601,000 was
expended in 1979-80, and the Vote for this
year is $806,000. I note an increase of
$300,000 for the Government aircraft. The
total appropriation for the Premier’s Depart-
ment is to be increased from $12,848,000
to $15,864,000, which is an increase of
$3,000,000 or 25 per cent. The increase in
staff is only six.

On page 10, which deals with the Co-ordin-
ator-General’s Department, there is an item
““Queensland International Tourist Centre”.
An amount of $100,000 was spent in 1979-30
on this item, in spite of the fact that there
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was no allocation. At least, if there was
an allocation, there is no notation in this
year’s document to say where it was. It
just seems to drop in. For 1980-81 the
requirement is $100,000. Nowhere can I find
a reference to this $200,000 expenditure. I
hope that the Treasurer will enlighten me
as to what that means.

I also note that there is an item of
$225,000 for the Small Business Develop-
ment Corporation. How is that money to
be spent? There does not appear to be
any reference to staff. Is it to be wages?
All T suggest is that in a proper accounting
system we should be given an explanation
of what that item is.

I would like to refer to matters which
have fascinated me in this document. In
every department there appears to be a
reference in particular terms to an item
called “Incidentals”. It tends to be “Travel-
ling Expenses” and “Incidentals” or “Mis-
cellaneous”. There are some very interesting
“Incidentals” and 1 think the Chamber
should look at some of them because there
are no explanations for extraordinary
increases in some of these areas. Some
people might be forgiven for thinking that
it is the lurks and perks section of the
Government.

Let us have a lock at the “Incidentals and
Miscellaneous™ for the Registrar-General. In
1979-80 the allocation was $159,0600. He
spent $161,000. In 1980-81 he is allocated
$298,000, about an 80 per cent increase.
Why? In 1979-80 the “Incidentals” vote for
the Licensing Commission was $111,000. The
expenditure was $105,000—in other words,
it did not come up to the Budget allocation,
and yet for this financial year the allocation
is $128,000.

The expenditure for the Supreme Court
rises from $601,000 to a Budget figure of
$751,000, that is an increase of $150,000 or
about 25 per cent on expenditure. Last year
the Public Defender expended $689,000 and
that rises to $795,000, an increase of
$100,000.

In 1979-80 the Law Reform Commission
had an “Incidentals” vote of $31,000. In
fact, it spent only $17,000, a drop of some
$14,000 on the allocation. For some unex-
plained reason, in this year’s Budget the
Commission received a 130 per cent increase
on expenditure to $40,000. The Labour Rela-
tions Chief Office rises 30 per cent to
$962,000. The Consumer Affairs Council and
the Consumer Affairs Bureau increase by
40 per cent to $192,000. The allocation for
the Forestry Department is a large one.
Last year that department spent $1m and is
allocated only $1,168,000 this year, a rise of
only 10 per cent.

Mr K. J. Hooper: Why is that?

Mr BISHOP: The honourable member for
Archerfield has an astute mind. He asks,
“Why is that?”
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“General Contingencies” for the State
Emergency Service go from $86,000 to
$120,000, an increase of 50 per cent. Last
year the Mines Department expended
§1,731,000 on “Travelling expenses and
Incidentals” and this year gets only $140,000
extra to take it to $1,871,000. That is
another large provision. “Travelling
Expenses, Postage and Incidentals” for the
Valuer-General’s Department increased by
only $40,000 on an expenditure last year of
$1,220,000—about 3 per cent. It just does
not seem consistent. The Transport Depart-
ment last year expended $1,124,000 and there
is only a $130,000 increase this year. Under
the Department of Welfare Services, the pro-
bation and parole system expended a quarter
of a million dollars last year and the amount
this year has risen by 40 per cent.

It can be seen that there have been some
very substantial increases in this category of
expenditure. One could continue that inquiry
right through the Budget. On those figures, 1
do not believe that sufficient control is being
exercised over incidentals. I would hope that
sorne explanation is given for the inconsistent
manner in which those increases occur
throughout the Budget. However, it indicates
that large percentage increases in expenditure
can be extended on some items to some
departments, and I will return to that point
at a later date.

I turn now to some items that I believe
are significant and useful improvements for
the welfare of Queenslanders. 1 refer par-
ticularly to pay-roll tax. The ceiling has been
raised to $180,000, which is the equivalent of
14 or 15 employees. That will have a very
bencficial effect on the small business com-
munity, which is the basis of my electorate.
However, I am disappointed that there has
been no relief in stamp duty for those people
in high-rise units who have been caught in
the squeeze associated with the high fire levy.
I would hope that the Government would
move quickly to bring to a conclusion the
inquiry that is under way.

If we look at the Budget document further
we will see that there is not too much joy
for the Gold Coast. For example, I notice
that the electorate of Surfers Paradise has
been dramatically neglected in the area of
pensioner housing. Why is it that in a locality
such as that, where there is such a high
demand for pensioner accommodation, it is
not being met by this Government?

However, I am pleased to see an increase
in police strength of nearly 200. That should
mean a significant alleviation of the police
shortage in the Gold Coast District. I would
expect at least 40 of those police to be
allecated to the Gold Coast, which has the
highest burglary rate in the State, It is
important that crime protection be increased.
I hope that the Government would consider
the introduction by the Police Department
of a special drug squad for the Gold Coast.
1 do not believe that one drug squad, based
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in Brisbane, is sufficient. The problem on the
Gold Coast, as elsewhere in Queensland and
Australia, is significant. I would hope that
the Police Department would give special
consideration to my suggestion.

_ The growth of the Gold Coast is reflected
in the huge borrowing program outlined in
the Budget of the Gold Coast City Council—
an amount of $10,366,000. Apart from
Brisbane, that is by far the largest local
authority borrowing in Queensland. It might
reflect an aspect of the lack of Government
assistance for the Gold Coast, particularly in
the subsidy for beach protection work. I do
not think there is any excuse for either the
State Government’s or the Federal Govern-
ment’s allowing this very heavy financial
burden to rest solely on the shoulders of a
local authority. It is not just a problem of
the Gold Coast City Council. Why, for
example, is it not a problem of the Tweed
Shire, the Brisbane City Council area, the
Redland Shire, the Beaudesert Shire or the
Albert Shire? This Government and the
Federal Government have allowed local
authorities on the north coast and on the
Gold Coast to carry the full financial burden.
It is not good enough for the State Govern-
ment fo say, “Yes, we will give you a 40
per cent subsidy provided the Federal Govern-
ment also gives you a 40 per cent subsidy.”
In that case, of course, the Gold Coast City
Council would have to pay only 20 per cent.
At the moment, it is carrying the other 80
per cent. That is inequitable, unrealistic and
unfair to the tourist industry of Queensland
and Australia.

As vou are well aware, Mr Kaus, the
question of pensioner rebates is one to which
I have given my attention mot only while I
was an alderman of the Gold Coast City
Council but also since 1 have been a mem-
ber of this Assembly. Therefore, T con-
gratulate the Government on a very real
initiative in that field. However, I do wonder
why there does not appear to be any mention
of industrial estate development in the Gold
Coast area although Molendinar is full. I
believe that reflects a Jack of forward plan-
ning over many years by the Govenment
in setting up proper industrial estates in
the Gold Coast and Albert Shire region,
despite the fact that the Gold Coast is
still the fastest growing light industrial area
in Queensland.

There is another significant gap in the
Budget. 1t is one that I take very seriously;
1 am sure that many other Queenslanders
also take it seriously. There is virtually no
mention of tourism in the Budget. It is
quite extraordinary that in a 60-page Finan-
cial Statement, covering every aspect of the
development of Queensland, tourism receives
a one-sentence mention on the bottom of
page 58.

Mr Davis interjected.
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Mr BISHOP: For the benefit of the hon-
ourable member for Brisbane Central, who
1 know cannot read, T will read it—

“The tourist industry continues to
remain a firm growth area, and made
significant gains in aggregate expenditure
during the year.”

1 respectfully suggest to the Treasurer that
that sentence is an insult to the tourist
industry. It would have been better to
omit any reference to it if that is the best
that Treasury can do in regard to tourism.
The reason should not be that no significant
information about the tourist industry is
becoming available these days. Honourable
members will recall that the Queensland
Government Tourist Bureau appointed a
research officer a couple of years ago, and
1 am sure that the work of the department
has grown since then. A whole array of
statistical information available from the
Commonwealth Statistician would be interes-
ting in the context of the Financial State-
ment, and 1 suggest that that one sentence
reflects the lack of interest and the negative
attitude of Treasury to the tourist industry.
That has been shown not only in Queens-
land but also in Canberra for many years.
if the Federal Government wanted a Vote
to slash, the first to be slashed was tourism.

Historically, Treasury departments seem to
have difficulty in grasping the economic value
of tourism to a community. If we need any
evidence today to highlight the importance
of the tourist industry to the economy we
have only to look at what is happening on
the Gold Coast. I point out to the Committee
that the population of the Gold Coast region
at the end of 1979 was 121 000, representing
an increase from 39000 in 1961. It is
estimated that the population will increase to
250 000 by 1986.

Mr Davis: Is that visitors?

Mr BISHOP: Even the honourable member
for Brisbane Central will appreciate that that
shows a steady, high growth rate over a
prolonged period. Even he would not disagree
that it indicates strong reasons for people
moving to, and remaining on, the Gold Coast.
Those reasons are not subject to the quirks of
fashion. They arise wholly and solely from
the benefits of tourism provided for tourists
on the Gold Coast and elsewhere in the State.
It is a demonstrable fact that if people can
be enticed to a State as tourists they will
come back later to live. That is one reason
why Queensland is growing at such a rapid
rate. One reason why Victoria, South
Australia, New Zealand and New South
Wales are losing thousands of people is
tourism in Queensland., The Treasury is not
capable of understanding that proposition.

Mr Davis: Could I ask you a question?

Mr BISHOP: If the honourable member
wants a further indication of what tourism
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is all about, or if he doubts what I am talking
about, he has only to read an article in
Monday’s “Courier-Mail”, which reads—

“People from the south are creating a
record tourist boom for Queensland.

“Combined airline figures show a 278 per
cent increase in the last two months in
traffic over already well-worn routes from
Sydney and Melbourne north to Gold Coast,
North Coast and reef island resorts.

“By contrast other Australian tourist
routes have shown at best only marginal
increases in wuse, and in many cases
decreases.

“Combined air traffic on the Melbourne
to Brisbane route increased 38 per cent in
July-August compared with the same period
last vear.

“Sydney-Townsville-Cairns traffic rose 67
per cent, Sydney-Sunshine Coast 59 per
cent, and interstate air passenger traffic
into the Gold Coast rose 35 per cent.

“Air traffic between Brisbane and the
air gateway to the Great Barrier Reef,
Proserpine, rose a staggering 278 per cent
in the two months.”

I want to drive home to the Treasury a
statement appearing in the article attributed
to Mr Stehn, the General Manager of the
Queensiand Tourist and Travel Corporation,
which is in these terms—

““The day after the first commercial
was shown, our Newcastle office ran out of
Gold Coast brochures,” Mr Stehn said, ‘Our
southern branches have gone through
20,000 brochures in the last two weeks.’

“Australia and the rest of the world are
realising what a great tourist product we
have in Queensland.

“Queensland’s tourist industry, worth
$900 million to the state last year, will
improve greatly in 1980-81 and all Queens-
landers will benefit.”

I can say that they will not benefit because of
the generosity of the Treasury.

We now have the Queensland Tourist
and Travel Corporation. Its Estimates do
not appear in the Budget figures any longer
so we will have to wait till it publishes
its report. As far as I can establish from
the inadequate figures available, the Govern-
ment’s allocation to the corporation for
1980-81 is $5,986,000.

In addition, it will receive an estimated
$1.5m in commissions, although it seems
that it received only about $1.1m last vear.

Mr Davis: You are quoting too many
figures. You are trying to pad your spesch.

Mr BISHOP: I realise it is difficult for
the honourable member to understand, so I
shall put it in simple terms for him.

This financial year, the Government is
allocating $5,986,000 to the corporation
whereas last year it allocated $5.5m. The
increase this year is only about $480,000
apart from commissions. That is an increase
of only 8 per cent.
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I refer the Committee to the incidental and
miscellaneous expenditure figures that I
quoted earlier. I did not go through them
idly; I went through them to point out the
haphazard way in which allocations to certain
sections of Government activity are attacked.
Nobody in his right mind would believe that
it is more important to dole out increases
of 50, 60, 80 or 130 per cent to the pork-
barrel sections of the Government under
“Travelling” and “Incidentals”, where there
does not appear to be any accounting, while
neglecting what the Government itself says
is one of the greatest industries in the State.
Would any honourable member deny that
tourism is the major growth industry in
Queensland? This is not happening because
of the Government.

The Minister for Industry and Adminis-
trative Services (Mr Lee) issued a Press
release dated 31 August 1980, which reads—

“Southerners migrating to Queensland
have helped to make the State the fastest-
growing in Australia.

“But they have also made the unemploy-
ment situation worse, he said.

“Mr Lee, who is also migration Minister,
said latest figures showed the State’s
population rose by 1.5 per cent to
2,213,000 in the 12 months to last Decem-
ber 31.

“Half the population growth was due to
migration—mainly from the southern
States.”

I suppose Treasury takes the point of view
that if the migration rate is kept down the
unemplovment rate is kept down and that
will solve an economic problem confronting
the State. I take the point of view that a
morte positive approach to tackling unem-
pioyment in this State would be the encour-
agement of employment in the tourist

industry. Tourism provides employment for
unskilled people and is labour-intensive.
So surely the Government should

be providing more than an 8 per cent
increase in the allocation to the Queensland
Tourist and Travel Corporation.

. = i
Mr Bavis: In other words, you are saying
that the Treasurer is not doing the right
thing. Is that correct?

Mr BISHOP: I am saying that the Gov-
ernment is completely neglecting the tourist
industry. I suggest that this is because of
a lack of understanding of what the industry
can and does mean to this State. I am
suggesting that this Government has no
grasp of the worth of tourism to Queensland,

Finally, apart from those few odd criti-
cisms I have had of this Budget, I con-
gratulate the Treasurer on it, particularly
in the circumstances in which he has had
to bring it down. 1 suggest that in the
future he take a realistic look at the
promotion of tourism in this State.

Mr LESTER (Peak Downs) (4.40 p.m.): I
deem it a great honour to the electorate of
Peak Downs that I have been invited to
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be one of the speakers in this important
Budget debate this afternoon. I intend to
devote most of my speech to the mining
towns of Blackwater and Moranbah.

Opvposition Members interjected.

Mr LESTER: There is no need for Oppo-
sition members to groan and carry on. They
seem to do that every time I begin to speak.
Here they are again interjecting and carry-
ing on at a time when I have an
important——

Mr Kruger: It’s the same old story.

Mr LESTER: Yes, it is the same old story.
The honourable member should be listening
to the good——

Mr DAVIS: T rise to a point of order on
behalf of the Opposition. We did not inter-
ject on him,

The TEMPORARY - CHAIRMAN (Mr
K:zus): Order! There is no valid point of
order,

~ Mr LESTER: I have never seen the ALP
in such disarray. They are down on their
knees. Here they go. They interjected, and
the honourable member for Brisbane Central
took a point of order to say that they did
not interject. Of course, you said there
was no point of order, Mr Kaus, and that
means that they did interject.

Mr K. J. HOOPER: I rise to a point of
order. May I suggest through you, Mr
Kaus, to my colleagues that they do not
interject on the honourable member for
Peak Downs. He is a2 mug and a parrot
and couldn’t make a speech.

The :TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
There is no valid point of order.

Mr LESTER: I will not ask the honour-
able member for Archerfield to withdraw
that statement, because the people of Peak
Downs will now be able to see the extent
of his vocabulary and the way he refers to
people, and particularly to me as the repre-
sentative of the Peak Downs electorate.
Aftey all, when he last visited Moranbah he
got into a great deal of trouble with the
parents and citizens® association over some
of the things he said and insinuated. It is
all there in the newspapers for evervbody
to see. T am still getting letters about it,
so 1t 1s no wonder that the honourable mem-
ber for Archerfield has gone so red in the
face. T hope now that I will be able to
continue and make some sensible comments
about the electorate of Peak Downs and the
people I represent.

Mr Daviss Why are you going trendy?
Mr K. J. Hooper: Get vour hair cut!

Mr LESTER: There we go. Here comes
the Labor Party again. They want to know
why I am going trendy. Good Lord! I
just do not know what the people in my
electorate will think when they read all these
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interjections from the ALP members this
afternoon. These are the people who say
that their member is the alternative repre-
sentative of my seat and they are the
alternative Government of this State. They
have clearly proved here this afternoon that
there is no way in the world that they can
do that. When it counts here in this
Chamber, they have not stood up and been
counted on behalf of the people of my
electorate.

I am happy to be able to speak here at
a time when my people are back at work
and the issue of subsidised housing has
been settled for the time being. 1 take this
opportunity to sincerely thank all of those
people who offered encouragement and sug-
gestions for a solution during a time that
was so trying for so many. Without the
support of the people, it would have been
most difficult for me to make the stinging
remarks that received national coverage and
forced the Government to initiate discussions
and negotiations between the parties which
eventually led to a settlement. Before I
made my remarks Mr Fraser was sitting
back, Mr Howard was sitting back, and the
unions had not entered into negotiations with
them. In fact, they could not do so at the
time.

It was only when I got up and said what
1 did that things started to happen. From
that day on, the settlement came. Now that
the dispute is behind us, let us look to the
future.

Mr Vaughan: What are you going to do
about the navvies cut there on the line now?
They are paying $20 a week for bondwood
huts.

Mr LESTER: That is correct. When the
Labor Party was in power, the navvies lived
in tents. The honourable member cannot
deny that; I have photographs showing that.

_ Let us now look at our security, our fam-
ilies, our children, full employment and future
happiness.

Mr Vaughan:
allowance?

Mr LESTER: If the honourable member
had been listening today he would know that
1 asked a question about zone allowances
and the Western allowance in particular.
That interjcction shows very clearly once
again that he was not listening when I was
asking questions in the Parliament on behalf
of my electorate.

What about the Western

_Mr Vaughan: It is no good asking ques-
tions. Do something positive for a change.

Mr LESTER: Asking questions is doing
something positive. That is when one receives
answers. It is much better than getting up
in this Chamber and making a speech, with
nothing happening afterwards. A question has
to be answered. That is why I have the
record for asking the greatest number of
questions in the Parliament during the time
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I have been here since 1974. I have asked
some 250 questions in this Parliament. No
other member can match that record. If the
honourable member looks at those questions
he will see that positive answers have been
given to many of them. Very few people
would be able to match that record.

Mr Vaughan: You have a very bad record.

Mr LESTER: The people of the Peak
Downs electorate will be able to see the way
in which my speech on the Budget is being
sabotaged by the members of the ALP. They
will see that the ALP is not interested in my
electorate. Every minute of my speaking time
that the members of the ALP waste, is a
minute during which something might not be
done in the Peak Downs electorate. That
rests squarely on the shoulders of the mem-
bers of the ALP.

The town of Moranbah has a population
of some 5000. I predict that in the not too
distant future it will increase to scme 12 000.
A bucket wheel is being constructed in the
Goonyella mine area. There is a very distinct
possibility of steaming coal coming cn tap at
Riverside. Many other mines in the area are
possible goers.

I now lock at Blackwater which has a pop-
ulation of some 8000 at the moment. Hope-
fully, with the development that is taking
place, the population will increase to 12 000
or 13000 in the not too distant future. The
big thing with Blackwater is the future
development of the Curragh mine that will be
supplying coal to Gladstone Power House.
It has tremendous reserves of both steaming
coal and coking coal. We expect that this
will greatly help the development of the
Blackwater area.

I also refer to the expansion that is taking
place at the Thiess mine at the moment.
This will create more employment for the
town. It also means that there is another
matter that we have to consider. As the
town settles down, a large number of young-
sters will need work. Very clearly, the State
Government, the Federal Government and
everybody else have to unite to try to find
ways and means of providing local employ-
ment for our children. It is not good that so
many of our children, after completing their
formal schooling, have to leave these towns.
It is not good that so many people who
would like to setile down in these towns
find that because of their children they can-
not afford to do so. There must be some
way that we can Jocalise industry and employ-
ment away from coal-mining.

I now go on to look at the ways that we
must attract industry from the coast. Freight
rates have to be considered when this pro-
position is looked at. However, I believe
it can be done. It has been done in other
parts of the world and we must work
toward this. Supply firms need to be posi-
tioned on the spot. Firms that supply the
coal mines would be far better off if they
were locally based. That would mean more
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employment all round for men and women.
We need to bring in new industries that will
employ young men and women. The arts
and crafts industry is one that comes to
mind. A scheme should be set up so that
the whole problem of employment for young
people in our mining towns could be looked
at. It is not an issue that we can run away
from; it is an issue that is there and one
that will remain with us for a long time.

Many other issues need to be looked at
so that these towns can be made more
pleasant to live in.

Mr Vaughan: What about the workers
at Blair Athol?

Mr LESTER: The workers at Blair Athol
would not have a job if the Labor Party
was in power. It was not until the Liberal-
National Party Government got back into
power that the Blair Athol people were
assured of employment.

Why did you cancel their
Gladstone Power Station?

Mr Vaughan:
contract to the

Mr LESTER: There is no need to worry
about the contract to the Gladstone Power
Station. The company at Blair Athol does
not want it because it can make more money
in contracts with Mount Isa Mines, and many
other contracts are presently coming up.
Indeed, had it not been for the State
Government the Blair ‘Athol mine would
have closed down. No other Government
would have supplied coal to Gladstone. In
fact, the Labor Party criticised the Govern-
ment for doing that, It accused the Govern-
ment of increasing the price of power.

Mr Vaughan: Gladstone
built ia those days.

Mr LESTER: The member for Nudgee is
talking rubbish. He has made a mess of this
one. The State Government supplied coal
to Gladstone and that is it. Obviously the
member for Nudgee is very worried about
what 1 am saying here this afternoon.

was not even

Mr Vaughan: I want to know what you
are going to do about the western divisional
allowance for the people in the West?

Mr LESTER: I have already answered
that by my question in the House today.
Obviously the member for Nudgee was not
listening to what 1 had to say; he never
does. He closes his ears when I start to
talk and try to do something for the people
of Western Queensland. The Opposition
comes in at the last minute and tries to
say what the Government should have done.

Mr Vaughan: ‘What about the navvies down
at Duaringa who are living in bondwood
huts?

Mr LESTER: Duaringa is not in my
electorate. The honourable member for
Nudgee will find that in all the new places
in my electorate the workers have new
huts. In fact, I had the Minister for Trans-
port out there only the other day so that
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he could have a look at them. That is how
much the ‘Opposition knows about the West.
Members of the Opposition do not even
know which towns are in my electorate.

Mr K. J. Hooper: T know where they are.
Do you want me to name them?

Mr LESTER: There they go. Quite clearly
members of the Labor Party have rattled
themselves. My Budget speech will make
really good reading for the people of the
Peak Downs electorate. If T had tried I
could not have better organised these frivo-
lous interjections from the Labor Party this
afternoon.

The Government needs to do things that
will make the towns more comfortable for
people to live in. Of course, that means
Budget money, and that is why I mention
it in the Budget debate. Rest areas need
to be developed at some points between
Blackwater and Rockhampton. I think firstly
of a rest area on the Dawson River near the
Dawson River Bridge. That is an ideal setting
well off the road. It would enable people
to stop half-way between Blackwater and
Rockhampton and have a family picaic. It
is not as silly as it sounds. The children
and animals would be able to run around.
I believe it has some potential. The Black-
town Tableland is in the process of being
declared a national park; it contains some
excellent areas near Rainbow Falis. The
National Parks and Wildlife Service needs
money to develop this into an excellent
area to allow the residents of Blackwater to
get away from it all. In addition, we have the
Bedford Weir, which we would like to see
upgraded even further. It is ideal for water-
skiing, family picnics and barbecues.

I see the honourable member for Nudgee
has had to leave the Chamber. He could not
take much more of it. He is the Cpposition
shadow Minister for Mines and Energy, the
fellow who made all the interjections in
the early part of my speech. Once again,
we breed them too tough.

Returning to the serious business of this
speech—I point out that in the area of
Moranbah there are sections of the Isaacs
River that could be developed as recreation
areas. There is also Nebo Creek, where an
excellent bridge has just been completed.
Russ Hinze came out recently and opened
that bridge.

Mr K. J. HOOPER: I rise to a point of
order. Is it not unparliamentary for one
member to refer to another by his name?

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr
Kaus): Order! There is no point of order.

Mr LESTER: I do not quite know what
the member for Archerfield is trying to do,
but he is certainly not making an intelligent
contribution to the Parliament today.

I turn now to education. At the Black-
water State School there are 871 children
at the moment. The new Blackwater North
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which is excellent, has 301
children. We have 413 children at the
Blackwater State High School. All have
very good teachers. Recently Mr Neville
Hewitt was out and opened a special educa-
tion centre. Although it is not fully devel-
oped, it will play a role in dealing with people
who need special education. It must be
remembered that children come to Blackwater
from all over Australia and from many other
countries throughout the world. Because
many do not get on top of their learning
straight away and never pick up, a special
education centre is particularly necessary. If
children from Years 3 or 4 on get behind,
they are in real trouble, but if there is a
special education centre to help them they
have a chance of picking up and eventually
becoming very useful citizens in later life.
However, I make the call that the special
education centre in Blackwater be upgraded
as quickly as possible so that it has full
facilities.

State School,

Blackwater needs a technical annexe so
that trade facilities can be extended to our
area and more people given the opportunity
to learn a trade. By doing that, we would
be providing a very important service. It is
distasteful that so many parents have to
send their apprentice children away to
centres such as Brisbane and Rockhampton
for block-release training. We have to try
to decentralise these activities. I know that
we cannot regionalise them all, but 1 do ask
that every possible effort be made. I ask
the Treasurer (Dr Edwards), who has been
so good to us, to see if he can make money
available for a technical annexe.

I congratulate the parents and citizens
of the Blackwater High School for their
exceilent efforts in building two new tennis
courts and two new basketball courts, for
which the State Government gave them half
the money. Some $30,000-odd was provided
by the parents and citizens for those
amenities.

Mr Simpson: When are vou opening them?

Mr LESTER: I have already opened them
by serving the first ball in an American
tennis tournament two weeks ago.

I will convey to the parents and citizens
the Treasurer’s interest in that complex.
When he comes to Blackwater in the not-
too-distant future, I will take him along to
see if,

Dr Edwards: Are you still the hero in
Blackwater that yvou were the dav I was
there recently?

Mr LESTER: Certainly. I would hope so.

Dr Edwards: What about the cheer they
gave you when they booed everybody glse?

Mr LESTER: That is correct. It is very
interesting to note that the Deputy Premier
and Treasurer had a choice of travelling with
Mr Howard or Mr Anthony, or with me in
my car. He chose to travel with me, and we
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got a rousing reception. I know who made
the right decision; it was Dr Edwards. So in
Dr Edwards 1 have a friend for life, and that
is why he worked so jolly hard to resolve the
strike.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN Mr
Kaus): Order! Please refer to the honourable
gentleman as the Treasurer.

Mr LESTER: I will take your advice, Mr
Kaus. My comments do relate to the Budget,
because the resolution of the strike meant
a heck of a lot to the Queensland Treasury.

Mr Vaughan: It was not a strike; it was a
revolution.

Mr LESTER: Well, whatever the honour-
able member wishes to call it.

Mr Vaughan: It was a tax revolt.

Mr LESTER: Oh, for goodness sake! Is
the honourable member going to allow me to
speak about the people of Moranbah, or is
he trying to sabotage this important speech,
which will be read by everyone in my
electorate?

Dr Edwards: Mr Coffey is even going to
vote for you at the next election.

Mr LESTER: He might not have much
choice.

Moranbah has a State school with 1072
pupils and a high school with an enrolment
of 290. What is good news for Moranbah is
that a new State school is to be opened at
the commencement of the next school year
and the building program is well under way.
The new school will be an excellent acquisi-
tion for Moranbah. It will have a pre-school
and all the other mod cons of present-day
education.

On 25 September the Minister for Educa-
tion is coming to Moranbah to open a new
special education centre that has been built
there and is now operating under the expert
guidance of Mr Spottiswood, one of the most
excellent teachers that I have seen in this
field.

Mr Vaughan: You will run out of bouquets
shortly.

Mr LESTER: I believe in giving credit
where it is due, and Mr Spottiswood is an
excellent teacher of handicapped children. I
hope that the Labor Party is not going to
try to take issue with me when I praise
someoneg in my electorate.

Mr Vaughan: Ch, no chance!
Mr LESTER: I wonder where the Labor
Party is going. Honourable members opposite

have made a dreadful mess of trying to dis-
rupt my speech this afterncon by interjecting.

QOprosition Members interjected.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order!
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Mr LESTER: The Temporary Chairman is
continually having to call them to order so
that the Hansard reporters can hear the
important message that I have for the Parlia-
ment in relation to the Peak Downs
electorate.

Let me continue and point out that on
4 OQOctober the Minister for Mines (Mr
Sullivan) will visit Moranbah to open the new
manual arts and home economics centre
there. In fact, recently I led a deputation in
relation to flyscreening for the new centre.
Problems arise when cakes are being cooked,
and so on, if the building is not flyscreened.
There is a council sewage treatment works
not very far away, and I should like special
attention to be given to the request for
flyscreening.

In addition, I should like to see screen
doors placed in the open areas of the high
school in Moranbah. Although they are very
expensive, they are necessary. If screens are
not provided, people find difficulty in con-
centrating in an open area situation. I feel
for children in an open area when other
people are making a noise. I have had
similar difficulty in concentrating in this
chamber this afternoon because of the irres-
ponsible behaviour of members of the ALP
Opposition, The people of the Peak Downs
electorate should be honoured that the
Treasurer has taken time off from his busy
schedule to be in the Chamber this afternoon
to listen to what I have to say. He is the
man who has the money, and when he hears
about these matters from the horse’s mouth,
so to speak, we always get a better deal.

Such towns need specialist education ser-
vices. First-aid classes, vehicle safety instruc-
tion, music training, speech therapy and other
special courses are needed in country areas
but we are not getting them. It is wrong that
so many school services should start in city
areas and only gradually filter through to
country areas. I should like a change so that
things start in the country and filter back
to the cities. Cities already have such ser-
vices in the schools or elsewhere. In this
term of Parliament I have managed to get a
school dental therapy unit at every school in
my electorate.

An Oppositicn Member: That’s favouritism.

Mr LESTER: It is not favouritism; it is
good representation by the member for Peak
Downs.

All is not as rosy as it might be. Teacher
housing is still a problem, mainly because of
the vast expansion in these areas. We must
look at this matter very closely to ensure that
we keep up with demand, especially with a
new school starting in Moranbah next year.

1 shall now deal briefly with fire services.
While I am grateful for the fire brigade ser-
vices in Blackwater and Moranbah, some
way must be devised whereby the fire services
can be improved to cope with a fire that
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occurs on the highway, as it did near Black-
water recently, when members of the Black-
water Golf Club gained recognition for their
bravery in shifting a burning car away from
another car that had a man trapped in it.
We must provide for fire brigades to leave a
town area to attend to a car that is on fire
on a highway. I do not know if that can be
done by giving ambulances better fire-
fighting equipment, by making every motorist
carry a fire extinguisher, or by insisting on
bigger fire extinguishers being carried in cars.
I subscribe to the belief that it should be
compulsory for every motorist to carry a fire
extinguisher. I carry one in my car. The
fire that occurred the other night could have
been put out very quickly if all the motorists
who stopped had carried fire extinguishers.
Unfortunately the fire extinguisher carried by
one of the motorists was not big enough.
Some muotorists carry fire extinguishers that
are not big enough.

Mr Vaughan: What size would you suggest?

Mr LESTER: Twice the size that is norm-
ally carried,

I can hear the honourable member for
Wavell speaking. He is very concerned
about consumer affairs and has made a great
contribution to Parliament on the various
safety matters he has raised. I ask him to
specialise in this matter to see if there is
something he can do about it. It is a very
real problem. Do I have his support?

Mr Austin: Yes.

Mr LESTER: The honourable member has
decided to do what he can. If we save only
two lives a year we will have made a good
contribution.

Mr DAVIS: I rise to a point of order. I
do not mind a bit of frivolity during the
debate but if the honourable member for
Peak Downs wants to ask the honourable
member for Wavell a question it is only fair
that he should ask an Opposition front-
bencher a question.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN Mr
Kaus): Order! There is no point of order.

Mr LESTER: The honourable member for
Brisbane Central has totally sold out the
brave golfers in the Blackwater area who
shifted that car. The bravery of those
golfers meant a lot to the Blackwater people.
The honourable member interjects and sug-
gests that I should not tell the Parliament
about the bravery of those wonderful men.

Mr Powell: Do you think that this is
another example of the ALP trying to stop
you from expressing your opinion in this
Parliament?

Mr LESTER: It is very clear that Opposi-
tion members have tried to sabotage my
contribution today. They have tried to blot
out my representations on behalf of the
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people of Moranbah and Blackwater. One
of these days Opposition members will learn,
but they are taking a jolly long time to do
so. They just go on and do not do
anything when it counts. I do not mind.
It makes my job a little easier. When I
am representing my people, I do it without
opposition.

The air services to Moranbah and Black-
water have been improved. By the good
graces of BPA, Metro aircraft fly to those
towns. Blackwater often has a direct service,
while Moranbah does not always have one.
At least daily services are provided. This is
a lot better than previously when people
from Blackwater and Moranbah had to drive
to Rockhampton or Mackay to fly to Bris-
bane. Those people now have direct services.

The introduction of the Metro aircraft
was a step in the right direction. That
aircraft might not be the most comfortable
in the world but my original suggestion was
that it was as fast as a Fokker Friendship
and was not a big plane. That resulted in
a more frequent service. And frequency of
service is what travel is all about. That is
why I chose to push for more smaller air-
craft, and 1 have been proven right. Nobody
in my electorate disagrees with me.

The people in other areas of the State
are not keen about the Metro but it has
provided an excellent service in my area.
Trade has increased to the extent that BPA,
Queensland’s own airline, has ordered bigger
atrcraft, including the Fokker Friendship
and the DHC Dash. We will be well looked
after when they are put into service. It
will be a great step forward. They are com-
fortable aircraft that will provide a frequent
service and pleasant flying conditions.

Because of shift work in mining towns
and mum and dad, and even grandparents,
living away from the area, there is a need
for social workers and marriage guidance
counsellors. They play an important role in
such a community. In most areas these
people make regular visits, but it is necessary
for them to be available all of the time.
They should live in the environment so
that they can understand the problems. If
a couple run into a marriage problem, they
need advice on the spot, not in a week’s
time.

It has been said that marriages break
down more in mining areas than anywhere
else. I do not think that is correct. Cer-~
tainly there are problems with marriages
in mining towns, but generally families get
on well together, and I do not believe that
the number of marriage breakdowns is
higher in mining areas than anywhere else.

Mr K. J. Hooper:
fence?

Nobody jumps the

Mr LESTER: For heaven’s sake, I am
not talking about jumping the fence! I am
talking about the serious task of trying to
keep marriages together by providing the
help of social workers more frequently. All
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we want is for our families to stay together,
live together, grow up together and become
excellent citizens. So, Mr Hooper, please
take what I have to say seriously. We are
all concerned for our families. I know you
are, too. In fact, I understand you are a
good family man,

Mr K. J. Hooper: Thank you, Mr Lester,
you have won me.

Mr LESTER: Thank you, Mr Hooper.

Mr Davis: What about the family that
prays together?

Mr LESTER: Perhaps the honourable
member for Brisbane Central can pray for
those families.

Mr K. J. Hooper: Seriously, the family
that prays together, stays together.

Mr LESTER: Thank you, Mr Hooper.
Those are your comments, and no doubt
they will be recorded in “Hansard”.

Now I will move on to the story of
health services in my area. We have a
14-bed hospital in Moranbah, and I believe
it is at the stage where it will need exten-
sions in the not too distant future. I under-
stand that this will become a reality after
the hospital at Dysart has been completed.
At the present time people from Dysart use
the Moranbah Hospital, and there is the
odd occasion when bed space at the Moran-
bah Hospital is insufficient. There will be
a decline in demand once the Dysart Hospital
is completed. In the meantime, however, we
have to look very seriously at the Moranbah
Hospital and plan now for extensions.

I am very happy to announce in this
speech that the State Government has
approved a 10-bed extension to the Black-
water Hospital. It will then become a 24-bed
hospital, which will mean more nursing staff
will have to be employed, and it will provide
a better base for specialist services. Through
the good graces of our private doctors many
specialist services are now being offered to
the people of Blackwater, including an eye
specialist who visits monthly, a physiothera-
pist who is doing good work and other
specialist services provided by Dr Forbes, a
specialist flying doctor who comes into the
area. As the hospital gets bigger it will
be able to provide a base for such services.
It will not be just a holding hospital from
which people are choofed off to Mackay,
Emerald or Clermont. I do not really like
the concept of holding hospitals. Of course,
some cases have to be treated in specialist
centres, but for the general run of illnesses
we like the people to remain at home and
still receive specialist care.

I congratulate those doctors who have
initiated moves to bring specialists into the
area on a visiting basis. I congratulate
them on their enterprise and the excellent
contribution they are making to the good
health of the people in the area. 1 also
congratulate Dr Forbes on the work he has
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done in Moranbah and Blackwater. We are
now getting to the stage where we need
a flying surgeon in these areas. A flying
surgeon already operates to Emerald and
Clermont, and it would be ideal if he could
extend his services to Moranbah and Black-
water. I understand that there will be an
additional flying surgeon based at Roma in
the not too distant future, and perhaps he
can be diverted into Moranbah and Black-
water. The doctors in Moranbah and Black-
water provide a very good service, and they
deserve congratulations.

I congratulate Ron Davis and his personnel
in the ambulance service who have worked
so hard, together with the police, the fire
services and the mines rescue brigade to
provide protection to the people in my
electorate.

I would now like to refer briefly to the
price of petrol in country areas. This is of
paramount concern to me. I have stated
publicly before, and I state it again today,
that I cannot see why we cannot have a
price parity scheme under which the cost of
petrol is increased according to the rate of
inflation each year.

Mr Vaughan: That is Labor policy.

Mr LESTER: I do not care whose policy
it is. I believe that the scheme can work.
Airline companies would like to see such
a scheme introduced. People in the country
could aiso be helped by it. Unfortunately,
there is some need for the present petrol
parity pricing scheme, otherwise we will run
out of oil altogether.

I would like to ask questions about the
untapped oil reserves in Australia, What
about those oil-wells in Australia that have
been holed up again? I think that there is
a great deal of mystery surrounding petrol
and oil in Australia and throughout the
world today. There is no doubt that oil
companies have all Governments throughout
the world, irrespective of their political
colour, by the throat, and that is not good.
In fact, since 1974 the cost of fuel has
increased by 578 per cent. During the same
time wages have increased by only 214 per
cent. That shows that we must do some-
thing about the matter.

When we look at the cost of petrol we
also have to look at the fact that we have
to reserve some of our supplies. If we do
not reserve some of our supplies, we will
run out of fuel. If Mr Whitlam had
remained in office, we would have run out
of fuel by now, as many other countries
have done.

We also have to look very hard at the
development of alternative fuels. I refer
again to the steam car, which three members
of this Parliament—the member for Too-
woomba North, the member for Rockhamp-
ton and I—have backed. In fact, we asked
for, and received, voluntary support. We
stopped Mr Pritchard from going broke. We
are now in the process of launching a
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public company that we hope will have
responsible directors. We hope to introduce
a scheme under which the steam car is
developed and energy conservation is
explored to the full. I refer not only to
motor cars but to steam engines as well.

We have to look very hard at the develop-
ment of the solar car. For the life of me,
I cannot understand why there cannot be
more development of the solar car. I have
been in many parts of Australia and have
seen solar car experiments.

Mr Vaughan: Whereabouts?

Mr LESTER: At the CSIRO establish-
ment in the Melbourne suburb of Highett.
When questioned, I can always give the
facts.

Mr Vaughan: Have you seen the experi-
ments at the university?

Mr LESTER: Yes, I have seen the one
at the university, I was out there recently
with the member for Flinders.

Mr Vaughan: A solar car out there?

Mr LESTER: Not a solar car. I am talk-
ing about energy conservation involving
motor cars and houses. Much more experi-
mentation has to be done with solar energy.
No Government is giving enough money
towards this work now. Something has to
be done about it. There has been a lot of
talk and no action. From today, it should
be all action and less talk.

The State Government has a very grave
responsibility to introduce a young farmers’
scheme, whereby young people can get onto
the land and do something in their own
right. I am very, very greatly concerned
at the continuing trend in Australia today
towards take-overs by big companies. That
sort of thing happens very easily. For
instance, a family may have owned a pro-
perty for a great number of years, and
then the land is offered for sale and it is
purchased by a big company. It is only big
companies that can afford to do this. They
then put a manager, a jackeroo and one or
two others on the property. There are thus
fewer people on the land. Unfortunately,
sometimes the companies use the farms as
a tax dodge.

This State Government has a very great
responsibility to institute a scheme such as
the young farmers’ scheme that I have been
involved with so that young people are given
an incentive to work on the land. Young
people with only $25,000 could be given a
low interest loan of up to $100,000 to help
them on to the land.

The other thing that has to be done is to
look very hard at subdividing some of the big
areas that come up for sale. It is all very
well to say that I am all talk on this issue
but I would like honourable members to
examine for a moment the area of Gordon
Downs, which was a massive property of good
grain-growing land near Emerald, It was to
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be sold for a figure of approximately $5m.
That would have meant a big company would
have bought the property and installed a
manager, a jackeroo and one or two others.
Private citizens would not have been given
the opportunity to buy the land in their own
right.

Mr Davis: What did you do about it?

Mr LESTER: In that instance I approached
the company concerned, Clark Bros & Tait,
together with the Chairman of the Peak
Downs Shire Council, Councillor Garside. I
recognised that it was their right to sell but
I appealed to them to subdivide the property
and cut it up into areas so that many people
could be given a chance to purchase the
blocks and become farmers in their own right.
That would provide employment for 60 or
70 people, some of them self-employed. I
suggested to them that they do something
similar to what was done by the Queensland
British Focd Corporation, when a huge
property run by that corporation was in
financial difficulties and the land was cut up.
Now the Capella area is a particularly rich
one and, by way of taxes, contributes a great
deal to the nation. That was one of the best
moves that has ever been made.

To return to Gordon Downs—Clark Bros
& Tait adopted the suggestion put forward
by me and Councillor Garside and are in the
process of cutting up the land. The land was
bought by Houston Oil & Minerals, who
excised a portion for coal development and
cut up the rest of it. That means that in the
areas not as well suited to grain-growing there
will be a coal-mine and the rest of the land
will be put on sale to private purchasers. So
my decision to approach the company direc-
tors has resulted in future employment for
possibly 2000 people in the Central High-
lands. When one considers a coal-mine and
subsequent development—there could well be
a power station constructed in the area—it
augurs well for the development of the area.

1 point out to the members of this House
that they should not just sit down and cry
about something that does not suit them;
they must get up and do something. In that
particular instance I did something: I
approached the company, they agreed and
now massive job opportunities will result from
my actions.

Might I further point out

Mr K. J. Hooper: Round off.

Mr LESTER: The member for Archerfield
challenged me to go 60 minutes. The Labor
Party must take responsibility for my having
tc speak so long. I lost 20 minutes of my time
through frivolous interjections from that side
of the Chamber.

I point out that there is a very definite
need in the Peak Downs electorate and coal-
mining areas generally for a substantial,
effective road system. When one considers
the dependence of the mines on one another,
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one realises the need to have Emerald con-
nected to Moranbah through Capella—the
Cotherstone road to Dysart and on to
Moranbah. There is need for a connection to
the beef road and for a direct road between
Dysart and Blackwater. All of those roads
would be part of an interesting network of
roads in the not too distant future.

In the north is Goonyella and then Peak
Downs, Saraji and Dysart. Being developed
are German Creek, QOaky Creek, which I
was at the other day, and the Gordon Downs
mine. There is Gregory mine and, of course,
the three Blackwater mines of Utah, Thiess
and QCM. If we are to have the proper
back-up services for these mines, obviously
there has to be an interconnecting road
system. Not only do we have schoolchildren
all wanting to commute between the towns,
but we also have many sporting organisations
wishing to visit. In fact, this Sunday Black-
water will host the football grand finals. It is
fitting that I deviate for a moment from the
Budget to congratulate the Blackwater foot-
ballers. All three teams have made the grand
finals. That is an interesting achievement by
Blackwater.

An interconnecting road system between
those towns would be a great advantage. In
sports we have Rugby ILeague and Rugby
Union football, basketball, athletics and
hockey. They are all part and parcel of the
Central Highlands sporting scene. We have
many tremendous footballers in the region
such as the Andersons in Moranbah, the
Meiers in Blackwater and the Perrys. All of
them will be tremendous sportsmen in the
near future, but if they could travel more
easily between towns they would be so much
better.

With better road communication many
economies would be effected in business. It
would lead to cheaper costs of living. We
must ensure that we offer the best for our
people. It might be said that some of our
miners earn high money, but it must be
remembered that expenses in that area are
high. Fuel costs are getting higher, so we
have to shorten the distances to be travelled
between towns and make improvements to
our roads. That is the advice I offer to the
Main Roads Department. I suggest that we
fix up our roads, build new ones and make
sure that our towns are served by an inter-
connecting network.

While ¥ am speaking about roads, might I
say that we are deeply grateful for the
bridges that have been recently completed
over the Dawson River, Comet River, Retreat
Creek and Nebo Creek. That provides an
alternative inland route from Rockhampton
through Blackwater, Emerald, Clermont,
Capella and Moranbah on to Mackay. It is
a feather in our cap to have roads which
are more reliable than the coastal route from
Rockhampton to Mackay. More tourists will
be attracted to our area. I am concerned,
however, about the section of road from
Nebo Creek bridge towards Nebo on the
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Mackay route. Much of that road is in bad
repair. It is breaking down badly and more
money needs to be spent on it.

I should also like to see money allocated
for improvement of the Dingo-Duaringa sec-
tion of the road between Blackwater and
Rockhampton. Although that section is not
in my electorate, my constituents have to
travel over it. In fact, it is at the top end
of the electorate of the Minister for Trans-
port, and I remind him of his responsibility
to the people of his electorate. Unfortun-
ately, I will have to take issue with him
if he does not suggest that that section of
road be upgraded with the utmost urgency.
I do not want it hanging over my head that
a fatal accident has occurred because of this
bad section of road in the vicinity of
Wallaroo.

A little closer to Rockhampton, there is
a very poor section of road between the
Wowan turnoff and Westwood. That is in
the electorate of the honourable member
for Callide, and I advise him also that he
has the responsibility for the back end of
his electorate that services my constituents.
In the not too distant future I shall have tc
state publicly that these sections of road
must be improved. The majority of roads
in my electorate are being improved, but I
am concerned about those in neighbouring
electorates that are not up to standard and
over which my constituents have to travel.

Mr Vaughan: What are you going to do—
improve the western divisional allowance and
the locality allowance for the people in
vour electorate?

Mr LESTER: I thank the honourable
member for his interjection. He will find
that I put that problem before a rally that
I addressed in Moranbah not long ago. I
was the first one who asked a question in
the House about the matter.

Mr Vaughan: The amount has not been
increased since 1959.

Mr LESTER: I do not care whether it
has been increased or not. The fact is——

Mr Vaughan: You don’t care?

" Mr LESTER: [ have not said that.
Mr Vaughan: Yes, you did.

Mr LESTER: I am saying that I cannot
talk about the past. I am looking to the
future and trying to get something done
about it. Nobody tries harder than I do to
get services and allowances upgraded. No
matter what I do, I always get nit-picking
from the ALP. The Peak Downs electorate
has never been so well or so forcefully repre-
sented. Indeed, the Treasurer shudders every
time I go to see him because he knows that
I am going to ask him for money.

I should like to see a special effort made
to introduce an apprenticeship for plant
operators. That is very important in certain
areas of my electorate, because many young

[9 SepTeEMBER 1980]

(Financial Statement) 327

people who work for councils do not get
an opportunity to learn to drive a grader,
a bulldozer or, in the long term, a dragline.
1 have had representatives of various unions
here today. We met Mr Byram of the
Apprenticeship Office, and we are trying very
hard to get something constructive done
towards introducing an apprenticeship for
tractor operators and machinery operators.
1t would be one way of guaranteeing emp}?y-
that

ment. In addition, it would ensure
machinery would be well maintained for
employers.

More facilities must be provided for young
people in country areas. They must be given
the opportunity to enjoy theatre and the
arts. Many wonderful people have already
given so much by teaching music, art a_nd
dancing. The Moranbah School of Dancing
comss to mind, We need the ear of the
State Government to ensure that we get
many more specialists into the country
areas.

After having spoken for a full hour on
some of the important areas of my elector-
ate, in the last minute of my speech I
thank the people of the Peak Downs elect-
orate for the many ways in which they
have tried to assist me. I thank particularly
the people of Blackwater and Moranbah. I
thank the many people who have made
suggestions to me that have come to reality.
1 thank those people who raised with me
the necessity to retain the dollar Golden
Casket ticket. That was a great winner for
the pensioners. It ensured that they were not
forgotten. The pensioners and the other little
people in our State have not been forgotten.
1 should like to think that I always have
an open ear for the complaints of the little
people, and that I try to help them.

(Time expired.)

Mr KRUGER (Murrumba) (5.41 pm.):
I am very pleased to have been able to sit
here for the last 60 minutes and listen to
the last Budget speech by the honourable
member for Peak Downs. I should say that
this could well be the last occasion we hear
him on that score.

In all seriousness I intend to bring to
the notice of the Chamber the economic
problems confronting the State, many of
which have been brought about by Cabinet
decisions. In saying that, I point out that
I believe Cabinet has made many decisions
too quickly—decisions that have mnot been
in the best interests of the State—without
honest debate, and without their being put
to the people of Queensland for due con-
sideration. That is one of the worst things
that thas happened in the State, more par-
ticularly in the last three years. Prior to
that, there was some reasonable considera-
tion and discussion. In the past three years,
1 have seen a decline in the quality of
Cabinet decisions. It is high time that Cab-
inet members woke up to themselves and
tried to be realistic.
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The Treasurer’s Budget has done nothing
to overcome the problems that we have
become accustomed to in recent times.
Because it is widely split the coalition Govern-
ment is costing the State money. Many of
the problems confronting the State are
attributable to the split in the coalition and
also within the coalition parties themselves,
All these problems arc now reflecting on
the financial position of our State.

In looking closely at some recent hap-
penings, 1 will quote from an article that
appeared in “The (Courier-Mail”, in these
terms—

“Campbell slams Joh conduct.

“The Labor Relations Minister, Mr
Campbell, today accused the Premier, Mr
Bjelke-Petersen, of disgraceful conduct over
the government’s industrial relations policy.

“Mr Campbell said the latest putburst
by Mr Bjelke-Petersen cast what he called
a disgraceful slur over the integrity of
the State Industrial Commission.

“The row highlights the differences
between the Liberal and National coalition
parties.”

I would go so far as to say that that type
of situation does nothing but harm the
State of Queensland. It concerned the cable-
layers® strike. When such problems arise and
force a former leader of the Liberal Party
to make statements against the Premier, the
troubles confronting the State come clearly
into view.

At this stage the Liberal Party in Queens-
land has a rabbit of a leader, and a president
who breeds like a rabbit. On looking at
the problems, we see the inconsistency in
the two-party situation, with two distinct
groups within the Liberal Party trying to
operate in coalition with the same dogged
National Party that we have learnt to live
with in recent times. While that situation
continues, the State will not benefit.

Before I leave the problems attributable
to the Government, I must say something
about the poor quality of debate that takes
place in this Chamber. Much of the reason
for this is to be found in the low standard
of Government members and, of course,
their numbers in the Assembly make the
situation appear much worse than it is. With
the evening up of numbers and possibly a
change of Government following the next
election, we will have a high standard of
debate in this Chamber.

On many occasions recently the Govern-
ment has tried to reduce the time limit of
speeches. This is entirely wrong. If people
have something to say, they should be given
the opportunity to say it. The shortening of
the time allowed for debate does nothing to
improve the standard of debate, particularly
when we wish to discuss, for instance, the
finances of the State, a matter which is very
important to the people.

The Budget makes a very dead approach
to the needs of Queensland. Very little
additional expenditure has been provided in
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the areas that need it most. More expenditure
should be provided for those areas. The
Treasurer has done nothing to improve the
employment situation.

Dr Edwards: What about the $57m we
spent on employment opportunities?

Mr KRUGER: We have heard about
employment opportunities for many years but
we have seen very little result. Unfortunately
the unemployment figures increase and that
shows quite clearly, Mr Edwards——

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr
Row): Order! The honourable member will
refer to the Treasurer by his proper title,

Mr KRUGER: I point out to the Treasurer
that we are not getting any results from that
expenditure. It seems that the funds have
been mishandled. If the Government had
some reasonable policies on that additional
expenditure, better results would be obtained.

I now turn to Forestry Department
expenditure. The amount provided is little
different from that provided in the past,
Admittedly the status quo has been main-
tained. However, the Budget provides no
room for expansion in the Forestry Depart-
ment, nor has any consideration been given
to extended experimentation in the eradica-
tion of diseases affecting our forests. The
die back in Western Australia, caused by
phytophthora, is becoming very significant,
and quite a lot of timber is being lost on the
northern tablelands of New South Wales.
The disease is affecting mainly the eucalypts
in New South Wales and the jarrah in
Western Australia. Considering the extent
of die back in Queensland, it is high time
that more money was spent on research. If
we do not face up to reality in this fleld, a
massive die back will occur somewhere and
we will be rushing all about the place trying
to stop it.

The entomologists in the Forestry Depart-
ment believe that a certain amount of die
back is occurring because insects eat the
leaves. If that is so, it would take a long
time to cause the death of a tree. Possibly
the only problem that could arise is a sucking
type of insect that carries the disease from
one tree to another.

Phytophthora is carried through the roots
of the tree, and it is carried by pineapples
and a few other plants. It spreads through the
soil, through the air or by water. If this
disease is rampant and uncontrolled, it will
spread from area to area. It is very prevalent
in Queensland, particularly in wet soils. Most
of our forestry plantations, such as slash
pine, are planted in wet soil. If we do not
iook at this problem now it could become
much worse, and forestry production would
be severely retarded.

We also need to look at expanding the
private sector and encouraging people to
plant timber on blocks which are unsuitable
for normal crop-growing but would grow
good timber. While we must look at the
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potential of timber products we must also
loock at the possibility of greater rainfall
following the planting of timber. We have
been looking at the problem of dry land
salinity and associated problems that occur
when our forests are raped, as has occurred
in certain areas of Queensland in the past.
Without timber we cannot hope to encour-
age greater rainfall. Some members might
not know that an average eucalypt will exude
8 gallons of water per day into the atmos-
phere, and when that occurs the possibility
of higher rainfall is greatly enhanced. If we
encourage the planting of timber by the
private sector, together with the plantings of
the Forestry Department, we will overcome
a lot of rainfall and timber shortage problems
we presently face. But we will not overcome
these problems if we do not allocate more
funds to enable the maintenance of a reason-
able amount of planting operations as is
occurring at present. That is one area in
the Budget which I regard as a complete
failure.

I now want to look at the allocation of
land for the production of crops around the
Clare Weir. Certain areas around the weir
have been set aside for lease, and I have
been asked by several farmers who are
presently leasing land from cane growers
about the possibility of cobtaining some of
this land on which to grow crops. The
honourable member for Peak Downs touched
on this problem earlier, as he has done on
different occasions in the past. But that is
where it stops; he does nothing further about
it. I believe that the Government does not
intend to do anything further about it either.
We have to have a further look at this in
order to enable these people to have a
reasonable chance of obtaining land on which
to produce crops, but even this would be
of no great advantage if we did not do
something about obtaining markets for such
crops.

I now want to deal with roads throughout
the State. This subject has been touched
on by a large number of speakers in the
past few months, but possibly only one
member spoke about our good roads, and
that was the honourable member for Mouril-
van who quoted earlier from a letter written
by somebody down South. Our roads are
pretty bad, and I believe that this Govern-
ment should be doing some very strong
talking in an endeavour tc obtain greater road
grants from the Federal Government. Local
authorities in my area have mentioned to
me the possibility of further cut-backs in
road-works allocations, and if these do in
fact occur our roads will deteriorate even
further. There are more and faster vehicles
on our roads and this will cause even further
deterioration, particularly if the Government
can maintain a supply of petrol at the right
price.

I now turn to the treatment of local
authorities by the Local Government Grants
Commission. Commonwealth grants are pre-
sently distributed throughout the State by
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the Grants Commission, and many local
authorities are discontented because they
believe that this money is not being distri-
buted correctly, The Treasurer ought to
keep in very close contact with the Grants
Commission to ensure that the previous
method of distribution is maintained and
that the distributions to some local authori-
ties are not increased.

I now want to deal with some other
problems that I have raised recently in this
Parliament. I refer firstly to the land
development in the Raby Bay area. In case
you are worried, Mr Row, this does relate
to the affairs of the State so far as the
Budget is concerned. Certain statements
have been made which indicated that that
development would take place in an orderiy
and proper manner and that there would
be no worries about finance. I belicve that
the lease issued by this Government has
been sold to an American firm through a
company known as Coast Securities. I would
like to quote from a lectter from a person
in the area who states—

“Nothing new has eventuated since I
talked to you on the telephone last week.

“I must admit our information is very
sketchy but it appears that Mr A, D.
Roberts has arranged for the sale of ail
or part of the Development lease of Raby
Bay to American interests reputedly from
Texas for $800,000.”

In answer to a question asked in this Parlia-
ment it was stated that the lease wouid be
issued to Mr Roberts. It was also stated
that Mr Roberts had the finances to carry
out the development. The letter continues—

“We know for sure that a Gold Coast
firm called ‘Gold Securities’ operated by
Geoff Taylor and Wally McIntosh, civil
engineers on the coast, hired Sea Worlds
helicopter SW1 and were in the Raby Bay
area on 10th June. We know that since
then they conducted a feasibility on the
Raby Bay project.

“During June or July Cabinet evidently
discussed the Raby Bay Project and put
some extra requirements on the issue of
the lease. One was that the riparian right
holders had to be adequately compensated.
It would be interesting to know what the
others were. The riparian right holders
then were offered $25,000 each for the loss
of water frontage. $1,000 by the end of
July and $24,000 in October 1981. The
$1,000 was paid at 9.40 p.m. on the
31-7-80. One of the riparian holders
wanted to seli house and all for $45,000.”

It goes on to show that this Government’s
lease arrangements in Raby Bay are not
good.

When we consider the aggregation of
large holdings within the State, it seems
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that Queensland is being badly treated. This
matter was touched on by the member for
Peak Downs. Because he lives in an area in
which this is happening, he is well aware
of it. However, his representations to the
Government have fallen on deaf ears. It is
quite obvious that this Government intends
to do nothing about the matter because there
have been many opportunities for something
to be done. It has ignored the wishes of
the people to ensure that this aggregation
of land by foreign companies does not take
place. It does not intend to break up this
land so that people can produce from it in
an orderly manner. We have lost a lot in
this area over recent years.

We can look also at the development
that has taken place at Yeppoon, with the
hand-over to Iwasaki. We can look at the
problem that appears to be arising now with
lease arrangements on Curtis Island, As I
have just mentioned, there is the Raby Bay
affair. An attempt is being made to bring
in overseas money to take over land in the
Gold Coast hinterland. Why cannot this
Government, together with the Federal Gov-
ernment if necessary, do something to
encourage local investment so that the State
of Queensland and the people of Queensland
can get some advantage from these develop-
ments? The people should be given a fair
go to produce off this land.

Unless we are prepared to have a look
at the overall property lease arrangements,
we will find that sections of our primary
industries, such as grain-growing and beef-
producing, will be sold out to foreign owner-
ship, just as has happened with our coal
operations. This is the last thing that the
people of Queensland want. In no way can
people who have had anything to do with
the land accept this as being a reasonable
situation. I cannot understand why the mem-
bers of the National Party, who are supposed
to look after the interests of country people,
allow this sort of thing to happen. Unfor-
tunately, they have allowed it to happen, and
they continue to allow it to happen.

The member for Peak Downs said that we
shouid be getting the younger people back on
the land. How are we going to get them
back on the land if we do not have any
land for them? What is the good of getting
them back on the land if there is no way
in which they can make a living from their
operation? Under this Government, people
are coming into cities because the properties
on which they grew up are no longer viable.
That is why people are leaving the Jand, and
the State Government and the Federal Gov-
ernment are doing nothing to overcome the
problem. It is high time that there were
discussions, particularly in the Federal
sphere, to ensure that the marketing arrange-
ments will make these operations viable.
This matter has not been given full con-
sideration. There is a lot of room for
improvement throughout the State and the
Commonwealth,

[Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.15 p.m.]
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Mr KRUGER: Increased fuel costs are
having an adverse effect in rural communities.
Fuel prices are becoming harder and harder
to accept. Although the State Government
is not responsible for the increased costs, it
has aligned itself with the Federal Govern-
ment which, of course, has brought about
these increases.

I wish to quote from the report of the
National Party conference. On the subject
of minerals and energy it was reported—

“The Labor Party will obviously try to
make political capital of the issue, and
have, in faci, announced that they would
impose a twelve months’ freeze on the
price of crude oil produced in Australia.

“We well remember that our then
Federal Leader, Artie Fadden, helped to
win the 1949 Federal election, campaigning
for the abolition of petrol rationing. While
this is a different matter, it demonstrates
the opublic’s concern over petroleum
products.

“For these reasons your Committee has
given much thought to the problem and to
ways of relieving the situation without
abandoning the principle of import partity
prices. To start with, we posed these
questions:

“Was the present price high enough to
continue the expansion of exploration
activity in Australia for the time being?

“Was the present price high enough to
persuade people to conserve fuel?

“Was the present price high enough to
encourage research into, and the production
of, oil from alternate sources?

“In each case your Committee considered
the answer “Yes, for the time being’. The
problem then was to devise a policy
initiative which would provide some relief
from further increases in the immediate
future, and take the political advantage
away from the Labor Party without—as
said before—abandoning the principle of
import parity pricing.”

That clearly demonstrates that the Nationat
Party’s intention is to create a smoke-screen
during the period leading up to the Federal
and State elections and take the initiative
away from the Labor Party. I assure honour-
able members that the Labor Party will not
have the initiative taken away and it will
bring to the fore the problems caused to the
man on the land by high fuel costs. I again
quote from the same documents—

“After much deliberation the Committee
came up with the resolution which is pre-
sented below. Tt has been accepted by your
Management Committee and I seek the
Conference’s confirmation.

“Such a policy if accepted by the
Federal Government would:

Put a minimum twelve month freeze
on the price of Australian crude, thereby
nullifying Labor’s proposal,
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be an on-going policy as distinct from
a ‘on off’ proposal,
provide all consumers with twelve

months’ notice of precisely what the next
price increase will be,

give our primary producers some com-
petitive edge over their competitors in
other countries as called for by the Rural
Policy Committee.”

That clearly says that the National Party
intends to create a smoke-screen, because it
knows very well that, because of the
coalition’s connection with the Federal Gov-
ernment, the Labor Party has an added
advantage.

While I am speaking about fuel and fuel
price increases, let me refer to a question I
asked in this Chamber on Tuesday, 20 May
1980, I asked—

“(1) How many oil test wells have been
drilled in the Roma/ Moonie basin?

“(2) How many of these wells have been
sealed off?

“(3) What method was used to seal off
the wells?

“(4) What is the possible production of
the sealed wells if they were reopened?

‘“(5) Do previous test wells indicate that
a large quantity of oil may be just below
the depth that the wells were drilled to
before sealing off?”

The answer was—

“(1) Approximately 540 wells have been
drilled in the Surat and Bowen basins in
the search for petroleum in the Roma/
Moonie area.

“(2) Approximately 220 of these wells
have been plugged and abandoned.

“(3) Wells were sealed off by the place-
ment of cement plugs between porous
zones and at the surface.

“(4) The wells were all tested and found
to be non-productive, and therefore it
cannot be anticipated that reopening would
lIead to any production.

“(5) iAlthough some wells were not drilled
to absolute basement they were completed
at depths considered at the time of drilling
to be below the potential producing hori-
zons. There is no available evidence that
t}}{: ,deepening of these wells would locate
oil.’

An article in the “Sunday Sun” of 3 August
1980 carried the heading “Strange case of the
Roma gusher”. The article stated—

“A former Roma man says he has proof
the Mines Department has been sitting on
a major oil discovery for the last 50 years.

“Mr Peter Pring, son of the official
Mines Department photographer of the
1930s, said last week a high grade oil find
north-east of Roma had been capped by
the department in 1935.
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“But the department says it has no
record of the discovery and won’t be
investigating the claims.

“The denial comes in the face of official
photos taken by Mr Pring’s father showing
the 1935 Mines Minister, Mr Alf Jones,
accepting the first light crude struck at
Roma Block 16.

“ “They can’t tell me there is no oil there,’
said Mr Pring, ‘I’ve seen it—I was there.’

“He said other pictures taken by his
father showed the well in full operation and
striking oil.

““There were wells being sunk every-
where and anyvone who says they never
found oil is wrong,’ he says.”

Without going into detail and reading the
whole article, I think that, when a man in
his position has made such a statement and
the document clearly shows the oil coming
from the ground, the Government should
fully investigate the matters I raised instead
of just passing them off.

Mr Davis: He’s not the only one. I agree
with him.

Mr KRUGER: That is right. The member
for Brisbane Central was brought up in
that country and knows a bit about oil. He
clearly agrees with the gentleman concerned,
and that also is ground for the Government
to take action.

What is this Government’s track record
in regard to small business? For many years,
as we are all aware, the Liberal Party in
particular was propped up by small business
enterprise, particularly in the provincial
cities of South-east Queensland. In recent
times, however, the Liberal Party has com-
pletely dumped small business people and
has given them mno encouragement to con-
tinue with their businesses in a way that
could be considered to be acceptable. A
committee has been set up by various
parties to consider small business enterprises,
but nothing seems to come of it. Every now
and again we read in the Press that certain
aspects are to be investigated, but there is
no finalisation of the matter and no action
that would make small businesses more
viable.

There was a similar situation with the
Queensland Fish Board. ‘When it got into
difficulties, there was just a lot of hot air.
There seems to be very little improvement
in that sphere. T do not know where the
Liberal Party intends to go to do something
for the small enterprise in Queensland. Those
businesses have been a great asset to the
State and should be encouraged. Because
of the smoke-screen put up by the Liberal
Party it has only been in recent times that
the small businessmen have started to realise
that the Labor Party—the party representing
the working class—is the one to make their
businesses viable.
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1 pass mow to the needs of the working
class, which has never had it tougher than
in the last few years. I am speaking of
those who are receiving less than white-
collar workers. White-collar workers tend
to forget at times that they are working
people as well. Much has to be done to
make sure that there is equality within our
community. Irrespective of the class of work
being done, everybody is entitled to a rea-
sonable living and a reasonable amount of
enjoyment out of life. Most of those we
generally refer to as the working class can
no longer exist on the money they are being
paid.

Then there are those who are even less
fortunate—those who are completely out
of work. Whilst there are still those people
who continue to refer to them as ‘“dole
bludgers™, a big percentage of them do have
a problem. They are legitimately seeking
work but are unable to find it. Until this
Goverment and the Federal Government take
action to make jobs available through job-
creating initiatives, their plight will worsen.
Employment will not improve at all.

There is no concession in the Budget for
our ageing population. 1 have looked through
the Budget and can find no increase at all.
A section of my electorate—particularly at
the Redcliffe end—has a great number of
ageing people. The housing accommodation
for the aged is minimal. When the amount
of money they are paid as pensions is com-
pared with the present cost of living, it is
obvious that they have very little left for
their personal needs. It is deplorable that
aged people are on the poverty line. The
item in the Budget relating to rate remission
was mentioned this morning by our leader.
Information about the possible advantages
to pensioners by way of rate remissions was
leaked to the Press some time earlier by
the member for Redcliffe.

Mr Davis: Actually, everything that he
said was leaked.

Mr KRUGER: Yes, it added up to what
was in the Budget.

~ If we look at the proposal, we see that
in a number of shires it will be of no
great advantage to pensioners. Until money
is paid to local authorities by way of subsidy
and it is made mandatory for local authori-
ties to grant rate remissions to pensioners,
the problem will not be solved. The con-
fusion that now exists in the minds of
pensioners will continue. For example, pen-
sioners in Redcliffe are in a different situa-
tion from pensioners living in the Pine
Rivers Shire. Confusion arises because
people do not know what they are entitled
to, and it is up to the State Government
to intervene and ensure that people know
where they stand in regard to rate remis-
sions. All local authority areas should be
on an equal footing.

. Dr Edwards: With a member like you,
it is no wonder they are very confused.
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Mr EKRUGER: I say to the Deputy
Premier and Treasurer that the confusion
is caused by the Government of Queens-
land, not by me. It is taking me a great
deal of time to solve the problems of the
people in my area. In many instances those
problems are caused by the Deputy Premier
and Treasurer’s lack of interest in pension-
ers. The fact is that he has done nothing
to ease the problems for them.

Dr Edwards: That is not what they say
in the letters that I receive, It is not
what your brother said, either,

Mr Daviss Who would be stupid enough
to talk to you?

Mr KRUGER: The honourable member
for Brisbane Central is quite correct,

Let me turn now to the lack of value
in the dollar and what people can buy
with the pension. As I mentioned earlier,
there is the cost of fuel. Then there is
interest on housing. Medical insurance, of
course, is a Federal issue, but the prin-
ciples of it have been accepted by the
Government of this State. Then there is
the cost of food—groceries, beef, fruit and
vegetables. I mention that because earlier
in the debate we heard National Party
members say that the people on the land
are not getting the return due to them.
They are not doing very well and, at the
same time, people are paying through the
nose for these commodities. It is high time
that the Government changed its attitude
and I assure the people of Queensland that,
after the next State election, a Labor Gov-
ernment will take the matter in hand.

1 should like to bring to the notice of
the House some figures that I have taken
out recently relative to the price of house-
hold commodities. The price of bread has
risen on seven occasions. In the last five
years, the price of cabbages has increased
by 337 per cent, oranges by about 296 per
cent, rump steak by 285 per cent, apples
by 223 per cent and potatoes by 133 per
cent. A home for which a person paid
$10,000 about five years ago would now
cost $35,000, and electricity charges have
risen by 50 per cent in just three years.
Looking at the prices of those essential
commodities, one can see why people are
having trouble making ends meet, and 1
believe that it is the responsibility of the
Government to try to overcome problems of
that type.

Another major problem that exists in the
electorate of Murrumba is the situation in
what is known as Snook Street, Redcliffe.
It is to become a major through road, which
will entail the use of quite a bit of park
land, I understand that originally it was
accepted by the local authority from the
subdividers as park land, but it has now
been proposed that the land should be
rezoned and used for a four-lane highway.
Articles in “The Redcliffe Herald” of 21
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November 1979 indicated that that was so.
Many people in Snook Street objected to
the proposal, and recently people living in
Elizabeth Avenue, which is now the main
through road, have objected to that road
being brought up to four-lane standard.

The changes are to be made to cater for
the two lanes provided by the Main Roads
Department over the Houghton Highway.
The proposed four-lane highway will not
really be required till the two lanes on each
bridge are operating. Because 1 have
received complaints from a number of people,
I should like to know exactly what will
happen. By doing it this way, will the local
authority there set a precedent and will local
authorities be able to obtain land as park
land and then convert it into a freeway? I
would like to know whether freeways can
be established in this way.

I will now quote from a letter that a
Mr Bullow wrote to me. The first section
of the letter is only a preamble, but later
he says—

“During either of the months of Feb-
ruary or March 1979, surveyors’ pegs
appeared in the long grass portion of the
park and recreation reserve behind my
property known as Snook Park.

“When 1 agreed to purchase this property
in December, 1975, . . . I was advised by
the Town Planning Department of Council,
that the block adjoined a park and recrea-
tion reserve which was to provide a Park
and also act as a buffer between the resi-
dential development and the industrial area
to the west of the Park.”

I will not read the whole of the document,
but it is obvious from his inquiries and those
of three neighbours that it was to be park
land and nothing else. Later it became obvi-
ous that a four-lane highway was to be con-
structed. Mr Bullow and a lot of other
people believe that they should have been
told by the local authority some time earlier
that it was to be a main road.

The following information is enclosed with
Mr Bullow’s letter—

“The Park is part of four Portions of
land, 163, 162, 525 and 161.

“That, in Portion 163 is a gazetted
Park and Recreation Reserve (Reserve
2547).

“That, in Portion 162 was proclaimed to
be held by Council for the purposes of
Park and Recreation, in the Government
Gazette dated 2nd June, 1973, at page
962,

“A search of the Titles Office shows
that that part in Portion 525 was taken by
the Council for the purpose of Parks and
Recreation, transfer being registered on
2nd September, 1977.

“That portion behind my property, Por-
tion 161, was resumed for the purposes of
Parks and Recreation, being registered on
1st May, 1975.
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“Mr N. R. Miller of Pacific Land Com-
pany Pty Ltd., has advised me by letter
dated 30th May, 1979, that Portion 525’s
part was resumed from the Company for
the above and enclosed a copy of the
gazettal of same from the Government
Gazette dated 30th June, 1977.7

The land was obviously taken from the
developer for park purposes in the develop-
ment. It has now been rezoned for a four-
lane highway. Such a precedent should not
be set. Land should not be obtained for
park purposes and be used for something
different. 1 am not saying whether Snook
Park or Elizabeth Avenue should be the
four-lane highway, but local government
should make it quite clear to people in the
area just what is intended.

As a result of all this, I want to know
the attitude of the Minister for Local Gov-
ernment, Main Roads and Police to the use
of this land for a four-lane highway, whether
the extra cost will be met by the ratepayers
if the street is developed by the local auth-
ority, or whether the road is to be developed
by the Main Roads Department. I want to
know the present planning stages in the
Council and Main Roads Department so that
the people may know what to expect.
Another question that comes to mind relates
to which aldermen, if any, have land in the
Snook Park area and who could be advant-
aged by the development of this four-lane
highway.

I now come to the proposed railway line
to Redcliffe. Although the responsible Min-
ister is not present, I am sure that he is
aware of my interest. A corridor has been
set aside under the Rothwell plan. I asked
questions this morning about this matter so
far as the Brisbane City Council is concerned.
The Pine Shire Council believes that the
route set out roughly in the maps will be
acceptable to the area. Because a certain
amount of money has been set aside for
planning and organising of the rail link, I
am interested in finding out when funds will
be made available for land resumption.

While I consider the rail link essential,
I am very concerned about the area of land
that cannot be developed at this stage
because of the 20 to 25 chain proposed
corridor under the Redcliffe City Council’s
Rothwell plan. If the rail route was desig-
nated, the development of land on either
side of it could go ahead. People would
know from the town plan exactly what they
could do with the land that is affected by
this rail link proposal. As there are only a
couple of houses along the proposed route,
it is reasonable that resumption take place so
that there can be orderly development on
either side of the corridor. Resumption is
not an expensive item according to the
estimated costs. It is essential that the
Treasurer make money available as soon
as possible to have the land resumed.
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There is quite a lot of tourist potential
in Queensland. Even though some tourist
development has taken place, the Govern-
ment chould look at tourism in greater
depth so that a flow of tourists can be
maintained through the State. It is quite
wrong to rely solely on Queensland tourists
for a good deal of our income. Both inter-
state and overseas tourists can be attracted
to Queensland. The tourist potential of small
towns such as Redcliffe, which is close to
Moreton Island, is untapped. It has good
prospects in tourism. Possibly the town itself
is not a tourist attraction, but its potential
could develop.

There is enormous scope for development
of the tourist trade right along the Queens-
land coast, and the further north we go
the greater are the possibilities. In the North,
of course, we would be looking for inter-
national airports. Their provision has been
considered and they might be provided in
time to come.

I beiieve that the Budget lacks lustre and
initiative, Additional money should be made
available in certain areas. There should be
no cut-backs in any areas. T am worried
greatly about merely maintaining the status
quo in education. The additional teachers
to be made available are not sufficient in
number to meet the needs.

I have had complaints from a number of
schools. One school has lost five teachers
and only one will be appointed. One class
has had seven different teachers so far this
vear. There is mo way in which a high
standard of education can be maintained
if children have that mumber of teachers
in a ycar. More money should be made
available to improve the teacher/pupil ratio.

Mr LANE (Merthyr) (7.38 p.m.): This
is a very important debate because it con-
cerns the expenditure of some $2,511.3m
of the taxpayers’ money in the coming year.
That is an increase of more than 13 per
cent on the amount expended on behalf
of the taxpayers in the preceding 12 months.

Before I go into details and make com-
ments relevant to public expediture, T should
like to say something about the previous
speaker. The honourable member for Mur-
rumba sat down after subjecting us to 60
minutes of the most boring tirade of rubbish
ever heard in this Parliament. He is the
Opposition spokesman on lands and forestry
matters. He is the alternative Minister for
Lands. If the Opposition were elected, he
would control the expenditure of $36.5m.
There are people in the gallery and members
in this Chamber who heard him speak for
the last 60 minutes. I ask them quite
frankly if they would trust him with that
sort of money, even if it belonged to him.
It is, of course, taxpayers’ money held in
trust ¢n behalf of the Crown, and that is
the man who would be in charge of it. He
would be administering a department which
has almost 2000 officers. Does he sound to
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you, Mr Gunn, like the sort of person
who could take command of a department
with a staff of that size? He would not
know where to start, I venture to suggest
that he is the sort of individual who would
be a lot happier and a lot more comfortable
personally if he were somewhere further
down the ladder in terms of the administra-
tion of the Department of Lands, dressed
in a uniform somewhere around the front
door with a broom cleaning out the entrance
hall. He would do an excellent job; he could
push something like his own weight around
there.

As we come up to this election, it is
quite important that the people of Queens-
land examine these individuals opposite, these
“honourable members”, these ‘‘gentlemen’”
who purport to take over the administration
of our 18 departments. I think we have no
more classic example than the honourable
member for Murrumba. We have had some
interjections along the way from the hon-
ourable member for Brisbane Central who,
of course, if the Labor Party were elected,
would be the spokesman——

Mr Yewdale: Why don’t you talk about
the Budget?

Mr LANE: I am talking about public
administration and public expenditure. I am
talking about the responsibility of admin-
istering the public purse, something that I
suggest very few individuals opposite would
be capable of doing.

Getting back to the honourable member
for Brisbane Central, who would be Minister
for Transport in a Labor Government in this
place—just examine him; have a look at
him! He is the man who would be in
charge of the Department of Transport; the
Commissioner for Transport would come
under him——

Mr DAVIS: I have to take a point of
order to correct the member for Merthyr
because he is out of date. I have been the
Minister for Works-———

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr
Gunn): Order! There is no valid point of
order.

Mr LANE: We are used to all sorts of
strange deals being made in the Labor
administration, and with its continual game
of musical chairs we are never quite sure
whether an individual is one thing or the
other. I will go through the Budget papers
and find the Estimates for the Department
of Works and Housing and we will examine
just whether the honourable member .for
Brisbane Central is capable of administering
that department which will control the
expenditure of $70,684,000 during the coming
12 months.

Mr Davis; No problem.
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Mr LANE: “No problem”, says the hon-
ourable member for Brisbane Central. Have
a look at him! He could not run a service
station out at Windsor, and he had a staff
of only one-—himself. He went broke. If
he were the Minister for Works and Housing
in a Labor Government he would have con-
trol of 1162 personnel on the State pay-roli.

Mr Davis: It would be more.

Mr LANE: It would be more, would it?
I thank him very much.

Mr Davis: Under Laboer policy.

Mr LANE: That is right. ¥ am up to date
with his party’s policy. I do know the Labor
Party would increase the day-labour force.

Mr Baviss My word we would.

Mr LANE: Would he care to tell us if
he would double them?

Mr K. §. Hooper: Mr Lane——

Mr LANE: I do not want to talk to his
veniriloquist’s dummy sitting behind him,
T want to hear direct from his mouth just
how much he would increase the day-labour
force, how many private contractors he as
Minister for Works would put out of business
in this State. That is what I would like to
know: how much work would be taken out
of the hands of competitive tendering, taken
out of the hands of contractors prepared to
compete against each other in the private
market, giving the best price and delivering
high quality work? How many of those
people would he put out of work? How
much of that work would he have done
by a permanent day-labour force?

Mr XK. J. Hooper: Mr Lane

Mr LANE: I want to hear from the little
chap sitting in front of the honourable mem-
ber for Archerfield.

Mr Davis: I would get rid of your Liberal
mates.

Mr LANE: He would get rid of all the
Liberals in the Works Department. I thank
him very much. I think that will be of
interest to the State Service Union: all
the public servants working in the State
Department of Works and Housing would be
sacked by the Minister for Works in 2
Labor Government. They would be put off
because of their political views. I thank the
honourable member very much; that has
confirmed for us here tonight

Mr DAVIS: T rise to a point of order.
Because it is an election year we must get
the record straight. I said what we would
get tid of would be the jobs for the boys
that the Liberal Party has put in, so that
would be the Liberal contractors who got
their jobs because of the payola from this
Government.
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Mr LANE: It is on the public record.
All the contractors who happen to be sup-
porters of the Liberal Party will not get
any more contracts. If a tendering system
still existed under the administration of the
member for Brisbane Central, there would
be no point in anyone who happened to
hold Liberal beliefs tendering because he
would not get the contract. That is well
placed on the public record here tonight, and
we will be happy to repeat it in other
places. The Labor Party has a spokesman,
and he has spoken. We have listened. The
“Hansard” reporters have reported it. What
the honourable member has said here
tonight is now in the official record. We
will be happy to tell evervone in this Siate
exactly where the Labor Party stands in
1980, first of all in respect of dayv-labour

and, secondly, in respect of competitive
tendering.
Now I think I might get on to some

positive comments about the Budget.
Mr K. J. Hooper: Mr Lane——

Does the honourable member
the roses

Mr LAME:
want to compliment me about
that grow in Newstead Park?

I now turn to some of the positive aspects
of the State Budget. I think that the State
Treasurer (Dr Edwards) is te be compli-
mented for an excellent job this year, It was
a quite outstanding Budget, Despite the
efforts of the Opposition to condemn it here
today, it was an excellent document. It will
satisly many people in the community. Let
me look at a measure of the Opposition’s
worth here today with respect to this Budget.
The Leader of the Opposition was reported
in the Brisbane “Telegraph”, which was dis-
tributed in this Chamber at 11.30 this morn-
ing, as making his criticism of the Budget.
It was on page 1 of the city edition of the
Brisbane “Telegraph”. The article read—

“The Queensland Opposition today
warned

“In a speech to State Parliament today
the Opposition ILeader, Mr Casey,
said . . .”
He had not even delivered the spesch at
the time the report appeared in the Brisbane
“Telegraph™. That shows a disregard for
the institution of Parliament and a total
contempt for his role as Leader of the
Opposition in this place. It is something
that he should not have done. He should
have come in here first and delivered his
specch with dignity and decorum. He then
could have circulated it to the members of
the Press who then could have reported it.
Instead, we have this cheap tactic of his
giving the speech to a reporter at 6.30 this
morning so that it could be reported in the
city edition of the Brisbane ‘“Telegraph”.

Now I would like to tell honourable mem-
bers what the sub-editors of the same news-
paper thought of the speech by the Leader



336 Supply
of the Cpposition after he had delivered it.
Before he delivered it, reference to it
appeared on page 1. After he had delivered
his speech, reference to it appeared on page
i15. In the final edition of the Brisbane
“Telegraph”, reference to the speech by the
Leader of the Opposition appears on page 15.
What appears before the reference to his
speech? There is a report about a rose
show. There is a report about the Chelsea
flower show, and the fact that a drain was
clogged up. What story replaced the story
about this speech on page 1 of the final
edition of the Brisbane “Telegraph”? There
is a story about dogs mauling a postman.
That is bigger news in this State than the
criticism that the Leader of the Opposition
can make in this Parliament of this Budget.

We know that he had very little to say
because it was a very positive Budget. It is a
Budget that caught the Opposition off guard.
For example, the pensioner rate rebate offered
in the Budget has been acclaimed as a first
far and wide by elderly people in this State.
It was a very good thing. The number of
telephone calls that I received in my elector-
ate office over the week-end, asking me to
pass on the thanks of the pensioner com-
munity to the Treasurer for this concession,
was quite outstanding.

Mr K. J. Hooper: Could I have your atten-
tion for just one moment?

Mr LANE: The member for Archerfield
is going red in the face trying to say some-
thing.

Mr K. J. Hooper: I do not want to
interrupt your speech, but I would like you
to acknowledge the vice-president of the
Liberal Party, Mr Greg Vickery, sitting in
the public gallery.

Mr LANE: I thank the honourable mem-
ber for Archerfield very much. The vice-
president is a very fine gentleman. He is a
man who has the interests of the State at
heart. The Liberal Party’s candidate for
South Coast is also in the gallery, if the
honourable member for Archerfield would
like to have a good look at him. He is also
a clean-cut, decent, moderate young gentle-
man.

The pay-roll tax concessions offered in the
Budget have also received a great deal of
acclaim from the business community, I
personally thank the Treasurer for agree-
ing to my representations in support of the
submission by the Committee of Catholic
Bishops with respect to subsidies and per
capita grants to non-Government schools.
The increase of $3.9m in capital grants
payment to non-Government schools, which
will appear in this third term, has been
acclaimed far and wide. Many members on
this side of the Chamber have already
received a great deal of thanks and apprecia-
tion from that circle. Primary student pay-
ments were increased by 15 per cent, from
$195 to $225 per annum for each primary
school student throughout Queensland.
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Secondary school student payments were
increased by 17.5 per cent, from $309 to $363
for the coming year commencing in the third
term.

I am sure the honourable member for
Brisbane Central sends his children to a priv-
ate school at Windsor and I am sure the
committee at that school will be the first to
write to me and thank me for my part in
achieving that increase. In fact, the letter
will probably be signed by his wife, who is
president of that committee. The efforts of
that committee are very much appreciated
because I know how hard he and his wife
work for that school and what a fine school
it is.

Mr Davis interjected.

Mr LANE: What would the honourable
member for Brisbane Central do about it if
he was in Government? What sort of per
capita grants would we have?

Mr K. J. Hoopers Mr Gunn, is this type
of chat across the Chamber allowed? I want
to listen to a speech.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN Mr
Gunn): Order! The honourable member for
Archerfield is one of the worst offenders.

Mr LANE: Another pet project of mine
in which I have taken a great interest over
the last nine years is the development of the
Brisbane Forest Park. I was very pleased to
see the provision of $200,000 for develop-
ment of recreation facilities in the Samford
State Forest and at the bush camp near Mt
Nebo. Brisbane and its environs are becom-
ing more densely settled and people, par-
ticularly those who live in high-rise develop-
ments such as exist in my electorate, will be
able to get a bit of relief in natural Aus-
tralian forest. The Brisbane Forest Park
stretches from Mt Coot-tha right up the
D’Aguilar Range to Woodford. T tell hon-
ourable members that that project is an
initiative of the Liberal Party, something that
was raised at a Ryan area conference of
the Liberal Party back in 1970. That pro-
posal was carried into Cabinet by Sir Douglas
Tooth, who was then Minister for Health
and who is now Chairman of the Brisbane
Forest Park Authority. It is a proposal that
is now coming to fruition. Many people now
go to this park.

An Opposition Member interjected.

Mr LANE: I do not imagine that any
members opposite have gone to the trouble
to go and have a look. I do not know who
is the Opposition spokesman on matters such
as the Brisbane Forest Park but I bet that
he has not been up to have a look at it.
He should take a drive up to Mt Nebo and
down to Bellbird Grove and see the thous-
ands of people who are there every week-
tend. Thousands of people are liberally
sprinkled through the natural Australian
bushland where there are clear, flowing
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streams and the sounds of bellbirds in the
trees. The barbecue areas are well kept
and are available to the families who wish
to go there. Swings and other equipment
are set aside for the pleasure of the many

1 invite honourable members opposite to go
and have a look at it, particularly the
honourable member for Brisbane Central. I
am sure he would appreciate it.

As budgetary matters affect all areas of
Government administration and responsibility,
I think it is fitting here tonight for me
to raise a matter of great public interest,
something that concerns the people in my
electorate and the people at large in Queens-
land. The subject, which is very topical at
the moment, is the fight against the increase

in drug usage in this State and in this
nation.
We all know that several months ago,

following the recommendations of the Aus-
tralian Royal Commission of dnquiry into
Drugs headed by Mr Justice Williams, the
Federal Liberal Government, formally and
rather suddenly, I thought, disbanded the
Narcotics Burean in accordance with the
recommendations of that report. When it
did so, it explained that it was done on
the basis of the recommendations of that
report, which said that the services of that
bureau had been unsatisfactory. The enforce-
ment of the drug laws in this country at
Federal level was passed into the hands
of the Australian Federal Police, which Sir
Colin Woods had been brought out from
Britain to establish and administer.

1 was concerned at that time about the
future career opportunities of many of the
excellent officers who staffed the Narcotics
Bureau. They were, it is true, quite a mix-
ture of people. Some of them were more
public servants than detectives; some were
more clerks than investigators. Still, amongst
them was a hard core of solid law-enforce-
ment officers who had had previous exper-
ience in other services. A large number
of members had joined the Narcotics Bureau
from the various State police forces through-
out Australia. They, I suggest, were the
real strength in the Narcotics Bureau. They
achieved the things that it was able to
achieve under the old arrangement.

Unfortunately, they had with them a
number of inexperienced officers who had
been seconded from the Bureau of Customs—
men who were more in the line of odd-jobs
men in that they were searchers with exper-
ience perhaps with ships, but no formal
training or experience as investigators. A
mumber of white-collar workers—clerks—
came from the general Commonwealth Pub-
lic Service It was an unfortunate bureau
that was established at the time. I must
concede that the Federal Government was
quite right in disbanding it when it did.

_ One of the recommendations of the Wil
liams report—it is the second recommenda-
tion, following the recommendation that the
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Narcotics Bureau be disbanded—was that
all members of the Narcotics Bureau be
given the option of remaining with the
Bureau of Customs or joining the Australian
Federal Police on terms at least equal to
those then enjoyed. Of course, that is a very
decent and proper industrial arrangement.
It is a type of grandfather clause, which
looked affer the existing members and rein-
forced the contract that a Federal Govern-
ment must have with its employees.

These officers were very gquickly sorted
out. Those of us who have some contact
with law-enforcement agencies know that
almost all of the officers who are kept on
in the mew drug unit, which is now a section
of the Australian Federal Police, were for-
mer police officers from other forces—exper-
ienced investigators. Most of the other gen-
tlemen, unless they showed particular apti-
tude and were highly recommended by senior
officers, now enjoy employment in the Bur-
eau of Customs, some of them as detection
officers, some of them as boarding officers,
some of them as searchers and some of them
down at the customs barrier checking people
coming in from overseas. So they have all
been looked after with employment in one
way or another, as was their entitlement.

A number of other recommendations were
made in the report and 1 would like to
refer to a few of them in this speech. It
was recommended in the Williams report
that the Narcotics Bureau drug intelligence
holdings and the facilities of the central
intelligence records bureau be transferred
to the National Criminal Drug Intelligence
Centre in Canberra so that all the intelli-
gence information on hand would be in
a central place and would not be lost. That
has been done.

It was also recommended that the Bureau
of Customs should organise its resources to
creatc and maintain a barrier against all
forms of smuggling. The Bureau of Customs,
of which the Narcotics Bureau previously
had formed part, had the sole responsibility
of maintaining that barrier, by one means
or another, against all forms of smuggling.
That, of course, included the barrier at the
formal places of entry—at airports, on the
wharves, and so on—around the nation, and
also a barrier against smuggling by means
of illegal entry along the coast.

It was written into the report by way of
recommendation that the Bureau of Customs
should no longer try to combat drug smug-
gling by going past the customs-barrier
themselves to investigate offences further,
particularly by following smuggled drugs
beyond the customs-barrier. That was a very
sound recommendation that there be a divi-
sion between the investigatory staff, on the
one hand, and the searching staff or the
revenue-collecting staff, on the other hand,
and it also has been enforced. The Federal
Government has acted on many of the basic
recommendations set out in the Williams
report.
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The report said that the Bureau of Cus-
toms should rely on the Australian Coastal
Surveillance Centre in Canberra for informa-
tion on possible breaches of the customs
screen. That centre is a co-ordinating body
that organises the forces of the RAAF, the
Royal Australian Navy and such other forces
as operate off our coast to keep the coastline
under surveillance to prevent it from being
breached by people coming from overseas,
perhaps in their own boats or light aircraft,
as has been done in a number of instances.
It was a sound recommendation that all
activities should be co-ordinated from a
central place.

The comment that I wish to make tonight
is that, in spite of the obvious goodwill on
the part of the Australian Federal Police
and the Federal Government to observe these
recommendations and to act in accordance
with them, because of the enormous bureauc-
racy associated with the Federal Govern-
ment, the Government has been very slow
in doing anything about them. At the
moment, we are in a sort of vacuum in
relation to the proper enforcement of laws
relating to drugs as they pertain to interna-
tional affairs. 1 suggest that the Federal
Government has indeed been negligent in
not moving fast enough to implement ali of
the recommendations of the report regarding
its cwn agencies. It has, for example, not
employed sufficient staff or gathered into its
organisation sufficient members to do a
workmanlike job.

It might surprise honourable members to
know that the drug unit of the Australian
Federal Police in Queensiand consists of five
men. Admittedly they are capable men, but
there are only five of them. I was in touch
with the superintendent of the Australian
Federal Police this morning to ask him what
had been done about increasing staff in
his area. He told me that he has only five
men to investigate the importation of illegal
drugs and to break up the organised crime
that goes with the drug trade throughout
the vast State of Queensland. That is just
not good enough, and the Federal Govern-
ment stands condemned for its lack of action.
It ought to get on with the job. I know that
at present it is bogged down in administrative
procedures. It is waiting for the Public Ser-
vice Board to sort things out; it is waiting
for amendmentis to be made to various pieces
of legislation. It ought to give the matter
priority. As I said, only five narcotics agents
are employed by the Federal Government for
the whole of Queensland at present.

The Brisbane phone book, in an entry
headed, “Australian Federal Police”, con-
tains a reference to the Drug Intelligence
Reporting Centre. People are advised by
that listing that they are entitled to a free
phone call, by STD or by a reverse-charge
call, if they dial the number to give informa-
tion to the drug unit of the Australian
Federal Police. That is a great pose, a good
advertising gimmick, because there are only
five men to carry out any investigations that
may be warranted.
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An Opposition Member: If vou dial you
get a recorded message.

Mr LANE: If a person dialled, T wonder
who would answer the phone.

Another recommendation of the Williams
report is that the three Nomad aircraft on
hand for the Customs Department should be
dedicated to Customs surveillance under the
control of the Australian Coastal Surveil-
lance Centre. 1 emphasise that there are
three Nomad aircraft for the whole of Aus-
tralia—not for Queensland only. One is
based in Townsville, another at Darwin and
the third at Port Headland. Anyone who
knows a little about Nomad aircraft is
aware that they are an excellent, safe, air-
worthy plane, and that they are extremely
slow. Any smugglers who fly across our
coastline, over the Gulf of Carpentaria or
from Groote Island in fast, twin-engined air-
craft from South East Asia or the Pacific
Jslands, could easily outstrip the Nomads.
They would not have a chance of leaving
one of the three bases and catching them.
Anyone caught crossing the coastline of Aus-
traiia with drugs is caught by sheer luck
rather than good management. It is prob-
abie that the Darwin radar operates a 9 a.m.
to 5 p.m. shift, five days a week. It certainly
does not provide adequate surveillance of
our vast coastline.

In the southern States the weather radar
is used in conjunction with the normal sur-
veillance radar to detect foreign vessels or
aircraft coming in from the sea. But Queens-
tand is too mountainous and vast, and the
weather radar is quite inadequate for that
purpose. We have an inadequate radar
facility in Darwin and three Nomad aircraft
to maintain surveillance of our coastline.
Unless the Federal Government does some-
thing dramatic, I venture to say that it is
not sincere in its attempts to crack down
on the drug trade.

Mr Moore: 1t is simply window-dressing.

Mr LANE: It certainly is. In & moment
I will get on to ways in which something
can be done about the situation. I am
pointing out what is being done now.

Another recommendation in the report is
that we should have a police unit from Aus-
tralia based in Thailand to liaise and work
actively with the Thai pelice and track down
drug importers and the big dealers in drugs in
South FEast Asia before they send their
goods to Australia. But that has not been
done. At the moment two Federal police
officers are based in Bangkok on liaison duty,
one at Kuala Lumpur in Malaysia and the
other at Jakarta. There are five Federal
police officers in the whole of South East
Asia whose major role is liaison. That
probably means answering the telephone and
replying to telex messages from Australia
rather than playing an active participatory
role in an investigatory sense.
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What is the answer? As someone who
has had some experience in investigation,
{ suggest that the way to curtail drug
imports is to implement a system of crime
intelligence, a system of undercover agents,
a system of in-depth investigation and sur-
veillance that starts with the big man and
works down rather than starting with the
street user and working up. Inevitably the
drug-pushing chain is broken somewhere
along the line. Safeguards are deliberately
built into the system so that the investigator
never gets to the top man,

At the moment we are fortunate to have
revealed to us something of a world-wide
network of syndicated drug runners which
was associated with the murder of the
Wilson couple in the South. That has given
members some insight into what goes on in
this area. Members should be aware that it
is little thanks to the Narcotics Bureau
or the Federal Police that this group was
tracked down and identified, with some being
brought to justice and some still being sought.

The initial good work that was done in
this regard was carried out by the Queens-
land Drug Squad. 1t was done on the
initiative of detectives attached to the Cri-
minal Investigation Branch. In the first
instance they identified the international cri-
minals involved and followed it up. They
checked the fingerprints to identify them.
They used their judgment and initiative and
were able to smell the trail. They did the
hard, slogging work that led right across
the chain of events that we have seen por-
trayed in recent days on television and in
the daily newspapers. Every Australian who
has had an opportunity to follow the story
in the Press knows how serious the problem
is and knows that great profiteers and multi-
millionaires are involved in the drug trade.
The first big breakthrough in any of these
investigations was made by the Queensland
Police.

I would be pleased if, in due course, I
heard some members of the Opposition pay
tribute to that fact. I am so disappointed to
hear them continually denigrate the mem-
bers of the Queensland Police Force, run
them down, criticise them and discourage
them in every way they can. Those officers
deserve every compliment and commendation
for what they did in this case.

The Queensland Drug Squad has a full
strength of 22 members.

Mr Wilson: Do they miss you?

Mr LANE: The honourable member for
Townsville South obviously thinks it is a
great joke. I kmow it is all a little beyond
him, and that he is not seriously concerned
about the drug problem in this country and
how young people are being sucked into
drugs. He is not concerned about what goes
on in his electorate in regard to this problem.
1 would have thought that, as a North
Queenslander, he would be one of the first
to acclaim the good work done by the
Queensland Police Force and to encourage
greater coastal surveillance in the North,
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which is the entry point of many drugs,
instead of approaching the problem in a
lighthearted manner.

1 was endeavouring to tell members that
the full strength of the Queensland Drug
Squad, which is based in Brisbane, is 22
members. At the moment, the squad has
20 members and vacancies have been
gazetted for two more—another sergeant
and a detective. So it is being increased to
its full strength of 22 members in the near
future, which is more than four times the
strength of the Federal Police Drug Unit
in Queensland.

I suggest that those federal politicians
who like to posture and criticise the State
Government from time to time should look
at this very serious problem and do some-
thing about implementing the recommenda-
tions of the Williams report. When we have
an adequate drug unit in the Federal Police
we should see an increased emphasis placed
on the exchange of information. The forces
will have a mutual respect for one another
and be able to work together in co-operation
for the common good, but while we have
a small team of five men employed by the
Federal Police and 22 by the State I suggest
that the Federal Police in this State cannot
be taken very seriously.

It has been suggested that there should
be a regular secondment of State officers to
work with the Australian Coastal Surveil-
lance Centre for periods of not less than
three months so that every State force will
have a body of officers familiar with the
details of the centre’s work. That is a
suggestion with which I agree, and I call
on the Federal Government to do something
positive about it. By the time the Federal
Government fights its way through the
administrative bureaucracy to implement the
report’s recommendations many more kilo-
grams of hard drugs will be brought into
this country and many more of our young
people will be led down the path towards
degradation and death.

The Williams report, which was a very
comprehensive document, is not the only
report that makes recommendations of this
sort. The one commissioned by the New
South Wales Government, and presided over
by the Honourable Mr Justice Woodward,
makes very similar recommendations, as
those who have gone to the trouble of
reading it would know. For those members
opposite such as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition (Mr D’Arcy), who has advocated
the legalisation or decriminalisation of drugs
such as marihuana, I point out that the
inquiry set up by the New South Wales
Government does not go along with that.
In his first recommendation Mr Justice
Woodward says that the cultivation, posses-
sion, supply or use of cannabis should not
be legalised. So once again the Australian
Labor Party is out of step with responsible
opinion.

Mr Justice Woodward has confirmed Mr
Justice Williams’s recommendations in that
he, too, agrees that there is a need for a
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small professional unit of Australian law
enforcement officers, both State and Federal,
to be attached to the police in Bangkok with
full clerical assistance and adequate trans-
portation so that they can integrate their
efforts, set up personal liaisons with officers
of the Thai police and start to get at the
big men in the drug-pushing world. He
believes that both State and Federal Govern-
ments should offer some assistance to the
Thai Government in the training of personnel
and the supply of equipment. Thailand is still
an under-developed country to some extent,
and some of the trained personnel and mod-
ern items of equipment we have in this
country could make a definite contribution
in assisting Thailand which, I believe, has
been genuine in its efforts to stamp out the
source of many of the drugs that come into
this country. Mr Justice Woodward also
agrees that there should be an increase in
personnel liaising with police officers in
countries such as Thailand.

He makes the point that the Police Depart-
ment should divide its manpower resources
so that at least 65 per cent of the drug
law enforcement effort is spent in attempt-
ing to intercept traffickers above the street
level. On hearing all the evidence, he of
course recognised that whilst picking up a
hippie with a couple of joints of marijuana
in his pocket may be a very important
thing to do in the interest of the health
and well-being of that unfortunate individual,
it is not the way to break the drug trade.
The traffickers in drugs at a higher level,
the organisers, the Mr Bigs, are the ones
to get at, and all the surveillance around
our coastline will only pick up that stray
aircraft that happens to fly across when
our Nomad aircraft or patrol vessels happen
to be on the spot by luck or coincidence.

~ There should be an expansion of divis-
ional units of police engaged in drug-related
investigations right throughout the State,
and I call on the Queensland Government
here and now to establish a specific Drug
Squad on the Gold Coast, which is one of
the_ major trouble spots for this sort of
activity, and in the major northern cities
of Townsville and Cairns, There should be
a Drug Squad associated with the CI
Branches in those places. They would have
the special responsibility to attend to this sort
of work. It happens to be a fact—I have
said it in this Chamber many times before—
that in police investigations, what is every-
body’s business ends up being nobody’s
business. So it is necessary to have specialist
officers with a specific area of responsibility
to which they can apply their time and
efforts. This is just some of the back-
ground to some of the major social problems
that exist in this State.

One should acknowledge the great wealth
and strength that exists in this great State
of Queensland. If any of the other States
had suffered losses in revenue of up to
$4.3m week after week from a strike as
disastrous as the Central Queensland coal
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strike and still been able to bring forward
a Budget that met the needs of the people,
and contained as many pluses as the one
brought down by this Treasurer, then that
State would have been justly proud of itself.
Only in Queensland could we sustain such a
healthy economic environment, despite this
great set-back with its indirect effects on
industry in the southern parts of the State.
It is of great credit to all of us in
Queensland.

In conclusion, I should like to acknow-
ledge the work of the officers of the State
Treasury who slaved long and hard late
at night continually adjusting the Budget
figures so that the books would balance.
They did this each week as the strike cost
the State anticipated revenue. For their
technical competence in this respect they
deserve every acclaim and commendation
that this Parliament can give.

Mr NEAL (Balonne) (8.24 p.m.): In rising
to speak in this Budget debate, I congratu-
late the Treasurer on again introducing a
balanced Budget. Notwithstanding the critics
in the ALP, it is a Budget that I believe
will allow the State to continue along the
pathways of progress and development. In
addressing myself to the Budget I shall cover
a number of aspects of it and deal with a
few of the problems that concern con-
stituents in my electorate.

The operations of this Government are
conducted on a large scale. The resources
of this State are only just beginning 1o be
tapped. We are just beginning to scratch
the surface so to speak—to unlock the
treasures with which this State is endowed.
There is tremendous development of our
coal and mineral deposits, There is the
search for oil and gas, with some success,
in the Surat Basin. There is the Rundle
project. There is the prospect of the Bur-
dekin Dam. That is to name just a few.

To get full benefit from our resources we
must have responsible development and care-
ful management. We have had this over
quitse a number of years through the
National-Liberal free enterprise Government,
which has employed sound economic manage-
ment and that, in itself, is telling the story
with the development that is taking place.

Queensland is a State with an exciting
future, the State that is destined to be the
leading State of the nation. We have huge
energy resources and, properly managed in
a fuel-hungry world, they must ensure that
the people of this State and nation will have
a better standard of living overall. If it
were not for the tremendous contribution
that this State makes to the nation’s export
income, we would certainly be the worse for
it and the nation would be in the red.

The Treasurer has outlined the Govern-
ment’s intentions for development for the
next 12 months. He has done this notwith-
standing a fairly high rate of inflation and a
somewhat tight-fisted Federal Government
which has stated policies aimed at continuing
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restraint of the public sector, particularly of
capital works. The Treasurer has brought
down a responsible Budget. For many years
now inflation has been the main killer of
initiative and jobs. There is no doubt in my
mind that until inflation is brought under
control we canmot expect to see this nation
back on the road to prosperity, nor will we
see any appreciable lowering of the high
rate of unemployment.

The simple facts of the matter are that
when the ALP was in power it squandered
the nation’s wealth as if it was going out
of fashion.

Mr Booth: What it did was very depress-
ing, wasn't it?

Mr NEAL: 1t was absolutely depressing.

I wish to mention the track record of the
Labor members in this Chamber who hope
to govern Queensland after the next election.
Of course, if the track record of their federal
colleagues is any indication, then we can-
not expect much from the ALP in Queens-
land. I would not want the people of this
State, and indeed this nation, to forget
that track record.

It is time that people again realised what
Labor’s legacy to this nation has been. In
Government the Labor Party presided over
the most destructive increase in inflation this
nation has ever witnessed or had to suffer.
Of course, it claims that Mr. Fraser has had
sufficient time to tidy up the mess, and that
is a true indication of the business acumen
displayed by the members of the ALP in this
Chamber. It is a well-established fact that,
after bankruptcy, few businesses rise again.
The Fraser Government has had an unen-
viable task of rehabilitating this country after
the free-spending days of the Whitlam Gov-
ernment.

The Treasurer has stated that the Com-
monwealth allocation for major programs
such as roads and housing are well below
acknowledged levels. Of course, I belive that
this is one area in which we will suffer. That
is most unfortunate. Extra money is needed
for housing to help overcome backlogs and
to meet increasing demands. Appendix C
to the Fipancial Statement shows a higher
level of activity in the building industry in
this State during the vear than on the
national level. Less finance means fewer
houses and that means waiting lists for
houses, people living in accommodation that
is not to their requirements, young marrieds
living with their in-laws and a whole lot of
other things that are undesirable, I know
that the Minister for Works and Housing
is doing all he can within the limits of his
budget. He does a very good job.

To quote the Treasurer, roads were funded
well below acknowledged levels. Roads play
a very important part in such a vast State
as Queensland. The funding of new roads
and road maintenance is a matter of great
concern not only to road users but also
to local authorities, whose work-forces depend
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upon it for their livelihood. Roads in rural
areas are of paramount importance. They
are the main lines of communication and
commerce. The allocation of $127.8m from
the Commonwealth Government represents
an increase of some 11 per cent on the
1979-80 allocation,

Like our Minister for Local Government,
Main Roads and Police, I look forward
to Queensland’s share of the Commonwealth-
guaranteed road-funding program of some
$3,750m over five years, commencing next
financial year. The present allocation gives
no significant increase in real money terms.
The Federal Minister stated that his Gov-
ernment had to balance road mneeds with the
need for economic restraint in the present
financial year.

In view of the inflationary effect of oil
parity pricing and the tremendous amount
of revenue—something like $3,000m in a
full year—derived from fuel users by the
implementation of that decision, I believe
that the Federal Government could and
should return a portion of the money for
road-works. I feel certain that there would
be a far greater acceptance of the principles
behind world parity pricing if the users of
fuel could see some tangible benefit from
the implementation of that policy. The
industries that are compelled to use fuel—
mining and primary production—should be
given some comsideration because of world
parity pricing.

It might interest the Committee to know
that the projected expansion in wheat-grow-
ing areas of this State is expected to be
something like 16 per cent each year. In
other words, over the next five years the
acreage planted to wheat will be doubled.
There is only one thing the primary pro-
ducer can use if he is to grow that amount
of wheat—fuel.

The suggestion that good roads encourage
greater use of fuel is, as far as I am con-
cerned, a load of rubbish. Better country
roads will save fuel. The overall funds of
$247.8m allocated for roads will, 1 believe,
fall short of our requirements. Apart from
new works, there is a need for extra main-
tenance money to keep existing bitumen
roads in good order. Work is needed on
many of our bitumen roads to build up
shoulders, to effect repairs to pot-holes, and
to carry out general maintenance. It is
essential that we maintain in good order
what we already have.

I was pleased to see that the 3t George
to Hebel road has not been overlooked and
that special project funds will be used in
its construction. The road needs of the
Balonne electorate are many. I know that
the Minister for Main Roads is aware of
the problems. He has been of great assis-
tance and is doing as much as he can within
the confines of his budget. Whilst there are
many important roads in my electorate, I
do not intend to single any out. As far as
I am concerned, all of the roads are import-
ant and have their priorities.
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One matter I draw to the attention of
the Minister is the release of new work.
By and large, most of the releases for our
main roads and priority roads have been for
bitumen 18 feet wide. I notice that for the
Mitchell to St George road the Warroo
Shire Council has accepted 12 feet bitumen.
In the past it has been getting 18 feet
pavements, but this time it has elected to
take 12 feet, believing that it will go further.
I do not agree with the decision. It is the
council’s decision, but in the long term 1
would prefer to see wider bitumen. I think
it is best.

The Treasurer stated that work-value wage
increases that have been granted or are in
the pipeline have added a further dimension
to Budget planning and constitute a major
cost item this year. Some $248m has been
budgeted to cover these and estimated future
increases during the year. The Treasurer
can only gaze into his crystal ball and
hope that he is somewhere near the mark.
If he has underestimated, the shortfall must
be made up by the cutting of services else-
where; if he has overestimated, the reverse
applies,

One can only agree with the basic thrust
of the Budget as outlined in the Financial
Statement—

“maximum possible supplementation of
the capital program with the aim of main-
taining effort and employment opportuni-
ties in the public and private sectors.”

I am sure that all honourable members
would agree with that. It continues—
“maintenance of existing levels of ser-
vice with some enhancements and improve-
ments in areas of demonstrated need. No
increase in overall administrative staff
establishments but increases in police, hos-
pital and teaching staff.”

That is a very wise move on the part of
the Government, because increases are con-
fined to areas in which they are absolutely
necessary. The Financial Statement con-
tinues—
“assistance to non-Government organisa-
tions etc. increased in line with cost
increases.

“charges generally increased in line with
cost to maintain real values.

“no increases in taxation but further
concessions in certain areas.”

That is a very responsible attitude, an atti-
tude that the Government has taken over
the years. In these times of economic
restraint, the thrust of the Budget is one with
which the Government can live, and it is
proof positive that it is prepared to live
within its means.

As to the Consolidated Revenue Fund—
provision is made for a total expenditure of
$2,511.3m. Actually, the Treasurer has bud-
geted for a surplus of $162,836. Taking into
account a small deficit in 1979-80, that
becomes a small deficit of $198,527.
Although the Budget is balanced, there is
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a small deficit as a result of the deficit car-
ried over from last year.

Turning to receipts—there is expected to
be an increase of $127m, or 13.3 per cent,
in the State’s entitlement under the Com-
monwealth’s perscnal income tax-sharing
arrangements. That keeps pace in real money
terms with a little added. The Treasurer
has stated that the estimate for 1980-81 of
$1,079.5m includes a long-overdue correction
of an anomally in respect of an undercount-
ing of the State’s population and the applica-
tion of the incorrect figure to the calculation
of Queensland’s tax-sharing entitlement. It
is pleasing to know that we are at last
receiving what is our due, and what has
been our due. The Treasurer has not stated
whether the Commonwealth Government,
having acknowledged the error, is going to
give this State full measure for any short-
falls that occurred during the years in which
the incorrect calculations were made. The
loss last year amounted to about $22m.

The Treasurer has stated that the Govern-
ment has given very lengthy consideration to
the question of adjustment of rail fares and
general freight rates, and that, apart from
fixed increases in freight rates in haulage
contracts, general freights and rail passenger
fares will be increased by an average of 15
per cent. Of course, no-one likes to sece
fares or freights increase. Unfortunately,
it is a fact of life that Governments are
forced to take action in the same way as
private enterprise is forced to take action
to increase charges.

There is no doubt about the wisdom of
rail users who have chosen to contract for
their haulage. Under the contract system,
they have set for the term of the conmtract
the charges that are to be levied. As hon-
ourable members are aware, certain per-
centage escalations are calculated each year
under those contracts, It is good business
for those using rail transport; it also is
good business for the railways. The Railway
Department is assured of the contract and
knows that it will get the business.

The losses incurred by the Railway Depart-
ment are massive. The Government must
strive to maintain and improve rail services.
In the long term the Railway Department
should improve its position when one con-
siders the impact of the escalation of fuel
costs on road transport. The railway must
continue to streamline its services and strive
for greater efficiency. Increased mineral
haulage will assist the overall railway func-
tion. We know how bad the losses in the
Railway Department would be but for the
profits flowing from the haulage of min-
erals.

I recently had the pleasure of meeting a
delegation from New South Wales. The
members of the delegation came to Brishbane
to investigate the feasibility of wusing our
rail service to supply their area in con-
junction with road transport. Because they
were considering using our rail system, they
were looking to companies in Queensiand to
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supply the goods. They came up here to
investigate our rail charges and services
and the supplying of goods and services
because of the Wran Government’s decision
to close down the railway line serving their
area of New South Wales. I discussed the
matter with our Minister for Transport. I
hope that we can serve them. I know
that the Minister will be doing his best. We
can certainly be thankful that we have a
Government which recognises the importance
of the railway system to the rural areas.

In the field of pay-roll tax, once again the
Government has recognised the burden placed
on employers. It is a tax on employment
that has no regard whatever for the profit-
ability or otherwise of an enterprise. This
is what the Treasurer’s Financial Statement
has to say about pay-roll tax—

“As from 1st January 1981 employers
with an annual pay-roll less than $180,000
will be exempt from pay-roll tax. The new
maximum exemption proposed is an
increase of 20 per cent on the previous
maximum of $150,000 and will be more
than double the present maximum exemp-
tions applying in other States.

“The minimum exemption will also be
increased by 20 per cent from $30,000 to
$36,000 from the same date and will
apply to all employers having an annual
pay-roll in excess of $237,600.”

The burden of pay-roll tax is counter-pro-
ductive to employment. The 20 per cent
increase in the exemption level means that
the exemption gives a net gain to employers
over and above the wage rises during the
year.

The exemption from land tax on land
owned personally by residents, or being used
by the owner or some other person such
as a share farmer for agriculture, dairying
or grazing, will also be well received. I
do not believe that it will cost the State
a tremendous sum of money., As the
Treasurer said, the exemptions from pay-
roll tax and land tax are expected to mean
a loss of about $8,500,000 in a full year.
However, he also indicated that because of
increased business activity and the expan-
sion of business throughout the State, there
will be a net pay-roll tax increase.

In respect of special capital allocations,
$82.9m will be distributed to special works
of an employment-creating or sustaining
nature this year. That is about $15,300,000
less than the amount of $98,200,000 provided
for in last year’s Budget. Unfortunately, as
the Treasurer said, the allocations have
suffered as the result of revenue loss sus-
tained by the miners’ strike, If the strike
had not taken place, it is estimated that the
sum allocated would be well in excess of
$100m. Because of the losses the State
suffered  during that strike—and they
exceeded $4m a week—there must obviously
be a cut-back in services somewhere. Some
area will have to suffer as a result of that
strike,
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Notwithstanding this loss caused by
the strike in the Central Queensland coal-
fields and the resultant loss of revenue, it is
very good to see that pensioners have been
given consideration by way of a 50 per cent
subsidy to local authorities on rate rebates
to pensioners to apply from 1 January 1981.
It will be welcome news for the pensioners
and the local authorities, especially those
that have, in the past, of their own volition,
recognised the position of pensioners and
given them a rate rebate. I will be inter-
ested to see the overall application of this
scheme,

The general purpose untied grants are
welcomed by the local authorities. They look
forward to them. I share their aspirations
that they will continue to be included in
future Budgets.

The $3.8m for operating and capital sub-
sidies for local authority libraries represents
a 15 per cent increase over last year’s allo-
cation and is therefore a small gain in real
money terms.

Local authorities should be generally
pleased with the increased entitlement under
personal income tax-sharing arrangements
of $36, which will mean an increase of
$13.3m, bringing the total to $50.7m for
this year. This increase is, in fact, the
honouring of the Federal Government’s
undertaking of 1977 to increase local govern-
ment’s share of personal income tax collec-
tion to 2 per cent.

In discussing the provision of moneys for
our hospitals and our health services, I
realise that the Government is having its
share of problems in relation to the Fed-
eral Government’s insistence that the pro-
gram of cost-sharing on a 50:50 basis not
include additional facilities or any element
of enhancement. This has meant an added
burden to the States so far as these services
are concerned. This is quite disturbing but
so also is the inability of some country
hospital boards to raise loan moneys for
their projects.

I should like to draw attention to the
problems of the Balonne Hospitals Board
over the past 18 months to two years. Of
a total of $1.5m sought in loan funds, it
has been able to raise only something like
$250,000. I do not know what can be done
in this area to assist, but I do know that,
for every year that goes by, the construction
costs escalation and the additional interest
payable will mean that, when the hospital
1s finally built, the overall cost will probably
be something like double the original esti-
mate. The whole situation is unacceptable.
I ask the Treasurer to give very serious
consideration to this problem, which is not
confined to the Balonne Hospitals Board.

Mr Yewdale: You had better write to him;
he did not hear you.

Mr NEAY: The honourable member
would know all about it if it happened in
his area.
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I am disappointed that consideration was
not given to the supply of an aircraft for
the second Flying Surgeon Service based at
Roma large enough to accommodate a
stretcher patient. I understand that the plane
contracted for will be similar in size to the
plane already operating the Flying Surgeon
Service out of Longreach. As the Aerial
Ambulance Service is virtually non-existent
in my area——

Mr K. J. Hooper: Where is that?

Mr NEAIL: If the honourable member
does not know, he should. Obviously he
does not come out there because there would
be no point in his doing so. He knows he
will be well and truly done over.

The Aerial Ambulance Service is virtually
non-existent in my area and, in emergency
cases, charter planes have to be engaged.
In some instances they have to come from as
far away as Brisbane. There are no suitable
charter planes in the immediate vicinity for
such purposes. Difficulties in chartering
arise, especially over week-ends. In such
emergency cases, when the Flying Surgeon
has been called in, it would be sound prac-
tice to have a plane on the spot capable of
doubling as an ambulance for the cases that
have to be sent urgently to larger hospitals
for attention.

The significant increase in assistance for
home nursing services to take account of the
movement in award rates and the implemen-
tation of the new Domiciliary Nurses Award
is welcome news. There has been an increase
of 22 in their number, and I noted the fact
that nine of them are to be allocated to the
St Vincent de Paul Society. That is a very
good thing. But while on that subject, I
would like the Minister to give consideration
to a request that I know is in the pipeline for
one of these nurses to be appointed to the
Miles area. Her proposed area of coverage
would include places such as Condamine,
Miles, Drillham, Dulacca and up to Wandoan
and Taroom. There are a number of organ-
isations within that area which support the
concept of such a nurse including the Murilla
Shire, and the Church of England Minister at
Miles is working very hard to try to get this
proposal off the ground.

The Education Vote has once again drawn
some criticism, and this is only to be expected.
It always draws criticism, and I believe that
no matter how much money was allocated to
education it would still be criticised as being
insufficient. The increase of 15.3 per cent on
last year’s allocation to $600.9m more than
keeps pace with rising costs and, as the
Treasurer has pointed out, is in line with the
increase in State resources. Whilst I cer-
tainly would have liked to have seen a
greater allocation of money to education, I
would also have liked to have seen a greater
allocation of money to housing and roads. If
it cannot be done, it cannot be done and that
is that. Any greater allocation to education
would obviously mean a corresponding lesser
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amount elsewhere, and who is going to sug-
gest where that would be? The overall allo-
cation for education is in excess of that for
other Government services generally, so I
believe that it is fair and reasonable,

It is pleasing to see that non-Government
schools will be assisted by the increase in per
capita grants by 15 per cent from $195 to
$225 per annum for primary students and by
17.5 per cent from $309 to 3363 per annum
for secondary students. These amounts repre-
sent an increase of 5 and 7 per cent respec-
tively in real money terms. Non-Government
schools play a very important role in the
overall education system. Without them
many students in isolated areas would be
denied the benefit of a good education. I
fully support the Government’s measures for
assistance to these schools. It does, however,
disappoint me to see that there has been no
increase in the assistance provided through
remote area scholarships and remote area
allowances. The parents of children who are
compelled to use the services of independent
schools are still faced with escalating costs.
The cost of school fees has been rising over
the years and this has meant an added burden
on parents. I had hoped the Government
would have been able to give some assistance
by way of an increase in those allowances.
They are a very deserving case because, as I
said earlier, it is the only way in which such
children can obtain an education. School
bus operators play a very important role in
our rural communities. They received a 12
per cent increase in the Budget, along with
those who convey children privately.

Mr K. J. Hooper: Are you talking about
Tara or Meandarra?

Mr NEAL: I would point out to the hon-
ourable member for Archerfield that in many
instances people in those areas have to travel
over gravel roads, and this in itself creates a
problem, but it appears that the honourable
member for Archerfield even has problems
driving down a bitumen road. The increase
in the amounts paid to bus operators and
parents who convey privately will keep pace
generally with rises in costs.

I now wish to touch on the Police Vote.
It is pleasing to see an increase of 23 per
cent, from $100.4m to $123.5m, in the alloca-
tion for the Police Department. There is pro-
vision for the appointment of 160 new
officers, and for a further 37 to overcome
the understaffing situation. The purchase of
an additional aircraft

Mr K. J. Hooper: What about some of
those old poddy dodgers in your area?

Mr NEAL: 1 am just referring to the
aircraft that is to be purchased. I believe
that it could be used in apprehending some
of the gentlemen to whom the hcnourable
member just referred. Special funds are
being provided for computer development,
additional vehicles, radios and other equip-
ment in order to provide a higher standard
of service. All of those things will be of
assistance to the Police Force.
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I am particularly interested in the appoint-
ment of additional police officers and trust
that the Minister will be able to allocate
an extra man to the Tara police area. I have
raised this matter with him on numerous
occasions as I believe that an extra police
officer is well and truly warranted there.
The area serviced by the two-man station is
extremely large. The men do an excellent
job, and I certainly have no criticism what-
soever of their work.

I also believe that the overall service is
spread too thinly. It was a three-man station,
but it was reduced to a two-man station
and the area was increased. I hope that
one of the additional police officers will be
allocated to that particular area. When the
strength of the Tara Police Station was
reduced, the Minister indicated that he was
not prepared to establish a one-man station
in the Moonie area, which is in the Tara
police area. Of course, that would have
relieved the situation. However, he said that
he would give consideration to increasing
the strength at Tara.

While he is giving consideration to it,
I would hope that he will also give considera-
tion to at least equipping the Tara station
and vehicle with one of the new radios that
will be purchased. What is needed is a radio
system that is effective over a range suffi-
cient to enable contact from the furthest
point within the area covered.

Police housing, particularly in the St
George area, is another matter which I
wish to mention. We have problems of vary-
ing degrees from time to time. As accom-
modation problems are overcome, transfers
or other circumstances seem to create other
problems. I am certainly at a loss to under-
stand why the allotment adjoining the police
station was used for a Housing Commission
home instead of a police residence. I believe
that it would have been only common sense
to have built a police residence on that
allotment.

I have already touched on the railways.
One can only say again that the losses
are massive. They have increased from
$60.9m last year to $91.7m this year, and
they are only the operating losses. Losses
on general rail operations, exclusive of
mineral haulage, are estimated to exceed
$200m which, when added to the general
debt servicing cost, will mean an overall loss
in excess of 3$242.6m, some 3$30m up on
last year’s losses. From the Treasurer’s fig-
ures, it would appear that profit on mineral
haulage this year will be about the same
as last year, notwithstanding the haulage from
the new Norwich Park and Gregory mines.
Apparently the extra profits that would
have accrued from the haulage from those
two new mines will be more than offset
by the overall loss of profit as a result
of the miners’ strike, It has indeed been
a costly strike.

I now wish to deal with the Vote for
the Primary Industries Department. Of
course, while doing so, I wish to take the
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opportunity to express my appreciation of
the services rendered by the former Minister
for Primary Industries, Vic Sullivan. He
certainly did a very good job in that port-
folio over many years. He was always
approachable and he did his best to assist
at all times. He was always sympathetic
to the people of the vast inland areas. He
appreciated and understood their problems.

1 wish to congratulate the new Minister
for Primary Industries (Mr Ahern) on his
appointment and look forward to working
in co-operation with him. I believe he has
started on the right foot, so far as the
people of the South-west are concerned, by
undertaking his recent visit to the drought-
affected areas immediately after his appoint-
ment as Minister, Many people throughout
that area have already expressed their appre-
ciation of his willingness to go out and
see at first hand the problems with which
they have been faced as a result of this
disastrous drought.

I would be remiss if T did not acknow-
ledge the assistance that has been rendered
by this Government in the drought-stricken
areas. ‘That assistance has been given by
way of rail freight rebates and road trans-
port rebates on the cartage of stock for
sale or slaughter, to agistment, for recon-
signment to further agistment, return from
agistment, for restocking purposes and for
the cartage of fodder and water. The rebate
for rail is 75 per cent and for road it is
75 per cent of the loaded road journey up
to a maximum of 75c per km for a loaded
cattle deck of 32 feet, whichever is the lesser
amount. Other decks, of course, are cal-
culated on a pro-rata basis. For sheep
decks the maximum rate payable per km
is two-thirds of the cattle deck rate.

Fssential machinery and equipment includ-
ing water troughing, piping, windmills, tanks
and related essential materials to provide
water for drought stock, as well as tractors
for pushing of fodder trees or to desilt
dams, and harvesting machinery, atiract a
50 per cent freight rebate. All these con-
cessions apply as well for the use of private
farm vehicles in the cartage of these goods.

There is also a 50 per cent rebate on
the cartage of essential fuels for drought
mitigation purposes, which applies in remote
areas where extra freight is charged by a
carrier required to travel beyond a specified
distance from a scheduled differential point.

For the droving of stock, a subsidy is
payable on the stock routes and reserves.
For contract drovers it amounts to 25 per
cent of the contract charges. For families
and hired labour it is $15 per day per plant.
These measures are of real benefit to the
people in those areas.

On his recent frip the Minister saw at
first hand just what a benefit these measures
are, In one particular instance we met a
widowed grandmother with what is left of
her cattle herd on the road. She was on
horseback in charge of her cattle and feed-
ing them along the road, She had been
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with them on the road since March. She
told us that she was appreciative of the
drought-relief measures and that whilst she
had not at that stage submitted an appli-
cation to claim some benefit, she certainly
would and the $15 a day would mean a
considerable amount to her.

Of course, all these measures require prior
approval from the stock inspector and it is
only reasonable that, where public funds
are to be expended in assistance, checks
should be made. Prior to any movement,
it is required that the stock inspector be
advised. At the same time, he is in a
position to advise land-holders of the
measures that apply to their circumstances.
By and large, the administration of these
concessions has functioned well, but there
have been some hassles with the returns.
The Minister has indicated that he will
streamline the operations to permit a faster
return of the rebates to the applicants. That
will be welcome news.

I also wish to pay a compliment to two
of the members of the Department of
Primary Industries who head the drought

secretariat, They are Mr Jan Robertson
and his 2 i/c, Miss Drynan. 1 thank them
for their assistance, understanding and

co-operation. At all times they have been
most helpful. Mr Robertson accompanied
the Minister on his recent trip out West to
the drought-stricken areas and he certainly
assisted in engendering in the people that
he met in those areas a great deal of con-
fidence in the department.

The Government has also made available
drought relief loans for carry-on purposes,
including sustenance, essential property opera-
tions and payment of rates. The loans are
for an amount of $100,000 per property,
but with provision for a similar amount if
necessary because of the duration of the
drought or the scale of enterprise. They
attract a 5 per cent interest rate and are
for 2 maximum term of seven years, with
a provision for deferment up to three years
providing the loan and interest charges are
fully repaid within seven years. To be
eligible, producers must comply with certain
criteria. These are that they must be (i)
in working occupation of their property;
(i1) i necessitous circumstances due to the
drought; (iii) unable to obtain sufficient
finance through normal commercial channels;
and (iv) considered to have a potentially
viable enterprise with the assistance proposed.
The loans are administered by the Agricul-
tural Bank. So far over 250 landholders
have received those loans.

There have been a few problems associated
with the loans, mainly because some people
were of the impression that they were avail-
able to any landholder in a drought-declared
area. Unfortunately, that is not so. Whilst
it may have been the wish of the Government
to be able to make lcans available in such
cases, it has simply not been possible. The
State does not have that sort of money
available to it. Unfortunately in droughts
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there are many who are deserving of such
loans but, either through good management
or prudent management, are denied them. In
many instances, those who have done the
most to help themselves are the last to get
Government help.

The Lands Department has also introduced
concessions to landholders in drought-declared
areas. They include—() waiver of fees for
permits issued to allow depasturage of stock
on stock routes and reserves for travelling
stock from or in drought-declared areas or
from properties declared drought stricken;
(i) extension of time for payment of Crown
rents and reduced or waived penalty interest
rates; and (iii) instalment payment of arrears
to be considered for individuals experiencing
genuine hardship. All of these measures
of drought assistance that the Government
has introduced are assisting people. They
have enabled the preservation of many of
the breeding flocks and herds of the South
West. The Government has been playing its
part in this drought as in past droughts.
The people in the inland know that this
Government has not forgotten them; that
we are the ones who understand their prob-
lems; that we are the ones who will assist
when they need assistance. I have recorded
in “Hansard” these measures of assistance
as T believe they are measures of which this
Government can be proud.

I now turn to sport and youth, funds for
which the Treasurer has indicated will be sub-
stantially increased. The subsidy for the
sporting facilities scheme is certainly of great
benefit. It has enabled clubs to provide better
facilities than would have been possible from
their own resources, and I know that the
sporting organisations in my electorate apprec-
iate this fact. The increase of 33 per cent
on last year’s allocation should mean that
more clubs will get through the gate, so to
speak, in their applications for subsidy. The
allocation of $5.9m, up $1.5m on last year,
should certainly mean just that. I trust it
does and lock forward to receiving a favour-
able slice in my electorate.

Whilst on that subject, I must commend
the Director of Sport for the manner in which
he carries out his duties, Being a sportsman
of note himself, and actively involved in sport
in his private life, it is only to be expected
that he would understand the requirements of
sporting organisations.

The various measures outlined by the
Treasurer in the Budget, such as the increase
from $180 to $200 a week for full-time
administrators and coaches and the increase
in the subsidy from $75 to 3$85 for part-
time administrators and coaches, keep pace
with inflation, and, of course, the $3,500
towards the cost of staging seminars will also
be of benefit. Although I doubt that many
seminars will be staged in my electorate,
I support the proposal.

I support, too, the $5C,000 special grant
to the Mater Hospital to enable it to
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provide a sports medicine therapy centre at
the hospital for the Australian Sports
Medicine Foundation.

It gives me pleasure to support the
Treasurer in his introduction of the Budget,
As I said earlier, I believe that overall it
is a responsible Budget in which the Govern-
ment is seen to be living within its means,
a Budget that the people of this State will
accept under the present economic circum-
stances,

Mr FOURAS (South Brisbane) (9.11 p.m.):
The best description that I could give
of the State Budget is that it is insipid. It
attempts to maintain the status quo but
does nothing to overcome the major problem
of unemployment or to provide services to
improve the gquality of life of the average
Queenslander.

One of the problems in this State is that
there is a chill over the Sunshine State’s
manufacturing industries. Rationalisation of
industry is taking place and firms are shifting
their plants down south. Consequently, many
jobs are being lost to Queensland, and I
believe that the Liberal Treasurer of this
State should be criticised severely for not
making an attempt to stop the rape of our
manufacturing industries,

This morning, when speaking about the
work-force, the Leader of the Opposition
gave statistics showing that although Queens-
land has 15 per cent of the Australian
work-force it has less than 10 per cent of the
manufacturing work-force. In the last year
or so, two take-overs have taken place in
my electorate that have very severely affected
employment. The first was the take-over of
Malleys at Stones Corner by Simpson. They
shifted the majority of their operations to
Adelaide and, as a result, 300 jobs in my
electorate were lost. More recently there
was the take-over of Paterson Reid & Bruce
Ltd. It was sold out and fleeced, and 150
jobs were lost, Similar things have been
taking place throughout the State of Queens-
land, and it is time some protection was
given to manufacturing industries and the
jobs of Queenslanders.

The honourable member for Merthyr, who
preceded the honourable member for Balonne
in this debate, made scurrilous personal
attacks on two members of the Opposition,
the honourable member for Murrumba and
the honourable member for Brisbane Central.
In criticising them personally, the honourable
member for Merthyr brought little credit on
himself or on this Parliament.

One of the matters about which the hon-
ourable member for Merthyr boasted was
the fact that the Budget provides for pen-
sioner rate rebates, as if the Liberal Treasurer
was concerned for the welfare of pensioners
in this State, I am sure that nobody is
unaware that Governments in southern States
have been giving 50 per cent rate rebate
subsidies for many years. All that the
Government of this State is doing is giving
25 per cent on top of that. Of course, in
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other States local authorities receive the
50 per cent subsidy and are able to pass it on
by way of cheaper rates. In Queensland, local
authorities will still have to find 50 per cent.
Therefore, Queensland will still be behind
the other States and the Government is not
being nearly as generous as it pretends it is.

Under the leadership of the Treasurer, the
Liberal Party in this State has done very
little to support Brisbane electorates. Let us
look at transport costs. In the last two
Budgets, a 50 per cent subsidy has been
provided for city transport. Every other
capital city in Australia receives a 100 per
cent subsidy on city transport. This year,
it will cost the Government of New South
Wales $70m to fully subsidise city transport.
On the other hand, in Brisbane the rate-
payers, whether they use public transport
or not, have to subsidise public transport to
the extent of $12m this year.

If one looks at the take-over of the
Brisbane City Council’s profitable electricity
undertaking and the fact that pensicners are
not receiving rate rebates similar to those
in other States, it is easy to see that the
ratepayers of Brisbane are being slugged.
They are slugged simply because the Liberal
Party in this Parliament will not stand up
to the dictates of the National Party. The
Liberal Party is meek and subservient. It is
a paper tiger. It is appalling that Liberals
go to the electorate and say, “Give us
the numbers and we will give you better
government—a more tolerant government.”
It is well that the Liberal Party should be
shown up for the sham that it is. In the
three years that I have been in Parliament
the Liberal Party has not stood up for the
wishes of the people of Brisbane.

Recently I made a trip to the North
with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
I was told by everybody up there that the
major issues worrying them were interest
rates, freight rates and petrol prices. Mr
Fraser, with the strong support of Govern-
ment members, promised that he would drop
interest rates by 2 per cent, However, they
have sky-rocketed. After the Federal election
it is likely they will rise by 1 or 2 per cent.
Interest and redemption charges have been
so increased that local authority works have
had to be curtailed.

Worse still, because of the tight liguidity
situation scarcely any local authority is able
to borrow its loan allocation. Most are able
to get only 20 per cent or 30 per cent
of their allocations. They will be lucky to
fill them before the end of the financial
vear. Because of high interest and redemption
charges, and because local authorities can-
not raise the loan funds permitted by the
Loan Council, unemployment is increasing
in rural areas. The Fraser Government can-
not be exonerated from blame. The position
is similar to that in 1974 when Labor was
wiped out because of the blame attributed
to the Whitlam Government. Cn this occasion
the Government parties will reap their just
rewards.
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It is very important to keep in mind what
Federal Government members have been
saying about petrol prices. In this context
I will quote an amazing statement made on
18 July by the Minister for Finance, Mr
Robinson. It is intriguing that this state-
ment was made at Kingaroy, which might
partially explain it. But it was also made
in Canberra; it was not just a slip of the
tongue. It was in these terms—

“Cheaper oil—which is the policy pro-
posed by the Socialist Labour Party—
would have a catastrophic impact on the
living standards of people in the rural
areas.”

What an extraordinary statement! Mr Robin-
son’s statement went on to boast about
how the Government was paying $123 million
in freight subsidies. In the next breath, he
explained that the Commonwealth Govern-
ment had no constitutional power over pric-
ing and was therefore not responsible if the
oil companies chose not to pass on all or
any of their $123 million, He finished with
this astonishing remark—
“Rural communities have to accept that
import parity pricing for oil was essential
to living standards”

The Prime Minister has broken so many
promises that he has lost the respect of
the whole Australian electorate, and the next
election will show that. On 21 November
1977, Mr Fraser said—
“Petrol prices in all country areas will
be reduced to within 1 cent a litre of
the normal city retail price.”

What a hollow ring that promise has. Country
people know how true it is. On the week-
end that I left to go to North Queensland
I filled my car’s petrol tank at a cost of
29.9 cents a litre. Just outside Townsville,
people were paying 39 cents a litre. I wonder
why the Prime Minister did not keep his
promise? It is absolutely amazing. We have
heard excuses from Government spokesmen
about the difficulty experienced in keeping
the differential to one cent. Mr Garland
said—

“There are other cost components that
have to be taken into consideration in
determining the difference between city and
country prices.

“These are matters which are beyond
the control of the Federal Government
which has no control at all over retail
prices.”

That is not entirely true. The Federal
Government has some power under the
Trade Practices Act, but it has refused to
use it. In any case, I do not believe that
Mr Fraser’s initial promise was in any way
hedged. It was a promise truly made and
a promise that has been broken so far
as the rural electorates are concerned.

What we have is the Federal Government
paying $122m—and it is going down the
drain—ostensibly to subsidise cheaper petrol
for rural communities, Where the money goes
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is a total mystery. I do not think that the
Government cares; it does not want {o know
where it goes. Recently, however, because it
has been embarrassed by statements from the
Opposition, it has instituted an urgent inquiry.

I should now like to pass to the second
theme of my speech on the Budget. The
Budget does not attempt to reduce unemploy-
ment, and the policies of this coalition Gov-
ernment and the Federal Government are
going a long way towards making the situa-
tion worse.

Recently, the Roman Catholic Church
released a document entitled “Poverty, Power
and the Church. The document examines
the problem of poverty in the midst of
relative affluence. The conclusions make
uncomfortable reading.

A distinguished gentleman, when asked to
give a speech on the problems facing Aus-
tralia, said, “The two great problems facing
Australia today are apathy and ignorance”,
and he sat down. Asked why his speech had
been so short and why he had made those
comments he replied, “I don’t know and I
don’t care.” It seems to me that the problem
of poverty in Australia today exists because
we have this general attitude of apathy and
not caring. Ignorance about the situation and
the *“I’m all right, Jack” syndrome are respon-
sible.

This attitude originated in the 1950s when
we had a “lucky country” economy, when
most Australians believed that they were living
in a time of abundance and that everybody
‘'was sharing in this new-found national
affluence. To most people poverty was some-
thing that existed only in underdeveloped
countries, having long been banished from
Australia,

There are two main reasons for this. The
first was the old myth that Australia was an
egalitarian country with limitless possibilities
for all people provided they worked hard. The
second was that people were dazzled by
several beguiling events that changed their
lives. They included the ready availability of
money, the rapid expansion of hire-purchase,
the massive range of consumer goods avail-
able, a home-building boom, overfull employ-
ment and, of course, the mining boom of
the 1960s. With all of these signs of affluence,
it was easy for Australians to believe that all
people had an equal chance to enjoy this
prosperity and to live out the rest of their
lives in ease and comfort.

By the late 1960s, however, some doubts
were beginning to creep in. Welfare organisa-
tions and pensioner groups began redoubling
their efforts to expose the plight of the poor
and to keep matters such as inequality and
social discrimination before the public.

Since then we have had the Henderson
report which, more than anything else, has
brought our attention to the plight of the
poor in this country and in this State. This
report of 1975 revealed that this State had
15.6 per cent of income units with an income
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below the poverty line. I would imagine that
with the increase in unemployment since
1975 and the freezing of benefits paid to
pensioners, particularly those with children,
this percentage would be much higher. It
certainly would not be lower. This means
that, of the total Queensland population,
340000 Queenslanders are living below the
poverty line.

We have apathy and ignorance in this
country and people do not seem to care. Itis
about time that people in our community
raised their threshold of tolerance and made
themselves more humane. We ought to stop
blaming the victims and start thinking about
doing something for them.

Who are the people who are poor? They
are not merely the inhabitants of the Salvation
Army or the St Vincent de Paul homes. They
are not those who queue up morning after
morning to receive a sandwich and a cup of
coffee from the coffee brigade. They are but
the tip of the iceberg.

The poor of this State and this city are
the unemployed, the majority of age pen-
sioners, the handicapped, these on invalid
pensions, the widows, the lone parents and
the low income earners with large families.
These are the poor.

Anyone who is receiving any kind of social
security payment is automatically poor. This
is not new. Honourable members may be
interested to know that only once has a group
of welfare recipients ever received an income
that was above the poverty line and they
were the pensioners under the Whitlam Gov-
ernment. That was the first time ever that
pensions were above the poverty line.

The State Budget does little to redress the
problems confronting all of these people. I
know that income maintenance is a Federal
responsibility but this Budget does nothing to
help provide services that would ease the
problem. I will speak more of that later.

I would now like to talk about poverty
and give my definition of it. The best
definition of poverty I have seen was that
given by the Australian Council of Social
Service. It described poverty as—

“ . a life condition created by a
constellatlon of deprlvatlon factors which
together result in a standard of living
significantly below that acceptable for and
by the Community.”

That means that being poor is to be under-
valued, to be deprived of dignity and to be
deprived of opportunities to realise one’s full
potential. Being poor is to feel a sense of
exclusion from those things which the rest
of society takes for granted and which are
constantly placed before one on radio and
television as desirable and reasonable aspira-
tions. Being poor is to be at the mercy of
the expectations and judgements of those
in authority—be denied assistance because
one has not put in the right form, to be
checked upon to ensure one is telling the
truth, to be judged as an “‘unsatisfactory”
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family and denied housing, and to be criti-
cised for indulging in occasional luxuries
which are the normal fare of others in the
community. To be poor is to be powerless,
to find the law is not a protective shield
but a potential weapon to be used against
one. Being poor is to feel constant anxiety
about how one can manage, how o meet
rent that consumes two thirds of one’s
income and does not leave enough for food
or how to provide one’s children with an
education,

What we have as a response to this
tremendous social problem facing possibly
20 per cent of our society is that conserva-
tive Governments go around blaming the
victims and making scapegoats of them
instead of having compassion and feeling
and trying to redress their problems.

I would now like to look at some of the
freezes on social security benefits that have
been implemented by Fraser since he came
to power in 1975. We have hundreds of
thoussnds of poor families with children
who have been thrust into poverty ever
more deeply by inflation and the Federa!
Government’s deep freeze on key anti-poverty
benefits. 1 believe that some of these
families, and there would be more than one
million of them in Australia, have lost up
to 40 per cent of the real valuc of their
benefits because of this callous disregard
through the non-indexing of benefits other
than basic pensions at a time when the
cost of housing and feeding, clothing and
caring for children is rising rapidly. Their
allowances have been eroded in real terms
by at least 10 per cent a ycar, This has
frightening repercussions. Australia-wide we
have nearly 500000 children of pensioners
and 300000 children of low-income earners
who are suffering because of this callous,
inhuman disregard of their welfare. For
example, a lone-parent family with three
children now receives $27 a week less in
total benefits than 1t would have if benefits
had been indexed since 1975. This means
that it is 22 per cent worse off. No other
section of the community would tolerate such
a massive drop in income as the pensioners
are forced to accept. Certainly no trade
unjonists, doctors, pilots, lawyers or any-
body else would accept what is foisted on
the poor and powerless in our community.

Let us have a look at some of the other
cases. 1 believe that these benefit freezes
have been an exercise in appalling discrim-
ination against pensioners with dependent
children, pavrtlcula.rly lone parents, and the
unemployed, and I believe that society will
be judged on this as a repudiation of social
justice. The $7.50 a week allowance for
each pensioner’s child has been frozen for
the five years since 1975. Had this amount
been indexed, it would now be $i0.90 per
week. This means that a family with three
children is losing an appreciable amount. The
more children a family has, of course, the
greater the discrimination and the further
it falls below the poverty line.
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Then we turn to the family allowances
paid to all parents with dependent children.
The Fraser Government has not increased
these allowances since 1976. It has remained
the same at $3.50 for the first child, $5
for the second and $6 for the third, fourth
and subsequent children. Again, that freeze
affects people with large families more.

Let us look now at rent assistance. It
has remained at $5 for nearly six years,
and if this amount had been indexed it
would now stand at something like $11 a
week. At a time when rents have increased
dramatically, we have a situation where
there is litle help for those who have to
pay rent, particularly pensioners who cannot
obtain a pensioner unit.

Many pensioners in my electorate have
been waiting at least two years for a pen-
sioner unit and are paying rents that they
really cannot afford. Those people—the poor
and the powerless—are living in abject
poverty. I think it is about time that we in
this Parliament and the community in general
did something to redress these wrongs and
were concerned about the plight of the large
number of people living in poverty.

One other group that has serious problems
is the Aborigines in our society. Recently I
was given the responsibility of being the
Labor Party spokesman on Aboriginal affairs.
Just recently the Premier of this State made
the statement that the Aborigines in this
State have never had it so good and have
been marvellously well looked after. I believe
that that is completely wrong. There are
serious problems in Aboriginal housing,
health, employment, education and general
living standards. Aboriginal children are
dying in disproportionately high numbers. Of
those who live, many will be blind or mal-
nourished to the point of brain damage.
Aboriginal Australians are grossly over-
represented in poverty, unemployment and
crime statistics, Whilst the Prime Minister
buys himself two aircraft worth $40m for his
personal use, this Government this year allo-
cated $35m less for Aboriginal assistance than
did the Labor Government in 1975. This
Government has returned to the Common-
wealth Government more than $2m for wel-
fare housing for Aborigines, which it did not
care to use. It has aided and abetted the
Boonah Shire in refusing to establish an
alcoholic rehabilitation centre in that area
which would have taken some Aborigines
from our parks and given them a chance in
a rural setting to be rehabilitated.

We have very serious health problems in
our Aboriginal community. One-third of
aged Aboriginal men and almost one-half of
aged Aboriginal women have sight-threaten-
ing trachoma. Some 30 per cent of Aboriginal
children under the age of 11 years have active
tract trachoma that will lead to blindness.
Average Aboriginal life expectancy is some
16 years fewer than for the average Austra-
lian. Rates of sexually transmitted diseases
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and cther infectious diseases in some
Aborigines are amongst the highest in the
world.

I believe that what this State Government
has to do with regard to the health of
Aborigines is expand the community-based
Aboriginal medical services and increase their
numbers dramatically. I believe that we must
use these services as training centres for
Aborigines so that they can work within their
own communities. Moreover, we ought to be
training more health workers right across the
spectrum of health care. We need more
Aboriginal health workers. I believe that that
would go a long way towards solving the
problem.

Let us have a look at employment. It is
appalling that over 50 per cent of adult
Aborigines in this State are unemployed. This
is about eight times the Australian average.
I believe that the first thing that could be
done by this Government is provide funds for
job creation, particularly on reserves. I
believe that market gardening and fishing and
poultry industries could be set up there.
Boomerangs and similar articles could be
made.

I was amazed when I learnt recently that
some two years ago the State Aboriginal and
Islanders Advancement Department in Bris-
bane began to reject authentic mahogany
boomerangs made by Aborigines in Bunda-
berg. The department had previously been
purchasing these boomerangs. It began to
purchase inferior products from white manu-
facturers in Bundaberg and Childers. I
believe that these manufacturers were making
substantial profits from their sales. I think it
is appalling that the State Aboriginal and
Islanders Advancement Department created
that sort of situation.

I believe that the greatest crime has been
committed, and the greatest disadvantage
arises for Aboriginal children, in the area of
education. There are about 60 000 Aboriginal
children of school age in Australia. Some
15 per cent of them are currently studying
at secondary level. Only 2 per cent will pro-
ceed beyond grade 9, whereas the figure for
other children is 24 per cent. I believe that
there is a need for numeracy and literacy
skills to be taught to Aborigines in this hard-
job environment. In our community, some
90 per cent of unemployed Aborigines are
totally unskilled. It is about time that some-
thing was done to redress this situation. I
think that any community is judged by its
concern for, and the way it looks after, its
underprivileged. I believe that history will
judge the whole of Australia for this total
neglect of, and its paternalistic attitude
towards, Aborigines.

We need more Aboriginal teachers, and
allowance ought to be made for them to be
trained in our teacher colleges. There is a
truancy problem with Aboriginal children
at one of the schools in my electorate.
Through a special disadvantaged programs
grant this year we were able to get an
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Aboriginal lady as an aide at the West End
State School. Because she was able to talk
to the parents and by having parents’ meet-
ings at the school, we have had a much
better attendance factor. In fact, there has
been a doubling of attendance by Aboriginal
children at the school. These are the sorts
of far-sighted programs that are needed.
Of course, the money was only made avail-
able through the disadvantaged school
program, not by the State Government.

I believe that it is important to raise the
standard and the respect of Aboriginal
society. I am aware that the Aborigines Act
is repressive on the reserves. It delegates the
authority of Parliament to the Director,
Department of Aboriginal and Islanders
Advancement, or his managers. It takes away
basic civil rights. It is totally repressive
and it ought to be repealed. But more than
that is required. Aborigines have to regain
their own dignity. We have to help them
to regain their own self-respect so that they
can walk tall as equals in our society. We
need programs that teach the Aboriginal
culture in our schools and we ought to have
bi-cultural educational programs for
Aborigines. As a Christian democratic society,
we should be looking at those problems,

As Opposition welfare spokesman, I wish
now to speak of some welfare issues. As I
said previously, no attempt has been made
in this Budget to redress social wrongs or
to do anything to improve the quality of
life and the provision of services to many
underprivileged people in the community
Some little things can be done. In New
South Wales bond money is given ¢to
women’s refuges so that a woman can have
sufficient bond money to be placed in a
home. Having to stay in a refuge for some
time so that she can accumulate $150 for a
bond is absolutely traumatic for a woman,
and I believe that the refuges would work
more effectively if the bond money was
supplied to the refuges. I realise a lot of
it would be lost but that is a price that would
have to be paid. However, people who have
come from a traumatic situation would be
able to get into a stable environment sooner.
If the Minister for Welfare happens to read
my Budget speech, I would recommend that
he look into this matter.

1t is appalling that once again the Budget
does not supply the required money to
fully fund women’s refuges. Western Aus-
tralia and Queensland are the only two
States that do not fully fund the difference
between the Commonwealth subsidy and the
costs of running refuges. Of the 80 refuges
in this State, I am aware that some eight
or nine are having extreme difficulty in
finding that 12% per cent of running costs
to keep going. They do not have sufficient
staff to help settle people into the refuge
and to get them out into the community
more quickly.

It is appalling to have such a penny-
pinching attitude displayed by the Govern-
ment. In fact, about a month ago in my
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electorate a woman, who had been con-
tinually bashed by an alcoholic husband,
decided that she could take no more and
went to the community centre at East
Brisbane with which I am involved. We
rang every refuge in Brisbane but not one
place could be found for the lady. We had
to find a kind sou! to give her accom-
modation. That shows that, because of the
policies of this Government and because of
its inability to shift people through refuges
more quickly, there are not enough places in
our refuges.

Before I get on to the major issues of
welfare, I want to look at a couple of other
smaller points. Last financial year the
Queensland Council of Social Services was
funded to the tune of $80,900. This body,
which is supposed to co-ordinate voluntary
programs, was not able to function for the
last three or four months of the last financial
year in any capacity whatsoever. Last year
the New South Wales Government gave
$365,000 to the New South Wales Council
of Social Services. All the State Government
can find is the penny-pinching amount of
$80,900. That figure has been increased only
marginally this year.

At the same time as we are saying that
we ought to be moving towards community-
based programs—using the voluntary sector
to provide much-needed welfare services—we
are starving a body that is supposed to help
co-ordinate programs of that sort. It is
about time that this Government was severely
admonished. We spent some 27 per cent
less on child welfare in this State than the
Australian average, yet we have the most
outdated and inadequate services in this
country. There is no doubt at all about
that. Whatever range of indicators one looks
at—and many have been published—that
is implicitly indicated.

Apart from not spending enough, the
Government is misdirecting the welfare funds
in this State. Although the Minister (Mr
Doumany) has said that he accepts the con-
cept of moving away from institutional pro-
grams towards community-based programs, he
has said that this would be limited because
of lack of resources and funds. That is
absolute nonsense. The desirability of
community-based programs rests on their
being more efficient and cheaper. It is mis-
leading for the Minister to publicly suggest
that they cannot go on at the rate that
they ought to. It is about time that we
debated the appalling state of child welfare
in this State.

Prior to the last election we were promised
by the Bjelke-Petersen Government that far-
reaching family welfare legislation would be
introduced in this Parliament. It is obvious
by now that that legislation will not surface.
This Government is unwilling and unable to
tackle the serious problems of welfare in this
State. As spokesman for the Labor Party
in my recent trip up north I was able to
speak to a large number of people involved
in the voluntary welfare sector. They accept
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that they can do a job. It is a good thing
that they can provide services. However,
they would like a little more assistance from
the State Government. The Labor Party’s
policy of giving a 50 per cent subsidy
to community social workers in local auth-
orities is very worth while. These community
social workers, apart from going out into
the community and doing community profiles,
would act as a catalyst; they would act as
the means by which the Jocal authority,
the State Government and the voluntary
sector could co-ordinate their programs,

A regional welfare centre could be estab-
lished in each area, with a consultative
committee comprising people involved in the
voluntary sector. In that way the needs
of an area could be best ascertained and
the Minister would know what the needs
were. The Minister for Welfare rejected
this proposal, although he said it had some
merit. 1 think that that is lousy. Because
local government is nearer the people, it
allows people to participate in the control
of their own communities; it allows people
to make a contribution towards the develop-
ment of welfare in their communities and
to develop the level of services and quality
of life acceptable to their communities. I
believe that local government increasingly
is accepting that role; it is accepting that
it is responsible for the interaction of resi-
dents on community issues. It is finding it
increasingly important to play a role in
that sphere of concern. I believe that com-
munity services have their roots in a more
personalised concern of people for each other
and are highlighted as a response to the
breakdown of the extended families and
neighbouthood networks which in earlier
times provided the help and support that
individual families need from time to time.

I strongly urge the Minister to have
another look at the provision of community
social workers. Perhaps he should also con-
sider the prospect of subsidising community
youth workers in some areas to provide
facilities for youth and to create an environ-
ment in which they learn how to use their
leisure and so on.

The worst aspect of welfare in this State
is the scandalous shortage of child-care
officers in the Department of Children’s
Services. Staff are overworked, with case-
loads in excess of 100. Professional child-
care officers cannot do their job if they
have such inordinate case-loads. All they can
do is apply band-aids in extremely serious
cases.

No increase in the number of child-care
officers is provided for in the Budget. In
my opinion, at least 100 more need to be
employed. It is about time that welfare
was given some priority by the State Govern-
ment. Unfortunately, unless people go out
and organise on the issues so that they
can educate the community as to how
sericus the lack of facilities is in this
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State, umnless there is some agitation on
the issues, the State Government will not
show any response.

Tonight I was told that the staff of the
Wilson Youth Hospital are thinking of going
on strike because some of the children there
have been creating havoc and doing physical
damage to some of the staff. The Wilon
Youth Hospital is one of the most out-
landish institutions in Australia. It is out-
dated and counter-productive. About six
months ago, when there was a large number
of breakouts from that institution, the
Minister said that he saw its shortcomings
and he would try to phase it out. Yet
in the Budget one sees an increase of funds
for the Wilson Youth Hospital from $1.48m
to $1.64m. Therefore, it does not appear
that in the mext 12 months there will be
any movement towards phasing out the Wil-
son Youth Hospital. It is a place in which
good and bad children are mixed, and they
are all treated as being mad or bad.
Children who are sent there for status
offences are mixing with hardened criminals
who ought to be in some secure institution.
They learn bad habits and are totally
destroyed by such an institution. If, as has
been suggested, the staff of the Wilson Youth
Hospital go on strike, that will definitely
highlight the complete breakdown of this
horrendous institution, this hospital that is
really a gaol masquerading as a hospital, a
place in which the majority of children who
are there ought not to be there.

Again 1 should like to look briefly at the
problem of crime and delinquency. Problems
of crime and delinquency are as old as
society itself, and no society has yet devised
adequate methods of prevention, control and
treatment of anti-social behaviour. Any
community concerned about prevention and
control of antisocial behaviour must be
prepared to approach the problem with
imaginative and viable methods and programs
aimed at meeting the rapid change in
society. I recognise that there is a need to
change existing attitudes and practices, and
for the evolution of new and experimental
programs.

It must also be pointed out that it is
obvious to most of those working within
our juvenile courts that no amount of
legislation standing alone, and no one agency
alone, be it police, welfare services, school,
family or voluntary organisation, can hope
to fully solve the problems of anti-social
behaviour in the community.

I do not question the basic principle that
the State, through the Children’s Court, has
the right to intervene in the best interests of
the child when the child is neglected or in
need, abandoned or abused. However, we
must end the pretence that in most cases the
juvenile justice system acts in the interesis
of the child.

In Queensland, there are no community-
based alternatives to institutionalising a child
found to be in need of care and protection
or care and control, and since there is
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provision in the legislation for these children
to be put in an institution, there is an urgent
need to rethink the whole situation.

When a care and control order is made
against a child, the courts are in fact finding
a child guilty of crimes which are only
crimes when committed by children. Such
status offences, or, more simply, juvenile
victimless crimes, are acts committed by
children, such as truancy, promiscuity,
drinking or generally being uncontrollable,
which would not be considered crimes if
committed by adults but which subject
children to the jurisdiction of the juvenile
court. I could make this point more strongly
by saying that there are few children in our
society who, at one time or another, would
not have behaved in a way that would have
been deemed, or defined, delinquent.

I do not think the choice rests merely
between a strictly legal approach or a
definite welfare approach. In either case
a court of justice must be used, exercising
a civil jurisdiction in one setting or a crim-
inal one in another. There are needs for
procedural approaches to safeguard the civil
rights not only of the child but also of the
parents,

1 believe that we should implement a dual
court system for children which would sep-
arate welfare and punitive measures. There
is a need for specialist judges to be appointed
to the Children’s Court and for all juveniles
to be given legal representation.

Until recently no duty solicitor was
attached to the Children’s Court. The mag-
istrate would direct this question to the
parents of the child, “Do you want legal
aid?”, without the implication being clarified.
I have been informed that since duty solicitors
were appointed there has been a sharp decline
in the number of children charged in the
Children’s Court. When picked up by the
police children are unaware of their rights.
Quite often they go through the whole
process like stunned mullet, They go
through remand, the court and an institution
without really knowing what has happened.
It ought to be mandatory for an independent
adult—not necessarily the parent or the
guardian—to be present when children are
interviewed by the police. 1 go further than
that: community-based alternatives should
be available for these children. There should
be group homes, home-support programs and
remand foster homes as cheap alternatives
to institutional care. It costs about $20,000
a year to institutionalise a child in an institu-
tion like the Wilson Youth Hospital, whereas
the cost in a community-based program would
be approximately $3,000. It is about time
that we stopped wasting sums like $1.64m
on an institution like the Wilson Youth Hos-~
pital. On my trip north T was appalled that,
north of Mackay, there should be only two
group homes and that there are no remand
centres outside Townsville, It is appalling
that, in all Queensland, there is only one
attendance centre.
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When children are placed on probation they
should have some place where they can
attend to learn social survival skills, where
they can be given sex education and taught
how to use their leisure time. They must
become involved with sporting bodies, be told
how to use public utilities and how to get
the dole and such things. Yet only one such
attendance centre exists in Queensland—the
Shaftesbury Centre.

It is time that we involved the voluntary
sector and the community, and convinced
them about the need to provide such
community-based programs. It is about time
that we changed the total direction that we
are following in relation to welfare. It is
vital that we should be aware of where the
Government is going. We are still locked into
the attitudes of the *50s rather than going into
the ’80s. It is about time that welfare issues
were made issues in this State. Unfortunately
in Queensland there are not sufficient people
willing to do the necessary research to create
community awareness on how serious the
problems are.

Fortunately there is a group called RED
that will shortly establish a facility in Queens-
land. It is made up of the Brotherhood of
St Laurence and three major churches,
namely, the Catholic Church, the Anglican
Church and the Uniting Church, Amongst
other things this body will provide basic
services, research facilities, education forums
and developmental programs. Perhaps it will
take some action to raise the threshold of
acceptance in the community. I look forward
to the work of this association.

I am aware of the good job that the
Brotherhood of St Lawrence does in its work
and its publication in Melbourne. It does
create this sort of atmosphere where people
know the facts about poverty and know where
disadvantaged groups lie. 1 am sure that it
will gladly help and gladly provide.

As I said before, this Budget does nothing
to create employment opportunities. It does
not attempt to redress the problem of unem-
ployment. It is appalling that, in this country
where tens of thousands of young people are
looking for a job and begging for job training,
there are no apprenticeships for them, yet we
continue to import 20 per cent of our skilled
tradesmen from overseas.

Recently the Metal Industries Association
made a submission to the Federal Govern-
ment to import skilled tradesmen from Europe
and Korea. It wants to import skilled trades-
men at a time of tremendous youth unem-
plovment and at a time when we have selfish
employers who are looking only at profit and
not doing their share in providing empioy-
ment and job training for our young people.
1t is appalling that this is not highlighted and
that support for our apprenticeship system
is not in tune with what is required for job
training in the 1980s. Possibly there is a need
for a group apprentice training scheme under
which an industry employs a group of
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apprentices and they are sublet to individuals
to do their training. There is certainly a tre-
mendous need to have a look at that matter.

The Budget skites about little but the fact
that it is balanced, which means that the
Government spends what it gets and the
Government does no more than maintain
services at last year’s level. The Budget has
very few innovations. It leaves me totally
cold, and leaves the whole community totally
unexcited. I hope that we will soon have a
Labor Government that will show concern
and have innovative policies that will do
more than service the rich in our society,
and will look after the whole of our society
and serve the people of our State.

Progress reported.

GOVERNMENT LOAN BILL

Hon. L. R. EDWARDS (Ipswich—Deputy
Premier and Treasurer), by leave, without
notice: I move—

“That leave be granted to bring in a Bill
to authorize the making of arrangements
by the State of Queensland pursuant to the
provisions of the Commonwealth and
States Financial Agreement Act 1927-1976
for the raising of certain sums of money
by way of loan by the State, and for other

purposes.”
Motion agreed to.

FirsT READING

Bill presented and, on motion of Dr
Edwards, read a first time.

SECOND READING

Hon. L. R, EDWARDS (Ipswich—Deputy

Premier and Treasurer) (10 p.m.): I move—

“That the Bill be now read a second
time.”

The Bill is one of financial machinery only
and authorises the raising of locan moneys
for expenditure on capital works. The
maximum amount that the State can raise
each year is determined by the Australian
Loan Council and a Loan Bill gives the State
the legal authority to raise certain of the
moneys that are allocated by the Loan
Council.

A Government Loan Act authorises
borrowings by the State except those Com-
monwealth loans made under section 96
of the Constitution, loans raised under the
Commonwealth Savings Bank Agreement Act
and loans raised by statutory authorities and
authorised by the legislation governing the
particular authority. The proceeds of loans
raised under a Government Loan Act are
used for expenditure on public works and
services as may be authorised by Parliament
or for such other purposes as might be
prescribed in the Act. These include the cost
of raising the loans, The last Loan Act was
passed by Parliament in 1976 and provided
for the raising of $300m.
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At the commencement of this financial
vear authority under this Act stood at $6Im.
This is insufficient to cover the State’s
borrowing program for 1980-81, which in
so far as this legislation is concerned has
been approved by the Loan Council at an
estimated $77m. A new Act is therefore
required.

With that component of our annual
borrowing program which is subject to this
legislation now in the vicinity of the $80m,
a Bill for $300m should cover anticipated
raisings to 30 June 1983. I commend the
Bill to the House.

Debate, on motion of Mr Jones, adjourned.

HEALTH ACT AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

FIRsT READING

Bill presented and, on motion of Sir
William Knox, read a first time.

SECOND READING

Hon. Sir WILLIAM KNOX (Nundah—

Minister for Health) (10.3 p.m.): I move—

“That the Bill be now read a second
time.”

This amendment to the Health Act 1937-1980
is to provide for the establishment of a
cancer registry in Queensland. The new
legislation will be cited as the Health Act
Amendment Act 1980 (WNo. 2).

In many countries of the world, cancer
registration has been undertaken for variable
periods and authorities have recognised a need
to gain as much information as is possible
in the continued fight against this dreaded
disease. Within Australia, registries have been
established in New South Wales, Victoria,
South Australia, Western Australia and
Tasmania. The establishment of a registry
in Queensland will allow this State to describe
the nature and extent of cancer in the
Queensland population and will allow for a
contribution of Queensland statistics and
information to the national scene.

The registry which is proposed within this
Bill is a population-based type. Basically,
there are two different forms of cancer
registries: population-based and hospital-based.
A hospital-based registry is directed primarily
towards improving the care of cancer patients
seen in a hospital. Its orientation is principally
clinical and, as a result, detailed clinical
information is usually collected.

The primary purpose of a population-based
registry is to assess the impact of cancer on
the community. Its orientation is principally
epidemiological and the aim is to collect data
on all cases of cancer within a population,
althcugh the extent of clinical information
collected is limited. Nevertheless, the benefits
expected to flow from this type of registry
in the fight against cancer are expected to
be profound.
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With the exception of Victoria, registries
in the other States are of the population-based
type. It is worth noting in the case of
Victoria that, whilst at present the registry
is hospital-based, it is understood that moves
are being made to expand this to a popu-
lation-based type. Further, advice received
indicates that this type of registry is being
considered for the Northern Territory,

Overall, the registry will enable a pro-
gressive and detailed monitoring of the
incidence and prevalence of cancer in its
various forms and associated survival times.
As well, it will assist in research, education
and the planning of facilities for cancer treat-
ment and it will also assist the medical
profession to evaluate the results obtained
with the management of cancer patients.

To these ends, the objectives of the

registry will be:

(ay To describe the nature and extent
of cancer in Queensland’s population;

(b) To assist in the understanding of
what causes cancer through the analysis
of data and initiation or collaboration in
specific research projects;

(¢) To provide information for use in the
control and prevention of cancer;

(d) To provide information for the
education of the public and the medical
profession in regard to cancer;

(e) To assist inquiries into the natural
history of cancer and survival times with
various forms of treatment; and

(f) To assist with planning of future
facilities and the assessment of the
adequacy of existing facilities for manage-
ment of patients with cancer.

During the course of my department’s inves-
tigations, many expressions of support for
the establishment of a registry in Queensland
have been received. From the outset, the
Queensland Cancer Fund has thrown its
weight behind the proposal. Concrete
evidence of that support is the fund’s offer
to assist financially with an outright grant
of $50,000 towards establishment costs. In
addition, expressions of support, both formal
and informal, have been received from
eminent authorities engaged in cancer
research and treatment.

To fulfil the objectives of the registry
it will be necessary to obtain details of
persons suffering from cancer., Such would
include identification details of the person
in addition to aspects of, or related to,
their disease. To obtain such information
will necessarily require the co-operation of
the medical profession and authorities in
hospital and other institutions.

Obviously, the disclosure of such infor-
mation would, in the normal course of events,
be contrary to the aspects of confidentiality
applicable to standard wmedical practice.
Principally for this reason, the need has
been seen to have legislation requiring that
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information essential to the registry is pro-
vided and safeguarded. Both New South
Wales and South Australia at present have
statutory provisions specifically related to
cancer registration.

The Queensland cancer registry will be
headed by a medical director and will include
clerical staff and a computer programimer.
An advisory committee consisting of eminent
Queensland authorities involved in cancer
research and management has been formed
to oversee the development and function of
the registry; to provide an interface between
the providers and users of data and to
ensure that the confidentiality of data is
observed.

1 would inform the House that during
the preparation of this Bill consultations have
taken place between representatives of the
Australian Medical Association, Queensland
Branch, the State Committee of the Royal
College of Pathologists of Australia, repre-
sentatives of the Queensland Cancer Fund,
the director of the Queensland Radium
Institute, the Cancer Registry Advisory Com-
mittee and officers of my department for the
purpose of ensuring that the views of these
concerned parties are considered.

In view of the suffering caused to
individuals by cancer and in view of the
significance of this condition as a cause of
death within our community, it behoves
the Government and health authorities of
this State to do everythng possible in the
quest to overcome this dreaded disease.
The attack on cancer not only throughout
the world but in Queensland is being con-
ducted by various means. A cancer registry
will play a central role in the systematic
collection, recording and analysis of data m
the struggle against cancer.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate, Mr
adjourned.

on motion of D’Arcy,

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. C. A. WHARTON (Burnett—TIeader
of the House): I move—

“That the House do now adjourn.”

RESPONSIBILITIES OF O1L COMPANIES

Mr AUSTIN (Wavell) (10.10 p.m.): I wish
to raise in this House the specific question of
the responsibilities which oil companies ought
to have to the community in general. I
believe that this is a matter which deserves
airing because in the past year—and more
recently in last few days—we have seen
and heard of actions by oil companies which
I believe are not in the interests of the
public and are not within the bounds of
decent commercial practice.

Members will recall that the question of
some of the curious behavioural practices of
oil companies in determining their pricing
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mechanisms for petrol stations has already
been raised in this Parliament, behavioural
practices that demonstrate a unique insen-
sitivity towards people and employees, and
an authoritarian adherence to the profit-at-
any-price principle.

I happen to be a member of a free-enter-
prise or private-enterprise party, but let me
make one thing clear: my party has never

clieved in the principle of free enterprise or
private enterprise at any price and I will
never, cver believe in that principle.

Over the last few days members would
have read in the Press or seen on television
the plight of a Mr Vincent Klein, the pro-
prietor of the Shell Roadhouse at Gailes, It
is interesting to hear the comments and inter-
jections coming from the ALP, because mem-
bers of the Labor Party have no interest in
the plight of the small businessman. If they
did, they would be listening with a great deal
of interest to what I have to say.

Mr Klein operates one of the Shell Com-
pany’s most profitable sites and was rewarded
for his efforts in winning Shell dealership
overseas trips and even a silver plate for per-
formance and service. However, this man
now finds himself in the position of being
evicted from that station site because he
dared to conflict with the company in not
going self-service, and because he was a prime-
mover in organising other Shell dealers in
exposing some of the practices that the com-
pany was involved in. It is very evident from
Shell’s dealings with Mr Klein that they do
not know the meaning of loyalty to their
employees.

But be that as it may, my main concern
is about the general responsibility of oil com-
panies to the public. Oil company spokesmen
have argued ad nauseam that their respon-
sibility and duty is to provide the public with
cheap petrol. They use that argument in
justification of their move into self-service
petrol stations. But what the public must
ask, and what we as legislators must ask
ourselves, is this: what is the real cost of
cheap petrol?

Some time ago the oil companies embarked
on what they termed vertical integration.
They have very nearly finished that program.
Vertical integration means two things to the
general public, fewer jobs and higher prices.
No matter what the oil companies say, they
cannot deny that. At a time when unemploy-
ment is so high, at a time when positions for
apprentices are so critical, we see oil com-
panies deliberately moving toward self-service
and, in the process, reducing driveway staff to
nil, reducing the mechanical back-up services
to nil, which is a matter of great concern to
me, and reducing job opportunities for
apprentices to nil. Regardless of what hon-
ourable members opposite say, that is the cost.
They ought not support the principle of
discount petrol.
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When someone like Mr Klein dares to
refuse to bow to the oil companies, to sack
staff and to go self-service, his own position
in that service station then comes under
threat. One could be forgiven for thinking
that people in service stations are expendable
to oil companies. But Mr Klein is not an
isolated example. There are dozen of cases
where service stations that once employed up
to 15 staff, and that once employed young
student casuals on Saturday mornings, now
have cut these staff to the bone just to make
a profit. A policy of more profit to the oil
companies has resulted in fewer jobs on the
service station driveways of this nation.

It is worth while pointing out that in a
recent television program some of the profits
of the multinational oil companies were
revealed. Exxon’s profit was up 37 per cent
-—8997m; Shell’s profit was up 16 per cent
—8$223m; BP’s profit was up 229 per cent—
$282m; Mobil’s profit was up 81 per cent—
$437m; and Texace, which is Caltex, had a
profit increase of 80 per cent—$307m.

A recent Morgan Gallup Poll published in
“The Bulletin” of 5 August ought to be
on the desk of every oil company and on
the walls of all their executives. The poll
showed that oil companies have suffered a
severe drop in popularity in the last 12
months as a result of their policies. The
poll was taken before the Minister for Busi-
ness and Consumer Affairs (Mr Garland)
announced his plans to overhaul petrol retail-
ing. Now 33 per cent of Australians believe
that oil companies are doing a poor job for
Australia. Only 22 per cent believe that
they are doing a good job.

(Time expired.)

FEPERATED HOUSING FUND AND INTERCAPITAL
FINANCE

Mr MACKENROTH (Chatsworth) (10.16
p.m.): Once again I would like to speak
about the failure of the Queensland Govern-
ment to act on behalf of shareholders of
both the Federated Housing Fund and Inter-
capital Finance. In the past I have outlined
how the shareholders stand to lose some
$300,000, yet the Queensland Government
will take no action on their behalf.

It has reached the stupid stage where on
Friday night a shareholder rang me saying
that he had been to the Corporate Affairs
Office in Brisbane, where he had been told
that that office could do nothing for him and
that the best thing he could do would be
to contact me; that if he contacted me he
would get some action. That is the stage it
has reached, and that has happened because
the Minister for Justice and Attorney-General
in this State will do nothing about the matter
at all.  That shows that the people at the
Corporate Affairs Office believe that some-
thing should be done. If they are starting
to send along to me people who are com-
plaining, they know that those people really
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have a just complaint. When people ring me
up making complaints, saying that the Cor-
porate Affairs Office have sent them along,
that confirms that the Justice Minister should
be doing something.

Mr Blake: It confirms that you are doing
scmething.

Mr MACKENROTH: Yes, it does.

In the speeches I have made I have out-
lined the people involved in these funds, as
well as the change-over of personnel, We
found out yesterday that the person who has
been the leading light in these funds during
the last year—a man named Barry Alfred
Brown—resigned because of a nervous break-
down.

Mr Meore: You’ve given him a nervous
breakdown.

Mr MACKENROTH: If I have, I would
be proud of it, because all he has been doing
is ripping people off and he deserves to be
got rid of.

Of course, what has happencd is that he has
shifted to Melbourne and taken most of the
company’s money to Melbourne. An office
front has been set up on the Gold Coast.
It is never attended. 'The shareholders in
Queensland cannot at this stage contact any-
one in the company. If they ring the office
at Miami all they get is a recorded message.

We formed a shareholders’ association in
July this year. Each and every one of those
shareholders has written to the Justice Min-
ister (Mr Lickiss) asking that he take action
on their behalf. He has refused to do any-
thing at all. The shareholders’ association
has now decided to forget about Mr Lickiss.
Quite truthfully, I do not think he is worth
worrying about. What we intend is to ask
the Premier of Queensland to take some
action on their behalf. Perhaps he will
Certainly Mr Lickiss is not going to. We
will be calling on the Premier to order the
Justice Minister to take some action on their
behalf, because they stand to lose a lot of
money.

The company has offered the shareholders
40 per cent of their money, payable in six
months’ time. It will not give the share-
holders the name of the purchaser of the
shares. It wants them to sign a share transfer
form, give it to the purchaser and allow the
purchaser to remain unnamed.

Mr Vaughan: 40 per cent?

Mr MACKENROTH: 40 per cent of the
money, that’s right.

The shareholders’ association fears that the
proposed purchaser could be a $2 company.
If it is, it would be possible for that $2
company to buy the shares, sell them within
the six-month period and put itself into
liquidation.  The shareholders, instead of
losing 60 per cent, would then lose the whole
100 per cent of their investment.
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Most shareholders have between $4,000
and $6,000 invested in the fund. I have
shown that the Queensland Government just
does not care about these people, who come
from every walk of life. In the sharcholders’
association we have a doctor and a detective
from the Queensland Police Force, The
list goes right through to carpenters, car
salesmen and so on. A broad range of
occupations is covered. The shareholders
represent the broad spectrum of Queens-
landers.

The shareholders’ association asked the
company to supply it with information, and
it was at the request of the company that
the association was set up. The association
asked a series of questions, none of which
has been answered by the company. The
questions were put to the chairman of the
board, Mr Brown, who passed them on to
the secretary. When the association asked
the secretary for an answer, he said it
was not his positicn to answer the questions,
and, of course, the chairman said, “The
secretary will answer them.” The association
went from an office in Melbourne to Miami
and then back to Melbourne, but the com-
pany will not answer any of the questions
that have been put to it.

Over the last six months, I have put
forward in Parliament all the reasons why
I believe that the companies should be
investigated and why the Minister for Justice
should step in and immediately freeze their
assets by bringing in legislation.

(Time expired.)

THALLON WATER SUPPLY

Mr NEAL (Balonne) (10.21 p.m.): I bring
to the notice of the House the disastrous
state of the Thallon water supply as a
result of the prolonged drought.

For many years the township of Thallon
has drawn its water supply from the Moonie
River, but the problem has arisen because
the Moonie River has not run for the past
four years, The problem may have arisen a
couple of years ealier, but, fortunately, local
storm rain topped up the weir.

Some years ago, when the river had not
run, a proposal was put forward that
the tail waters from the St George irrigation
scheme be diverted from the Balonne system,
after they had been used on the irrigation
farms, to the Moonie River to help alleviate
the situation. That proposal was fraught
with many problems and was found to be
not feasible.

The Balonne Shire Council has not stood
idly by over the years that the Moonie
River has not run. It has taken the opport-
unity to raise the height of the wall of the
weir so that there will be a more than
adequate supply when the river runs again.
With the situation deteriorating, the council
looked to other areas to augment the water
supply. First, it piped water from a water-
hole some miles downstream from the weir.
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When the supply of water in that hole was
exhausted, the council was able to obtain
a supply from a private property nearby
on which there was a very good weir.
However, because of the prolonged drought,
the council did not expect to be able to
continue to draw water from there indefin-
itely because eventually the property would
not have sufficient water for its own purposes.

The people of Thallon require water for
the same purposes as people in other towns,
Gardens are not being cared for at present,
and water is needed urgently for septic
systems. The council has been compelled
to cart water from about 40 km away,
making a round trip of about 80 km. It
has investigated the possibility of boring into
a shallow aquifer that is known to exist
under the town. It expects to put down two
bores, each of which will cost about $11,000
by the time it is equipped, and a third bore
will be put down if the first two are success-
ful. Unfortunately, two wells in the town
that draw water from that aquifer are
polluted.

Although there are only 210 people in
the township of Thallon, the Balonne Shire
Council views the situation with such con-
cern that it recently called a special meeting.
At that meeting a resolution was put forward
seeking to have the water crisis at Thallon
declared a disaster and endeavouring to
obtain some assistance from the State
Government.

A couple of weeks ago I raised this matter
with the Minister for Local Government,
Main Roads and Police. I understand that
he approached the Treasury and that a
meeting was held this afternoon about it.
The problem is not confined to the township
of Thallon. It affects other towns in the
drought-stricken areas of the State that are
suffering in the same way. I understand the
augmentation of a water supply attracts a
subsidy of about 33% per cent. The only
other permanent water that the council can
get is by drilling for it at a great depth,
I understand that the cost of providing
such a water supply would be about
$100,000. Of course it is not feasible to
load the ratepayers of the small town of
Thallon with the sort of rates that would be
required to cover the expenditure of such
a large sum of money.

(Time expired.)

YourH UNEMPLOYMENT

Mr UNDERWOOD (Ipswich West) (10.26
pm.): How much longer will this State
Government and the Federal Government
continue to destroy the lives of young people
who cannot find work? How much longer
will they continue to turn a blind eye to
their problems? How much longer will they
refuse to understand, or even try to under-
stand the problems created in the community
by their lack of action? Maybe the Chinese
during their cultural revolution had an idea
that we should emulate when they sent their
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technocrats and bureaucrats out into the
paddocks to see how the real people lived
and gain a knowledge of the hardships that
they had to put up with. We are fast
reaching the situation where we must con-
sider doing something similar to drive home
to the administrators and the people in
Government in this country the disastrous
situation facing our young people.

Only this morning I had in my office a
lad of almost 18 years of age who left school
at 15 years of age, was unemployed for some
time, was emploved under the SYEPT
scheme for six months and was then put
off by the employer. Since then he has
worked for four periods of two weeks. He
is headed in only one way, and that is
nowhere.

I am sick and tired of reading newspaper
propaganda disseminated by both Govern-
ments to camouflage and lie to the com-
munity about the real situation in our
society., I have in mind headlines such as,
“State leads way in jobs, claims Joh.”
Another headline reads, “State’s 10,000 extra
jobs.” But that article is based on a 10-year
period, and then it is only on a maybe
basis. Southern take-overs occurring in
Queensland are described in this headline,
“Another 20 jobs lost after south takeover.”
In another article, the Federated Storemen
and Packers Union State Secretary, Mr
Fred Nicol, said that similar taks-overs had
cost his union 2,500 members over the last
18 months. At the time he was talking
about the take-over of Red Comb Stock
Feeds Co-operative Ltd.

When people talk about dole bludgers and
so on they ignore the real situation affecting
these young people. The jobless syndrome
is not one that develops after six or 12
months unemployment. It starts to develop
after about two or three weeks, when the
young, keen energetic people traipse from
one business house to another only to be
told lies and to be fobbed off by employers
about the employment they are seeking.

The Roman Catholic Commission for
Peace and Justice made a statement on
unemployment in which it quoted the
Premier of Queensland as saying—

“I believe if you really want to find
work and are sincere about it, you will.”

Nothing could be further from the truth
in places such as Ipswich where unemploy-
ment is chronic. In some areas of Queens-
land apprenticeship indentures have increased,
but in Ipswich they have continued to
decrease. Unemployment is increasing in
some places in Queensland while in others
it tends to level out at certain times of the
year. In fact, Mr O’Halloran of the Roman
Cq(tjholic Commission on Justice and Peace
said—

“Politicians cannot go on denying the
problem. They have to realise the gravity
of the whole unemployment situation.

“They have to change with the rest of
society from the grass roots level up and
look at work in a different light.”
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In talking about changing the community’s
attitude, reference is made to the fact that
no longer can the 9 per cent of the com-
munity who are unemployed be exploited
while the top 10 per cent of the income
earners in the mation zevel in the country’s
wealth.

We often see headlines in these terms,
“Jobless create a ‘tropical NQ hell’ ”. That
was a heading to an article attributed to
Brigadier Beasy of the Salvation Army in
Cairns. It said that the movement north is
a matural route fTor young people from
southern States and Southern Queensland
who are on the unemployment trail looking
for work. There is another article about
employers exploiting the unemployed.

In Ipswich, nearly half of the unemployed
are young people. They are classified as
juniors. Between 1975 and 1979 there was
a continuing decrease in the numbelj of
apprenticeships in the State Advisory
Committee area. In the past 12 months there
has been an increase in the State level

The metal trade should be booming, but
it cannot find enough people. Over the past
five years that trade has decreased in the
Ipswich area. The electrical trade is in a
similar position. Apprenticeships in that trade
have decreased. A dramatic cut-back has
occurred in the employment prospects for
apprentices in the building trade. What has
happened to all the jobs for the unskilled
people? Zero growth in the railways is
creating tremendous unemployment in the
Ipswich area.

(Time expired.)

BROOKVALE PARK FOUNDATION LIMITED

Mr ELLIOTT (Cunningham) (10.31 p.m.):
The matter that I wish to bring to the
attention of the House concerns the setting
up of the Brookvale Park Foundation. As
the State member in whose electorate
Brookvale Park is situated, I have consistently
made representations and have supported
the concept of having Brookvale Park gifted
to the people, to be held in trust, so as
to ensure its full potential is realised and
not lost with the death of those currently
in control of it.

All of us should realise what a significant
asset it is. It is situated very close to a
large population on the east coast of Queens-
land. It takes less than a day for the people
of Brisbane, the Gold Coast or anywhere else
in that area to come up and look at this
magnificent asset.

It would be an absolute tragedy if we were
to allow this asset to be lost. That is what
is staring us in the face. The first suggestion
was to give this asset to the people of the
State via legislation. Regrettably, the proposed
Brookvale Park Trust Act has been rejected
by Cabinet, despite all the work that has
been done by numerous people at Govern-
ment level. I go on record tonight as saying
that a tremendous number of people have
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supported this concept. The honourable
member for Condamine has been one of the
people who have supported us right down
the line. We are very thankful for that.

Because of the legislation which imposes
stamp duty, we are now in a more difficult
and, in my opinion, ludicrous situation. The
Brookvale Park Foundation Limited has a
board comprising people of tremendous
reputation. Everybody would have to agree
that they are reputable, well-meaning people
who believe this asset to be worth preserva-
tion, and they are prepared to work towards
that aim. It is unfortunate that the Treasury
has decided to charge stamp duty of
approximately $9,500 on the transfer of this
asset.

I make a plea here tonight to all those
people who have some influence in such mat-
ters to look at this situation. If there is no
way of avoiding the payment of stamp duty on
the transfer, then we should look at some
other way of getting round this problem. It
is possible that if we did set a precedent in
this case it would open up locpholes for
unscrupulous people to take advantage of. If
that is the case, I implore Cabinet to re-assess
the situation and come up with some other
acceptable alternative.

T suggest that this could perhaps be done
through the Tourist and Travel Corporation
or some such body, because to my mind the
important thing is that when someone goes
to so much trouble over the years to develop
an asset and now wants to give it to the
people, he should not be thwarted.

(Time expired.)

RESTORATION OF PARLIAMENT HOUSE

Mr DAVIS (Brisbane Central) (10.36 pm):
Recently I asked a question of the Minister
for Works and Housing concerning the
estimated cost of the restoration of Parlia-
ment House. The answer was that there had
been a staggering $7.6m spent since Decem-
ber 1969, and that does not even include
external stonework repairs, landscaping and
furniture.

Mr Wharton: You’ve get your facts wrong.

Mr DAVIS: What does the Minister mean
when he says my facts are wrong? They are
the figures he gave me. One could reason-
ably expect that amount to escalate in the
future. Perhaps that figure we were given
has highlighted how impotent this Parliament
is when it comes to irying to exercise some
restraint on Government spending.

On the same day I asked the Minister why
his department had sacked 61 tradesmen, and
his words were that they were employed on a
temporary basis only and that they knew they
would be employed for only a short time. Yet
as we all know, the Works Department is
always crying out for money. So is it any
wonder that these tradesmen and the general
public take a very cynical view of politicians
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when they see them spending these huge
amounits on themselves? The comment was
made last week-end

Mr Wharton: Aren’t you a politician?

Mr DAVIS: Yes, I am a politician, but at
the same time I want to impose a bit of
restraint on the crowd opposite. As I said,
the Minister for Works and Housing claimed
that it would cost only $1m. I remember
back in 1974 asking a question of the then
Works Minister, Mr Hodges, about the old
Bellevue——

Mr Austin: How much were you going to
spend on the Bellevue?

Mr DAVIS: $1m to keep it going, but we
were told it was too much. Yet when it
comes to spending money on themselves, the
sky is the limit for this Government.

Mr Austint Why don’t you get them
all together and refuse to go into the old
building?

Mr DAVIS: 1 am sure that there are
plenty of members in this Chamber, even
some of the whinging Liberals, who would
complain that they do not get enough money
for their schools or police stations. They are
always asking for extensions, painting and
repairs, but it is always the same excuse—
there is no money. But even in the last
Budget it was shown that there was an
unexpended item of 3$1.5m of the sum that
was allocated to the Works Department for
Parliament House. I am told that even the
copper roof is costing something of the order
of $900,000. Since the Liberals in this House
showed how spineless they are in refusing to
support the ALP motion for a public accounts
committee the other day, I am going to
request the Minister to table all the details of
how money is to be spent on Parliament
House. I am positive that no member will
want to sce this project escalate into some-
thing like the Sydney Opera House.

Mr Austin: Wind it up.

Mr DAVIS: While we are on the subject
of Government spending, I am sure that even
Mr Loudmouth over there will be interested
in this subject. T am amazed at the number
of functions held in this building under the
auspices of the Mrs Bjelke-Petersen Welfare
Committee, or, should I say, the committee
of the National Party Senate candidate No. 1.

I am certainly not one who knocks a com-
mittee that helps charity, but as the Opposi-
tion spokesman on works and housing mat-
ters I am concerned at the way in which
Works Department employees are used to
transport and set up tables, chairs and so on
at functions in this complex.

I ask the Minister for Works and Housing:
Who pays for the hiring of the staff of the
Works Department? Who pays for the
attendants to act as message boys and drink
waiters when functions are held in this
place? Who pays for the catering? We would
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like to know those answers. I do not see any
accounting in this place when parliamentary
staff are used at these functions. I think it is
fair that we should know the answers to
these questions, particularly when staff of
the Works Department is used.

This Parliament should know how much
money is spent on this committee. I am
told that it donates about $40,000 to charity.
That is fair enough, and I am all for it.
But it is a bit rough when we are paying
$60,000 in order to earn $40,000. We on this
side of the House would like to see a public
accounts committee vet what is going on
on the other side of the House, including
those functions that are held here. The
forthcoming Labour Government will appoint
a public accounts committee. If there was
such a committee now, it would vet the
Ministers’ activities, because the Ministers
are the greatest spenders in this place.

(Time expired.)
Motion (Mr Wharton) agreed to.
The House adjourned at 10.41 p.m.





