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568 Ministerial Statements [31 MARCH 1981] Questions Upon Notice 

TUESDAY, 31 IVIARCH 1981 

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

ASSENT TO BILLS 

Assent to the following Bills reported by 
Mr Speaker:— 

Canned Fmits Marketing BiU; 
Dairy Products StabUisation Acts Repeal 

Bill; 
Evidence Act Amendment BiU; 
Oath Acts Amendment BiU; 
Primary Producers' Co-operative Associa­

tions Act Amendment BUl; 
Securities Industry (Release of Sureties) 

BiU; 
Sugar Experiment Stations Act and 

Another Act Amendment BUl. 

PAPERS 

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

Reports— 
Registrar of Co-operative Housing Soc­

ieties, for the year 1979-1980. 
Commbsioner of Water Resources, for 

the year 1979-1980. 
The following papers were laid on the 

table:— 
Proclamation under the Acquisition of Land 

Act 1967-1977 and the State Develop­
ment and PubUc Works Organization 
Act 1971-1979. 

Orders in CouncU under— 
Industrial Development Act 1963-1979. 
Regbtration of Plans (H.S.P, (Nominees) 

P.ty. Limited) Enabling Act 1980. 
Commbsions of Inquiry Acts, 1950 to 

1954. 
Irrigation Act 1922-1979. 
Harbours Act 1955-1980. 
Electricity Act 1976-1980. 

Regulations under the State Housing Act 
1945-1979. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 

ALLEGED DELAYS IN COURT SYSTEM 

Hon. S. S. DOUMANY (Kurilpa—Minbter 
for Justice and Attorney-General) (11.5 a.m.): 
In relation to the ministerial statement I 
made on Thursday, 26 March, in this House, 
I wish to advise that where the word 
"Monday" appears in the first and second 
paragraphs the word "Tuesday" should be 
substituted. 

MOTOR VEHICLE SPARE PARTS 

Hon. Sir WILLIAM KNOX (Nundah-
Minister for Employment and Labour Rela­
tions) (11.6 a.m.): Recently the Commisaoner 
for Consumer Affairs prepared a report on 
the availabUity and price of motor vehicle 
spare parts in Queensland. This report has 
now been considered by Cabinet. 

The report concludes that people outside 
the Brisbane metropolitan area in particular 
are seriously dbadvantaged by the appUcation 
of sales tax on freight. This applies not only 
to motor vehicle spare parts but abo to many 
other goods. As a result. Cabinet has decided 
to aot upon the commissioner's recommen­
dation and ask the Federal Govemment to 
eliminate the practice whereby sales tax b 
calculated on freight. This approach will be 
made to the Prime Minister by the Premier. 

During the commissioner's inquiry, a great 
deal of evidence was gathered and some of 
it was submitted on a confidential basb and 
not to be pubUshed. The commissioner has 
prepared a report on the inquiry which 
thoroughly summarises the evidence sub­
mitted and at the same time observes the 
promise of confidentiaUty. 

I now table this report. 
Whereupon the honourable gentleman laid 

the report on the table. 

QUESTIONS UPON NOTICE 

Questions submitted on notice by members 
were answered as follows:— 

1. ACCIDENTS AT PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS 

Mr Innes asked the Minister for Transport— 
(1) How many accidents have occurred 

between pedestrians or chUd cyclbts and 
motor vehicles at marked pedestrian or 
school crossings, including crossings associ­
ated with trafiSc lights, in each of the last 
five years? 

(2) How many of these accidents have 
resulted in death? 

(3) How many of these have resulted 
in serious injviry? 

(4) How many of the above accidents 
involved children under the age of 15 
years traveUing between the hours of 8 a.m. 
and 5 p.m.? 

(5) In how many of the above accidents 
which involved crossings controUed by 
traffic lights, was there evidence of the 
vehicle travelling through a red Ught? 

Answer:— 
(1 to 5) The specific information which 

the honourable member has sou^t b not 
readUy available without a spedi examm­
ation of the records being implemented. 
Knowing the concern of the honouraWe 
member and his obvious desire to make a 
genuine contribution in the area of road 
safety, I have instmcted my department to 
carry out the necessary measures to 
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retrieve the information sought and I shaU 
give the honourable member a more 
detailed answer when that information has 
been extracted. 

2. CONTROL OF GROUNDSEL 

Mr Stephan asked the Minister for Lands 
and Forestry— 

(1) WUh the noxious weed groundsel 
bush StiU causing concern in South-west 
Queensland, has the Stock Routes and 
Rural Lands Protection Board been suc­
cessful in making any appreciable gain in 
the methods of control of this bush? 

(2) Has any successful establishment 
of colonies for biological control been 
made? 

Answer:— 

(1) The most widely used method for 
groundsel control is herbicide treatment 
and the Alan Fletcher Research Station 
has recently developed improved herbicides 
for low-volume spraying and basal bark 
treatment. 

(2) Since 1967, 13 species of insects have 
been imported from overseas by the Alan 
Fletcher Research Station for further 
testing. Of eight species released in the 
field, four have definitely become estab­
lbhed. However, none of the established 
species has yet revealed itself as capable of 
bringing about signfficant control. Research 
station officers are confident that investi­
gations into biological control currently 
being undertaken in BrazU will yield extra 
organisms for testing and, hopefully, pro­
vide a suitable organism for control. There 
is Uttle prospect of spectacular success in 
the short term. 

3. REPORTING ON APPLICANTS FOR PosmoNs 
IN DEPARTMENT OF ABORIGINAL AND 

ISLANDERS ADVANCEMENT 

Mr Jones asked the Nfinbter for Water 
Resources and Aboriginal and Island 
Affairs— 

(1) Is he aware of the document being 
used within tiie Department of Aboriginal 
and Islanders Advancement headed 
Intenm Report", which b obviously a 

record of interview from interviewees apply-
ing_ for positions within the department 
and which contains the words: "Notable 
Attitudes to PoUcies of Govemments", for 
comment by the interviewer? 

(2) If not, wiU he investigate the inten­
tion pf such a heading and the purpose 
01 this type of reporting on applicants for 
placement m the DAIA and, if so, b it 
undertaken under a general instmction by 
direcion of Cabinet or the Goverament 
j^^^j^ "apartments, or b it peouUar to the 

(3) Will he undertake to have this form 
of subheading, which is now included as 
a mandatory report to ascertain "political 
motivation", withdrawn immediately? 

Answer:— 
(1 to 3) My department has been unable 

to identify the document as in current 
use. It is not consistent with a standard 
record of interview by the department. 
In short, this document is not now in use, 
but obviously was used in years gone by. 
In the circumstances, I am unable to assist 
further. 

4. FLUORIDE SUPPLEMENTS 

Mr Underwood asked the Minister for 
Health— 

(1) Has ministerial or departmental 
advice been given to the appropriate manu­
facturers and Queensland suppliers of 
revised recommended fluoride supplements? 

(2) If so, when was this advice given 
and what was the substance of that advice? 

Answer:— 
(1) Yes. 
(2) The advice referred to was included 

in amendments to the Poisons Regulations 
of 1973 publbhed in the Government 
Gazette dated 9 August 1980 in the 
foUowing form— 

"Every label required to be used in 
connection with sodium fluoride sub­
stances for human ingestion containing 
2.2 mg or less of sodium fluoride per 
dosage unit shaU contain such directions 
for use as are specified by the National 
Health and Medical Research CouncH." 

5. EXPENDITURE BY HOSPITALS BOARDS 

Mr Underwood asked the Minbter for 
HeaUh— 

With reference to financial difficulties 
being experienced by hospital boards in 
Queensland because of reductions in health 
funding— 

(1) Which hospital boards' expenditures 
(a) capital and (b) recurrent, have 
exceeded their approved budgets this 
financial year to date, by what amounts 
and for what reasons? 

(2) which hospital boards expect to 
exceed expenditures of their approved 
budgets thb financial year, by what 
estimated amounts and for what reasons? 

(3) Have there been any instances where 
hospital boards' requests to exceed their 
budgets this year have been refused and, 
if so, what are their names and what are 
the reasons? 

(4) Which boards exceeded expenditure 
of their approved budgets, by what amounts 
and for what reasons for the years 1977-78, 
1978-79 and 1979-80? 
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Answer:— 
(1 to 4) There are 134 hospitab in thb 

State, 24 outpatient centres and 17 State 
nursing homes, every one of which operates 
on a financial budget approved by the 
Govemor in Council. In view of the fact 
that the salaries and wages appropriation 
aUotted in these budgets for a financial 
year is based on the rate of salary or 
wages appUcable at 1 July of that financial 
year, most, if not all, the hospitals, out­
patient centres and nursing homes would 
exceed the salaries and wages vote if there 
is an award increase or a national wage 
variation within the relevant financial year. 

The financial allocation to boards, out­
patient centres and nursing homes for 
contingency items allows for some indexa­
tion based on known cost indices but 
cannot anticipate further cost increases, 
particularly in the special areas of hospital 
purchases such as any drug supplies. X-ray 
films and disposable medical items. 

The Hospitals Act allows the Minister 
for Health to approve of transfers between 
budget votes, and the true and actual 
position of a budget is not known until the 
end of the financial year. The occasions 
on which hospitals, outpatient centres or 
nursing homes exceed an individual budget 
heading (and there are 15 of these) are 
very numerous, and if the honourable 
member is seeking advice concerning a 
particular hospital, outpatient centre or 
nursing home, then on request I would 
be prepared to advise him accordingly. 

As I stated on previous occasions, hos­
pitals boards are not placed in a position 
during a financial year where they cannot 
pay their normal monthly accounts. 

6. SUPPLY OF FROZEN FOOD TO HOSPITALS 

Mr Underwood asked the Minister for 
Health— 

With reference to serious problems being 
created for hospitals and other Govern­
ment institutions by his department's 
insistence that they use the new State 
frozen food factory at Wacol and, in 
particular, the escalating cost of food, its 
inferior quality and the loss of jobs— 

(1) What is the (a) cost of the project 
to date and (b) total estimated cost? 

(2) Which hospitals and institutions are 
using the facility and what were the costs 
of their instaUations and the cost to supply 
the food? 

(3) What dates are others expected to 
come on line and what is the estimated 
cost of (a) installation and (b) the supply 
of food? 

(4) Can any of the food poisoning at 
hospitals and institutions be traced to 
frozen food? 

(5) What measures have been taken 
to overcome the escalating costs, inferior 
quality of the frozen food and the loss 
of jobs? 

(6) Is he aware that the State Govern­
ment was advised prior to establishing this 
venture that it would be a "white 
elephant"? 

(7) Do all hospitals and institutions have 
sufficient emergency power to operate the 
frozen food storage refrigeration units in 
the event of power faUure? 

(8) Will he recommend abandoning the 
project in the light of growing opposition 
and costs? 

A nswer:— 
I am not aware of problems of the nature 

outiined by the honourable member and 
suggest that he check the reliabUity of the 
source of his information. I reject the state­
ment that the food is inferior in quHUty and 
that any person presently employed will lose 
his or her job as a result of the introduction 
of frozen foods. In respect of costs, 1 
advise him that when the faciUty has reached 
maximum production and maximum supply 
to hospitals and institutions has been 
achieved, costs will be very comparable with 
the present method of supply. 

(1) The final costs of construction and 
equipping the facUity at Wacol have not 
yet been finalised but is anticipated to be 
$7,890,000. 

(2) Royal Brisbane Hc«pUal (partly); 
Moreton Bay Nursing Care Unit; Basil 
Stafford Training Centre; RedcUffe Hospi­
tal (partly); Prince Charles Hospital; Hal-
wyn Centre for Intellectually Handicapped; 
Gold Coast Hospital; Queen Elizabeth II 
Jubilee Hospital; Wolston Park Hospital 
(partly); Princess Alexandra Hospital 
(partly); 

Cost of installation of the necessary 
facilities is not readily available, nor is 
the comparable cost of actual product 
supplied compared with the previous food 
supply. 

(3) It is anticipated that the following 
hospitals and institutions will be receiving 
product by the end of 1981 (the cost of 
installations is stiU the subject of investi­
gation for a number, and the cost of sup­
ply wiU not be known untU product is 
actually received)— 

Redcliffe Hospital—remainder; Even­
tide Home, Sandgate; Princess Alexan­
dra Hospital.—remainder; ChaUinor Cen­
tre for the Training and Care of the 
Intellectually Handicapped, Ipswich; 
Ipswich Hospital; Toowoomba Hospital; 
BaiUie Henderson HospUal; Royal Bris­
bane Hospital—remainder. 

(4) I am not aware of any problems 
of the nature referred to since product was 
suppUed from the faciUty at Wacol. 

(5) See opening comments. 

(6) No. 
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(7) Those hospitals and institutions which 
do not already have available emergency 
power are being examined with a view to 
installation of necessary emergency power. 

(8) No. 

7. INCREASED POLICE STRENGTH, SUNSHINE 
COAST 

Mr Simpson asked the Minister for Local 
Government, Main Roads and PoUce— 

In view of his recent announcement of 
additional police and poUce stations for 
the Gold Coast when will he announce 
increased police and police stations for 
the Sunshine Coast bearing in mind that 
the per capita poUce numbers are less on 
the Sunshine Coast than at the Gold 
Coast? 

Answer:— 
Since May 1980, station strengths in the 

Sunshine Coast District have been 
increased by eight. In addition, eight first-
year constables are temporarily attached 
to these stations at present. The staffing 
situation is continually reviewed in the 
light of avaUabiUty of additional trained 
personnel, as increases are dependent upon 
this. Funding arrangements for new police 
buildings have not been completed at this 
stage, and I am unable to comment on 
this aspect. 

8. REPLACEMENT DENTURES 

Mr Simpson asked the Minister for 
Health— 

(1) How long is the delay in obtaining 
replacement dentures in Nambour, Bris­
bane and other parts of Queensland? 

(2) What is the cost to pensioners who 
cannot wait for replacement dentures and 
must obtain these from dentists in Queens­
land? 

(3) What is the cost to pensioners in 
New South Wales who have the advantage 
of obtaining replacement dentures from 
dental technicians or dental prosthetbts? 

Answer:— 
(1) The delay in providing replacement 

of usable dentures at the Nambour Dental 
Clinic is approximately 18 months and at 
the Brisbane Dental Hospital approximately 
5 months. The delay at other dental clinics 
throughout Queensland varies. For example, 
there b no delay at the townsville cUnic; 
4 months delay at Maryborough and 
Rockhampton cUnics; 6 months at Ipswich 
clinic and 14 months at Toowoomba clinic. 

Every patient seeking dentures b seen 
by a d̂entist before that patient's name is 
placed on a waiting Ust. Where urgency 
IS seen by the dentist to exist, it is usually 
possible to reduce this waiting time con­
siderably. In many instances adjustments 
are made to minimbe inconvenience during 
the waiting period. 

(2) The Department of Health has no 
jurisdiction over fees chargeable by dentists. 
The fee paid by a patient is a matter for 
agreement between that patient and the 
dentist. 

(3) I am informed that certain persons 
in New South Wales, such as pensioners 
with medical entitlement cards, may be 
authorised to obtain dentures without 
charge from dentists or dental technicians. 
However, I am also informed that funds 
allocated for this purpose for this financial 
year have already been fully expended. 

The fee payable by a pensioner in New 
South Wales seeking replacement dentures 
outside this arrangement would be a matter 
for agreement between the patient and the 
operator concerned. 

9. GROYNE CONSTRUCTION, GOLD 
COAST AREA 

Mr Simpson asked the Minister for 
Northern Development and Maritime 
Services— 

(1) How many beach restoration and 
control groynes are situated on the Gold 
Coast? 

(2) Where are they situated? 
(3) How effective have they been? 
(4) How has each groyne been financed? 
(5) What contribution has been made to 

each groyne by the (a) Federal Govern­
ment, (b) State Government and (c) local 
authority? 

(6) Has sand pumping been associated 
with these groyne constructions and, if so, 
what contributions have come from State, 
Federal and Local Government? 

Answer:— 
(1) Six. 
(2) Kirra Point; Miles Street, Kirra; 

Curmmbin Creek; 11th Avenue, Palm 
Beach; 21st Avenue, Palm Beach; 
Tallebudgera Creek. 

(3) The groynes at 11th and 21st 
Avenues, Palm Beach, have not been con­
stmcted in sufficient time for their effect­
iveness to be assessed. 

All other groynes have operated effect­
ively in trapping and/or retaining sand on 
their updrift or southern sides. However, 
there has been loss of sand from the 
beaches to the north of the groynes requir­
ing beach nourishment in some instances 
and, in the case of the Kirra groyne, con­
struction of the Miles Street groyne to 
retain sand in front of the surf pavilion. 

(4) Kirra Point was an experimental 
groyne financed by the State. The Miles 
Street, Kirra, groyne was built by Gold 
Coast City Council using loan funds with 
a 20 per cent State Government subsidy. 
The Curmmbin Creek groyne was built by 
Gold Coast City Council using loan funds 
with a State Government subsidy at the 
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increased rate of 33J per cent which 
applies to beach protection works which 
also benefit navigation. 

The experimental groynes at Palm Beach 
were financed entirely by the State Gov­
ernment on the condition that the Gold 
Coast City CouncU expend $500,000 of its 
own funds on sand-pumping for beach 
nourishment to Palm Beach. The Talle­
budgera Creek groyne was financed by 
Gold Coast City Council from loan funds. 
Again a 33J per cent State Government 
subsidy was paid on most of the cost, as 
the groyne was also considered to be a 
flood mitigation structure. 

(5) The contributions of Federal, State 
and local government to the groyne con­
struction costs are as follows:— 

(a) Kirra Point groyne—^Federal nU, 
State $220,000, Local nU; 

(b) Miles Street, Kirra groyne—^Federal 
nil. State $13,000, Local $52,000; 

(c) Curmmbin Creek groyne—^Federal 
nil. State $33,500, Local $67,000; 

(d) 11th Avenue, Palm Beach, groyne 
—Federal nil. State $327,000, Local nil; 

(e) 21st Avenue, Palm Beach, groyne 
—Federal nil. State $275,000, bemg the 
estimated final cost. Local nU; 

(f) Tallebudgera Creek groyne—Fed­
eral nil. State $238,500, Local $480,400. 
(6) Sand-pumping has been carried out 

in association with all groyne constmctions. 
The cost shares are as follows:— 

Kirra Point and MUes Street, Kirra— 
Federal nU, State $200,000, Local 
$800,000; 

Curmmbin Creek—^Federal nil. State 
$31,000, Local $124,000; 

11th and 21st Avenues, Palm Beach— 
Gold Coast Council is committed to spend 
$500,000 of its own funds on this work 
(no State Government subsidy is appU­
cable). The works are stiU in progress; 

TaUebudgera Creek—^Federal nil. State 
$46,300, Local $145,000, 

10. REGISTRATION OF UNIONS 

Mr Powell asked the Minister for Employ­
ment and Labour Relations^—; 

(1) How many unions are registered in 
Queensland under the Queensland Indus­
trial ConcUiation and Arbitration Act? 

(2) How many unions are there repre­
sented in Queensland? 

(3) What criterion is used to decide 
whether a union wiU come under the 
Queensland Act or the Federal Act? 

Answer:— 
(1) There are 74 unions of employees 

and 39 unions of employers ouirently reg­
btered under the provisions of the Indus­
trial ConciUation and Arbitration Act 
1961-1980. 

(2) All of the above unions operate in 
Queensland. In addition, there are approx­
imately 147 Federal unkxns of empbyees 
and 81 unions of employers registered 
under the Commonwealth Conciliation end 
Arbitration Act 1904. The majority of 
those unions of employees would have 
State branches which operate in Queens­
land whibt only approximately half of the 
number of unions of employers would have 
branches in Queensland. 

(3) The making of awards and industrial 
agreements under the Queensland Indus­
trial Conciliation and Arbitration Act is 
facUitated by regbtered bodies of industrial 
unions being bound as parties. 

Unless a union b registered under the 
Queensland Act, it has no access, as of 
right, to prosecute claims before the State 
tribunal. 

This would be a oompeUing factor for a 
union to consider when seeking registra­
tion. Since the now famous case of Moore 
v Doyle, it has been made clear that a 
branch of a Federal union regbtered under 
the State industrial legblation is a separate 
legal entity. 

I should also mention, for the benefit 
of the honourable member, that some 
workers, because of the restraints of the 
Federal Constitution, are not engaged in 
"industry" as it is legaUy defined. There­
fore, they would not 'be eligible for reg­
istration under the Federal Act. School­
teachers would be one example. 

The system of conciliation and arbitra­
tion under the Queensland Aot, with its 
ability to achieve quick decisions, has a 
minimum of legal wrangling in compar­
bon to some other jurisdictions. Thb per­
haps is a significant reason why some 
66 per cent of workers in Queensland 
are covered by State awards. 

11. ALLIED BREWERIES LTD 

Mr Hooper asked the Minister for Justice 
and Attorney-General— 

(1) Did he grant an exemption from 
the provbions of the Company Take-Overs 
Act 1979 to AlUed Breweries Ltd to enable 
it to lift its shareholding in Castlemaine 
Tooheys Ltd from 14.8 per cent to 20.9 
per cent? 

(2) On what grounds was the exemption 
granted? 

(3) In considering whether to grant an 
exemption to AUied Breweries Ltd, did 
he have regard to the Government's pre­
viously stated poUcy of retaining control 
of Queensland companies in (Jueensland.' 

(4) Has the effect of the acqubition of 
these further shares been to give effective 
control of Castiemaine Tooheys Ltd to a 
foreign corporation? 

Answer:— 
(1) Yes. 
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(2 & 3) The decbion was based on "pub­
lic interest" considerations. 

(4) No. 

12. ARCHERFIELD ASTRODOME 

Mr Hooper asked the Minbter for Envir­
onment, Valuation and Adminbtrative Ser­
vices— 

(1) Has the Noise Abatement Authority 
conducted tests at Durack concerning noise 
emanating from the Archerfield Astro­
dome? 

(2) If the noise has been proven to be 
of an excessive level why have no prose­
cutions been launched? 

(3) WUl the Noise Abatement Authority 
commence an education campaign to 
inform the public of the correct pro­
cedures for lodging nobe abatement 
complaints? 

Answer:— 
(1) Yes. Following complaints about the 

operation of the astrodome, the first tests 
were carried out towards the end of the 
astrodome's first season in 1980. In order 
to make a valid comparison, further tests 
were also carried out since operations 
recommenced in .the latter half of 1980. 

(2) As a result of .these tests, the Nobe 
Abatiement Authority has imposed certain 
conditions on the astrodome to ensure a 
curfew of 10.30 p.m. Thb curfew has 
been oompUed with, except for one lapse, 
which was brought .to its immediate atten­
tion. 

(3) At present, up .to 100 complaints 
are processed monthly by the divbion. 
Thb would already .indicate that .there is 
some degree of public awareness about the 
procedure for lodging complaints. How­
ever, many industries are stiU .protected 
by the moratorium provbions of the Noise 
Abatement Act which expire on 28 
September 1981. A public education cam­
paign wiU begin after that date. 

The honourable gentleman may be inter­
ested to know that the staff of .the Air 
'PoUution Council will move from 484 
Adelaide Street to "Kantara", 64-70 Mary 
Street later thb year. These premises are 
more dosely situated to the heart of tiie 
aty and it b hoped .that lUib will lead 
to igreater pubUc awareness of the work 
of the authority. 

13. FIRE SAFETY, HIGH-RISE BUILDINGS 

Mr Akers asked the Minbter for Environ­
ment, Valuation and Adminbtrative Ser­
vices— 

With reference to my statements in the 
Matters of PubUc Interest debate in this 

House on 18 March concerning the apathy 
of the public regarding fire safety in high 
rise buUdings— 

(1) Has his attention been drawn to a 
series on Channel "O" Television News 
naming the management of several high-
rise buildings in Brisbane that had answers 
varying from very good to extremely poor 
and frightening in reply to a series of 
questions asked in a survey by Mr Paul 
Bongiarno, including places such as Morris 
Towers which has never had a fuU scale 
evacuation drUl, has no warning systems 
at aU, has no fire wardens appointed and 
therefore nobody responsible for and 
trained for the use of first-aid fire 
equipment? 

(2) What action has been taken by 
hb department to ensure compliance with 
the Fire Safety Act, its regulations and 
normal common fire safety procedures in 
other high-rbe buildings in Queensland? 

(3) What action has been taken to 
improve fire safety in the Parliamentary 
Annexe? 

Answer:— 

(1) Yes. Thb recent survey of fire safety 
in 46 high-rbe buUdings highUghts the 
very genuine concera of Brbbane's fire 
authorities that some building owners are 
not facing up to their responsibiUties in 
promoting fire safety among their tenants. 
The survey shows that 13 of the 46 
buildings have not had an evacuation drill, 
three buUdings did not know when their 
last evacuation occurred and the manage­
ment of three other buUdings decUned to 
answer the question. Five of the buUdings 
had not completed a fire drUI for over 
12 months. I table a summary compUed 
by my office of the findings of this survey. 

(2) The Fire Safety Act requires all new 
premises, alterations and additions to exist­
ing buildings carried out since November 
1976 to comply with strict fire safety 
standards. These premises are regularly 
inspected at least once every three years 
for buildings open to the public and at 
least once every five years in the case of 
other buUdings. Under the Fire Safety 
Act, the Govemor in CouncU, on the 
recommendation of the State Fire Services 
CouncU, can designate certain classes of 
buildings built before November 1976, 
which must comply with the Act's regula­
tions, t h e Oouncil is presently looking at 
different classes of buUdings, such as build­
ings with night clubs, shopping centres, 
hotels and motels, which could be design­
ated under the Act. One alteraative being 
considered is to introduce an amended 
series of fire safety regulations for these 
designated classes which would not prove 
prohibitively expensive to implement. 
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I have recently given my fuU support _to 
a public awareness campaign under which 
every high-rise building in Brbbane and the 
Gold Coast wUl receive fire safety cards 
specially prepared by Channel O and the 
AM.P. Society in co-operation with the 
MetropoUtan Fire Brigades Board. I com­
mend those two organisations for the steps 
they have taken. This program is already 
paying dividends with inquiries from several 
buildings about fire safety and evacuation 
drills. I am hopeful that the program can 
be extended to other centres in Queensland. 
I have also asked the State Fire Services 
Council to write to all high-rise property 
owners in Brisbane which, according to the 
survey, have not had a fire evacuation 
drill for over six months. 

I would remind the owners of all build­
ings carrying a fire safety certificate under 
the Act that they must ensure that all 
staff are given adequate instraction of 
what to do in case of a fire. This instruction 
must be carried out within one month of 
the person being employed within that 
buUding. While there is no compulsion 
under the Act to carry out an evacuation, 
this emergency fire instmction for staff in 
these certified buildings must be carried out 
at least once every 12 months. 

(3) A fire safety certificate is in force 
with respect to the Parliamentary Annexe. 
The present system of a general fire alarm 
sounding throughout the building each time 
a detector is activated wUl be discontinued. 
In future, the general alarm wUl be 
activated manually on the direction of a 
fire brigade officer or the building control 
officer. 

This should ensure that unnecessary 
alarms are not given throughout the 
Annexe. However, it is essential that 
honourable members, staff and the public 
take all precautions, including the correct 
use of fire stairs and fire doors, when there 
is a general alarm. 

Whereupon the honourable gentleman laid 
the summary on the table. 

14. USE OF DEAGON RACECOURSE BY ST 
PATRICK'S COLLEGE 

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

With reference to proposals to redevelop 
the Deagon racecourse— 

(1) Has his attention been drawn to the 
fact that St Patrick's College at Shorn­
cUffe has for many years developed, at 
its own cost, and used four footbaU fields 
and the second best cricket pitch in Bris­
bane, inside the track? 

(2) WUl he give an assurance that the 
college wUl be able to continue that use 

or be given reasonable recompense for 
the large expenditure on these ovals in 
the past? 

(3) Will he initiate discussions on this 
matter with the management of the 
college? 

Answer:— 

(1) Yes. 

(2) I am advised that at this stage the 
inconvenience to the college's use of the 
Deagon racecourse area has been minimal. 

As proposals for the racecourse are only 
in the preliminary stages and no substan­
tive planning has yet been undertaken, 
I am unable at the moment to give the 
honourable member the assurance he seeks. 

(3) The college has written to me about 
the matter, and if the need arises for 
discussions with the management of the 
college I will be only too pleased to 
arrange a meeting for that purpose. 

15. CLOSURE OF TAB AGENCIES, PINE 
RIVERS ELECTORATE 

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

(1) Is it the intention of the TAB to 
close its agency at Albany Creek and, 
if so, what are the reasons? 

(2) What other agencies in the Pine 
Rivers electorate face closure? 

(3) What facilities will be provided for 
customers of the TAB in the dbtricts 
which lose their TAB agencies? 

Answer:— 
(1) The TAB is currently considering 

the closure of the Albany Creek operation. 
The turnover at this office is curtently 
approximately $5,400 per week and on this 
turnover level is not viable for automation. 
Since moving to new premises in the area, 
turnover decreased by approximately $500 
per week and on the current leveb the 
office is hardly viable even as a manual 
operation. The TAB has been established 
in Albany Creek for some six years and 
has proved to be a most disappointing 
operation. 

(2) At the present time, no other offices 
in the Pine Rivers electorate are under 
investigation for closure. 

(3) The TAB is giving consideration to 
providing other facilities in the area, and 
I can assure the honourable member that 
the interests of those in the area who wish 
to place a bet vrith the TAB wUl be looked 
after. 
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16. VILLA FOR INTELLECTUALLY HANDI­
CAPPED PERSONS, TOWNSVILLE 

Dr Scott-Young asked the Minbter for 
Health— 

During the election campaign prior to 
the 1980 State election a firm prombe 
was given to the electors of North 
Queensland that a villa for the intellect­
ually handicapped would be established in 
Townsville— 

(1) What stage has planning reached 
for the proposed project? 

(2) Has money been allocated for this 
project? 

(3) What is the estimated cost? 

(4) What is the estimated annual 
budget? 

(5) Will he assure the electorate that 
the project is fact and not an election 
gimmick? 

Answer:— 

(1) Approval in principle has been given 
for the continuation of planning towards 
the construction of a community villa 
complex at Townsville. 

(2) The matter of capital and operating 
costs of this facility is the subject of con­
sultation between the Department of Health 
and the Treasury. 

(3) The total capital cost has been esti­
mated at something in excess of $600,000. 

(4) The estimated annual budget for the 
villa is in the vincinity of $400,000 per 
annum. 

(5) The need for training and residential 
facilities for the intellectually handicapped 
in North Queensland is recognised and, 
within the financial and manpower 
resources of the department, an immediate 
start b being made to meet those needs. 

The most urgent requirement is for 
intensive personal and family support ser­
vices, and a team of professional staff from 
the Central Assessment Clinic in the Bris­
bane area wUl be made available on a 
visiting basis to institute the service and 
lay a clinical foundation for the community-
based service to North Queensland. 

Consideration is being given to providing 
a small residential facility during the next 
financial year, and thb facility will have 
the capacity to provide residential relief 
care on both an emergency and planned 
basis to support families who are coping 
with the intellectually handicapped mem­
bers at home. These services will be pro­
vided to meet the most urgent needs whUe 
turther progress on the planning of the 
community yiUa complex progresses. On 

present indications, the provision of the 
villa complex may be on a staged basis 
such as was taken in the estabUshment of 
the Rockhampton service. 

17. CONDITION OF BRUCE HIGHWAY, 
NORTH QUEENSLAND 

Dr Scott-Young asked the Minister for 
Local Government, Main Roads and Police— 

(1) Is he aware that the section of the 
northern highway north of Giru has 
broken up badly despite the fact that it 
has only been recently constructed? 

(2) Will he investigate this problem with 
a view to ascertaining the (a) quality of 
materiab used and if they were up to 
standard, (b) techniques and standards of 
workmanship used in the construction and 
(c) total estimated cost of work to repair 
the section? 

Answer:— 

(1) I am aware that failures occurred 
in some sections of the Bruce Highway 
between Palm Creek and Emmett Creek 
south of Townsville. The section was 
constructed in 1979 but the problems did 
not show up until early this year, when 
very heavy and prolonged rainfall was 
experienced in the area. 

(2) A departmental investigation, which 
commenced on 5 February, has revealed 
that the gravel base used in the faUed 
areas is abnormally sensitive to moisture. 
This type of gravel will not be used in 
further paving operations in this area. The 
techniques and standards of workmanship 
used on this section were similar to those 
used on rural highway construction 
throughout Australia. 

In a restricted funding situation, it is 
not economically feasible to build roads 
which are totally immune to failure. It 
is accepted that there is an element of 
risk that on rare occasions, premature 
faUures will occur under abnormal climatic 
conditions. In this instance, the cost of 
the repairs was $28,500, or 2.37 per cent 
of the original construction cost of $1.2m. 

18. SPECTACLE FRAMES 

Mr Kmger asked the Minister for 
Health— 

(1) How many choices of spectacle 
frames are available at hospitals under 
the free scheme? 

(2) How many types are displayed? 

(3) What is the general value of frames 
avaUable for purchase by persons not happy 
with the free issue frames? 
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(4) Is it usual practice to display only 
one very cheap frame as free and pro­
duce the better free frames only when 
requested so to do? 

Answer:— 
(1) The specification for the supply of 

spectacles for all hospitals provides for 
frames to be constructed of acetate or 
material equal in strength. A choice can 
be made from the foUowing colours of 
frames:— 

Male Female 
Black Brown 
Brown Green 
Half grey Blue 

Gold-filled frames are also supplied 
mainly for patients who have difficulty in 
using ordinary frames. 

(2) It is a requirement that hospitab 
boards provide display notices in promin­
ent positions setting out, inter alia, the 
types of frames which are available free 
of charge. Hospitals boards are advised to 
issue written advice to each patient 
referred to the optometrist in respect of, 
inter aUa, the types of frames avaUable. 

(3) The matter of the value and types 
of frames etc. available for purchase by 
persons who do not desire the contract 
frames would be a matter solely between 
the optometrist and the patient. This would 
depend on the types of additional frames 
that the particular optometrist has 
avaUable. 

(4) See (2). 

19. DAM ON BREMER RIVER 

their potential for development. There is 
no proposal at present for development 
of any site in the Bremer River and future 
development will depend on the location, 
magnitude and purpose of water-supply 
needs which arise in the region. 

20. M R Y . Ivi'ASAKi 

Mr Kruger asked the Minister for 
Water Resources and Aboriginal and Island 
Affairs— 

(1) Is the Water Resources Commbsion 
currently surveying land in the Mt 
Walker area along the Bremer River for 
the purpose of building a dam? 

(2) If so, what b the level at which 
the dam is to be constructed and when 
wiU construction take effect? 

(3) What is the purpose for which the 
water is to be used, i.e., increase Rosewood 
town supply, additional water for Swan­
bank and/or water for a coal wash plant? 

Answer:— 
(1) The Queensland Water Resources 

Commission is investigating two possible 
dam sites on the Bremer River near Mt 
Walker. Field work, including surveys, geo­
logical investigations and drilling, has been 
completed and engineering studies are in 
progress. 

(2 & 3) The investigations are being 
carried out as part of a program to identify 
possible future storage sites and assess 

Mr Krager asked the Premier— 

(1) Is he aware of the accusations made 
about his friend Mr Iwasaki by the visiting 
Japanese businessman Mr Masao Ohmori? 

(2) If so, does he intend to investigate 
any or all of the claims? 

(3) Does he agree that the statements 
about Mr Iwasaki's business dealings make 
him suspect in regard to the proposed 
development at Yeppoon? 

(4) Does he stUl insist that Mr Iwasaki 
wiU meet the requirements laid down under 
the franchise agreement and in particular 
the planned stages of the development? 

(5) Does he also admit that he may 
have been hasty in accepting Mr Iwasaki's 
proposab and that he may have misjudged 
Mr Iwasaki's character? 

Answer:— 
(1 to 5) From the statements made last 

week by the gentleman from Japan it is 
obvious that he did not know what he was 
talking about. Hb comments relating to 
Mr Iwasaki were quite wrong and con­
sequently I was not interested dn talking to 
him. 

Mr Iwasaki is proceeding with the 
development of hb resort at Yeppoon 
under the terms and condition laid dovra 
in a franchise agreement ratified by this 
Parliament. I am confident he wUl con­
tinue to do so. 

21. RUSSELL RIVER FLOOD MmcATioN 
PROJECT 

Mr Menzel asked the Minister for Water 
Resources and Aboriginal and Islano 
Affairs— 

When wiU an environmental impact 
study on the RusseU River flood mitigation 
project commence? 

Answer:— 

I propose to take a submbsion to Cabinet 
on the matter of an envu-onmental study 
for the Russell River diversion scheme in 
the very near future. Pending consideration 
of thb submbsion, I cannot indicate when 
the study might commence. 
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22. HIGH SCHOOL, YORKEYS KNOB 

Mr Tenni asked the Minister for Educa­
tion— 

What further action will he take to 
uphold his predecessor's prombe at a pub­
Uc meeting on 3 October 1980 held at 
the Yorkeys Knob State School where that 
honourable Minister advbed the meeting 
that a high school would be constmcted 
for grade 8 and an administration block 
for the commencement of the 1982 school 
year? 

Answer:— 
As stated in my previous answer on thb 

subject (17 March 1981), the land under 
consideration for future constraction of a 
high school in the Trinity Beach area b 
not yet secure. However, I have since 
received the site evaluation report from my 
coUeague the Honourable Minister for 
Works advbing of its technical accept-
abUity. I have therefore initiated further 
acUon on the matter by giving my approval 
for acqubition procedures to proceed. 

The standard iwocedure now expected to 
be in operation b for the Lands Admin­
istration Commission to be engaged by 
the Department of Works to make the 
necessary moves towards acquisition. "Hie 
time necessary for thb process b dependent 
upon legalities arising and the attitudes of 
owners. When I am advbed that titie to 
the land and availabiUty of buUding funds 
are both secure, I shall be pleased to 
request my colleague the honourable 
Minister for Works to order the next stage, 
which b the design procedure. 

23. HIGH SCHOOL, NORTHERN BEACHES 
AREA 

Mr Teimi asked the Minbter for Northern 
Development and Maritime Services— 

i(l) What action did he take to make 
certain that the high school that he 
promised for the Northern Beaches area 
within the electoral dbtrict of Barron 
River at a pubUc meeting at the Yorkeys 
Knob State School on 3 October 1980, 
when he was Minister for Education, 
would be establbhed? 

(2) Did he instruct that the land be 
purchased and what date did thb action 
take place? 

(3) Did he instmct that planning take 
place and on what date? 

f '̂k Y¥^ funding was made available 
or both land and building and when was 

this funding avaUable? 

Answer:— 

,.(^) '̂scussions with planning officers of 
ne Department of Education establbhed 
me need for the inclusion of tiie Trinity 
^ t . . '̂̂ "^ '^^ool in the department's 
aratt capital works programs for the 1982 
school year. 

5185-19 

(2) On 10 November 1980 I gave min­
isterial approval for the acquisition by the 
Department of Works of part of portion 
311, parish of Smithfield. 

(3) Architectural planning of school 
buildings is a function of the Department of 
Works. Draft capital works programs pre­
pared by the Education Department indicate 
to the Department of Works the priorities 
and the extent of educational facilities 
required. 

(4) The funding of education capital 
works projects falb within the ministerial 
responsibUity of the Minister for Works and 
Housing. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

BJELKE-PETERSEN FOUNDATION; BRIBES BY 
MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT 

Mr CASEY: In asking a question of the 
Minister for Justice and Attorney-General 
I refer him to statements by .the expelled 
National Party member for Callide that he 
was asked to pay $10,000 into the National 
Party trust fund, known as the Bjelke-Petersen 
Foundation, to buy a Cabinet position in 
this Govemment. 

As the person responsible for upholding 
justice in thb State, I ask the Minister for 
Justice: WiU he, under section 60 of the 
Criminal Code titled "Bribery of a Member 
of ParUament", which carries a seven year 
penalty, order an immediate inquiry into 
allegations that Cabinet positions can be pur­
chased through bribes by members of ParUa­
ment—more delicately termed donations—into 
this super-secret National Party fund? In 
the course of this inquiry will he have the 
member for CaUide interviewed, as his 
remarks cast a shadow on the integrity and 
honesty of members of Executive Council and 
the Govemment generally in this State? 
After that investigation will he report back 
to this Parliament on all instances of dona­
tions into that fund by members of the Gov­
emment parties, past and present, including 
in each case the amount and date of the 
donation? 

Mr DOUMANY: I am not about to estab­
lish a precedent of giving legal opinions 
in this House. It b a matter for the hon­
ourable member for Callide to pursue if he 
so chooses. That is the appropriate action 
to be taken. 

PAYMENTS TO POLICE INFORMANTS UNDER 
RACSNG AND BETTING ACT AMENDMENT BILL 

Mr CASEY: I ask the Minister for Local 
Government, Main Roads and Police 

Mr Hinze: I hope it wUl be better than 
the last one. 

Mr CASEY: The Minister would not want 
hb name to come out as a result of .the 
last question, would he? Thb question b 
right within his province. 



578 Questions Without Notice [31 MARCH 1981] Questions Without Notice 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of 
the Opposition is about to ask a question. I 
suggest that he do so immediately. 

Mr CASEY: I ask the Minister responsible 
for racing: Is it a fact that under section 
244 of the Racing and Betting Act 1980, 
which is unchanged by the amendments pre­
sented last week, a police informant b 
entitled to 50 per cent of the amount of 
the fine imposed on a convicted SP book­
maker? Does this mean under the new Bill 
the Minister has placed before ParUament, 
which increases the minimum penalty for 
a first offence of $15,000 to a maximum of 
$50,000 for a further offence, that a police 
pimp involved in SP matters will qualify 
for rewards of between $7,500 and $25,000? 

Is the Minister aware that these substantial 
sums of money are paid to informants through 
the police officer involved in the case without 
any requirement in law to even inform the 
court of the nature of such information and 
the fact that information was received? Does 
he not believe that it is unrealistic to pre­
serve a "bounty hunter" system in this new 
racing law which makes it more profitable, 
in many instances, to dob in an SP bookie 
than to provide information .that may lead 
to the conviction of a murderer or rapist? 

Mr HINZE: The honourable gentleman 
seems to know a lot about the business of 
dobbing people in. Is he sure he has not 
had his own fingers in it? I think he might 
have been dabbUng in a bit of SP book-
making. Perhaps the chickens are coming 
home to roost. 

The Leader of the Opposition will have 
ample time to discuss all aspects of 
the Racing and Betting Act Amendment 
Bill this evening in this House. He will then 
have ample opportunity to put his arguments 
forward. 

Mr Casey: There is no amendment to that 
section. 

Mr HINZE: There will be ample time for 
him and certainly I wUl reply. 

RAONG AND BETTING ACT AMENDMENT BILL; 
ALTERATION OF RACING TIMES ON 

ANZAC DAY 

Mr CASEY: In directing a further question 
to the Minister responsible for racing, the 
Minister for Local Government, Main Roads 
and PoUce, I refer to his statement that 
there will be discussion in Parliament this 
evening on the Racing and Betting Act 
Amendment Bill, to his comments reported 
in today's "Courier-Mail" and over the last 
few days about the alteration of racing 
times on Anzac Day and to his comments 
that he had had previous consultations with 
various people, including those on the Anzac 
Day Trust, about the alteration in racing 
times. I now ask him: Why did he not 
discuss the proposed alteration with the 
supreme body for Anzac Day commemora­
tions in Queensland, namely, the Anzac Day 

Commemoration Committee, which co­
ordinates all Anzac Day celebrations in 
Queensland and of which the Premier is 
chairman? 

Mr HINZE: Quite obviously the Leader of 
the Opposition is either misinformed or just 
cannot understand. However, as I indicated 
previously, he .will have ample time this 
evening to discuss in the House thb and 
other matters connected with the Racing 
and Betting Act. The discussions referred 
to were held with the responsible body in 
connection with this particular matter. I have 
made Press statements on two occasions in 
the last 24 hours to reassure those who are 
concerned with the sanctity of Anzac Day 
(which this Government has no intention 
of tampering with) that there will be no 
problem whatsoever. However, the Leader 
of the Opposition will have ample time this 
evening to discuss it. 

Mr CASEY: I rise to a point of order. 
The Minister in charge of racing has clearly 
misled the House in his comment that he had 
had discussions with the responsible bodies 
on this matter, I have in my hand a copy 
of a letter from the Anzac Day Commemora­
tion Committee to the Premier of Queens­
land— 

Mr HINZE: I rise to a point of order. 

Mr SPEAKER:. Order! A point of order 
has been taken by the Minister. 

Mr CASEY: I am taking a point of order 
myself. 

Mr SPEAKER: I thought the Leader of 
the Opposition had completed his point of 
order. 

Mr CASEY: No. 

Mr SPEAKER: I wiU hear that point of 
order first. 

Mr CASEY: My point of order b that 
the Minister responsible for racing has just 
deliberately misled the House by the state­
ment that he did in fact contact all the 
responsible bodies. I have in my hand a 
copy of a letter from the Anzac Day Com­
memoration Committee, which b the Queens­
land body responsible for the co-ordination 
of aU Anzac Day activities throughout the 
State and which is chaired by the Premier. 
This letter clearly points out that until this 
news appeared in today's Press, this com­
mittee knew nothing whatsoever about this 
matter. I accordingly table the letter. 

Whereupon the honourable gentleman Mi 
the letter on the table. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I wiU hear the 
Minister's explanation before I adjudicate 
on the point of order. 

Mr HINZE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. It 
is quite obvious that the Leader of tne 
Opposition is making much ado about 
nothing. I am not deliberately misinforming 
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the House on any count. I said publicly— 
and I say it again—that, after consultation 
with the Anzac Day Trust, the Anzac Day 
Act b being amended to make it consistent 
with the Racing and Betting Act. These 
consuUations have been held. I cannot make 
it any plainer than that. 

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT INVOLVEMENT IN 
MINERAL PROSPECHNG AND ROYALTIES 

Mr GOLEBY: I ask the Premier: Did he 
hear the talk-iback program on radio station 
4QR in which the Labor member for Griffiths 
(Mr Humphries) recommended that the 
Federal Government be responsible for the 
granting of all mineral prospecting licences 
in Australia and also for the setting of aU 
mming royalties in Australia? What action 
will he take should the Federal Government 
proceed to implement such a policy? 

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: First, it would 
only be the Labor Party that would want 
to implement such a policy. I did not hear 
the radio program to which the honourable 
member referred, but I appreciate that the 
Federal member he named would be some­
one capable of making that sort of statement, 
bearing in mind the statement he made in 
the Federal House the other day that he 
had to retract when he found that the 
accusations he made about the Winchester 
South lease were wrong. Therefore, I can 
understand that he would make statements 
like this. 

I can, however, assure the honourable 
memiber that that will not happen while 
this Government is in office in Queensland. 
There is no way in which a Federal Labor 
Govemment or any other Government would 
be permitted to so change and centraUse 
power and control of State assets. NaturaUy 
we are completely against such a move of 
power to Canberra. 

"COURIER-MAIL" EDITORIAL ALLEGATIONS 

Mr GOLEBY: I ask the Premier: Has he 
read today's "Courier-MaU" editorial, which 
makes certain aUegations? What is his 
attitude to that editorial? 

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: In the minds 
of many people, the nature of today's edi-
tonal in "The Courier-MaU" destroys any 
credMlty that the editorial column may 
nave had. It completely disregards the facts. 
the Labor Party did not direct its prefer­
ences as the editorial said, and I take it that 
the writer knew that. 

Honourable Members interjected. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The House wiU 
come to order. The Premier has tiie floor. 

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: If the leader 
!,™".,.or editor of that column had any 
credibility in my eyes before, he has very 
"we, If any, now, because he has com­
pletely disregarded facts and told what might 
oe termed deliberate untmths. The pre-
lerences of Labor were not directed to the 

National Party candidates in either of the 
two seats mentioned. In seven seats of 
the whole 82 the National Party received 
Labor preferences, but they were not 
directed. TTiey happened; they just went that 
way. There was no direction in that regard. 
In only one seat did the ALP direct its 
preferences to the National Party. That was 
in Lockyer, and that was a seat we won. 
There were 20 seats in which the ALP 
directed—and I emphasise the word 
"directed"—its preferences to the Liberal 
Party. 

With all the hoo-ha about editorials and 
honourable members talking about independ­
ents, and all the rest of it, what about the 
Liberal Party not only having independent 
candidates but abo standing members of 
Parliament against the National Party? The 
whole matter is a lot of hypocrisy on the 
part of the Labor Party and the honourable 
member for Woodridge. The attitude adopted 
by "The Courier-Mail" is a lot of hypocrisy, 
too. It is completely untrue and cannot be 
substantiated. 

NATIONAL PARTY POLICY ON GRANTS TO 
RACING CLUBS 

Dr LOCKWOOD: I ask the Minister for 
Local Government, Main Roads and Police: 
When will the National Party's election pro­
mise to convert to grants all existing and 
approved loans to racing clubs be imple­
mented? Will the amendments presently 
before the House allow that poUcy to be 
implemented? 

Mr HINZE: The National Party policy 
enunciated by the Premier prior to the last 
election has yet to be made Goverament 
policy, and I discussed it at a recent Cabinet 
meeting. However, I assure the honourable 
member for Toowoomba North that provision 
is made in the legislation to do exactly what 
has been promised by the Premier. 

WINCHESTER SOUTH COAL DEI^JSTIS 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: I ask the Minister for 
Mines and Energy: Prior to his taking the 
recommendation to Cabinet, how many 
officers in his department participated in 
the decision to accept the tender submitted 
by the BP-led consortium to mine Winchester 
South? 

Mr L J. GIBBS: Is that all the question? 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: That's a question with­
out notice. Gean the wax out of your 
ears. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: That's the question. 
Would you like me to send it by carrier 
pigeon? 

Mr I. J. GIBBS: The honourable member 
should have the maimers to sit down and 
wait for the question to be answered, 
rather than stand up. 
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Honourable Members interjected. 

Mr SPEAKER: Orderi The House wUl 
come to order. I caU the Minbter. 

Mr I. J. GIBBS: The Mines Department 
is a very big department containing a large 
number of employees. It is also a depart­
ment with a lot of expertise within it. ITiose 
officers who were required to examine the 
tenders no doubt did so. I do not know 
aU of their names offhand, so I cannot 
name them. The examination of the 32 
tenders that were submitted took nine weeks. 

I was rather disturbed by the article in 
today's paper written by Derek Hanaghan 
and referring to Winchester South. That 
article intimated that the applications were 
not examined properly. I take offence at 
that comment. We wiU be taking up the 
matter with the person who wrote the article 
to ask him where he obtained his informa­
tion. If he does not have a sound basis for 
his statement—^it is impossible for him to 
have one in all the circumstances—we will 
be asking him for a pubUc apology. 

It took some weeks to examine all the 
aspects of the tenders and they were exam­
ined properly by persons possessing the neces­
sary expertise. That is the way in which 
the Mines Department has acted for many 
years, and whUe I am Minister that is the 
way it will continue to act. 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: I direct a further ques­
tion to the Minister for Mines concerning 
the same subject. I ask: To what degree 
was the Under Secretary of the Mines 
Department, Mr Jack Woods, involved in 
that decbion? 

Mr I. J, GIBBS: Perhaps the meaning of 
the term "Under Secretary" has escaped the 
honourable member. He should look it up. 
The Under Secretary is in charge of the 
Mines Department and he is under my 
jurisdiction. No matter who examines the 
tenders, the Under Secretary makes the 
recommendations to me for final assessment. 
The recommendations then go to Cabinet 
for its decision. The Under Secretary, Mr 
Jack Woods, has done a very good job, as 
did the previous Under Secretary and the 
one before him, right back to the days of 
Ernie Evans. 

DucATi MOTOR CYCLES 

Mr GYGAR: I ask the Minbter for 
Transport: Is it tme that the Queensland dis­
tributors of Ducati motor cycles. Norm 
Fraser (Brisbane) Pty Ltd of Newstead, 
initially charged $150 to replace defective 
mag wheels fitted to 150 motor cycles that 
were manufactured between 1977 and 1980? 

Mr LANE: The honourable member is 
quite correct. The Brisbane distributors 
initially charged $150 to replace defective 
mag wheels. However, when pressure was 
appUed through my Department of Transport 

and the suggestion was made that I could 
weU raise the matter in thb House, the db­
tributor agreed to replace the wheels free. 

I understand that at least 36 sets of 
wheels out of the estimated 150 have been 
replaced and money refunded to those owners 
who had paid. 

The House would be interested to know 
that in July Federal and State Transport 
Ministers will again discuss whether the recall 
of defective vehicles should be made man­
datory. There is a voluntary code at present. 

In Febmary, Ministers set up a task force 
to review the voluntary code of practice for 
safety-related vehicle-recall campaigns com­
pUed by the Federal Chamber of Automotive 
Industries and accepted by the Australian 
Transport Advisory CouncU in 1972. It wUl 
explore the feasibiUty and desirabiUty of 
replacing the voluntary code with mandatory 
procedure. 

At 12 noon. 

In accordance with the provisions of Stand­
ing Order No. 17, the House proceeded with 
Government business. 

ADDRESS IN REPLY 

RESUMPTION OF DEBATE—^SEVENTH ALLOTTED 
DAY 

Debate resumed from 26 March (see 
p. 563) on Dr Lockwood's motion for the 
adoption of the Address in Reply, on which 
Mr Casey had moved the following amend­
ment— 

"Add to the Address the following 
words- -

'However, it is the opim'on of this 
Legislature that your advisers have 
failed to immediately initiate both the 
electoral and Government reform in 
this State as indicated by them during 
the election campaign and they haye 
shown no real intent in their legb­
lative program to properly overcome 
the problems of unemployment and 
economic hardship which face aU sec­
tions of the Queensland community, 
despite the fact that the boundless 
mineral and mral wealth of thb State 
has provided them with ample oppor­
tunity, and that they have therefore 
lost the confidence of this House.'" 

Mr NEAL (Balonne) (12,1 p.m.): In 
addressing myself to the House in reply to 
Hb Excellency's Opening Speedi I wish to 
pledge my loyalty and that of my constituents 
in the electorate of Balonne to Her Most 
Gracious Majesty Queen EUzabeth n. I 
would also like to pay tribute to Hb Excel­
lency Sir James Ramsay and Lady Ramsay 
for the manner in which they carry out their 
duties. His ExceUency b a most wortny 
representative of Her Majesty the Queen. Me 
carries out the duties of hb high office witn 
dedication and displays a warm fnenolmess 
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towards the many people he has the oppor­
tunity to meet in hb extensive traveb through­
out thb State. Having now had the pleasure 
of receiving Sir James and Lady Ramsay in aU 
the shbes within my electorate, I can cer­
tainly say wUh justification that he engenders 
enthusiasm and confidence in the people for 
our democratic system of govemment which 
recognbes Her Majesty the Queen as its head. 

Mr Speaker, I wish to offer my congratula­
tions to you on your re-election as Speaker 
of this Assembly. I am confident that you 
wiU carry out your duties in conducting the 
affairs of this House with faimess and firm­
ness. I am also confident that you wiU uphold 
and maintain the dignity and decomm without 
which thb Assembly would sUp to the stand­
ard that some of our friends in the media 
would have the public believe it has already 
reached. Most members of this House at all 
times conduct themselves with dignity. 

I also congratulate Mr MUler on hb 
appointment as Chairman of Committees. Mr 
MiUer has had many years of experience as 
a member of the panel of temporary chair­
men and has already proved his capacity in 
that regard. 

To aU the new members on both sides of 
this House may I offer my congratulations 
and say, "Welcome." I am sure they have 
come here determined to play their part in 
the development of thb great State for the 
betterment of not only their constituents but 
aU the people of thb State. I look forward 
to working with them and sharing their friend­
ship. To the electors of Balonne and the 
many people who worked for my re-election 
I extend my warmest thanks for again plac­
ing their confidence in me. 

We Ibtened intently to the Governor's 
Opening Speech in which he gave a general 
outline of the course of action that thb Gov­
ernment wiU pursue during the term of this 
Pariiament. The National-Liberal Govem­
ment wUl continue to provide good, strong 
government for Queensland. It wiU continue 
to implement poUcies that wiU ensure the 
rapid expansion and development of our 
Ifj'"!^''"**^^* the people of Queensland and, 
ndeed, Australia, expect. It wfll continue to 

introduce pohces to give the people of the 
Mate a better way of life. 

The Opposition, ranning tme to form, has 
again come out as a party of knockers instead 
oî drmgmg forward constmctive alteraative 
policies. The Leader of the Opposition has 
moved an amendment to the effect that Hb 
excellency s advisers have lost the confidence 
sLti u^P"'®'.*''^^ '«' ^^ people of this 
wm-̂ ; \°J^"°ately, actions speak louder than 
n n r ^°^* l̂̂ ^°^*^^y' however, the Leader 
fact "PP°*'^°'^ ^^ yet .to learn that simple 

The people of thb State Have, by tiieir 
actions at tiie poUs, consbtently passed 
motions of no confidence in the ALP on no 
» ™fi. * ^ ? * ^ occasions since 1957. As 
r,ml -̂ ^ °^ ^^°'' ^"ring the recent election 
campaign many electors wanted to know 

just who was the Leader of the Opposition 
and for which half of the ALP did he speak. 
The proposed amendmrait b simply another 
one of the poUtical stunts of the Leader of 
the Opposition, and he has moved it in an 
endeavour to gain a bit of mileage. It has 
flopped; it has gone over Uke the proverbial 
lead baUoon; it has recayed the same short 
shrift that the Leader of the Opposition and 
the ALP received at the poUs. 

The Leader of the Opposition made a 
great play in advising thb House of the details 
of the ALP's offer to the Liberal Party 
to form a minority Government by either 
party, based mainly on the introduction of 
legblation for one vote one value. I thank 
the Leader of the Opposition for flushing 
himself out of the hole in this matter. He 
was most vocal in westera and northera 
areas prior to the election, telling people how 
he would give them more representation in 
this House; how he would give them nine 
members where they had eight. By his words 
in this House he now reveab his trae 
intentions. He now reveals how he tried to 
deceive the people in those areas. 

While he was deceiving those people and 
teUing them bedtime fairy t^es, his bosses 
in Brisbane—both factions—^were united on 
one thing. Indeed, it was the only thing they 
were united on, namely, that any redb­
tribution which they had anything to do with 
would he based on the principal of one vote 
one value. 

Regardless of what the Leader of the 
Opposition had to say, he would do as he was 
told. There would most certainly not be 
nine seats in the western and northern areas 
of the State; rather, there would be four or, 
at the very most, five. 

Let us take a look at this .idea of one 
vote one value. It sounds very good. Every­
body's vote supposedly has exactly the same 
value. Members of ParUament are elected 
to this House to legislate, to look after the 
needs of the people they represent, in par­
ticular, and of course the needs of the people 
of this State, in general. One might ask: 
What are those needs? There b no necessity 
for me to speU them out here and now. 
Any person with an average amount of 
intelligence has a fair idea of what they are. 

Rather than look at the principle of one 
vote one value, I believe that we should give 
consideration to the value of the vote that 
we already exercise. Is a vote in western 
and northern areas worth two in the city, in 
so far as the needs of the people in those 
areas are concerned? Do they enjoy twice 
the amount of amenities and services that 
Governments provide? They most certainly 
do not. Is the value of their vote twice the 
value of that of their urban counterparts? 
The reality of the situation clearly indicates 
that it is not. One vote in those areas, in 
reality, becomes one vote with no value. 

When we talk of redistribution, we must 
surely look at the principle of equality of 
representation. The principle of one vote one 
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value gives no consideration whatever to that 
principle; it gives no consideration to the 
accessibility of a member of Parliament to his 
electors. 

The country elector pays $3 for three 
minutes on the telephone. Etepending on 
the urgency and magnitude of the problem 
and the length of time that the elector 
spends talking on the telephone to his 
member of .Parliament, that amount can be 
doubled, trebled or in fact any amount be 
payable. His city counterpart pays 10c for 
a conversation lasting all day and all night, 
if he needs to talk that long. 

Mr Davis interjected. 

Mr NEAL: Of course, that is if the mem­
ber for Brisbane Central has not already 
hung up. 

The cost of a telephone connection is 
$120 plus the quarterly rental fee in advance. 
However, if one is outside the 16 km radius, 
the golden circle—as .many people in rural 
areas are—it can cost not $120 but $500, 
$1,000, $4,000, $8,000 or even more. Most 
city people regard a telephone as a basic 
necessity. However, in many country areas 
it is nothing short of a damned expensive 
luxury. 

One can go through the entire list of 
Government expenditure in the far-flung 
areas and deal with roads, electricity exten­
sions, services in general, health facUities, 
schooUng and job opportunities, to say noth­
ing of freight costs on produce going to 
market and on the required goods in return. 
Of necessity country people must use fud, 
which costs more in country areas. 

One vote, one value— ĵust who b kidding 
who? I believe I am speaking of the 
realities of life, not mouthing some 
emotional catch cry that would lead people 
in the more favoured areas to believe that 
they were not getting a fair deal, and that 
their vote was worth only half the value of 
an inland vote. In fact, .the reverse appUes. 
People in inland areas do not expect to 
receive the same .consideration as their urban 
and coastal counterparts. However, they do 
hope that they will not be forgotten entirely 
by governments. 

What is the situation in other western 
democracies, countries with a simUar legis­
lative process to that in thb State and 
Australia? The tmth is that all incorporate 
a weighting factor in fixing electoral boun­
daries to achieve, as much as possible, 
equality of representation. They shy away 
from applying a strict arithmetical system 
of one vote one value. Western demo­
cracies based on the Westminster system 
have traditionaly adhered to a weighting 
system in deciding electoral .boundaries. 
Such a system takes into account electors' 
isolation, availabUity of services, access to 
representatives, communications and a host 
of other variables influenced by topography. 

life-styles and community of interest, the 
very things about which I have already 
spoken. 

Mr Davis: The National Party .takes 
sheep and cattle into account. 

Mr NEAL: As the honourable member 
for Brisbane Central made that inane 
remark, I ask him to take into consideration 
that in Great Britain, the home of the 
Westminster system, the variation is up to 
5 to 1, from about 23 000 to more than 
115 000. In Canada, the smaUest enrolment 
is 14 000 electors and the highest b 139000 
—a variation of nearly 10 to 1. In the 
United States of America the smallest elec­
torate has 17 000 and the largest, 951000— 
neariy a 60 to 1 variation. In the State of 
Queensland the variation is less than 3 to 1. 

Mr Davis: It is all right to be reading 
a brief—you have been supplied with a brief 
— b̂ut get the person who writes it to be 
correct. 

Mr NEAL: I regret that I am unable to 
hear what the member for Brisbane Central 
just said. 

The National Party is conveniently accused 
of a gerrymander and, by implication, it is 
suggested that we hold only those seats with 
low enrolments. Nothing could be further 
from the truth, as is borne out by the enrol­
ment figures just released by the State Elect­
oral Office and supplied to the members of 
this Assembly. Of the 10 seats with the 
highest enrolments, eight are held by the 
National Party, one by the Liberal Party 
and one by the ALP. In terins of being 
able to effectively represent their constituents 
and in terms of electors' getting adequate 
representation from their members. National 
Party members of Pariiament and their elect­
orates are disadvantaged at both ends of the 
scale. We hold those seats with the greatest 
numbers and we also hold those far-flung 
seats with sparce populations. 

It is indeed interesting to view such facts 
in view of the revelations in thb House by 
the Leader of the Opposition, more especially 
when one considers that it was he who said 
that the people of the western areas should 
have greater representation and it was he 
who said when he was an Independent in 
the political wilderness that the ALP should 
quit blaming the electoral system for its losses 
and come up with poUcies to win votes and 
elections. The Leader of the Opposition has 
been in the box seat for some time. I ask 
him now: Where are those poUcies to win 
votes and elections? He and hb party have 
been weighed and, in the balance, found to 
be wanting. They should accept the decision 
of the people, get on with their job and 
stop bleating. The other proposals in the 
offer are hardly worthy of comment. 

Having expressed my views on the merits 
of .the Leader of the Opposition's offer, 1 
now raise a number of matters of concem to 
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the people of my electorate and, indeed, 
throughout the State. South-west Queensland 
is experiencing what is perhaps the severest 
drought in recorded hbtory, with some areas 
having been declared drought-stricken since 
early 1979 and yet to receive a beneficial 
fall of rain. Seasons are not dependent on 
the total rainfall received over the period 
of a year. They depend on the amount of 
individual faUs and their dbtribution through­
out the year. For farming or grazing it 
is no use at all to receive three-quarters of 
the average rainfall in showers of under 50 
points. During summer heat-wave conditions, 
such falls are useful only to coUect tank 
water. That has been the position in the 
South West since the latter part of 1978, 
with the exception of some small isolated 
areas that were fortunate enough to fluke 
the odd heavy storm. 

The people of those areas realise that 
droughts are part and parcel of that country. 
They know and accept that fact. I have 
seen the effects of five major and a couple of 
lesser droughts. Each has been different. 
We can, of course, be thankful that during 
the course of this current prolonged drought 
agistment has been fairly readily available, 
as has fodder. Good roads and fast stock 
transports are the order of the day at present, 
as against droving along bare and dry stock 
routes in times past. We have had a market 
and reasonable prices for our stock avaUable 
to us. The Govemment has given valuable 
assistance that has been well received by 
those people suffering the effects of the 
drought Thb drought has been different in 
that it has exceeded .the duration and severity 
of any previous drought. There b a limit 
to the period one can hold on—a limit 
determined by stock values and financiers. 

Mr Davb: You didn't have a bad year 
yourself, did you? 

Mr Sullivan: How out of date you are! 

Mr Davb: He told me last year that he 
cleared $150,000, which was not bad. 

Mr NEAL: Another inane interjection 
trom the honourable member for Brisbane 
Central. Unfortunately, he stays in the 
'e"!j^ °^ Brbbane and does not go further 
aheld. I shall be pleased to take the honour­
able member out and show him some of 
tne drought-stricken country. He had better 
bring a water-bag with him, or he wiU die 
of thirst. 

.Many people cannot be expected to sur­
vive. Jmancially under the very prolonged 
and severe drought now being experienced. 
"™"8m IS a recurring natural disaster, and 
p;?^ 7u y^^^ ™ "̂y wise men have exer-
TOM their minds to find some way of 
t? . i V ? ^^^''^^' ''"t droughts continue 
Snp,t„ • "• ^^^- I wonder, Mr Deputy 
speaker, just what we have learnt. Must 
eacn new generation of landholders learn 
"y «s own mistakes? Must each generation 

gain its experience the hard way? That 
would appear to be the case, for there are 
no easy answers. 

One cannot evade the fact that life on 
the land means facing the vagaries of not 
only seasons but also commodity prices. 
When seasons and prices are adverse 
together, the results can be devastating— 
financial rain for many, which creates very 
real human problems. 

Governments have an obligation to 
respond to situations of that type. They 
must not be content to give sideline assist­
ance. They must be prepared to establish 
schemes for the rehabilitation of people who 
go down as a result of natural disasters. In 
my opinion, the Government must look 
very seriously at extending loans at no inter­
est. If the situation gets worse—and it 
appears that it wUl—consideration may even 
have to be given to making grants. And 
grants are not new. Governments have 
assisted previously in that way, and I cite 
as instances grants to woolgrowers when 
prices were at an uneconomic level a num­
ber of years ago, and grants to beef pro­
ducers when beef prices were in the dol­
drums. 

I firmly beUeve that the State Government 
has rendered worthwhile assistance, and it has 
been ongoing assistance. In earlier droughts, 
the State Govemment instituted various 
assistance schemes, and as each new drought 
has come along landholders have been con­
fident that the State Government would be 
sympathetic to their problems and woul*! 
again implement similar schemes. In the 
current drought, most of the concessions 
that the Government has made avaUable 
have been extended as the severity and 
duration of the drought have increased. 

Mr Casey: What form would you like 
the grants to take? You would not go in 
for spaying cattle, as was done last time? 

Mr NEAL: I said earlier that many wise 
men have considered what might be done 
to mitigate the effects of drought. I assure 
the Leader of the Opposition that, if he 
listens a little longer, he will hear me make 
a few comments not directly related to the 
spaying of cows. However, that could be 
one answer, depending on the area and the 
time. 

The severity of the drought, coupled with 
the other natural disasters to which this 
State is prone, creates financial problems 
of such magnitude as to be beyond the 
resources of Queensland. In my opinion, 
the Federal Government is duty bound to 
render greater assistance. Because it is more 
disaster-prone than other States, Queensland 
should receive far greater assistance from 
Canberra. One hears a great deal about 
Canberra picking up the tab for 75 per cent 
of the cost of natural disasters and that 
the State has only to repay without interest 
the money it receives for drought and 
disaster loans. It is said that the State 
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Government is making a rip-off from that 
money at the expense of the unfortunate 
people who are suffering as a result of the 
ravages of the weather. 

Let me deal with some of the facts. Under 
the arrangement for the provision of natural 
disaster relief, the Queensland Govemment 
is required to meet the first $4m of natural 
disaster expenditure in any one financial 
year. Above that $4m the Commonwealth 
provides $3 for each $1 provided by the 
State. In effect, that means that for the 
first $12m that is expended on any one 
disaster, the State Govemment picks up 
the tab for $6m, or 50 per cent. That fact 
should be brought out whenever the Federal 
Govemment talks about picking up the tab 
for 75 per cent. It does not pick up 75 
per cent of the total tab. 

Unfortunately, disasters such as the cur­
rent drought do not take any notice of the 
ends of financial years; they continue. How­
ever, the State has to start each financial 
year by commencing its expenditure of $4m. 
It has to spend that sum from its own funds 
before the Federal Government again begins 
to chip in. And, of course, as I said, $14m 
has to be expended before the Federal Gov­
ernment comes in with its $3 for each $1 
spent by the State. 

Whilst it can be argued that that part of 
the Commonwealth funds that is used for 
the provision of loan assistance is repayable 
by the State to the Commonwealth interest 
free, it is equally true that the State has to 
meet administration costs, the cost of State 
funds that are used to provide loan assistance 
and any losses incurred owing to bad debts. 
The Federal Govemment cannot lose. What 
is more, it wiU reap the benefit from future 
taxation, provided the producers survive to 
pay tax. The State Government, on the other 
hand, does not reap any benefits from direct 
taxation. I beUeve that the Federal Govern­
ment is getting off Ughtly. 

If the Federal Government b fair dinkum, 
instead of merely crowing about what it is 
doing it should give some worthwhile incen­
tives to people in drought-iprone areas so that 
they will be in a better position to fight the 
next drought. The best thing that a person 
who needs help can do is to help himself. 

In the middle of the current drought the 
Federal Goverament came in with a 100 per 
cent tax deduction on watering facilities in 
the year of expenditure. We are most appre­
ciative of that; it certainly wiU assist. So 
far, however, that 100 per cent taxation 
concession in the year of expenditure has 
been of minimal use. Landholders have been 
more interested in spending their Umited 
funds on fodder and agistment to preserve 
their breeders than on new watering faciUtiCT. 
No matter how much the taxation conces­
sion might be, new windmills, tanks, piping, 
troughs and dams are of little use without 
rain to fill the dams, and without finance 

to enable the landholder to purchase that 
equipment and thereby take advantage of 
the tax concession. 

Mr Casey: They're very handy when you 
come to the next drought, aren't they? 

Mr NEAL: That is exactly what I am 
talking about. 

The Federal Government, if it was fair 
dinkum about wanting to help people fight 
future droughts, would make double tax 
deductions avaUable on watering facilities and 
also on grain and fodder storage facilities in 
the year of expenditure. Concessions of that 
type would offer encouragement. Such 
encouragement should be given at the begin-
lung of the chain and not at the end by 
way of nothing more than band-aid assist­
ance. If the people are given realistic incen­
tives, they wiU endeavour to look after 
themselves. 

I now turn to a subject .that goes hand in 
hand with the utiUsation of our land—water 
conservation. Here again the State is being 
starved of Federal funds for water. Australia 
is recognised as the driest continent in the 
world. In fact, it has been claimed that the 
total outflow of the entire Australian river 
system is less than that of the Amazon River 
alone. Water is the most precious com­
modity. It is far more precious than oU or 
minerab. We have an abundance of coal but 
we lack an abundance of water. 

Governments at State and Federal levels 
should place a far higher priority on the 
development of our wateî  resources and on 
the UtUisation of water, including recycling. 
We must recognbe that the greatest crisis 
this nation wiU face in the future is not 
a lack of fuel but rather a lack of water. 
At the State level we must carry out exten­
sive investigations of our river systems, catch­
ment areas and appropriate sites for dams. 

The Government this year has aUocated 
$36.3m for water resources. Of that amount 
the Federal Govemment has contributed a 
lousy $4.7m under the National Water 
Resources Program. That is nowhere near 
the amount that it should contribute. It 
has to play a far greater part in pro­
viding adequate finance. It has the money, 
and it cannot deny that. Each year it 
rips off in excess of $3,000m under the 
oil parity pricing scheme. If $300m of 
that amount were retumed to the States 
for water projects, we might start to get 
somewhere. Funds Uke that would give water 
projects a tremendous boost. 

We have commenced the Burdekin Dam 
scheme. It wiU make a tremendous con­
tribution to the economies of the people m 
that area and of the State and nation as 
a whole. Do not, however, let us think 
that the Burdekin Dam scheme b the 
ultimate. We must give consideration to aU 
schemes ranging from the magnitude of 
the Burdekin Dam scheme to smaU stream 
diversions. Anywhere and everywhere we 
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must puU out aU stops. We must espedaUy 
investigate aU possibUities for water con­
servation m our dry, inland areas. 

One scheme that has received publicity 
from time to time over many years is the 
proposed diversion of the headwaters of the 
Clarence River into the Condamine River 
system. 

Mr Hooper: The member for Warwick 
said that a week ago. 

Mr NEAL: Yes, and I am supporting him 
in what he said. 

The time has weU and truly arrived when 
we should get together with the New South 
Wales and Federal Governments to have 
that scheme fuUy investigated. WhUe the 
Clarence River is located totaUy within New 
South Wales and whUe New South Wales 
has a Government of its present political 
colour, I am doubtful about the co-operation 
we might expect. We cannot dispute the 
fact that the river has enormous potential 
for water-harvesting, yet a great volume 
of that water flows into the sea. Such a 
sch^e would be almost on a par, in 
magnitude, with the Snowy Mountains 
scheme. Its benefits would flow inland, in 
the eastern States. For these reasons it must 
be considered at a national level. Water is 
the Ufeblood of inland AustraUa. It is in 
short supply. Here b a scheme that could 
greatly assist in thb regard. AU that is 
lacking b the wiU in high places. 

I rabe another matter that has been of 
great concern to the people, especiaUy those 
in my electorate. It concems the restoration, 
maintenance and realignment of the dingo 
barrier fence. This issue is creating a tre­
mendous amount of heartburn for not only 
the Minister and the Stock Routes and Rural 
Lands Protection Board but also landholders 
and local authorities within the protected 
area. If we wbh to protect the wool-growing 
areas of thb State, we must control the 
dingo menace that threatens our sheep lands. 
I have come to the conclusion that, to do 
this, we must repair, maintain and realign 
the barrier fence where necessary and imple­
ment, in conjunction with that work, a 
reahsfic "1080" bait program within the 
amgo-breeding areas under the control of 
tne Mate as weU as within aU other areas 
"ifSn.. v'i"-^°^^ "̂"̂  causing destruction and 
luou /baiting programs are acceptable. 

i^^ ^*^*' ^'^ °*^r words, you kUl every­
thing else on the way through. 

Mr NEAL: The honourable member does 
no know what he b taUcing about; he does 
not have a clue. I say that .to him in all 
senoiBness, although I know he is a reason­
ably inteUigent man. 

^TLT^^ ?^^^ "P O""" min'̂ s whether 
cannT -̂ f"^^ industry or dingoes; they 
S w L T / * ' ' ^ * * ^ ' " - It b no us^ our 
winking that we can control dingoes by 

baiting, whether it is with "1080", strych­
nine or other .bait poisons that are most 
undesirable. We will not control, dingoes 
with a baiting program alone. ' I n many 
areas "1080" is totally unacceptable to land­
holders, and in more closely settled areas it 
is just not on. The only alternative for 
such areas is the barrier fence and the trap­
ping of the dingoes that get through. 

Local authorities and landholders have 
expressed deep concern at the suggested 
precepts to be levied by the board, and they 
have every reason to do so. All the shires 
in the South West are suffering the effects 
of the most disastrous drought on record, to 
which I have previously alluded. T^e sug­
gested precepts would mean an increase in 
rates in each of the shires within my elec­
torate of ibetween 11 and 15 per cent. If 
they are only to mark time with regard to 
.the carrying out of the various services they 
provide ratepayers, local authorities wUl he 
compelled to increase rates by at least 10 
per cent to keep pace with inflation alone. 
If they wish to increase services then they 
wUl be looking at a minimum rate rise of 
about 15 per cent. To keep pace alone 
with inflation running at 10 per cent, and 
to include the 'barrier fence precept, would 
result in a rate hike for most local author­
ities of between 21 and 26 per cent at the 
very least. Drought stricken landholders 
are simply not able to afford such an 
increase. Furthermore, concern has been 
expressed as to .the efficiency with which the 
board will carry out the duties of restoration 
and maintenance. 

The Waggamba Shire CouncU has 
taken the bit between its teeth, and, 
with some 'board assistance, repaired, 
maintained and electrified over half the 
length of .the fence in its area. Wiilst it 
has found some minor problems with the 
electrified wire so far, it believes that those 
problems are not insurmountable. At this 
stage it appears that it has part of the 
answer; and the dogs are not getting through. 
It believes that, having carried out the 
work of repairs, maintenance and electrifica­
tion itself, control at a local level is most 
desirable; that the local authority in control 
wiU give quicker action, with less hassles as 
compared to the board's proposals for 
patrolmen stationed in convenient towns 
near the fence and answeraWe to the board 
in Brisbane. Waggamba's proposals have 
the support of the Tara and Inglewood 
Shires as well. They are of the firm opinion 
that they can provide a more efficient ser­
vice, in both maintenance and control of 
costs, than can be provided by the board. I 
bdieve that .they they have done an excel­
lent job. 

Because of the importance of the sheep 
and wool industry to this State and nation, 
I beUeve that the Government should .give 
financial assbtance towards the restoration 
and maintenance of the barrier fence. Unless 
Govemment assistance in good measure is 
forthcoming, we can forget about the dingo 
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barrier fence and progressively forget about 
the sheep and wool industry in this State. 
The dingoes will force the remaining land­
holders adjoining the fence out of sheep, 
and progressively move in on the flocks that 
are presentiy dingo-free. One by one the 
front lines of defence against the dingoes 
will collapse, and so, like the domino theory, 
the process will continue. 

As to the precept and local authorities 
excluding people in those areas—there are 
groups of landholders who have no interest 
whatsoever in the barrier fence, namely, the 
irrigation farmers. They run no stock and 
they have no fences. I believe that they 
can be excluded from the precept by their 
local authority. I hope that local auth­
orities wUl give sympathetic consideration to 
those landholders who do not run stock and 
have no intention of ever mnning stock. 
If I were in that sort of a situation I would 
find it very irksome to contribute to the 
cost of the barrier fence. Notwithstanding 
that, I believe that the restoration of the 
dingo barrier fence is so important that we 
have to get on with the job. I hope that 
the Government in this State will come 
to the party and provide assbtance. 

I conclude by pointing out that this State 
is undoubtedly in good hands with this Nat­
ional-Liberal Party Government and wiU 
prosper best under its policies because it is 
a free enterprise Government. 

(Time expired.) 

Mr HARTWIG (CaUide) (12.42 p.m.): I 
guess all honourable members are aware that 
I rise to speak today from a different place 
in this Chamber. I am now officially here 
as representing the independent people of 
Queensland. Thousands—^indrad, hundreds of 
thousands—of people have given me 
encouragement and promised financial support 
to wage war against the action that has been 
taken against me by a political management 
committee. I shaU elaborate on that later. 

First of all, as this is the Address-in-Reply 
debate, I wish to pledge the aUegiance and 
loyalty of my constituents to Her Majesty. 
I also wbh to pay a tribute to those Ministers 
and members on both sides of the House who 
have helped me over the nine years that 
I have been a member of this Assembly. 
I value the friendship that has been so evident 
in recent days. 

Having said that, I wish to concentrate my 
remarks today on one of the most unjust 
and undemocratic actions in the history of 
party politics and government in this great 
State of Queensland and thb great nation of 
Australia. I remind all people that I was 
expeUed from the National Party. I wish to 
take honourable members back to 1972 when 
I was selected by a committee that was 
assembled in Rockhampton for the purpose 
of selecting a candidate. There were 10 
candidates opposing me. I was selected by 
a committee consisting of Sir Robert Sparkes, 

Mike Evans, Laurie Martin and quite a few 
others. I was selected after hours of delibera­
tion, after which Sir Robert Sparkes made 
a statement to the Press. 

In 1972 he said— 
"I consider we selected the best 

candidate. Hartwig has tremendous zest 
and ability and has definitely Cabinet 
potential." 

I remind the House that at that time in 
Callide the National Party had been described 
as disorganised. In the interim period some 
13 branches of the National Party, with up 
to 1 000 financial members each, have been 
formed in the CaUide electorate. Today 
they are so strong that Callide would have 
to be regarded as one of the top National 
Party seats in Queensland. Therefore, I 
must pay tribute to those dedicated people, 
who the Premier so conveniently forgot to 
mention recently on the media. Those people 
were the grass roots of the old Country Party 
and are the basis of the National Party. 
They have contributed hours and hours, weeks 
and weeks and months and months of their 
time and money towards a cause that they 
believed was great and one respected by its 
leader. But I draw the attention of this 
House to the fact that since my expubion 
the Premier has not expressed one iota of 
concera for those people. Whether I was 
judged rightly or wrongly, the Premier had 
a responsibility, and should have had the 
manners, as the leader of the National Party 
and this Government, to recognbe the work 
of people such as Gough Morgan, a founda­
tion member of the Country Party whose 
father was Minister in the original Country 
Party Government of this State. After 60-odd 
years that man is resigning from the National 
Party. Last night honourable members 
would have heard his comments on "Today 
Tonight"—^he was disgusted. He said he 
would lay it on the line and so would thous­
ands of others. 

I want to clear up the misconception that 
I named five other members of this House 
who might resign from the National Party. 
I lay it on the line that I named no member. 
I said .to the Press that up to five members 
could defect. Even under oath I would 
state that I did not name any members who 
might resign from the National Party. I 
said that .there could be five and when asked 
to name them I told the reporter, "You 
find out for yourself." I certainly did not 
intend to embarrass anybody; I am big enough 
to fight this on my own. 

Mr Casey: You are on your own. There 
are only nine members of the National Party 
in the House listening to you. 

Mr HARTWIG: They wiU be Ibtening; do 
not worry about that. 

I want to comment on a newspaper article 
that appeared on the front page of the 
"Sunday Sun" in which the Premier rejected 
my aUegations. I will now teU the House 
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of the relevant events. It was an August 
evening just prior to my overseas trip to 
Zambia. I was sitting in the dining-room— 
I can show honourable members the table— 
when the member for Archerfield walked in. 
I was the only member in the dining-room 
at that time and the honourable member 
made to go to the area in which the Labor 
Party usuaUy sits. I said, "Kevin, come 
over here and sit with me. There are .two 
of us here; let's talk, even though we are 
on opposite sides of the fence." Within a 
few minutes we were joined by the Premier. 
I am prepared to go on any Ue-detecting 
machine that anybody can bring forward 
and I am prepared to swear an oath on the 
Bible that in the ensuing minutes the Premier 
and the member for Archerfield (Mr Kevin 
Hooper) discussed ways and means of defeat­
ing Liberal Party members at the coming 
election. Independent Labor members were 
mentioned. I heard the Premier say, "Kevin, 
we have to seek ways and means of defeating 
these Liberab". I don't tell Ues, but I 
kept that a secret. As a matter of fact, 
1 went outside and had a good vomit. 

Honourable Members interjected. 

Mr HARTWIG: They can laugh, but it 
sickens me to find .the same man—the 
leader who had stood up in the Whitlam 
era and said, "I am anti-Communist. I am 
anti-socialist."—conniving with the ALP to 
bring about the demise of his Liberal col­
leagues. Let me put it on record that never 
at any time in my political career—or at 
any other .time prior to that—^have I ever 
connived to destroy my colleagues in Gov­
ernment, and I leave it to the people of the 
State of Queensland and the members of 
this Parliament to judge the action of a 
man who would do that. He denied it. He 
admitted then that he remembered having 
dinner with Kevin Hooper, or remembered 
talking to Kevin Hooper. He forgot I was 
there. He abo forgot I was here when he 
made his Cabinet appointments! 

I state to thb House and to the media 
that I do not .tell lies. I do not care two 
hoots whether .there was a deal struck. The 
faot remains that I .did not discuss thb with 
the member Archerfield. I did not even 
imme him in "Sunday Sun". I did not know 
that he was going to say that thb took place. 
However, it was on my conscience .that the 
day I was expelled from the National Party 
I said, "You wiU rue the day." I was refer­
ring .to the party leaders. The statement 
was attributed to me .that I would destroy 
the party. One word was left out: I would 
destroy the party leaders. There are a hell 
of a lot of good Queenslanders involved 
Ml the National Party. I did not say I would 
destroy the party. However, I make no 
secret of the fact—I have gone on .record as 
sayijig it—that now Premier Job's job is 
on the line and .there b a new Premier on 
the horizon. He b looming on the horizon, 
t assure the House also that when I am 

finished with Sir Robert Sparkes he wiU 
dbappear from the State leadership of the 
National Party. 

Let me deal with Sir Robert Sparkes. 

Mr Wright: I would like to check his 
financial situation at the moment. 

Mr HARTWIG: I wiU leave .that to the 
men of finance. 

I lay it on the Une once again that during 
the Bjelke-Petersen Foundation appeal I 
received a telephone caU :asking me to con­
tribute a five-figure amount and .to head the 
Ibt for Central Queensland. 

Mr Frawley: That's right. You .told me 
this .the next day and I can verify it. 

Mr HARTWIG: Yes. I told several people. 
However, I want .to say .that that person 
did not say it would get me into Cabinet. 
That .b something ithat I considered only 
later. I point blank .refused. Here again, I 
wUl swear on oath that I was requested to 
put in $10,000 to the Bjelke^Petersan Found­
ation to head .the Central Queensland Ibt. 

Mr Prest: BUl Gunn b hiding behind hb 
band over there. 

Mr HARTWIG: Just keep quiet and listen. 

It was not Bjelke-Petersen or Bob Sparkes 
who built thb party. It was those people 
out there who pay their membership, who 
hold barbecues and who vote each election 
to put the members on the Govemment side 
back into office. They are the people I .am 
concerned about. However, the Premier 
showed a complete lack of understanding 
for those people who have contributed so 
much to hb cause to make him the longest-
serving Premier in thb State. 

Let us look at the seat of CalUde, Mr 
Deputy Speaker. When I was elected in 1972, 
I was opposed by candidates representing the 
ALP and the Democratic Labor Party. I 
received 50.3 per cent of the primary vote, 
which was enough to elect me without 
preferences being distributed. In the four 
elections that have been held since 1972, 
I have increased my percentage of the 
primary vote to 66 in a very strong Labor 
seat. Biloela, with hundreds and hundreds of 
coal-miners, meatworkers, powerhouse 
workers, dam workers, council workers, and 
their wives, is a highly industrialised area. 
Under the National Party banner, I obtained 
70 per cent of the vote in that area. 

Can anyone give me one good reason why 
any party—^any mob of fogies on Capitol 
Hill—^would want to dismiss a member of 
Parliament of my ability? And I say that I 
have some ability because members of all 
parties in thb Chamber—^Liberal, National 
and Labor—have appreciated and recognised 
it. The National Party has sacked me in a 
kangaroo court, because the letter that I 
received sajd, "You will be expeUed unless 
you show cause." 
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The Premier and Sir Robert Sparkes speak 
at great len|th about this great democratic, 
freedom-loving State. An example has been 
made of me, and I ask the media and the 
people of Queensland: How many back­
benchers are game to appear on television 
today and voice their opinions freely? 

Over the centuries, wars have been fought 
and men, women and children have died to 
achieve freedom of speech, thought and 
opinion without fear of recrimination. I stand 
in thb place condemned by not one person 
who voted for me. Those who expelled me 
ignored the 8 500 out of 12 000 people who 
voted for me. If they had put that resolution 
to my electorate councU, it would have been 
defeated three votes to one—and make no 
mistake about that! 

The Prenuer later said that my credibility 
was nil. I say to Joh Bjelke-Petersen, Sir 
Robert Sparkes and everybody else that my 
credibiUty will stand comparison with that of 
anybody inside or outside this Parliament. 

Mr Frawley: I reckon they have Carige 
lined up for your seat. 

Mr HARTWIG: That is a good point, and 
I will take it. AU I can say is that Carige 
said this morning that Callide would remain 
a safe seat for the National Party. 

Mr Frawley: He tried to undermine you 
last time. 

Mr HARTWIG: Yes, he did. I say to 
Carige that if he b the candidate for the 
National Party, I have $10,000 to bet on the 
result, and the result wiU be that I will do 
him lUce a dinner. If a member goes before 
the people in four electkm campaigns and is 
re-elected each time with an increased 
majority, he must have something going for 
him. 

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

Mr HARTWIG: Before the luncheon 
recess I was referring to the lack of repre­
sentation in Cabinet of Central and North 
Queensland. Since this coalition Govemment 
was elected, never have Central and North 
Queensland been so denuded of Cabinet 
representation. We—now should I say 
''they"; the National Party—lost two seats 
in the North: one in Townsville formerly 
held by a Minister; the other the seat of 
Mourilyan. The National Party won a cou­
ple of seats on the Gold Coast, but it does 
not want to forget that the people in the 
far-flung areas in the State are the backbone 
of the great party known as the National 
Party. 

The National Party deserted the North to 
such an extent that it spent approximately 
half a miUion dollars in and around Bris­
bane in an attempt to defeat its coaUtion 
coUeague, the Liberal Party. I am led to 
beUeve, too, that in the Federal seat of 

Capricomia the sum of $30,000 was spent on 
the dearest political squib in Australia— 
Carige. 

I was told that I was expeUed because I 
spoke about forming a new State. For the 
benefit of those who have not seen nie on 
television or heard me on radio, let me 
repeat that media reports to the effect that 
I was talking about forming a new State were 
a fabrication. Those reports were fabricated 
by a few of my opponents in Central Queens­
land, including someone who wrote an edi­
torial in the Rockhampton "Moming Bul­
letin." 

I have said that if somebody can bring 
forward one person with whom I am alleged 
to have discussed the formation of (1) a 
new party or (2) a new State, I wiU give 
$1,000 to any charity that such a person 
wishes to name. As honourable members 
know, I have not had any takers. And there 
will never be any takers. Yet it was on 
reports such as those that appeared in the 
media that I was sacked, in this so-called 
democratic State by this democratic 
Government. 

Mr Frawley: That's shameful. 

Mr HARTWIG: Shameful indeed. 

Everybody in Queensland acknowledges 
the tremendous importance to this State and 
nation of our primary industries. They pro­
duce food worth millions of dollars to thb 
State for both home consumption and export. 
I want the Premier to tell the House how 
a bagful of black-eyed beans came to be 
addressed to him in a parcel marked "Books 
and magazines". I want him to tell the 
House how he was exempted from the 
Quarantine Regulations after receiving or 
being consigned a 401b bag of black-eyed 
beans. 

Some years ago a certain man who owned 
some cattle introduced some semen and, as 
a result, had his whole herd shot and was 
imprisoned. I give the Premier an oppor­
tunity, before I spiU the beans to this State 
and nation, to tell us from whom he 
received those beans. He has denied any 
knowledge of importing bean seeds into this 
country. 

The importation of those beans has put 
the valuable agricultural industries Of this 
State at risk. If somebody else did that he 
would be prosecuted and put in gaol. Yet 
the Premier can receive 401b of black-eyed 
beans. Those beans were sent here for a 
purpose, and God only knows how many 
others have got through. The Premier got 
off simply by saying, "I don't know anything 
about it." The Premier said that a parcel 
addressed to him contained bean seeds. That 
is an absolute contradiction of what took 
place. I repeat that it was a tremendous risk 
to agricultural industry in this State. 

Last year, in this Chamber, a debate took 
place about what was commonly caUed the 
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abortion BiU. There were three attempts to 
introduce it and eventually it was dealt with 
by Sr Williatti Knox as a private member's 
BiU. Bob Sparkes rang me at least three 
times about .that issue. He asked me to do 
my utmost to get National Party members, 
indudhig me, to condemn the Bill, cross 
the floor and vote against it, and so have it 
defeated. I wiU take a Ue detector test to 
prove that, and I ask Bob Sparkes to offer 
himself for the same test. 

Mr Wright: You weren't the only one, 
either. 

Mr HARTWIG: I am not here to teU Ues. 
Of course other members were approached. 
That was completely offensive to democracy 
and parUamentary members. In fact, that 
sort <rf action carries a gaol sentence. I 
mi^t add that I am seeking legal advice on 
those matters. 

I want to give the lie to something ebe. 
The Minister for Transport, Ken Tomkins, 
and the .commissioner were sent overseas on 
a world tour for six weeks to study the 
latest techniques in communication and 
transport so that, on their return, the State 
of Queensland woidd benefit. They went 
over at the expense of the ta^myer. Ken 
Tomkins came back from overseas and 
wit!h.in three weeks he was made Minister 
for Water Resources and Abori^nal and 
bland Affairs. That b how mudi oppor­
tunity he was given to implement the Imow-
ledge that he had gained on his overseas 
trip. The Minister is laughing because he 
knows full well what a joke it was to send 
him overseas at the taxpayers' expense. And 
I am the sort of man who was expelled 
from the National Party, that great party 
that stands up for everybody. 

Mrs Kyburz: What about the helicopter? 

Mr HARTWIG: I thank the honourable 
member for the interjection. The other day 
I asked for some improvements at the hear­
ing impaired unit at the Ldchhardt Ward in 
Rockhampton, particularly for .the 'benefit of 
young children with impaired hearing. The 
Minbter's reply was that he agreed it was 
required but there were no funds. He said 
It would have to be considered in the 
1981-82 or the 1982-83 Budget. 

In the party room the other day some­
body referred to the squash court. Joh said. 
We want squash courts at Parliament 

House." Fancy an old man of 71 wanting 
to play squash! It is ridiculous. He is pre­
pared to spend $126,000 of taxpayers' money 
gn that and not .give the children in the far-
flung areas of the State any h^P with 
school bus extensions and ail--cpnditioning, 

He nearly hanged Bertoni the other day— 
really ripped into him—when he asked for 
air-conditioning for his schools. He ripped 
into Martin Tenni because he wants a 
school. But he has $126,000 fo* a squash 

court at this already well-endowed play­
ground. AM of this time the roads in Cen­
tral and North Queensland are becoming 
nothing more than dehydrated bitumen dog 
tracks. Russ Hinze is doing his best but he 
cannot get enough money. Although we 
already have a Government aircraft which 
cost millions of dollars, we can pay $400,000 
of the taxpayers' money for a helicopter. 

Mrs Kyburz: What's it for? 

Mr HARTWIG: "What's it for?", says 
Rosemary. Incidentally, I had lunch with 
Rosemary. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The honourable 
member will refer to her by her correct 
title. 

Mr HARTWIG: We were sworn off that, 
too. National Party members were told that 
they could not sit at the same table as 
Rosemary, Bob Akers and a few more of 
them. We were .told that. We were told 
not to 'be seen eating with them. But I 
can say that I enjoyed my lunch with 
Rosemary. 

Mr SPEAKER: The honourable member 
wUl refer to other members by their correct 
tities. 

Mr HARTWIG: We can hire a heUcopter 
just as we hire cars. I do not hire a car; 
I run my own car at my own expense, as 
do most back-benchers. The Government 
teiys aeroplanes and now it has bought a 
helicopter. Did Joh ask the Govemment 
back-benchers whether they wanted a heli­
copter? No, I read about it in the news­
paper, just as I read about many other 
things. That is the way this Parliament is 
going. ITiis ParUament did not sit for 160 
days, yet in January 1980 .the fmit growers 
in my electorate were decimated. They pro­
duce very good fruit—avocadoes, bananas, 
papaws and pineapples—for the Sydney and 
Melbourne markets, but I could not get a 
Minister of this Govemment to even go 
up and have a look at the plight in which 
those people found themselves. I appealed 
to the Federal Minister for Primary Industry 
and he said that all the State had to do was 
tie the application in. A few months after this 
occurred there was a flood at Goomeri and 
our beloved Premier was there the next day. 
He said, "You can have some money at a 
e h e ^ rate of interest." My people were 
offered money at 10.125 per cent, yet the 
people of Goomeri were offered money at 
6 or 7 per cMit. Cop that one! That is 
the sort of thing that goes on, and yet 
without us, the back-benchers, Joh would 
not be Premier. 

Not only did we lose a Minister in the 
North, we lost our only senator. I suppose 
I w ^ one of the few members of the 
National Party at the time who advocated 
that Flo Petersen go to Canberra. I assure 
members that I have since been reliably 
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informed that Joh and Florence knew that 
if Florence could get to Canberra before 
the end of June she would be eligible for 
an extra $140,000 or $150,000 in super­
annuation. But they conned Sheil into 
standing for McPherson. Sparkes came out 
and said that he did not have a hope in 
hell of winning the seat, but they put him 
up, got him beaten and then put Florence 
in. I leave it to the people of Queensland 
to judge whether that was right or wrong. 

If they want to expel me and give me 
the works then they place me in the situa­
tion where I have no alternative but to 
defend myself and to tell the people of 
Queensland the tmth about what is going 
on in this ParUament. Day after day we 
see it manipulated at taxpayers' expense. I 
want roads, bridges and hospitals. Martin 
Tenni wants schools, and the fellows in the 
West want more roads. We don't want 
helicopters and aeroplanes, we want roads. 
I have been expelled for being critical, but 
how many times has Joh Petersen got stuck 
into Malcolm Fraser? 

Mrs Kyburz: Whenever it suits him. 

Mr HARTWIG: That is right. 

Our beloved Premier has caUed Fraser 
and threatened him. But what is the alter­
native to Fraser? A Labor Government! 
But does Bob Sparkes come down from 
Jandowae or Col Carige from Rockhamp­
ton and reprimand him because he speaks 
out? No, they say, "Good on you, Joh, 
you're sticking up for Queensland." I have 
stuck up for CaUide and I have been sacked 
by a kangaroo court. 

We need more positive drought mitigation. 
Over the years it has been in power this 
Government has never put forward one solid 
drought mitigation scheme. People in the 
South West and Far West have lost miUions 
and millions of dollars but all the Govern­
ment does b say, "Oh, we wiU have that 
shire declared a drought area. We will give 
concessions on stock transport and you can 
get your molasses carted for nothing." What 
the hell is the good of that? I had a 
splendid idea for minimising the effect of 
drought on our primary industries. Every 
time a heifer, cow or bullock dies not only 
does the owner suffer but the revenue of 
this State and nation suffers, too. As yet, 
nothing positive has been done to improve 
the situation. 

What are we doing about the people on 
the land? All we have done is stand by 
whUe the price of fuel has increased almost 
to a ridiculous level. The people who have to 
use the long lines of communication are the 
ones who pay the high prices for fuel. They 
are the ones who have to get their children 
educated and who sometimes have to travel 
50 or 100 miles to send a telegram. They 
have no telephonic communications and, in 
some cases, no television coverage. 

I said to Vince Lester last night in Cler­
mont, "Watch Channel 7 and see me on 

'Today Tonight'". It was not a bad pro­
gram, either, was it? Do honourable members 
know what Vince Lester said from Cler­
mont? He said, "We can't get Channel 7." 
That was said from Clermont, which is 
almost a suburb on the east coast of this 
country. We have been in power in Canberra, 
and we have been in power here for 28 
years, or something like that. What have we 
done for the people in the western areas of 
this State? Absolutely nothmg. 

I heard NevUle Haiper this mommg talking 
about doing something about the mining 
companies. We are 20 years late in doing 
something about them. We have stripped 
people of their power and position and 
allowed them to be walked over and trodden 
on by big miiung complexes. The little 
people whom most of us back-benchers 
represent have been annihUated by the big 
companies. Last Saturday I traveUed on a 
plane with the owner of Winchester South, 
whose home and improvements wiU go under­
ground in a few months; they will Be dug 
up and buried. That man, whose assets total 
something like $3m, has not received Ic, 
and does not look Uke receiving Ic. I wish 
you luck, NeviUe, in getting something done. 

The situation is that this Government, 
which has been 20-odd years in office, is try­
ing to bring forward some legblation. It has 
taken the Govemment a long time to wake 
up. The brains trust meets every week—and 
I say that with no offence to the Cabinet 
Ministers—^while the other back-benchers and 
I who represent electorates have to wait 160 
days for ParUament to meet before we can 
put any suggestions before it. 

In the final words in my speech, I want to 
say that I am sick of party poUtics. Party 
politics are like trade unions: a lot of them 
have outiived their usefulness. I can say that 
now because I am an independent. They 
have outlived their usefulness. The days when 
we could come here .to Brbbane and get 
things done for our electorates are fast 
vanbhing. I heard a young fellow, the mem­
ber for Mt Isa, get cut to pieces the other 
moming because he talked about air-
conditioning his schoob. Martin Tenni is 
jumping up and down threatening to resign. 
This b the same sort of thing over and 
over again. We have to mn.alongside some 
of the Ministers Uke a fox terrier chasing a 
Brahman bull in order to get a word in their 
ears. 

I offer my loyalty and devotion to duty 
on behalf of my constituents. I have been 
prejudged, judged and sentenced by a 
kangaroo court. Never in the history of this 
great State and this great nation has that 
happened before. I stand expeUed, but I 
say this: I stand here with my head high. 
The Premier said, "In a fortnight you will 
be like a shag on a rock." I can tell honour­
able members that if I am on a rock, he wiU 
be with me. 

Mr Scott: Is that a threat? 



Address in Reply [31 MARCH 1981] Address in Reply 591 

Mr HARTWIG: No, it b not a threat; I 
am just putting him in his place. Of course 
he has done a great job for Queensland, 
but why doesn't he get out and give some 
of the younger blokes a go? They told me 
that I am too old at 60 to be a Cabinet 
Mimster, but we have a Premier who is 71. 
1 want to know what is the difference 
between the Premier and me. Anybody who 
likes to follow me around for a day, a week 
or a fortnight b at liberty to do so. Despite 
the faot that the people in my electorate, in 
four different elections in 10 years, have 
returned me to thb place as their member in 
a democratically elected Govemment, I will 
never have the opportunity to impart to this 
Govemment the knowledge that I have, 
which would have been to the benefit of my 
people and the State of Queensland. 

I say to all members, "Stand up for 
democracy." We, as the elected members of 
this Parliament, have the right .to speak 
out, not the self-appointed fogies on Capitol 
Hill. We have been put here by the people; 
every .three years we answer to .the people, 
If at the end of three years the people do 
not like us, they can put us out. But I 
will not be put out by anybody on Capitol 
Hill—mo way in .the world. If they think ithey 
can sUence me, they wiU find they have a 
tiger by the tail— ând a bigger .tiger .than 
t l ^ .thought! 

, I stand in this place as a democratically 
elected member, the same as you, Mr 
Speaker, and all other members including 
those who are not game enough to face 
the music in the Chamber but who are 
watching on closed-circuit televbion. Why 
aren't .those members here to face the music? 

I wish to congratulate some of .the new 
Miniisters. In a letter addressed to me one 
of them crossed out "Mr Hartwig" and 
wrote in "Dear Lindsay". At least that 
shows that he is reading hb mail. I hate 
the letter I received from .the Premier which 
commenced, '̂ Dear Mr Hartwig". For nine 
years I have been one of hb servants and I 
received a letter addressed in that fashion. 
I take exception to .that. If the Premier 
does not know me by "Lindsay" now, he 
never will— b̂ut he did not write the letter! 

What chance do back-benchers have to 
alter legislation and Govemment decbions? 
In .those matters I include the purchase of 
such items as a htjioopter. I read about that 
in the newspapers. I see .that the Premier, 
as well as Beryl Young, b learning .to fly it. 

I_ stand for freedom of speech—I am 
against the suppression of speech—and I 
will go on fighting for freedom and dem­
ocracy for the people I represent and for 
all other .Queenslanders. I stand for freedom 
of .thought and freedom of opinion. In so 
doing I hold my head as high 'as those who 
say that I have no cr^ihility left. 

Mr WRIGHT (Rockhampton) (2.37 pm.)r 
It has become the convention in thb Staite, 
and in all Pariiaments that work under the 

Westminster system, that at the opening 
of a new Parliament the Govemor should 
make certaiin observations about .the Gov­
ernment's legislative program for the next 
session. It is up to us, as members of Par­
liament, to reply to that Opening Speech. 
It is usually the opportunity for us to work 
the parbh pump. Today it b quite obvious 
that one member, because of the problems 
that he has experienced, has had something 
to say. 

As a Central Queenslander I concur with 
the honourable member for CaUide on one 
major point: .the lack of minbterial repre­
sentation that we have in that area. Central 
Queensland wUl suffer in the long term 
and in the short .term from the lack of 
Cabinet representation. I also concur with 
.the honourable member in the points that 
he made about pressure being placed on 
members of iParliament, both within the 
Opposition and the Government, over certain 
bsues. The time b fast approaching when 
some of us wUl have to take a major stand 
on the issues .that we must determine and 
vote upon here. The member for Callide 
mentioned .the proposed abortion legislation. 
I can factuaUy back up hb claim that .the 
adminbtration of the National Party tried 
to put pressure on certain Govemment mem­
bers, because I, too, spoke to .the Premier 
on the night before the vote was taken. 
At that .time he admitted to me that, 
because of pressure coming from head­
quarters, the numbers were diminishing 
very quickly. So it seems that there b 
validity in what the honourable member for 
CaUide' said. One should listen very care­
fully to whatever else he says, because 
some of hb speeches in thb Assembly may 
be very revealing. 

He has .tended to put forward .the point 
that all things in Queensland are not well, 
and that ib the substance of my contribu­
tion today in this Address-in-Reply debate. 
I want to suggest that things are quite sick 
in the Deep North, as we are often por­
trayed. A deterioration is taking place in 
the realms of government and, although we 
in Opposition might like to think that it 
has been occurring for the last 25 years, it 
has certainly accelerated in the last three 
or four years, especially since the estab­
lishment of the Bjelke-Petersen Foimdation 
in 1979. I am told on good authority that 
it was initiated originally in 1978 by "the" 
Mr Sparks—'I suppose we must call Wm 
Sir Robert Sparkes. I am told, again on 
good authority, that he is the one who set 
up all the sordid .aspects of .this scheme, 
which has now pervaded every aspect of 
political life in thb State and is under­
mining .the very democratic process that 
we are here to represent. 

When the Bjelke-Petersen Foundation was 
announced it was publicised in one of the 
newspapers as a scheme to save the National 
Party from bankruptcy. It was said that over 
three years it would try to raise $2.5m. 
As members will remember, the question 
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arose as to how voluntary those donations 
were to be, because in a letter that Sir 
Robert Sparkes sent out he said inter alia— 

"Your contribution clearly should be 
Aiiewed not as an act of altmistic generosity 
but as a sound and very essential invest­
ment in the protection"— 

and I emphasise that word— 
"of your commercial future." 

Dr Lockwood: How come he sent one to 
you and he didn't send one to me? 

Mr WRIGHT: He did not send one to 
me, but I have had the privilege to glean 
some of the information from an original 
letter. I am told that many Liberab, 
including Mr Litchfield, were able to get hold 
of a copy of the letter. 

The point is that this was an invitation— 
an invitation to treat; an invitation to 
donate, to send hard-eamed moneys to this 
very important foundation which was going 
to save the National Party. It was also a 
threat, and if we are going to make any 
analogies here, it is the analogy of the 
Mafia and the Godfather. It is "an offer 
you can't refuse". It is no wonder that the 
Liberal Party got somewhat upset about it. 
It was Litchfield who claimed that the 
National Party was selling itself and the 
Government to the highest bidder. I know 
that that was the view held by a number 
of Liberals in this Assembly, some of whom 
unfortunately are not here any longer. They 
have been replaced by National Party 
members. 

Mr Fouras: We do have in this State the 
best Government that money can buy. 

Mr WRIGHT: We do have the best Gov­
emment that money can buy, and the Ukes 
of Kern Brothers, the Bexley Corporation and 
all the others know aU about that. Mr 
WiUiams is another gentleman who has 
learnt what can be bought by anyone inter­
ested in purchasing favours. Mr Litchfield 
said that business people not only received 
letters but also more bluntly received follow-
up phone calls. 

Mr Harper: What about John Curtin 
House? 

Mr WRIGHT: I will take that interjection. 
There has been no opportunity for political 
favours by the ALP—not that we would 
countenance such action. I am interested in 
that interjection because I am told that the 
honourable member is one of the bagmen in 
the central region and that he raised $60,000 
or something like that figure. He can deny 
it, but I am told 

Mr Moore: Who did that? 

Mr WRIGHT: The member for Auburn. 

Mr Moore: That would be typical. 

Mr WRIGHT: That may be. I was told 
that he was one of the bagmen for Central 
Queensland and that he very proudly raised 
something Mke $60,000. 

Mr HARPER: I rise to a point of order. 
I take exception to that statement and place 
on record that I have not raised any dollars 
whatsoever. I ask that the remark be with­
drawn. 

Mr WRIGHT: I wiU accept that. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Akers): 
Order! Does the honourable member for 
Auburn take exception to the words and 
wish them to be withdrawn? 

Mr HARPER: I do, yes. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: The honourable 
member wiU withdraw them. 

Mr WRIGHT: I wiU accept hb explana­
tion. Apparently the figure I have given b 
wrong, so I wiU withdraw it. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The hon­
ourable member wiU withdraw without 
reservation. 

Mr WRIGHT: Very weU, Mr Deputy 
Speaker. I wish to go on with my speech. 

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: I rise to a point 
of order. In the next room, where I am 
receiving a deputation, I happened to over­
hear the honourable member saying the 
Kerns and aU the rest of them can buy 
favours. I want to say to the honourable 
member that that is completely and utterly 
untrue. I am surprised that he makes that 
statement. I request that the honourable 
member withdraw that statement immedi­
ately, and I will let him off by not having 
to apologise on this occasion. 

Mr WRIGHT: Mr Deputy Speaker, I 
draw to your attention-

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The hon­
ourable member for Rockhampton will 
resume his seat. 

Mr Premier, there is no point of order. 
The honourable member has not referred to 
any member by name, other than the hon­
ourable member who took the point of order 
prior to yours. There is no point of order 
about any statement that I can have the 
honourable member withdraw. 

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: Mr Deputy 
Speaker, I think you may have misunderstood 
my comment. The honourable member spoke 
in terms of companies buying favours from 
the Government by donations. He referred 
to Kern Bros and one or two other com­
panies. That is completely untrue. It b 
unacceptable and the honourable member 
must withdraw that statement. 
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Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Mr 
Premier, there is no provision in the Standing 
Orders under which a member can be forced 
to withdraw such statements. 

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: They are offen­
sive to me, and for that reason they must 
be withdrawn. He has brought the Bjelke-
Petersen Foundation into the debate. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The 
honourable member has not referred to the 
Premier by name, and there is no provision 
in the Standing Orders under which I can 
ask him to withdraw those comments. 

Mr WRIGHT: I can understand that the 
Premier takes exception to what I am 
saying, because it is very serious. 

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: It b not tme. 

Mr WRIGHT: The honourable gentleman 
says that it is not true. I intend to show 
that it is tme. If he wUl sit and wait and 
listen, he will see that he is the one who 
should be apologising, not me. 

Let me get back to the point I was 
making. It was not the Labor Party but 
the LUberal Party, by the way, which 
claimed that pressure was being put on 
certain companies because of political 
favours. 

Mr Moore: Which Liberal? Name the 
Liberal; 

Mr WRIGHT: It was Stephen Litchfield. 
He claimed that not only were people 'being 
sent fetters but also that they were foUowed 
up and .that blunter overtures were being 
made in relation to their donations. It was 
also reported— ând Mr Litchfield said thb— 
that if they did not fork out the money, 
they would go to the bottom of the list in 
Government contracts. So perhaps the 
Premier should take some exception to what 
Mr Litchfield said, 

Mr BJELKE-PETERSEN: Mr Deputy 
Speaker, how long are you going to allow a 
member to make statements, quoting some­
body outside Parliament, that are com­
pletely untrue? 

. Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! There 
IS no provbion in Standing Orders for the 
Speaker of thb House to take any action 
on the points that have been raised by the 
honourable member for Rockhampton. 
they can be denied by further speakers who 
wish to defend the Government, but the 
honourable member has a perfect right to 
make them. 

^Mr̂  WRIGHT: Thank you, Mr Deputy 

J.^'^y substantiate my claim. On 8 July 
"'>.,in a story pubUshed by "The Sunday 
Mail , headed "Joh fund standover 

claimed", Mr Litchfield said that the 
Nationals were openly selUng their party, 
and thus the Government, to the highest 
bidders. He said— 

"People are saying, 'What do we do? 
If we don't fork out money we go on the 
bottom of the list for Government con­
tracts.' " 

That is not my allegation; it is an allega­
tion by a very senior Liberal. In fact, he 
is the Executive Director of the Liberal 
Party, Mr Stephen Litchfield. 

I believe that the claim can be substan­
tiated, because a few days later—on 11 July 
1979—"The AustraUan" newspaper carried 
a story of a $250,000 bribe offer that was 
made to the National Party. That was 
announced not by any Liberal but by Mr 
Coropton, who I believe was the professional 
fund-raiser hired by the National Party, and 
Sir Robert Sparkes substantiated that such 
an overture was made. Honourable mem­
bers wiU note that no company was named. 
However, no legal action was ever initiated 
in relation to such a bribery offer. No effort 
was made to bring the people concemed to 
justice, and it b quite obvious that they 
flouted the criminal law. 

So one begins to question a few things. 
If the bribe was made so blatantiy, did the 
company act with such optimism tiiat it had 
good reason to beUeve that it was going to 
be accepted? That b the first question that 
one must ask. It has been suggested to me 
that the whole story was a put-up by Sir 
Robert Sparkes to show that the Bjelke-
Petersen Foundation would not take the 
money, thus establbhing an image of 
honesty. There has been a third suggestion, 
that is, that the $250,000 was not enough 
for the political favours being asked. 

Irrespective of aU that, the whole idea of 
bribery is now in keeping with the reputa­
tion of this Government; the National Party, 
and the Bjelke-Petersen Foundation. I sug­
gest that the BjeHke-iPetersen Foundation is 
the greatest political scandal ever to hit 
what might be called the Bjelke-'Petersen 
reign. 

The Premier says that he is free of it. 
However, I read another statement in "The 
Australian Financial Review" of 17 July 
1979, in which he dissociated himself from 
the tactics being used by his own party to 
raise money, and hb comment was, "It's 
not for me to judge." It is quite obvious 
that he did not want any part of it. He 
says that he b 'free of any involvement 
except in the use of his name. It has been 
ratted around the corridors that Mr Sparkes 
is the architect; that he is the bagman; and 
that he is the bully. From what has hap­
pened to the honourable member for Cal­
lide, it seems that he b certainly the bully. 

The whole scheme is a poUtical rort, and 
it has the built-in elements of a protection 
racket. It certainly could have taught Al 



594 Address in Reply [31 MARCH 1981] Address in Reply 

Capone a few things. Simply put, it is a 
system of placing pressure on business for 
financial backing, especially companies that 
are likely to get contracts from the Govem­
ment. 

I note also a report on 12 July 1979 in 
which it was admitted by the official fund­
raiser that a record was being kept, not only 
of those who gave money but abo of those 
who refused to donate. We start to wonder 
why this would happen. From information 
provided to me it is also obvious that 
evidence clearly shows that jwople who have 
donated have benefited. Keith WilUams is 
certainly one of these people. 

Other information available to me shows 
that National Party heavyweights such as 
Sir Robert Sparkes and Minbters have per­
sonally approached business people in order 
to get money. This has also been admitted 
in the newspapers. I suggest that that is 
improper and that it rabes the whole question 
of the propriety of members of Parliament 
and Minbters playing the role of bagmen. 

We have heard the member for Callide 
say—I think it was the member for Cabool­
ture who also said it— t̂hat pressure 
was placed on him to pay up in order to 
get anywhere in the National Party. It is 
quite obvious that the comment made by the 
member for CalUde concenung a five-figure 
donation does not teU us something that b 
new. It was stated in the Press that Mr I. J. 
Gibbs, who now, strangely, is a Minister, 
made a donation of at least $5,000. 

Mr Kruger: Regularly, I believe. 

Mr WRIGHT: A regular donation? 

Another person who was appointed to 
Cabinet after a very short time, Mr Max 
Hooper—who formerly represented Towns­
ville West but b now no longer with us— 
made a substantial donation to the Bjelke-
Petersen Foundation. 

Mr Smith: I understand he asked for 
his money back. 

Mr WRIGHT: He may have done. 

Those people were donors and were abo 
able to obtain some benefit. The Bjelke-
Petersen Foundation is an example of 
extortion at its worst. It has been aimed 
at Govemment contractors, it has been used 
to obtain financial pledges from companies, 
especiaUy near election-time, and it b based 
on an advertising con trick that should be 
investigated by the Trade Practices Com­
mbsion. 

The Bjelke-Petersen Foundation's activities 
are centred on a magazine titled "National 
Outlook", which b a National Party publica­
tion. From information that b available to 
all honourable members, it is obvious that 
the foundation is ripping off the taxpayers. 
If donations to the foundation are allowed 

as tax deductions, it means that the Aus­
tralian public are paying approximately $1.2m 
of the ^2.5m that will finaUy be donated. 

Sir Robert Sparkes b the one who 
engineered the whole scheme. He sent out the 
letters. He made a mockery of himself and 
his party by including in the letters a way 
to ensure that a donation to the Bjelke-
Petersen Foundation was a tax deduction. He 
is the very man who came out time and time 
again saying that we should close the tax 
loopholes at Federal level. Yet he sent out 
a brief on how to give money to the National 
Party and claim it as a tax deduction. He 
said, "We wUl make advertisements available 
to you in our magazine, 'National Outlook'. 
Here is a High Court judge's decbion stat­
ing that such an advertisement b clearly a 
tax deduction." 

Dr Lockwood: Mind you, the trade unions 
are doing that, too. 

Mr WRIGHT: Not at these prices, I assure 
you. 

This b certainly a fraudulent system of 
fixing avertising rates. If someone buys a 
15 cm by 3-column advertisement in any 
one of the daUy papers pubUshed throughout 
the State, he pays approximately $2 a 
column-centimetre. If he buys such an ad 
in one of the national magazines, he pays 
approximately $10 a column-centimetre. 
However, such an advertbement in the 
National Party magazine, based on the 
figures I have, would cost $25,000. In other 
words, the advertisement costs approximately 
$600 a colunm-centimetre, and that is a lot 
of money. In some areas the sum might be 
$5,000 a centimetre and in others $1,000 a 
centimetre. Nevertheless, it b a tax dodge. 

Serious aUegations have constantly been 
made not only by Labor Party members but 
by Goverament members as well. We have 
heard aUegations of bribery and of having 
to pay money to get into Cabinet. We have 
heard allegations of having to pay to be 
given a knighthood. An example is Sir 
Justin Hickey. We have heard allegations of 
contracts that have been aUowed, of 
approvals that have been given to aU types of 
appUcations and of support that has been 
forthcoming, regardless of decbions against 
those contracts. We have abo heard aUega­
tions of political intervention. 

Mr Jones: What is the current price for 
a knighthood? 

Mr WRIGHT: I do not know. One would 
have to go back to the days of Sir Bmce 
SmaU. I do not know what he paid. 

Mr Jones: $40,000. 

Mr WRIGHT: He got ripped off. 
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The point I want to make—the Premier 
has claimed there is no evidence of thb— 
is that Unks between people who have 
donated and the Bjelke-Petersen Foundation 
are clearly beginning to emerge. 

Recently, in a speech, I raised .the link with 
the Bexley Corporation and the Hudson 
Conway Corporation. I mentioned also our 
"friends" the Kera group, and I shaU talk 
about them right now. When I raised the 
matter the other day a gentleman by the 
name of Barry Paul dissociated himself from 
everything I said and tried to twbt the whole 
argument on what was happening in other 
little places and nothing to do with Too­
woomba. The allegation was that the .rezon­
ing application in Toowoomba was opposed 
by .the Chamber of Commerce, consumer 
groups and local shoppers but Mr Hinze, 
with all of his SolomonUke wisdom, put it 
through. 

It was dbcovered that a local Liberal 
alderman, who happened to be a Liberal 
candidate, had shares in the Kern group. 
This was cast aside. On a televbion pro­
gram, Mr Barry Paul tried to make out 
tbat I was wrong in what I was saying and, 
when he finaUy got down to it, it was found 
that he was arguing the number of shares. 
I have documents here, if honourable mem­
bers want to see .them, that show clearly 
that the Liberal candidate had 6250 shares 
between himself and hb wife. But that b 
not .the only point. 

Since that .time I have been trying to 
establish what I call the Kern connection^— 
•the connection between .the Kem Corpor­
ation Limited and the Bjelke-Petersen 
Foundation and .the National Party Gov-
erinment. I think I have finaUy found it. 
The connection has .to do with the SGIO. 
I have some questions that I have been 
trying .to ask for over a week and I wUl put 
them .to the .Assembly now by way of asser­
tion. I hope that the Minister for ^Local 
Governmeot, Main Roads and Police and 
also the Treasurer, who is in charge of .the 
SGIO, might make ministerial sta'tements 
at a later date. 

I am prepared to table thb information. 
In 1977 Mr Eric Riding, who was .the gen­
eral manager of .the SGIO, acquired a parcel 
of shares in Kern Limited. Some time in 
1977 or later Eric Riding was to become 
general manager of the SGIO Building 
Society. In 1977 Kem was building the 
Bundaberg Sugarland Shopping Centre, 
srm "̂̂ ^ happened to be purchased by .the 
aQIO. I am told .there are lease-back 
arrangements but of that I am not certain, 
t^ter than that, Kem just ihappened to 
build the Gladstone Kiandra Shopping Centre 
™ agam it was purchased by the SGIO. 
MUl went on then and in 1979 built .the 
Mackay Caneland Shopping Centre, and it 
was purchased by the SGIO for, I am .told, 
*i3m. A massive profit is said to .have been 
involved. Kem went on to build the Bowen 
snoppuig centre-^nd it goes on and on and 
on, 

An Opposition Member: The same thing 
in Caims. 

Mr WRIGHT: At Caims, too? 

Mr Krager: Sir David .Nicholson, the 
former Speaker, b connected with it. 

Mr WRIGHT: I intend to mention that, 
because it b very interesting. 

I .Uiink we finally have .the link, because 
here is a person in a decision-making role 
within the SGIO making determinations 
affecting a company in which he has a 
financial interest. It is a company .that, a 
few years ago, it was suggested was broke, 
or so close to it that it did not matter. 
Suddenly, during the past five years, it has 
become a very wealthy company. It seems 
to have .tremendous .power. It can break 
through aU ithe opposition of local author­
ities. It can beat chambers of commerce. It 
can defeat all the environmental and econ­
omic impact studies required 'by law. 

Dr Lockwood: Economic impact studies 
were not required then—they have been 
since— ŝo they could not meet .them .then. 

Mr WRIGHT: I accept the interjection 
on that point. But when an application is 
before .a Government and a new law comes 
in, it is normally made retrospective .to 
ensure that, if a matter has .not been determ­
ined, it should be determined under the 
new law. That is normally what prevaib, 
but in instances such as Toowoomba and 
Mooloolaba it did not work that way. Instead, 
the Minbter for Local Government 
intervened. 

It is also more than interesting that a 
past SGIO general manager not only held 
shares but was also on the board of 
directors of Kern. I beUeve I have found 
the connection and I believe that the con­
nection .b a sordid one. It .is costing the 
people of this State millions of dollars. 

I want a full and proper inquiry. I want 
to know exactly when Kern became involved 
with .the SGIO, what sort of shares .Riding 
has, how long he has bad those shares and 
how many other people in the SGIO and 
in some of .these other decision-making 
areas, such as the Department of Local 
Govemment, have shares in Kern, because 
decbions are being made that are not in 
the interests of the pubUc; decbions are 
being made that are discriminating in favour 
of the Kem group. 

Mr R. J. Gibbs: In short, what you are 
saying is that as far as the SGIO Building 
Society is concerned the Kern group is really 
only a smile away. 

Mr WRIGHT: I beUeve there b a close 
link there. 

But one can go further. I received a 
telephone call from a person in TownsvUle 
on Thursday. It was my intention to try 
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to speak to members from that area, but 
I did not get that opportunity. The call 
had to do with the take-over of what is 
known as the Pallarenda Quarantme Station, 
which is owned by .the Commonwealth Gov­
emment. It is to be handed over to Telecom, 
the parks and wildlife section of the Com­
monwealth Government and the State Gov­
emment. But I have also been told on 
good authority, and this can be checked 
through the Titles Office, that Kern wUl get 
something like 44.6 ha of land in that area 
for a development project, probably for a 
housing subdivbion. 

Mr Smith: They will build a casino on it. 

Mr WRIGHT: I do not know what .they 
are going to build on it. I was told originaUy 
that it was to be a housing subdivision. 
I am also told that no-one other than Kerns 
was offered this land, and they are the 
ones who wUl get it. I am also told that 
it wfll mean the destmction of a beautiful 
building .that was erected at a cost at some­
thing like $200,000. It wiU just be bull­
dozed. 

I have also had allegations made to me 
about .tiie role of a feUow named Morton in 
this matter. Apparently he was the National 
Party candidate who stood against the mem­
ber for TownsviUe at the last election. He 
just happens to be an executive member of 
the Kern Corporation, so obviously there is 
another link .there. But one can go even 
further about what Kerns are doing around 
the place. I had a phone call and then 
a letter from Atherton because Mr Barry 
Paul said there were no problems there. 
A firm wrote to me and said that it had been 
in contact with the Minister but that he 
was not prepared to help. Apparently the 
firm entered into an agreement on 4 May 
1979 to seU some land to Kerns for the con­
struction of a shopping complex. The option 
was to expire on 4 November 1979. But 
the real estate representative who handled 
the transaction, a fellpw by the name of 
Kel Griffiths—I think the Minister would 
know him, he is a National Party member 
from up Townsville way 

Mr Smith: Vice-president. 

Mr WRIGHT: Is that right? He happens 
to work for Cain Real Estate. The firm 
claims he organised it so that the option 
was changed, and Kerns now have an option 
untfl two weeks after the rezoning is pub­
lished in the gazette. It has stfll not been 
published. The land was originally priced 
at about $100,000, but I am told it b now 
worth something Uke $150,000 to $200,000. 
But when this was raised with the Minister 
for Local Govemment he said he could not 
see fit to intervene. I am also told that 
Kerns have done a deal with the Atherton 
Town Council, that they will buy some land 
that is not very valuable but wUl pay over 
$100,000 for it because the councU b pre­
pared to approve this shopping complex. 

It occurs over and over again. We find 
that 23 shops have been built in the Tannum 
Sands area recently, but now Kerns have 
been given approval to buUd another shopinng 
centre at Boyne Island, bardy a quarter of 
a mile away. We find that the same thing 
has happened at Mooloolaba, except that 
thb time it is a high-rise building. On this 
occasion the Minister for Local Govemment 
is involved. Regardless of the environmental 
stiidies that have been carried out, the Min­
ister has intervened. I was hoping to put 
him on the spot about this, but I wiU read 
what appears under his signature— 

"I reverse the Council's decbion to refuse 
the aiq>Ucation dated the 21st January, 
1980 by Kern Land (Brbbane) Pty. Ltd. 
for ithe erection of a multiple dweUing on 
land situated at .the corner of Parkyn 
Parade and River Esplanade, Mooloolaba 
and described as . . ." 

It was signed "R. J. Hinze". Now, why 
did the Minister reverse the councU's deci­
sion? Why is it that when ^ e people of 
Toowoomba 

Mr Hinze: Don't take it out of context. 
Tell the fuU story. 

Mr WRIGHT: I am prepared to table all 
of it. All I know b that the Minbter inter­
vened. AU I know is that Kerns tried to 
get this 17-storey complex approved and were 
knocked back by the councU. It b now 
going ahead with the constraction of a 15-
storey building. 

Mr HINZE: I rise to a point of order. The 
honourable member is apparently trying to 
indicate to the House that there is something 
irregular about my decision in thb matter. 
AU that I did ; 

Mr Prest: Don't make a minbterial state­
ment. 

Mr HEVZE: Don't interject, I am trying 
to make a sensible statement to the House. 

Mr Prest: You take your point of order. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Akers): 
Order! The Minister will resume hb seat. 
There is no provision for the Minbter to 
make a statement at this stage that I know 
of, and if there is something in the Standing 
Orders that he wishes to cite to me I will 
listen to it. But in the meantime unless 
he wants to take a point of order—— 

Mr HINZE: I rise to a point of order. 
I referred the matter back to the council 
because, in discussions with myi own Dkector 
of Local Goverament, he said he beUeved 
that thb was the correct procedure to 
adopt, and that b exactiy what happened. 

Mr WRIGHT: Through you, Mr Deputy 
Speaker: Are you saying that you did not 
send any telexes when you were out West 
and people approached you about it? b 



AddresSin Reply [31 MARCH 1981] Address in Reply 597 

fact, Barry Paul approached you. Are you 
going to teU me that Ban^ Paul did not 
have private discussions about the applica­
tions that he presented to you and that you 
never invited him to come and talk before 
the decisions were made? Are you prepared 
to say that that b not tme? 

Mr HINZE: Mr Deputy Speaker, you see 
the position that the honourable member 
is trying to put me into. He b provoking 
an argument. I have to reply. You have 
to give me the latitude to reply. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am taking it 
as an interjection. 

Mr HINZE: I have indicated quite clearly 
in thb House that I have discussions with 
responsible people, such as Kem Bros, who 
would make representations to any Minister. 
Of course I am in consultation with the 
Kem group and many other groups weekly, 
and there b nothing wrong with that—^noth­
ing at aU. 

Mr WRIGHT: Let me put it clearly so 
that it b on the record: Did you invite 
Barry Paul to have private discussions with 
you about their applications on the rezon-
mgs for shopping centres and for buUding 
projects prior to the decision being made? 
Yes or no? 

Mr HINZE: In reply to the honourable 
member, I did not invite anybody to have 
private discussions with me at any time 
whatever. Any dbcussions that I have 
had were official. 

Mr WRIGHT: Thank you. That b aU I 
Wanted to knovjr. In a television interview 
that "Nationwide" Conducted the other 
m'ght—and Jane Singleton was the one who 
carjied the interview— Î put it on Mr Barry 
Paul about whether he ever met you. He 
said, on camera, that you invited him for 
personal dbcussions about that subject. 

Mr Hinze: Yon said prior to the discus­
sions. 

An Opposition Member: What's the differ­
ence? 

Mr Hinze: If you don't know the differ­
ence you are too stupid to understand. 

Mr WRIGHT: WeU, I do not unnecessarily 
want to cast aspersions on the Minister. 

Mr Hinze: Don't you cast aspersions here. 

Mr WRIGHT: No, just a moment. What 
J.™„saymg to you, Mr Minister, through 
Mr Deputy Speaker, b that Mr Paul has 
already dobbed you in. He has already got 
yoii, hook, Une and sinker. 

Mr Hmze: It might be in yOur phrase­
ology "dobbed in". 

Mr WRIGHT: Well, he has. He has got 
you. He has dobbed you in. I don't think 
that he meant to do it, but he has admitted 
it. I suggest that the Minister has been 
involved in too many of these matters, and 
I am not sure of the reason, and maybe 
we ought to try to find out. That is the 
reason I want to be positive about this 
whole thing. 

The time has come for this Parliament 
to set up some type of a Resources-Contract 
Committee. In the past we have talked 
about public accounts committees and 
public works committees, but the time is 
coming when we ought to get together on 
an all-party basis and formulate some terms 
of reference so that we can clear up what 
is going on. I haye just had handed to me— 
it was referred to a few moments ago—a 
document indicating that Kem was given 
some tjTje of rebate or exemption on 
$400,000 in stamp duty in TownsviUe. Why? 
How come that Kern is getting such privi­
leged treatment? How is it that that group 
can go and build a shopping centre at Boyne 
Island when it is going to wipe out the 
shops at Tannum Sands? How come it can 
build another complex in Toowoomba and 
wipe out a shopping centre about 100 m away? 
How come it can fly in the face of environ­
mental impact studies at Mooloolaba and 
simply destroy the whole idea of the strip 
there by building a 15 or 17-storey com­
plex? It is going to tear up tennis courts 
and close down caravan parks. It is just 
not on, but it is doing it. It is happening 
everywhere, and I want to know why. I 
believe that the connection comes back to 
fellows called Eric Riding, • Sir David 
Nicholson and some of those other Sirs. We 
ought to change the terminology to "Cur". 

Mr R. J. Gibbs: "Cur" with a capital C. 

Mr WRIGHT: Yes, it should be "Cur". 
Because of what it is doing, that is the 
way it should be. If the Minister is not 
irivolved, if he is not party to it and he 
is not the bagman—and that is what he is 
accused of—then he should start cleaning it 
up. He should set up the committee here. 
He should initiate it. Then we could have 
an all-parliamentary committee to start 
investigating these matters, including all the 
land deals that are going on. The Japanese 
are biiving land near Gympie and buy­
ing land in the central region of Queens­
land'. I am not referring to the Iwasaki 
project, but to other land. Americans are 
coming here and buying our grazing land. 
We do not know what is going on. We have 
a register of leased land, but we have no 
control over freehold land unless the Local 
Government Department teUs us; the coun­
cils are the only ones who know. AU we 
know is that this State is being taken over. 

It is time that we, as members of Par­
Uament, ŝ ood up and said, "We are going 
to jait a stop to it." We wiU put a stop 
to it only when we have some power and 
rights. That will come about only if we 
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have an all-party select committee with 
proper terms of reference, so that when the 
Government enters into a contract we can 
see it. If Ministers know that that is going 
to happen, it will be a deterrent to them. 
Neither they nor departmental heads wiU 
dare engage in these sorts of rorts. If a 
company linked with the Bjelke-Petersen 
Foundation is involved in a contract we 
will know about it. 

Mr HINZE: I rise to a point of order. 
The honourable member referred to the Gov­
ernment's being in some sort of a rort. I take 
exception to the statement. On behalf of 
the Goverament I deny that. He specific­
ally referred to my department; I deny that 
there are any rorts or rackets whatsoever. I 
ask that he withdraw and apologise. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Akers): 
Order! There has been no specific mention 
of a member of this House, therefore there 
is no method by which the member can be 
asked to withdraw the statement. 

Mr HINZE: I rbe to a further point of 
order. For the time being I am the Minister 
representing the Govemment of this State. 
Tlie honourable member for Rockhampton 
has said that the Government is in rackets 
and rorts. On behalf of the Government I 
take exception to that. I say that a state­
ment derogatory to the Goverament has been 
made, and I ask that it be withdrawn. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The 
honourable the Minbter will resume his seat. 
I have already mled that there is no provision 
for a withdrawal in these circumstances. 
Unless a member of this House b specific­
ally referred to, there can be no order for 
withdrawal. 

Mr WRIGHT: I am sorry to upset the 
Minister because that was not my intention. 
I want to try to get to the truth. I would 
hope that the Minister might lend his sup­
port and use his position as Minister for 
Local Government to find out who now owns 
Queensland. I ask him to approach local 
authorities in an effort to set up a register 
so that we will know exactly who owns our 
farming and grazing lands and to support 
the publication of all donors and donations 
to the Bjelke-Petersen Foundation. If the 
companies motives are honourable, they 
shouldn't mind. 

If the Minister wants to talk about prob­
lems and cormption, in closing I will deal 
with a local issue, but one that involves the 
Government through the Prisons Department. 
Some time ago I asked for an inquiry into 
Etna Creek Prison, because of the circum­
stances surrounding the escape of two prb­
oners, and because of allegations against the 
prison administration such as that the 
administration knew of the escape plans 
before it occurred. Since that time, because 
of the pressure that has been placed on the 

State administration for an investigation, 
there have been numerous examples of vic­
timisation, including the transfer of one 
officer. I now want that inquiry to be a 
judicial one because I beUeve I was conned 
by departmental heads. 

In this matter I did the responsible thing. 
I first of aU contacted the department and 
went to see the Comptroller-General (Mr 
CoUins). I also spoke to the Deputy Comp 
troUer (Mr Lewis) and I personally saw the 
previous Minister, Mr Doumany. At a meet­
ing with him, Mr Johnson and others and I 
were given assurances that action would be 
taken. They prombed to investigate these 
matters. I listed 60-odd different aUegations 
or charges, and I was assured that something 
would be done. I was assured that such inci­
dents as the superintendent of Etna Creek 
Prison bashing a prisoner until he could not 
stand on his feet, and medical care having to 
be brought to him, would be thoroughly 
investigated. I was assured that a blackmaU 
attempt on a prisoner called ExeU, who took 
hash oil into the prison, would abo be thor­
oughly investigated. I was told that aU these 
matters would be cleaned up but nothing has 
been done. Instead, officers who have tried 
to fight back have been victimised. Since that 
escape seven officers, some having service up 
to 11 years, have resigned. They left the 
system because they could not cop it any 
longer. 

Dr Lockwood: Who gave the assurances? 

Mr WRIGHT: Mr Doumaity..was the first 
one. He did it personally. In fact, he made 
comments about a senior officer. I wiU not 
reveal them because they were of a private 
nature. 

By his observations I was convmced that 
something would be done, but nothing has 
been done. The superintendent has put on 
parties that have lasted from 24 to 36 houB. 
Young lasses have been mnning around the 
prison with flowers in their hair. I see some 
Government members nodding; obviously they 
know what has been going on. There have 
been wild drinking parties; prisoners have 
returned at 6 o'clock rotten drank from the 
farm. Nothing has been done about that. 
A houseboy—some honourable members 
might understand what is meant by a 
"houseboy"—^has been living in whh the 
superintendent and working for him in hb 
home. Nothing has been done about that! 
There have been parties at the superintend­
ent's home where lasses have been running 
around in bikinis. One of the mles b that 
the prisoners who are locked in their cells 
should not be upset too much yet the super­
intendent has paraded women in front of 
them. Some of the things that have been 
going on there are just shocking. They are 
corrupting for the prisoners. 

There have been aU sorts of other prob­
lems when rifles have been taken from the 
armoury without being regbtered. Two pris­
oners escaped without difficulty despite the 
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fact that the administration was prewaraed. 
One prisoner has been locked up for six 
months in a special security ceU, but no-one 
can say why. The superintendent has gone 
into a hotel in Rockhampton and employed 
people over the bar—I have the names of 
four of them. Why hasn't there been an 
investigation or an inquiry? What are Mr 
CoUins, Mr Lewis and the new Minister 
(Mr White) doing about it? It seems that 
the answer is, "Nothing". It seems that 
they are prepared to cover up what has been 
going on for a long time. I suggest the time 
has come to clean the matter up; so in this 
instance I want a judicial inquiry into all 
past events and the present administration. 

Mr Prest: TeU us about that housebpy and 
the girb in bikinb. You have Mr Frawley 
up on hb seat. 

Mr FYawIey: I don't want the Woodford 
prisoners to hear about that; otherwise they 
will be escaping to go up to Etna Creek. 

Mr WRIGHT: I did not want thb to tura 
into a flippant debate because it b a matter 
of great seriousness in my own region. I 
am sure that other members in the area 
would appreciate that. 

Prisoners have escaped and local residents 
have been bashed. We have had aU sorts of 
complaints about the security of this prison. 
It b supposed to be maximum security, but 
it has certainly not been that. It took months 
and months for them to close gaps where the 
bars had been twisted above a gateway. 
There have been many problems. Prboners 
have been found with screws in their pockets 
that had obviously come out of the sections 
around the windows, but nothing has ever 
been done about it. Then there was the 
shocking spectacle of two prboners going 
mto a court and speaking on behalf of 
the superintendent and accusing some nine 
or 10 prison officers of undermining the 
admimstration. 

There has been blackmail, there has been 
alleged promiscuity and there has been 
flninkenness. Rules have been blatantiy 
broken, but nothing has been done. The 
question b—why? I believe it b because the 
administration b afraid. For some reason. 
It seems Mr CoUins and Mr Lewis are afraid 
to act It b almost as though someone has 
something on them. I do not want to get 
personal about it, although sometimes in thb 
debate It is pretty hard not to get that way; 
»ut I have tried everyUiing. I have done it 
tne proper way and almost sold my people 
T!\-»^^^"}- ^ ^^P^ saying, "No, I will 
wfll ha ^e wait because Mr Collins said this 

f̂fi'.?''̂  1'̂ °̂ '=̂ '"® ^° ™y parUamentary 
^TX ^°" i".̂ * ^^^^^ P"son officers. We 
sat there and he took down in hb own notes 
vl.?-'^-'"^ that was being made about 
IsurT"°°- "^ 8^^« »« a» the .total 
o S f:;"*^il *̂ ^^^ member, another 
would 2!!^.'hese other fellows-that thb 
WOUW be mvestigated. Nothing has been 

done. Officers from Brisbane apparently went 
to the prison. They said that they had carried 
out an inquiry, but they did not call any 
witnesses. 

I have here a document that outUnes some 
of the problems and it has been presented 
to the State Service Union. It speaks of one 
person—a senior officer. I wfll actually read 
the words. This is a statement to Borinetti, 
the superintendent. It says— 

"Ron! I must commend you. You've 
had a very difficult job this last two years. 
You've had to work very hard to keep the 
lid on a tin of very angry worms." 

To start with, fancy anyone calling prbon 
officers "worms". 

As to this Borinetti—^he can never be 
found. He has been known to be rotten drank 
in some hotel. This is his own personal Ufe; 
but, when it starts interfering with his role 
as superintendent of that prbon, when he 
starts employing people over the bar against 
the regulations, when he starts victimbing 
prison officers, when he starts allowing people 
into the prison iUegaUy, when he condones 
the use of firearms to go on pig hunts in the 
middle of the night when hb prbon officer 
friends come from Brbbane, something is 
wrong. 

I suggest it is time Etna Creek Prison was 
cleared up. I suggest that Borinetti ought to 
be investigated. The whole Etna Creek situa­
tion has to be the subject of a special 
judicial inquiry. The Minister says there is 
nothing wrong in Queensland. I suggest that 
there b a lot wrong, and it is a pity the 
Govemor did not rewrite hb speech, because 
I do not think he would have started off the 
way he did had he known what I have 
disclosed. 

Mr JENNINGS (Southport) (3.18 pm.): 
On behalf of my constituents in Southport, 
I congratulate Mr Speaker and the Chairman 
of Committees on their election and appoint­
ment. 

Mr R. J. Gibbs: This couldn't be described 
as a maiden speech, could it? 

Mr JENNINGS: I think the member has 
his maidens mixed up. 

Mr R. J. Gibbs interjected. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Row): 
Order! The honourable member will be 
heard. 

Mr JENNINGS: I would Uke to express 
my loyalty and abo that of my constituents 
to the Queen and compliment the Governor 
and Lady Ramsay on the great job they do 
for Queensland. I am certainly surprised and 
proud to be representing the seat of South-
port. I appreciate the support and vote of the 
people and also the efforts of the many 
people in the party and their good ladies who 
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helped and worked for us. A Uttle while ago 
we heard the member for CaUide address the 
Parliament. 

Mr R. J. Gibbs interjected. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr R. J. Gibbs: It's not hb maiden speech. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I regard 
this as the honourable member's maiden 
speech in this House and I ask that the usual 
courtesies be extended to him. 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: I rbe to a point of 
order, I point out that the honourable mem­
ber has had considerable experience in the 
Victorian Parliament. Consequently, he would 
be the best-worn maiden in this Chamber. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! There b 
no point of order. I warn the honourable 
member under Standing Order 123A for 
disputing a decision of tiie Chair. 

Mr JENNINGS: A short while ago we 
heard the honourable member for Callide 
address the House, and we also heard him 
address the meeting on the night on which 
the senator was chosen to go to Canberra. 
On that occasion he mentioned a Mr George 
Robinson. It was a derogatory reference, 
and it was very unfortunate. I have known 
George Robinson, to whom he referred, since 
the 1960s. I have bought cattle from him, 
and he is a fine man, a man of integrity. It 
is most unfortunate that that reference was 
made during that debate. 

I should Mso like to jog the memory of 
the honourable member for Callide, because 
a number of honourable members have men­
tioned to me that two weeks ago he put in 
a letter of resignation to the party secretary. 
The party secretary took that letter to the 
Premier and the Premier handed it back, 
because it was hb intention to do everything 
possible to assist the honourable member for 
CaUide. I remind the honourable member 
for Callide of that because it is very 
important and, unfortunately, he did not 
refer to it in his speech. 

A number of unfortunate references have 
been made during the debate .this afternoon, 
one of which is particularly insisting to 
many fine people. I refer to the substitu­
tion of the word "cur" for the word "sir". 
Irrespective of what anyone thinks of kni^t-
hood, it is part of a system that we were 
born with and under which we have grown. 
Many fine people in aU walks of life have 
been knighted, and comments made do not 
do anyone justice. They certainly do not do 
justice to the honourable member who made 
them. 

Many allegations and scurrilous attacks 
have been made—and I have heard them this 
afternoon—about the Bjelke-Petersen Foun­
dation. 

Mr WRIGHT: I rise to a point of order. 
I ask for a ruling on this point, Mr Deputy 
Speaker. If a member, ui hb maiden speech, 
refers to other members and in some way 
provokes comment, are you going to rule 
that no action can be taken by those mem­
bers by way of interjection? 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Row): 
Order! I have made no ruUng oh that 
matter. I have reminded aU honourable 
members of the iprovisions of Standing 
Order 120, which relates to personal reflec­
tions, and I ask all honourable members to 
pay due regard to that Standing Order. 

Mr WRIGHT: With aU due respect, that 
is not my point.. You made a reference by 
asking a member of tlie Opposition and 
almost forcing him to leave 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I did 
not. I warned him once under Standing 
Order 123A. 

Mr WRIGHT: All right, you warned him. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: He was not 
asked to leave. 

Mr WRIGHT: The honourable member 
who has been speaking is now beginning to 
develop some comments around a speech 
made by me and commente made by others. 
I now ask for your raling. Are we aHowed 
to interject on him if he becomes provoca­
tive? 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Yes, you would 
be allowed to interject if he becomes pro-
v<ycative. However, once again I a^ aU 
honourable members to observe the courtesy 
usually extended to a member making his 
maiden speech, and I ask the honourable 
member making the speech not to provoke 
other honourable members unddy. 

Mr JENNBVGS: I thank you for your 
advice, Mr Deputy Spe^er. I regard this 
as a normal speech. Honourable members 
can forget that it is a maiden speech if 
they wish. 

As I said, some scurrilous aUegations have 
been made this afternoon about one of the 
worst diseases of a democracy. I refer to 
bribery and corruption. Allegations have 
been .made without one shred of evidence t̂o 
support them. I have lived in Victoria under 
a Government that is riddled with briwry 
and cormption. A royal commission mat 
began in June 1979 b stUl continuing, p e 
Government has spent $1.5m on it to date 
and 12000 pages of evidence have been 
taken. 

Certain honourable members have made 
allegations about rezoning procedures, and 
so on. There are certain rezoning procedures 
in Queensland, and people in this State have 
certain rights that are not available to 
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people in other States. If a person's pro­
perty is rezoned and it is devalued, he has a 
right to compensation. That exemplifies 
private enterprise and gives a great advan­
tage to property owners. 

Before leaving the aUegations of bribery, 
I say straight out that I think one of the 
greatest disadvantages of the BjeUce-Petersen 
Foundation is its name. It has nothing to 
do with the parliamentary party. 

Mr Scott: It has that purpose though, 
hasn't it? 

Mr JENNINGS: No. Members of the 
Opposition know very well about the John 
Curtin Foundation in Canberra. 

Mr Scott: That's totaUy different. 

Mr JENNINGS: The same methods were 
used to raise money for the John Curtin 
Foundation in Canberra. 

As I was saying, the most unfortunate 
aspect of the Bjelke-Petersen Foundation is 
its name. Something that will stick in my 
mind forever is that back in June 1974 the 
worst examples of bribery and cormption 
were exposed in "The Age". When the 
spring sKsion of Parliament came— t̂he Labor 
Party was in Opposition—not one question 
was asked about those Press reports. Why 
did the members of Parliament bury their 
heads? I know why no questions were asked. 
Opposition members here make allegations 
about bribery and cormption. Tliey make 
allegations without one shred of evidence. 
That is absolutely shameful. They are show­
ing ^he pubUc what they reaUy are. What 
I am saying is that Opposition mranbers wfll 
have to bring some evidence forward. 

To turn to my own area-^Soutiiport b 
an exciting electorate. It has high-rise dev­
elopment, it relies on tourism and has beaut­
iful residential areas. It contains beautiful 
waterways, The Broadwater and the Nerang 
River. Some of the highest of high-.rbe 
buildings, such as Focus and Golden Gate, 
are in my electorate. Many people think that 
they are aU in Surfers Paradbe. They 
are in my electorate, too. 

A number of people have opposed the 
construction of high-rise buildings. They 
forget that back in the 1970s certain people 
had the foresight to zone the area for high-
rise development. At that .time, no-one 
objected People Who have moved into 
the area since did not have to come to it. 
Some magnificent buildings are being erected 
and I congratulate the developers on the 
job they are doing. 

It b only relatively recently that we have 
seen a boom in high-rise development. New 
residential areas are on Chevron Island, 
Lronin Island, Sorrento and Paradise Waters. 
Most people who Uve in my electorate regard 
It as an incredible area. I agree with them. 

As I have said, the electorate contains 
the beautiful Nerang River and The Broad­
water. Hundreds of boats, including a 
fleet of 36-odd trawlers, use the waterways. 

This moming an announcement was made 
to the effect that the Gold Coast Waterways 
Authority was embarking on a plan to dev­
elop The Broadwater and to construct training 
walls at the entrance of it. The authority 
controls an area from the bridge at Southport 
to the Brisbane River. It has a big job 
to do. It has the problem of silting in 
the waterway and of providing permanent 
moorings for boats. It is faced with the 
problem of poUution from boats at busy 
times of the year. I am sure that the new 
plans wiU be accepted by the people who 
live in the area. 

Southport contains a large number of 
industries such as boat-buUding, sophisticated 
laser technology, sand-mining and manufac­
turing industries. The area also contains 
a clothing factory, Crossie Clothing, which 
employs 200 people. Those in the local 
work-force are extremely happy because .they 
Uke Uving and working in the area. There 
is very little industrial strife. 

The area also contains many new housing 
estates and developments. TTie sales tech­
niques that are adopted on the Gold Coast 
are not to be seen anywhere ebe in Australia. 
Where else in Australia would one see signs 
in a real estate agent's window showing 
prices that have been crossed out and 
increased instead of decreased, as one usually 
sees? This is done to encourage people to 
get in quickly and buy before the prices 
go higher. 

People are coming to .the Gold Coast .thick 
and fast. When 100 famiUes move into the 
area, .they create jobs. The area contains 
the magnificent Gold Coast hospital and 
many beautiful retirement villages. Over 
the past three months, SEQEB made 500 
house and Unit cormeotions each month. It 
is engaged in future planning to cope with 
the increased growth. The growth of Tele­
com conn^itions in the area is three times the 
AustraUan average. The annual increase is 
24 per cent. Whereas four years ago some 
primary schoob had an enrolment of 200 
pupfls each, today they have an enrolment 
of 900 pupib each, and the figure is steadUy 
rbing. 

Of course, because of thb igrowth, we 
have problems. We have problems with traffic, 
school requirements and, in some areas, 
highirise development. But Southport b cer­
tainly a delightful place to live. I have been 
elected, as we all have been, .to do the best 
possible to overcome those problems. 

Our responsibility is to set an example. 
Every member of Parliament, no matter 
what hb political persuasion, has a contract 
with 'hb eleotorate .to see that the .traditional 
and constitutional rights of the country are 
maintained. 
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I .thank the honourable member for Port 
Curtis for his best wishes on my recent 
marriage. I express my appreciation to the 
staff 'at Parliament House and other hon­
ourable members. It was reaUy great to 
come up here. It is certainly a very pleasan.t 
place to work. 

Many people have asked me to compare 
thb Parliament with the Victorian Parliament. 
There must be some good salesmen up here 
to have provided thb buUding. The facil­
ities, including the gymnasium and the pool, 
are excellent and there b no doubt that they 
lead to better work being done. First 
impressions are often important. 

There are some funny .things said in 
.the South atwut the C^eensland Pariiament, 
but this Parliament has a broad depth of 
talent and basic common sense. The reason 
for that b that so many honourable mem­
bers on both sides of the House have both 
suburban and farming areas in their elector­
ates while others have almost everything— 
rural, cattie, sheep, .grain, big mining pro­
jects and tourism. Sometimes .that basic 
common sense b somewhat obscured by the 
occasional ding-dong fracas. 

Another point mentioned early in .the 
piece, when Mr Speaker was elected, con­
cerned question-time. Some members said 
how unjust it was. After Ibtening for a few 
days it became quite clear to me .that 
question-time in this Parliament appears to 
be most efficient. A lot of questions are put 
through. The results are there to see. Every 
couple of days I found that 45 to 50 ques-
.tions were asked and answered. I went 
back and made a check. I found that 4 611 
questions were asked and answered in thb 
ParUament over the past two years whereas 
3 419 questions were asked and answered 
in the same period in Victoria. 

Mr Kmger: It b .not the number .that is 
important. 

Mr JENNINGS: That b right because 
in Victoria 1 089 questions were unanswered 
in .that period. Once a question appears on 
the notice paper, if it b unanswered it 
remains on the notice paper and that question 
cannot be asked again. Here a question b 
asked and .the answer is given the next day. 
So our question4ime b most efficient. In 
addition, Mr Speaker allows a lot of elastic­
ity in some of the questions that are asked. 
They are so long that they are more like 
speeches. Some of ithem have 10 different 
sections. 

Mr Underwood: That's because we don't 
get many opportunities. 

Mr JENNINGS: That is another point. 
But where else can a member ask three 
consecutive questions and nominate whether 
they are upon notice or without notice? 
Whichever way it is looked at, it b a good 
question-itime. It b democratic and efficient 
and I do not think we should alter it in 
any way. 

In the South .the Press tries to treat Queens­
land as a bit of a joke. It was a joke a 
few years ago, but it b no longer one. We 
are the only State with a growth market 
for new oars, for example. It b up by 4.8 
per cent whereas in every other State it is 
down an average of 2.1 per cent; dn other 
words, Queensland is just on 7 per cent 
better than the other States. In the 19608, 
when I was iin the Gulf country, Frank 
Nicklin said, "Queensland has ithe slowest 
growth rate in AustraUa." Over .the prev­
ious years it was 7.53 per cent. The next 
lowest was Tasmania, with 19.4 per cent. 
Now we have .the fastest growth. 

During the last financial year 3 000 people 
left New South Wales, 5 800 left South Aus­
tralia and 14500 left Victoria. Queensland's 
population rose by 17 300. The age of the 
people leaving Victoria ranged between 20 
and 34. We are experiencing a boom that 
will never end. I do not think anyone would 
deny that the most important reason why 
this influx is occurring is the poUtical stabiUty 
over the past 23 years during which the 
coaUtion Goverament has been in power. 
I have not served in a coalition Government 
before and I compliment everyone concerned 
on the way it works. I believe the joint party 
committees work extremely weU, and provide 
in-depth studies. I did not attend meetings 
of such commUtees in Victoria, simply 
because none of them ever discussed spedfic 
planning or anything Uke that. They just 
wanted to cover everything up. 

The founder of the Liberal Party, Sir 
Robert Menzies, appreciated more than any­
one else the importance of the coalition 
Govemment. Right from start he fostered 
the coalition, as did John McEwen, Arthur 
Fadden and others. Each party contributes 
a lot and neither will replace the other. That 
is important for political stability, and it 
creates the right climate for good business, 
which is important for the community, the 
economy and increased employment oppor­
tunities. As members of Parliament we all 
have a responsibUity to our electorates, our 
branches, our pariiamentaiy party and our 
oath of office-^above all the oath of office, 
which b aU about what b right and what is 
wrong. Each of us has to consider all these 
responsibUities, and any organisation, party, 
business or club is only as good as the people 
running it. 

In Australia very few people take an active 
interest in politics. Last year when Herman 
Khan was investigating the Asian region, he 
was asked what he thought about Australia. 
He said. "I think it is typffied by a bumper 
sticker I saw on a car down in Sydney. It 
said, 'I'd rather be sailing'." I think that 
is trae of a lot of people. The behaviour of 
our society permeates down from the top. 
One of the greatest thmgs ever said for this 
country was said by Arthur Caldwell when 
Sir Robert Menzies retired. He said— 

"WhUe he has been Prime Minister of 
this land there has never been any shadow 
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of a doubt or hint or sign of graft or 
corruption in the administration of the 
government of the day." 

We had a world-wide reputation for honesty, 
and it should never be forgotten. This coun­
try was not built by Govemments, bureau­
crats, sociaUsts or pessimists; it was built by 
people prepared to face up to a challenge, 
work hard and achieve a result. That b the 
pioneering spirit. There are many examples: 
small businessmen, farmers and even our 
Premier. So much has happened because of 
him, and no-one could argue with that. He 
is one of those people was has the incredible 
ability to say what most people think and 
then go out and do it. 

Mr Hooper: Tum it up! You can't under­
stand him. He never completes a sentence. 
He's almost inarticulate. 

Mr JENNINGS: One of his greatest advan­
tages is that he is a cartoonist's dream, and 
so was Henry Bolte. Our basic philosophy 
is simple. First, and most important, is the 
security of the nation. Second is our inter­
national alUance, because that affects our 
security, and third is that we have a strong 
private enterprise economy, and with a 
strong private enterprise economy we can 
provide better social services than anywhere 
else in the world. That is what it is all 
about. 

Our biggest problem today is that we are 
the most overgoveraed country in the free 
world. A few years ago the ratio of the 
Public Service to private enterprise employ­
ment was one in four; now it is almost one 
in three. In the United States it is one in 12 
and in Germany and Switzerland it is one 
in 14. There are 1530 000 pubhc servants 
around AustraUa at the moment with only 
3 500000 private persons to pay for them. 

The growth of Government expenditure 
has outstripped private growth. In the 1970s 
the total expenditure of all Governments 
rose by 298 per cent while private expenditure 
rose by only 132 per cent. In other words, 
the Government's growth rate has increased 
2.3 times. Govemment capital expenditure 
has risen by 150 per cent whereas private 
enterprise expenditure has risen only 90 per 
cent. Governments have employed 26 per 
cent more people, private enterprise only 
1.4 per cent. We have 2 250 000 people on 
welfare and social security. I am not criti­
cising them in any way, but they cost $10 
billion a year, and that excludes family 
allowances. The simple fact is that we have 
to have profits to pay for that. We have to 
be proud of the word "profit", and we have 
to promote a strong private enterprise econ­
omy. We have to put a freeze on the PubUc 
aervice. We have to reduce its functions. We 
nave to get the proportion back to one in 
SIX over a period of years, or we will never 
00 any good with the economy. 

-„^\'ot,of claptrap is talked about less 
woric and eariier retirement. Some people 

talk about quality of life. The most import­
ant aspect of quality of life is to have a 
decent job so that a man is able to look 
after his family and bring his chUdren up 
properly. We are fortunate that our fathers 
and grandfathers thought along those lines; 
we would not have been here if they had 
not. 

If we add the Public Service figure of 
1,500,000 to the figure for social welfare, 
we get a total of 3,750,000. That number 
must be sustained by the 3,500,000 people 
in the private work-force. That is a ratio 
of about one for one. No wonder the 
economy is in a mess! No wonder the fuel 
levy has been imposed by Canberra! The 
nation-wide strike of public servants in 
Febmary was a straw in the wind for the 
future. We have to reverse the cycle, and 
alter it. We have to slowly cut down. We 
have been living off the sheep's back for 
a long time. Now, as everybody knows, we 
are living off the motorist's back. A total 
of $3,000m will be rabed by the levy this 
year, and $2,200m was raised by the levy 
last year. But they still want more and 
more in Canberra. The bloated, protected 
bureaucracy in Canberra—I call them the 
"Canberra casuals"—wants more. As the 
rate of inflation increases, money becomes 
worthless, and it will end up destroying our 
system. We can remedy the situation only 
by cutting down and altering the balance. 
One could never run a business with the 
number of chiefs that we have today. We 
simply have to have more workers. 

We are the luckiest country in the world. 
We are the only nation that consists of 
one continent. We are the only nation that 
has come about without wars or revolution. 
We have more natural resources than any 
other country and less with which to defend 
it. We have more land per head of popula­
tion than any other country—about four 
persons per square mile in AustraUa, against 
54 in the United States and 732 in Japan. 
I respect decent unions and unionists. I 
have dealt with them in both the building 
industry and the beef industry. Most Aus­
tralian working men have self-reliance. 
They respond to opportunity and incentive. 
But, as I see the matter from my experience, 
many labour problems are overcome by the 
simple policy of payment by results: good 
results, good pay; no results, no pay. 

Has any honourable member ever heard 
of a major strike in the housing industry? 
No-one could refer me to a major strike 
in that industry since way back in the '50s. 
Why is that? It is because each house builder 
has a little gang of carpenters and a little 
gang of brickies, and they work for them­
selves. They are not interested in going on 
strike, and the union leaders will not try 
to get them on strike because they know 
they wfll not get away with it. Some 
union leaders are against incentives. They 
know that they cannot control the men if 
they are given incentives. I would like to 
see a national incentive plan under which 
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companies would be induced to provide 
incentives by being given special taxation 
reductions. 

From my own experience I would say 
that most genuine—and I emphasbe that 
word—^industrial disputes can be sorted out 
by management and the men before there 
is a strike. But many disputes are not 
genuine. John Halfpenny has said, "You 
have got to have political strikes in this 
country to change the system." They are 
the strikes that cannot be stopped by negotia­
tion. Most strikes do not occur because 
of lack of negotiation and discussion between 
management and workers. The provision of 
incentives makes workers a part of the 
system, and that is the way to beat strikes. 

I can remember when I was up in the 
Gulf in the 1960s. Everyone remembers 
the Mt Isa strike. What happened in that 
strike? All the men went on strike. Who 
was left in Mt Isa? Not the men on strike; 
they went away working. Mt Isa was left 
in an economic mess. The same happened 
with the copper fields and with the big 
strike at GM-H in Victoria. A person could 
get his car serviced anywhere in those days. 
If people want compulsory unionism, let 
them have it. They have compubory union­
ism now. But once workers go on strike, 
it should be compulsory for them to remain 
on strike and Ulegal for them to seek another 
job elsewhere or be employed. That would 
make union leaders a bit more responsible. 
At the moment some strikers are not on 
strike at aU; it b a confidence trick, and 
everybody knows it. When people talk of 
emergency legislation, that is one o>f the 
most important aspects of it. 

In all walks of Ufe there b a line of 
tolerance and a line of insistence. In a 
poUtical party everybody knows we can go 
to a certain Une and we have to tolerate 
certain things. There b a code of behaviour. 
There is abo a written law and an unwritten 
law. Everybody knows that a solicitor can 
quote written law from 100 years ago, but 
that is not what counts. What counts and is 
so important in politics b the unwritten law 
thought of by the man in the street. 

Private enterprise responds to opportunity. 
The mental attitude in Queensland is so 
important. I have lived interstate and I 
know from figures that people are moving 
out. Because people in Queensland have 
confidence in the future and a sense of 
purpose, they wiU try to do things. That 
confidence has been brought about by 
poUtical StabiUty, and let us not do anything 
to stop that. It is not a case of promising 
something new or giving things away, but 
a case of promising to fight to retain what we 
have and providing opportunities tnd 
incentives for others to achieve a better 
standard of living. 

Only a few years ago the right to own 
property was under attack in thb country. 
Everybody in this nation has the incentive 

to own property. In his report in 1975, 
Justice Else Mitchell said that there was a 
growing opinion that people should not be 
able to buy land outright; there should only 
ibe tenants. That is when the Albury/ 
Wodonga fiasco was set up, and I wUl men­
tion that shortly. Karl Marx said much the 
same thing—^that the aboUtion of the existing 
property system b a pre-condition to the 
establishment of the new social order. So 
Justice Else Mitchell, Karl Marx and many 
others were against property ownership. 

The most important property ownership 
that must be considered b the first home of 
newly-marrieds. They have to be helped in 
every way possible. The help does not Have 
to continue for long, only for the first three 
years to help them get a deposit to buy a bit 
of dirt in this country. Tliat is what will 
secure this nation against any totalitarian 
order. 

I would like to see special homes savings 
deposit accounts started in schoob with a 
premium rate of interest. As savings bank 
interest fluctuated, so would the interest rate 
in those accounts, but it would always be a 
few points higher. In that way young people 
would be taught the importance of homfr. 
ownership, and that is the first rang on the 
ladder of affiuence for young couples. 

An artificial shortage of land b caused 
in most cities by stupid planning regulations. 
Everything possible must be done to correct 
that. Freehold ownership rights are absolutely 
sacrosanct. They are (1) the owner of pro­
perty can always sell to the highest bidder; (2) 
people can be assured that their property will 
not be devalued by independent bureaucratic 
action without appropriate compensation; and 
(3) the freedom for people to do what they 
like on their own properties as long as that 
freedom does not impinge upon the freedom 
of others. 

A lot of tripe is talked about planning 
difficulties. Albury/Wodonga b a classic 
example of that. Planning b basicaUy about 
what use land can be put to, 
whether it be mral, urban, etc. The size 
of subdivisions and uniform buUding regula­
tions have to be considered. That is all 
planning is. However, .the most important 
thing is that planning be done weU ahead. 
If that is not done a lot of problems arise 
because people do not know what is going 
on and rumours become life. 

The member for Peak Downs mentioned 
Albury/Wodonga, It has been a fool's para­
dise for eight years. It is out-and-out 
socialbm and the most destmctive way of life 
that legblation ever introduced to thb coun­
try. It is not a matter of party politics, 
because five Governments are involved--a 
Liberal and a Labor Govemment in New 
South Wales, a Labor and a Liberal Govem­
ment in Canberra and a Liberal Govemment 
in Victoria. AU of the problems have been 
put into the too-hard basket. In June 1973 
the Town and Country Planning Board said 
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that the only way to get it going was the 
expenditure of large sums of public money. 
To date enormous amounts of Govemment 
funds have been put into the project. The 
figure I have b $170m, but on televbion 
recently someone from the Albury/Wodonga 
corporation said that it was $115m. That 
corporation is well-known for its abUity to 
deviate sUghtly from the trath. 

In June 1977 the Victorian Minister for 
Industrial Development (Digby Crozier) said 
that the Albury/Wodonga Development Cor­
poration had borrowed over $100m from .the 
Commonwealth since 1973 and at the long-
term bond interest rate the interest was 
capitalbed at over $10m annuaUy. In addi­
tion. State and local government of Victoria 
have poured another $55m into Albury/ 
Wodonga. In June 1977 thb represented a 
current commitment by the States to the 
growth centre of approximately $250,000 per 
week just to meet the interest bfll in respect 
of their borrowing. Not bad! 

Apparently the Government was so 
embarrassed about it that it tried to do away 
with the interest. The chairman of .the 
corporation (Gordon Craig) said in August 
1976— 

"We do not have to begin repayment of 
loan funds for ten years, by when at the 
present rate of borrowing the principle and 
interest funds employed wiU total $800m." 

Not one advantage to Albury/Wodonga was 
gained out of this complete waste of Gov­
ernment money. I appreciate what the mem­
ber for Peak Downs said about it and why 
the Premier says, "No, we do not want any 
cuts in taxation refunds. They are wasting 
so much of it down there." 

Some of Mr Craig's other statements are 
quite incredible— 

"No other planning organb:ation in the 
world has achieved the growth and pro­
duotion rate of the Albury/Wodonga Dev­
elopment Corporation." 

So said Mr Craig. He said that a world 
record had been achieved for .the efficiency 
and speed with which the growth centre 
construction had been initiated. Claiming a 
world record is not a bad piece of self prabe. 
The basic concept of the whole scheme— 
that growth can be achieved by spending 
large amounts of taxpayers' money—is simply 
not practicable. Any fool can spend large 
lumps of someone ebe's money. Anyone 
here could do it. 

Back in February 1976, Ben Hilb in "The 
Age —he was the initiator of .the exposes 
of corruption in Victoria—said— 

"After analysing over 500 deals that the 
corporation have signed, at least $20m has 
been mis-spent on useless land or absurdly 
high valuations." 

I will give a couple of examples. For 600 
acres that could not be sold for $15 an acre, 
tney paid $120 an acre. They paid $1,350 

an acre for 600 acres on a flood plain at 
West Wodonga. That is not bad for flood 
land. For 250 acres at Beams HUl, behind 
the Bandiana army camp, with a Defence 
Department buflding prohibition, they paid 
$3,762 an acre. There is another one, the 
D. A. Wallace property "Bathanga Park", 
some 15 mfles out of Wodonga. He happened 
to be a client of Smith and Emerton, which 
b the firm in which the Premier of Victoria 
is a partner. They paid him $960,000 cash 
for his 1 200 acre property, which had an 80-
square home on it and he leased it back for 
$1 an acre—$1,200 per year. They have 
altered that since, but that is what they did. 
On the other hand, there are smaU people 
around Wodonga who cannot even get paid. 

The other important point is that Mr 
ElUcott, the then Federal Attorney-General, 
stated that the Government's land acquisition 
procedures in Albury/Wodonga could be 
proved unconstitutional. Dr Robert BirreU, 
the population expert, stated that the Gov­
ernment should scrap the Albury/Wodonga 
scheme, as the whole thing was misconceived. 

Currently down there 80 000 acres of good 
grazing land is lying idle, rotten with weeds 
and Paterson's curse. In the Baranduda and 
Leneva Valleys 2000 dairy cows have gone 
out of production. Every dollar spent at 
Albury/Wodonga is a dollar down the drain. 
It is absolutely scandalous. It is nothing 
more than a massive public relations exercise 
.to try to justify a gigantic mbtake which 
was tumed into a great money-spinner for 
those in the know. 

On 2 March 1978, when I was challenged 
to, I called a Press conference down in 
Melbourne. I gave the Press folders with 
140 documents, which provided a prima facie 
case for a royal commission—^and I call for 
that royal commission again today. It is 
going to come sooner or later, because it 
cannot go on the way it is. Ben HiUs was 
resp>onsible for the first disclosure and no-one 
did anything. No-one did anything about 
Ben HUb's article in "The Age" in 1974 
until I feU into Parliament by mbtake and 
exjjosed it. AH I did was state the facts 
that everyone else knew, but no-one else 
was prepared to do it. So I would like to 
compliment the member for Peak Downs for 
raising it. He is right and the Premier is 
right in aggressively resisting the Common­
wealth attempt to cut down or slice income 
tax refunds so that more can be wasted on 
these useless schemes. 

There are many other topics, but I wiU 
just touch on them quickly. During the 
election campaign, some allegations were 
made that I was a renegade, a rebel and 
all the rest of it. I wfll not go into the 
full detafls except to say that there is a 
personal explanation in the Parliamentary 
Library headed, "Personal Explanation to the 
Parliament of Victoria by D. B. Jennings, 
Member for Westemport, September 1978." 
There are other "Hansard" references. Before 
anyone calls me a renegade and a rebel, 
let him go and check what reaUy happened. 
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The biggest land deals that had ever been 
handled in this countiy were made. As I 
said at the time, Watergate was chicken-
feed to what happened in Victoria. Let me 
give one example. My electorate chairman 
in Flinders was involved with another man, 
and it was written up in "The Age" that, 
out of the blue, they had made $2.5m in 
three weeks. That is not bad! There are 
many other examples, but I wfll not go into 
them in detail. 

Whfle I was in Parliament, two deals were 
put through. One concerned Mt Ridley. 
Everyone in Victoria was told that that land 
would remain rural till the turn of the cen­
tury. But what happened? Again out of 
the blue. Cabinet rezoned it for some people 
and they made $9.2m cash profit out of the 
rezoning. That was Mt Ridley. 

People were just getting over that stun­
ning manoeuvre when, in the following May, 
the biggest Housing Commission contract 
ever—$100m-—was let to a fellow by the 
name of Peter StirUng, a former president 
of the Young Liberals. Of course, that is no 
reflection on the members of the Liberal 
Party of Queensland. He was a former 
private secretary of Hamer, and he obtained 
the contract although he had never built a 
house in his life. Because of my actions, 
both those deals were eventually killed. 

In the field of social welfare, there is an 
important point that ought to be stated. 
We are obligated to do our best for the 
aged and the incapacitated, and there is one 
area that could be looked at very closely. 
Many older people like to be self-supporting. 
However, many of them face the problem of 
having an income that does not enable them 
to live as they have lived in the .past. At 
the same time, they have most of their 
capital tied up in their home, something 
that they had obtained through thrift and 
years of saving. 

Many of them would like some of the 
capital released without the obUgation to 
repay. This could be done by a special 
financial arrangement under which the 
owners were paid an amount monthly, 
quarterly or yearly, with repayments deferred 
until death. The financial institution or the 
lender would be reimbursed from the estate 
with interest, or by means of a number of 
other alternatives to suit the client and the 
lender. Thb would assist the life-style of 
many retired people and make them self-
supporting and independent. It would also 
encourage the young to be thrifty. 

Many .people talk about conservation, and 
I respect the views of genuine conserva­
tionists. Unfortunately, many are obstruc­
tionists. Only a fool would want to go out 
and desecrate this country, and I say to some 
conservationists, "What have you done to 
conserve anything yourself?" In Melbourne, 
I have seen many obstructions raised when 
old buildings are being puUed down and 
rebuUt. I agree that certain old buUdings 

need to be preserved. However, as time 
passes, some of them must go. In a way, I 
was rather pleased that the Hoffnung build­
ing was demoUshed, because I did not think 
that the Queensland Government had money 
to put into a building such as that when so 
many other things are urgently needed in 
the State. 

Many people in my electorate have 
referred to the difficulties facing Aborigines. 
I respect Aborigines. I worked with .them 
for seven years in the Gulf country. I 
em.ployed them, and they received the same 
pay, they were provided with the same food, 
and they were in the same quarten as all 
the other men. At various times during that 
period I had two Aboriginal head stockmen 
who were in charge of white stockmen. 
Ironically, both of them left out of the blue 
and later returned and worked as ordinary 
stockmen. 

It is very difficult to generalise on the 
Aboriginal question. Many people in the 
South tend to become over-emotional about 
it. One cannot really say .that we are 
responsible for what happened 200 yeans ago. 
We have the responsibUity to assist 
Aborigines now. However, I remind hon­
ourable members of what happened in 1975 
when Aborigines in the Centre were given 
too much free money. Unfortunately, many 
good women there now find themselves in 
very difficult situations. 

There is one other .point that I wish to 
make. Some people think that I am a 
member of the firm Jennings Industries. 
When I left school, I joined the company 
because it was a family company. I worked 
for it for 13 years and I am proud of it. 
It is now the biggest construction company 
in AustraUa, and its turn-over last year was 
$287tm. But I make it clear that I have no 
physical or financial involvement with Jen­
nings Industries. I am proud of the com­
pany; I think it is doing a fantastically good 
job. 

When I left the company, I went out on 
my own. I had the Mt Surprbe station in 
the Gulf country in North Queensland for 
seven years, as some honourable members 
are aware. It was the greatest thrill of my 
life. It was the hardest work and the best 
work. When the cattie were being stolen, we 
decided to open our own butcher shop. We 
thought it was better to seU the meat than 
to have it stolen. I have never begrudged a 
butcher his money since then. It b hard 
work. 

Many honourable members in thb Cham­
ber—the honourable members for FUnders, 
Cook, TownsviUe West, Barron River, and 
Peak Dovms—^have mentioned the .problems 
in North Queensland. AU of them are right. 
Queensland is a big State and it has many 
good cities. Development has been held up 
to some extent by the leasehold system. 
Basicjdly, a business is financed by its assets. 
Back in my day, leasehold land occupied 
600 000 square miles; now it occupies 500000 
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square miles. I am pleased to read that the 
Government is trying to convert other areas 
to freehold. 

I urge the total conversion to freehold on 
the right terms and conditions. I put this 
resolution forward to the local government 
conference in 1964 and it received praise in 
the editorial in "The Courier-Mail" on 
1 October 1964. There was not one speaker 
in opposition to my proposal. It is stfll on 
the books of the local government confer­
ence. A separate independent authority 
should be set up .to work out conditions for 
the conversion of all leasehold land to 
freehold tenure. With such a conversion, 
.the influx of capital into the northem and 
grazing areas would be enormous. 

Private enterprise must be encouraged. If 
it .is not, the bureaucracy will completely 
overshadow us and we wfll be swallowed .up. 
I appreciate the nature of .the problems 
confronting northern members. TTie Nat­
ional Party b a pro-private-enterprise party. 
1 have never seen a .party that is more pro-
private enterprise. The problems created by 
bad roads and the lack of schools can be 
deah with as the State obtains more income 
and more profits from its prosperity. 
Queensland is the State of .the future, and 
I am thrilled to be back. 

Mr INNES (Sherwood) (4.2 p.m.): It is 
difficuh to know what to say at thb stage 
of .the afternoon. Today the President of the 
United States has been shot and in thb 
House we have witnessed the charge of the 
"Callide bull", the member for Callide; we 
have seen .tiie greyhound of consumer affairs 
in the State pursuing the elusive hare; we 
have seen an exchange of some note under 
Standing Orders; and .the new member for 
Southport has just treated us to an eye­
witness performance of the Victorian Legis­
lature. In the end result, it is best to start 
off, I suppose, in the traditional manner. 

I pledge .the loyalty of the people of Sher­
wood .to the Crown in thb important year 
for the Royal Family. .We offer our con­
gratulations to the Prince of Wales and ,to 
his charming bride-.to-be on their engage­
ment and offer our best wishes for .their 
marriage later thb year. The continued 
strength of the monarchy as an institution 
owes not a Uttle .to the personal and almost 
superhuman dedication .to public duty that 
IS consbtently shown by Her Majesty and 
00™"% b emulated by her son, the Prince 
ot Wales. It b perhaps almost impertinent 
to make the comment .that that example b 
tollowed so weU in thb State by Hb Excel­
lency the Governor and Lady Ramsay, whose 
oigmfied and affable presence b both wel­
comed and weH known tiiroughOut the State. 

Having conveyed sentiments on behalf of 
'tne people of Sherwood, I want to publicly 
convey my .thanks to them for their .recent 
expression of confidence in me as their rep­
resentative. 

I want .to take thb opportunity also to 
set the public record straight—if one can 
use that phrase to grace a publication known 
as "The National Times". I refer to a 
recent article publbhed by it, in which a 
journalist named Marian Wilkinson, in refer­
ring .to Queensland, stated that .the election 
results in Sherwood caused the Liberal 
Party great concern. She supported that 
statement by quoting a primary vote itlmt 
was 20 per cent below the actual primary 
vote that was recorded. 

.In faot, .the primary vote in Sherwood 
went up by 12 per cent from the vote cast 
at the by-election. .Furthermore, on a two-
party 'preferred basb, the Liberal 'Party vote 
went up by 12 per cent and from the last 
general election by 11 per cent to 71 per 
cent. It is a matter of some pride for our­
selves that of all of the coalition-held seats 
in the State the biggest swing to a coalition 
party was registered in the seat of Sherwood, 
where the swing was approximately 2 per 
cent greater than that in any other seat in 
the State. 

Two communications to that journal from 
me were totally ignored. It is bad enough 
to make false comments but to support them 
with false statistics one would have thought 
was completely unjustifiable and to be con­
demned. Apparently the members of the 
newspaper fraternity stick together and 
prefer to cover the gross incompetence of 
a journalist rather than accept the tmth 
and publish a retraction. 

I offer my congratulations to Mr Speaker 
on hb re-election. I offer my congratulations 
to him for making statements which seek 
to reassert the authority of Parliament and 
offer a meeting of the Standing Orders 
Committee to review the whole question of 
the Standing Orders that govern the pro­
cedures in this House. Obviously the pos­
sibUity of improvement in those procedures 
lies in the future. I support him in the 
statements that he has made and I know 
that he is supported by many members on 
both sides of the House. 

The dflemma that one finds oneself in, 
in Parliament, is balancing the responsibili­
ties and obligations of being a local repre­
sentative and being a member of a party. 
No doubt it is true to say that many people 
vote for the party to which the member 
belongs, but equally it is true to say that 
people vote for the member who is attached 
to that label. So, in the same way that we 
have dual obligations which we should 
rightly have in mind, there are different 
categories of people to whom we owe 
aUegiance and responsibility when we come 
to exercise our rights in this House. 

From time to time we should examine 
the basic principles on which we direct our 
own lives and those on which our parties 
direct themselves. Consistency is a virtue. 
Consistency in any endeavour is clearly to 
be desired. Certainly in representing people 
there should be some consbtency between 
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what we say to them when they contact 
us, what we say to them before we are 
elected, what we do for them and how 
we perform after we are elected. 

There must be consistency by members 
exercising pubUc responsibiUty. At times, 
if we honestly examine ourselves we wUl 
see that there b significant inconsistency on 
important topics from time to time. We 
should seek to rectify that inconsistency 
and Uve according to the beliefs that we 
claim to profess or the beliefs that we 
expound at election-time to gain the support 
of our electors. 

We have felt, as some people have said 
in the corridors of thb House, a breath of 
fresh air today; some people might also say 
some bursts of hot air. But there b some­
thing different about the mood of this Par­
Uament today. The difference clearly b 
the situation in which the now Independent 
member for CaUide finds himself. Perhaps 
there is every reason why he should express 
his reasons forcefully; and, of course, in 
private, he has done so on many occasions 
in the past. 

TTiere are, realbtically, the obUgations 
that come from being a member of a party 
and there b clearly an adherence to some 
basic forms of disdpUne, and they are 
imposed on members of aU three parties 
in the House. I have noted that, on this 
side of the House, a number of members 
have professed their dedication to the 
coaUtion. That claim has come more from 
the National Party members of the coalition 
than from the Liberal Party members. It 
might be interesting to ponder why that 
might be. 

Mr Davis: I wonder why. 

Mr ESNES: I shaU make an observation 
or two. 

The reality is that the coaUtion does impose 
extra constraints and pressures on matters 
of representation, both in the performance of 
one's local role and those conflicts that 
appear to have been intolerable in the case 
of the member for CaUide, and in the 
pursuit of one's party's interests and plat­
form which, as I say, is a vital component 
of that on which Liberal members are 
elected. 

Mr Powell: There is a measure of self-
dbcipUne required, is there not? 

Mr INNES: I mentioned discipline before, 
but it is easier for the people who seek to 
benefit by the exercise of discipline in one 
way to propound that as o p p o ^ to the 
people who, shall we say, on whom dis­
cipline can be excessdvely imposed. 

Mr Powell: I used the term "self-
discipline". 

Mr ESfNES: The honourable member can 
use the term whichever way he likes. Our 
primary obligation is to be consistent in 
what we say when we are asking people to 
support us and what we do when they 
have given us their support. I think it has 
to be said, and should be said in the House, 
that the reaUty is that over the years there 
have been strains imposed on Liberal mem­
bers and Liberal participation which go close 
to overwhelming one of the basic terms on 
which the two coaUtion parties come 
together. One of the basic terms is that 
neither party shall use its numbers to over­
bear the basic policies and commitments of 
the other party. 

Mr R. J. Gibbs: Be very careful, you 
could follow Mr Hartwig. 

Mr INNES: My party has a view with 
regard to latitude 

Mr R. J. Gibbs: You know that I think 
you are a nice fellow and I respect you, but 
you will be less than truthful if you say 
that. 

Mr INNES: I believe that consciences are 
Uke muscles, they have to be exercised 
occasionally to keep their tone. 

The realities are that there has been a 
change, possibly over the past decade. People 
who are famiUar with these things— Î can­
not claim that personal famUiarity—-would 
suggest that there have been perhaps 
increased pressures on the relationship 
between the two parties. It is said that the 
former National Party Premier, Sir Francis 
NickUn, never forced anything through the 
party room if there was a significant body 
of whatever political complexion opposed to 
it. He did not do a simple mathematical 
computation and say, "25 beats 24" or, 
"25 beats 20" because those numbers would 
suggest that there was sufficient disquiet to 
necessitate the continuance of the status quo. 

We now have a new ParUament and a 
new coalition on new terms. It is my view 
that some of the pressures of the past could 
be eased if there was a return to or an 
observance of the Nicklin style; that b, if 
there is signfficant objection based upon the 
honest exercise of members' consciences, 
including such matters as their dedication to 
their parties' principles, then numbers should 
not be used to overbear that party's views 
or, indeed, the \dews of any significant group, 
whatever its basic party aUegiance. 

If it was done on a simple majority 
we could end up, and I do not suggest that 
this is the case, with a quite extraordinary 
dbtortion of the poUtical process. If Cabinet 
worked on a majority basb, we could have 
the situation where a majority, being mem­
bers of the National Party, would dominate 
a decision. We could have a situation where 
Liberal Ministers were all basically opposed 
to a decision. Then in the joint party room 
the simple addition of the votes of National 
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Party back-benchers to those of the Cabinet, 
who would be bound by Cabinet soUdarity 
to support the majority view, would mean 
that the majority mle prevailed; that aU 
would have to accept what might have 
been only the beUrf and conviction of 
some 35 members out of 82. So the beliefs 
of the minority could be converted into the 
beliefs of the majority. I cannot think of 
an instance where that has happened in this 
coalition but, unless we recognise these facts, 
there can be problems. 

There have been problems with the coaU­
tion over ithe last few years. I believe that 
the coalition can work. Everybody in the 
coalition parties, and everybody in thb Par­
liament, knows .that, irrespective of .the 
party situation, the majority of members of 
.Parliament can work with each other. The 
majority of members of Parliament are per-
feotly capable of sitting down 'and con­
sidering objectively and with deference to 
another person's point of view what is the 
best course in any given situation. I am 
proud .to be associated with the majority of 
the members of the coalition. I think that 
this is something .that has to .be said at thb 
Stage so that when we proceed on through 
the next .three years we do so oonstruotively 
and not destructively. 

Mr Davb: They are good flowery words. 

Mr INNES: They are flowery words, but 
they are relevant. They express my view in 
basic Englbh, and if that is flowery to the 
honourable member he should blame it on 
the education system that existed in thb 
State when he went to school. 

The other matter that we can pay atten-
tian to b .thb conflict between the exercbe 
of a private member's role and that of .the 
Executive. As one of its basic principles my 
party's platform b that we are dedicated to 
democratic government, maintained by a 
Parliamemt in control of the Executive and 
.the law applying to aU. 

Mr R. J. Gibbs: Which it is not at the 
moment. 

Mr INNES: Those are the words in the 
platfoim. I am not singling out the Queens­
land ParUament, The same .thing applies in 
Ganberra and in every other Parliament in 
the world. There wiU always be a jockeying 
to achieve a balance between parUamentary 
and Executive control. There has to be an 
Ejffioutive. It would not be possible in this 
modem, complex world to work without the 
Executive's initiating, its contMling and 
admmistering the Public Service and its 
setting the pace in the parUamentary 
iQrum--provided that proper rights are 
entrenched in •tfie procedure of the Pariia­
ment for questioning and bringing to 
account the Executive for its' administration, 
and with the greater wisdom of aU members; 
™ Parliament being addressed to tiie question 
01̂ what ism tii6 best interests of the State 
oy way of law. 

5185-20 

The provision for private member's Bills 
and days on which private members can 
initiate debate and discussion has ibeen found, 
particularly after .the advent of the party 
system, to be vital to a vigorous, active and 
constmctive parliamentary process. Other 
Parliaments have indeed .gone further than 
we have. We have .fp recognise the fact tbat, 
thanks to a Labor Government in 1922, 
we do not have an Upper House to provide 
a pause or a second 'thought on any par­
ticular proposal. I believe that the procedure 
of thb House can, and should be, improved. 
Examples abound ebewhere in the West­
minster sys.tem of smaU ways in which this 
dynamic can be improved and the partici-
patioin of back-bench members of Parliament 
can be furthered. 

Mr Davis: You wiU tell us shortly we 
should have a public accounts committee. 

Mr INNES: I do believe that there should 
be a public accounts commi'ttee, an expendi­
ture committee land a variety of standing 
committees. That is my own view, and any 
Govexittihent that homestly believes in account-
abUity and openness should hold the same 
view. 

The most substantial recent contribution 
made by this Parliament to pubUc debate in 
this State was initiated by the committee 
headed by Mr Ahern. That, of course, was 
an all-party committee on an aspect of vital 
pubUc interest in this State. 

The question of accounting and the use 
of public monies wiU always be vexed. Indeed, 
there must be a degree of openness about 
the use of public moneys because the 
Goverament is only a trustee— ît b not an 
owner^and trustees have always been 
brpught to account for the exercise of their 
responsibility and dbcretion. 

Apparently there is a question of privUege 
that b topical at the moment. I go back to 
my suggestion that it is desirable to .be 
consistent. The Premier apparently 
announced yesterday that the Justice Depart­
ment has been asked to look at the question 
of privUege in relation to persons who claim 
that their characters or reputations have been 
unjustifiably affected by statements made 
under privflege in this House. 

Mr Vaughan: Has that been democratically 
dbcussed in the joint parties room? 

Mr INNES: To see that proposed came 
as some surprbe to me, if that obtusely 
answers the honourable member's question. 

I personally believe that there b a great 
deal of merit in aUowing a person to have 
the right to have his say when he claims 
that his reputation has been unjustifiably 
attacked and tarnished by the use of privUege 
in the House, if there was the safeguard, 
for instance, of hb making a statutory 
declaration so that there was some solemnity 
about his response. 

I do not beUeve in the abolition of par­
liamentary privilege. In cmcial cases it could 
be what starts a public debate or public 
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inquiry that would lead to the rectifying of 
a lot of wrongs. I believe in parUamentary 
privilege, but I beUeve there b abo a room 
to allow the record to be set straight. 

I referred to consistency, and as one who 
has attempted to bring some balance and to 
defend people with whom I have no personal 
contact or track but whom I believe to have 
been unjustifiably attacked by the Premier, 
I find it somewhat inconsistent that he now 
sees the necessity to make a claim when he 
did not see that necessity at some earlier 
point in time. I see members of the Opposi­
tion smiling, so perhaps I will give them a 
serve, too. Both their leader and other signffi­
cant persons in their ranks in the last 
Parliament were condemned by a royal com­
mission of the Commonwealth of Australia 
for the abuse of privilege. 

Mr Mackenroth: The Premier was con­
demned by that same royal commission. 

Mr INNES: I accept that. The Premier 
was also condemned by the same royal 
commbsion for unjustified attacks on other 
members of Parliament and abuses of 
privilege. 

It is a shame that it is not until senior 
or prominent members of a political party 
are attacked that somebody sees the merits 
of seeking to defend those who are attacked 
under privUege. Indeed, one might say that 
persons in the position of party leaders and 
senior party tmstees have got it coming to 
them because they voluntarily involve them­
selves in situations where poUtical attacks 
are possible. However, if that is put forward 
in some reasonably acceptable form I will 
be delighted to support it because I believe it 
is right, and I like to be consistent. 

An event has occurred recently in this 
State and it does not seem to want to go 
away. I refer to the decbion made about a 
certain coal lease, namely, Winchester South. 
Why won't that decision go away? I suggest 
it is an illustration to the Government that 
it should think of reforms of Parliament and 
about the comments that have been made 
by many back-bench members of both sides 
of the House about the whole style and 
tenor of govemment. Govemment should be 
open; govemment should be accountable. 
Justice must not only be done, it must be 
seen to be done, and the same principles 
apply dn the exercise of Executive discretion 
in government. 

I suppose one might say that there would 
be some embarrassment for a Goverament 
that has proclaimed a concem for Queensland 
—for a party that has caUed for Queensland 
being put first—^when indeed the overseas 
interests were put first and Queensland and 
Australia were a long way second—equal 
last. 

It would seem that something is wrong with 
the procedures. I am not buying into the 
rumour side. I am just looking at what 
is on the public record. What b on the 
public record? A decision about the largest 
contract ever let—the most valuable contract 

ever let in this State—was put through in 
a very short period in the Cabinet (the Gov­
ernment) of this State. Haven't we heard 
exactly the same complaints time and time 
again of decisions being mshed through or 
rammed through; of decisions being not pro­
perty thought out or having the apfiearance 
of not being properly thought out? 

Mr Davis: You would think some of those 
Liberal Ministers would be right on the ball. 

Mr INNES: Let us look at that. I say 
that coaUtion imposes constraints and diffi­
culties for any par.ty to exercise all the powers 
it would like to exercise. However, apparently 
it was a recommendation under the present 
procedures which are adopted by the Execu­
tive, whereby merely the technical merits, 
we are told, of the decision were looked into. 
The Mines Department, it is said, has the 
relevant expertise to assess the technical 
merits, and it was its recommendation, and 
that was all that was necessary. 

Mr Davis: Did all the Liberal Ministers 
in Cabinet say "Aye"? 

Mr INNES: No. Indeed, in justification of 
the Liberal Ministers it can be said that 
quite cleariy the Liberal Ministers, on the 
public record at least, have attempted to 
re-assess the matter or have that decision 
vetted, refined and improved in the public 
interest. Irrespective of how it is looked at, 
it would suggest that the procedures are 
wrong. The procedures are not seen to be 
responsible. The procedures are not seen 
to be balanced. There b no doubt that 
people are at the disadvantage of not know­
ing the merits of the competing offers or 
tenders. 

Mr D'Arcy: Are you calUng for them? 

Mr INNES: I cannot see any reason why 
tenders of thb nature and their condition 
should be kept secret. I cannot see any 
reason why the details of the winner's tender 
and the conditions it has agreed to should not 
be made pubUc. At .the very least, I believe 
that people should know on what terms it 
is tendering. If there b to be security on 
the tender, then at least if they all go in 
knowing that, that is one thing. However, 
there should be no security about the winning 
tender. The reason why there should be no 
securUy is that the people of Queensland own 
those minerals and those resources. The 
people of Queensland are entitled to know 
on what terms they have been sold and the 
benefits that wfll accrue. 

Mr Mackenroth: As a back-bench member 
of the Government don't you find out that 
type of thing? Don't they tell you? 

Mr INNES: I don't know what the tems 
are. On that count, the Government has 
been quite consbtent. It says it does not 
propose to release the detaib, and I do not 
know the detaUs. 

Mr Vaughan: But your Liberal Treasurer 
knows them. 
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Mr INNES: The simple observation that 
can be made is that something went wrong. 

Things were not seen to be done in a 
proper and responsible fashion. What I am 
saying b that the procedures should be 
known. They should be assessed and vetted, 
and ParUament, tenderers and everybody else 
should know about them before the game 
starts. Indeed, they should involve account-
abiUty and openness to the people of 
Queensland. 

Mr Davis: If you had been in Cabinet, 
do you think you could have handled it 
better? 

Mr INNES: That is a hypothetical ques­
tion. This matter has been attended by so 
much rumour and so much criticism and 
concern because the rules were ignored. It 
has not been open. If the details had been 
known and the assertion, which one must 
accept at face value, that it was the best 
deal for Queensland had been confirmed by 
the detafls being made public, there could 
have been no argument about it. 

Mr Yau^an: But what about altering 
the tender afterwards? The Treasurer wrote 
conditions into the tender. 

Mr INNES: One of the problems is that, 
apparently, after a technical assessment was 
made on mining grounds and considerations, 
it then went to other .people whose concern 
about suoh projects was quite different. I 
assume that al'l the Treasury could do— 
and the Queensland Treasury has a very 
high reputation for being an extremely skilful 
and tough negotiator on behalf of the 
people of Queensland in securing the maxi­
mum financial benefit—^after the mining 
recommendations and technical aspects were 
considered to be correct and, therefore, the 
authority tO .prospect should be accepted, 
was seek to impose financial conditions. 

Mr Vaughan: The one point that you 
seem to be ovenlooking and that everybody 
seems to be ignoring is that it is stiU only 
an authority to prospect. 

Mr INNES: I wiU come to that. 
Obviously, what has emerged in this case is 
a creature that is neither a genuine authority 
to prospect nor a genuine lease. Indeed, that 
b one of the errors into which the people 
who let out the tenders feU. It cannot be 
an authority to prospect if substantially the 
extent of the reserves are known. It is not 
a real authority to prospect in the sense of 
going into unknown land with aH the obliga-
itions to driU and to determine what is there, 
nor is it a lease. 

I have heard it suggested that there might 
be an obligation to disclose terms in relation 
to a lease, whereas there is no such obliga­
tion in relation to an authority to prospect. 
Legally, I think that is incorrect, and I do 
not accept it. Somebody has not sat down 
and worked out precbely what the nature of 
this creature is, and that is one of the 
complications. 

Mr Vaughan: There is another one com­
ing up. Gregory South is coming up, with 
tenders caMed in exactly the same way. 

Mr INNES: I wiU come to that. What I 
am saying is that there are certain themes 
of consistency that apply to parliamentary 
processes and other things done by Govern­
ments. If they are not observed, trouble 
results. One is the openness of account­
ability; another is the consistency and open­
ness with which the Government proclaims 
that it is going to do something, and the 
openness and the standards with which it 
applies certain mles to assessing things such 
as tenders. 

Mr Davis: Without being unkind, would 
you say that Ivan Gibbs just hasn't got it? 

Mr INNES: We are dealing with a very 
new Minister. He had to deal with a major 
contract a very short time after he was 
appointed. Unfortunately, the former Minis­
ter for Mines, who would have had a sub­
stantial amount to do with it, was attending 
to other duties. Obviously, it was not the 
best situation in which a decbion could be 
made. 

The reality is that people are concemed 
about this decision, and that is why the 
comments about it and criticism of it will 
not go away. The lesson for the Government 
is that it has to think about its procedures, 
and those procedures should be as open as 
possible. I, for one, do not accept that 
there is any need for security for a failure 
to disclose terms as essential as those asso­
ciated with the successful, shall I say, sale 
of the biggest coal deposit in the history 
of this State. That must be open and the 
people of Queensland as well as competing 
competitors should be able to judge. If 
things were open and fully known, perhaps 
those competitors who no doubt feel dis-
gmntled would find that the basb for 
their criticism and the suspicions that they 
apparently nurture was ill-founded. Per­
haps, as a result, they would accept the 
decision more readUy than they apparently 
do. 

However, iano.ther aspect is involved, 
namely, the consistency of the Govemment's 
theme of "Queensland first" and its desire for 
local owner^ip and control. I see something 
.totally incoiubtent .in the behaviour of a 
Government .that, on the igrounds .that we 
must keep control in this State, is prepared 
on .the one band .to intervene by buying 
shares in private companies .to bobter them 
up and, on the other hand, when given a 
chance .to sell .the biggest resource we have 
—one that is always up for grabs—does not 
adhere to its policy of allowing that resource 
•to be developed by interests that are sub-
sitantially Queensland based or at least Aus­
tralian based. 

The reality of the situation is tbat many 
other companies of undoubted integrity sub­
mitted tenders. In fact, the Minbter himself 
said thiat a number of other contenders had 
the ability to meet the obligations necessary 
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to open tbe mine. I see something quite 
inconsistent in the Government's decision 
not to accept a tender submitted by a com­
pany that b predominantly Queensland 
based or whose equity b based upon thb 
State. Instead, it accepted the tender sub­
mitted by a consortium with 50 per cent 
overseas ownership and with only 25 per 
cent local ownership and 25 per cent other 
AustraUan equity. 

It lb right for a 'Govemmenit like ithe 
Queensland Govemment, which adntinbters 
a developing and emerging State, to ensure 
that the control of our mineral resources 
stays within the State. We do not want 
Queensland to end up as ain empty mine 
for the benefit of the rest of the world. We 
want the infrastructure, the consultancy land 
the other skUb and services to be maximbed 
in this State or at least in Australia. I can­
not see lany justification at aU for aUowing 
the majority shareholding in a venture such 
as thb .to go to an overseas-controlled com­
pany, particularly when it b an oil company 
that can play intermatioraal ins and outs and 
unders and overs and can use one of its 
resources to the disadvantage of others as 
it sees fit. 

Thb proijeot should have been Queensland 
controlled and dominated or at least Aus­
tralian controlled and dominated, provided 
Queensland or Australian consortiums pxjs-
sessed the necessary expertise and capacity to 
develop it. Th.e authority to prospect should 
have been given to such a consortum. As 
we all know, if someone who has an author­
ity to prospect complies with the conditions, 
the authority .to prospect b converted to 'a 
lease. 

As I say, I find something inconsistent 
between what this Government claims .to 
stand for and what actuaUy happened in 
thb instance. I should Uke to see that inoon-
sbtency removed from any future sale of 
resources. 

Mr Vaughan: What about Gregory South? 

Mr INNES: .We may well see an interesting 
comparison. It •will be interesting to see how 
many tenders are submitted for Gregory 
South and whether the mianner in which the 
Winchester South tenders were dealt with 
has any adverse reaction wiithin the business 
community. .It has been suggested that major 
companies that submitted tenders for Win­
chester South wiU not submit further tend­
ers, as they are dbsatisfied with the manner 
in which the tenders for Winchester South 
were vetted. 

We do not want to go exploring Labor 
Party rumours and innuendoes. All we have 
to do is look at the public record and apply 
a few basic rules. Those rules suggest that 
the terms on which tendering takes {dace 
should be assured, that the criteria by which 
it will be standard should be set out and 
that the procedure should be attended by 
a certain amount of publicity so that people 
can assess whether the right thing has been 
done or not. I can see no reason for secrecy 

on issues such as thb; nor can I ever see 
the need for secrecy about the amounts that 
major aluminium companies are charged for 
electricity. 

Mr Vaughan: What about raU freight? 

Mr INNES: I do not see any reason why 
any of those matters should be secret. 

Mr Vaughan: It is your Treasurer who 
does it. 

Mr INNES: I differ with the Treasurer. 
I suppose it is a matter of precedents. We 
do not want to disadvantage one competitor 
against the other. If they all know that the 
rafl freights, the electricity charges and the 
terms on which they tender for coal leases 
are to be made pubUc, there can be no 
squeal. 

Mr Vaughan: The trouble is there are too 
many deals being done. 

Mr INNES: I do not accept that. The 
honourable member does not have the proof 
AU I know is that there is disquiet and 
criticism and I can see why it exists— 
because proper and responsible procedures 
were not adhered to in the assessment of 
this matter. 

(Time expired.) 

Mr MACKENROTH (Chatsworth) (4.42 
p.m.): I congratulate you, Mr Deputy 
Speaker, on your appointment as a Tem­
porary Chairman which allows you to occupy 
the high position of Deputy Speaker. It is 
a shame that extra pay does not go with 
the appointment but maybe that wiU come 
one day. 

I thank the electors of Chatsworth for 
once again electing me to represent them. 
They dbplayed their confidence in me by 
increasing my vote from 51 per cent in 
1977 to 58.2 per cent in the last election. 
That was an increase of 7.2 per cent. 

During the election compaign there was 
an onslaught in my electorate by Minbters 
and would-be Ministers. We saw Edwards, 
Doumany, Greenwood, Lickiss—-the last two 
have gone—and Hewitt, who has now been 
elevated to the Cabinet. They came con­
tinually into my electorate in an endeavour 
to convince the electors that they should 
vote for the Liberal candidate. I thank the 
people for not Ustening to them. 

Mr Krager: Tliat may be why your vote 
went up so much. 

Mr MACKENROTH: It probably b. If 
Dr Edwards comes into my electorate in 
future my vote might increase even more. 

I place on record my thanks to the ALP 
members in Chatsworth. In the three years 
that I have been in ParUament, they have 
done a sterling job in supporting me. 
Throughout the last election campaign they 
did a tremendous job to ensure that I was 
re-elected. I name one person, that b, my 
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campaign director, Mr John Bemdt, for the 
work that he did as my campaign director 
not only in 1977 but abo in 1980. 

What I should Uke to deal with today is 
a matter that I raised on 12 March last year 
in the Matters of Public Interest debate, 
when I outlined how a Queensland company 
was fleedng Queenslanders of their hard-
earaed money. On that occasion I caUed on 
the Minister for Justice to set up an immedi­
ate investigation and to follow that investi^ 
gation with legislation similar to legislation 
existing in New South Wales. 

The companies I referred to on that day 
were Federated Housing Fund of AustraUa 
Limited and Intercapital Finance Coiporation 
Limited. These companies are operating a 
mutual home loans scheme. I will once again 
outline briefly how the scheme operates. 
A person buys shares in a fund company. 
Each share is worth $40 and entitles the 
shareholder to a $100 loan at 2J per cent 
interest. Most people buy 200 shares, which 
entitle them to a $20,000 loan. Shares are 
paid off at 20c per month for approximately 
17 years, so most shareholders pay $40 per 
month. 

The catch comes in actuaUy getting a loan. 
Loans are allocated on a priority basis. When 
a person first joins the fund he is given a 
priority number. As I have shown on pre­
vious occasions in this ParUament very few 
people have actually received loans from 
these companies. 

In my speech last year, I outUned various 
reasons why the Minister for Justice should 
investigate these companies. 

One of the reasons I gave on that day 
was that Federated Housing Fund of Aus­
tralia Limited had lent $369,560, of which 
$205,996 had been lent without security to 
other corporations. In that speech I proved 
that $37,028 of that money had been lent to 
a company called Rotashare which had dir­
ectors in common with Federated Housing. 
I also produced evidetice on that occasion to 
show that $205,996 of the $369,560 had been 
advanced without security. The question I 
rabed at that time was how much of thb 
money had been loaned to companies in which 
directors past or present had a pecuniary 
interest. 

Since that first speech much has happened. 
Today I wfll outUne what I Consider wiU 
become the biggest corporate collapse in 
Queensland since the building society scandal 
of the 1970s. n 

The directors of these companies have now 
admitted to losing over $1.59ih of sharehold­
ers money whibt the Queensland Govem­
ment and tiie Corporate Affairs Office have 
sat around doing nothing. The prOof of what 
J am saying Ues in the annual repOrts of 
mese companies for 1979-1980 which were 
released approximately two weeks ago. Page 
L M7Qfoo^'^'** ^̂  '*he chairman's report 
IZFI^^^^^' ' " ^"^'ch he outlines accumu­
lated losses to 30 June 1980 for Federated 

Housing Fund of Australia Limited of 
$576,836 and Intercapital Finance Corpor­
ation Limited of $761,990. 

A breakdown of those figures reveals— 

FEDERATED HOUSING FUND OF 
AUSTRALIA LIMITED 

$ 
Accumulated trading losses to 30 

June 1980 53.221 
Provbion for losses in— 

Investments 348,321 
Loans 132,289 
Intangible Assets 43,005 

Total $576,836 

INTERCAPITAL FINANCE 
CORPORATION LIMITED 

Accumulated trading losses to 30 
June 1980 135,303 

Provision for losses in— 
Investments .. 466,569 
Loans . . . . 114,279 
Intangible Assets .. 45,839 

Total $761,990 

Added to these losses are losses made by sub­
sidiary companies: 

I.C.F. Management Limited . . $173,378 
Federated Housing Fund Man­

agement Limited $75,834 
Services and Management 

(Qld) Limited $1,782 
Northern Mutual Loans Limited $860 

This brings the total losses for the companies 
as at 30 June 1980 to $1,590,680. 

As the total paid up capital of the whole 
group of companies as at 30 June 1980 was 
$2,862,457, thb represents a loss of 55.5 
per cent of shareholders' money. 

If we deduct share calls in arrears at that 
date, the group of companies has a paid up 
capitail of only $2,776,668, which represents 
an actual loss of 57.2 per cent of shiatre-
holders' money. 

The chairman stated in his report— 
"Close examination has been made of 

balances relating to earlier years' trans­
actions, particularly in the areas of loans 
advanced on an unsecured basis and invest­
ments made in what may have been loosely 
termed 'associated' companies in those 
years." 

I think we need to ask what the phrase 
"loosely termed 'associated' cbmipanies" 
means. From my investigatloiis this term 
means companies in which directors had a 
pecuniary interest. I suggest that a lot of 
the money which has been lost has been 
siphoned off through companies such as 
Rotashare, Darlington Quarries and 
Hygrow Developnients. If a complete inves­
tigation b carried out, I think the list wiU 
grow considerably' longer. 
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As the directors of these companies change 
more often than the Liberal Party changes 
its policy on redbtribution, in my first speech 
on this matter I incorporated in "Hansard" 
a list of directors. 

On that occasion the directors were Barry 
Alfred Brown, chairman and Stephen Roy 
Coleman, Robert Lees Conroy, Walter Wil­
Uam Strauss and Donald Robertson, members 
of the board. 

Since then Barry Alfred Brown has 
resigned, allegedly because of a nervous 
breakdown, and Coleman, Strauss and Rob­
ertson have also resigned. The only surviving 
director from that occasion is Robert Lees 
Conroy. 

Mr Yewdale: He has still got his hand in 
the tfll. 

Mr MACKENROTH: Yes. I shall prove 
in a moment that the whole lot of them have 
their hands in the tiU. 

The other current directors are Maher 
George SuUman and Alan John Robbon, with 
John Ross Barnett chairman of the board. 

A favourite trick of directors in the past 
has been to always blame previous directors 
for anything that goes wrong. I predict 
that John Ross Barnett's attitude to my 
speech today wiU be that everything is now 
all right and it was the blokes before him 
that made all .the mess. Of the four directors 
who have resigned since 12 March 1980, 
according to my information only one has 
vanished from the scene. That is Donald 
Robertson. As far as I can ascertain, Barry 
Alfred Brown is employed by the companies 
as a consultant. Walter WUliam Strauss, a 
Melbourne solicitor, is chairman of a com­
pany called Executive Counsellors Pty Ltd, 
which is selling home loan shares through a 
superannuation fund. Stephen Roy Coleman 
works for this company. 

It is interesting to note that of the present 
directors, Robison and Conroy are directors 
of Executive CounseUors Pty Ltd and Suliman 
is the national marketing manager, which 
effectively places control of Federated and 
Intercapital under Executive CounseUors. Two 
of the directors who have faded into the 
background, that is. Brown and Coleman, 
were associated with three home loan com­
panies in New South Wales, which lost 
approximately $3.5m. When the $1.5m lost 
in Queensland is added to that, is it any 
wonder that they have decided to play a 
low-key back-room role? 

The saga of these companies has long 
been a matter of concera for the Queensland 
Government. Indeed, on 21 December 1972, 
Mr P. D. Connolly, QC, was appointed a 
special investigator of this Parliament to 
investigate the affairs of these companies. To 
his credit, the Justice Minister at that time 
(Sir WiUiam Knox), tabled the report of that 
investigation in this Parliament on 3 April 
1973. The report was a lengthy document 

totalling 76 pages, of various reasons why 
he considered that the companies should be 
wound up. 

FoUowing that report the Attorney-General 
petitioned the Supreme Court to wind up 
these companies. Unfortunately, the Attorney-
General lost that case and the companies 
were able to continue operating in Queens­
land—that is, to continue their system of 
legal robbery. From reading the reports 
of that case it appears to me that the 
Attomey-General lost because a poor case was 
put forward by the Corporate Affairs Office. 
I firmly believe that the reason the Justice 
Minister (Mr Lickiss) failed to act on these 
companies last year was due totally to the 
influence exerted over him by the Corporate 
Affairs Office. Because it got its pride 
knocked about in 1973 it is just not prepared 
to act. 

While speaking of Mr Lickbs, I consider 
that he stands condemned for his failure 
to act last year. It is unfortunate that he 
is not in the Chamber. If he were, he would 
certainly interject. He proved himself to 
be totally incompetent, a fact which did not 
go unnoticed by the Liberal leader when he 
was handing out the Cabinet guernseys after 
the last election. Perhaps if he had been 
prepared to act last year he would still 
be gracing the ministerial benches today. 

Mr Yewdale: Can we expect anything 
better of his successor? 

Mr MACKENROTH: I hope that we can. 
The present Minister for Justice and 
Attorney-General wiU have a look at this 
matter. I hope that he wUl act. We will 
just have to wait and see. 

Throughout the whole of last year, the 
only action by Mr Lickbs was a minbterial 
statement on 11 September 1980, to which 
I will make some reference. 

The first time that I raised thb matter was 
on 12 March 1980. I have shown today 
that the companies had accumulated losses 
of $1.59m to 30 June 1980. The Minbter at 
that time stated— 

"It would seem that the movement in 
Queensland, which was, and stiU b, opera­
ting within the provision of the Companies 
Act, was conducting its business in an 
orderly way until the arrival on the centre 
stage of the honourable member for 
Chatsworth." 

Was the Minister suggesting that my speech 
of 12 March forced the companies to lose 
$1.59m in three months? The Minbter went 
on to state— 

"The position with mutual home loans 
companies in Queensland b that the Com­
mbsioner for Corporate Affairs and a num­
ber of hb senior officers have recently 
undertaken extensive inquiries into those 
companies' affairs. 

"The commissioner advises that the future 
of loan fund companies now incorporated 
in thb State b that they are bemg 
integrated into a superannuation concept. 
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Henceforth, none of the companies con­
ceraed wUl be issuing further prospectuses 
seeking funds from the public, as the 
necessary funds to sustain their activities 
will be acquired as a result of the develop­
ment of the superannuation concept. The 
Commissioner for Corporate Affairs has 
abo advised me that the stated policy 
of the directors of the companies is that, 
as superannuation funds become available, 
they will be used to either buy out exbting 
shareholders' priority numbers or provide 
those shareholders with the loans con­
tracted for through previous prospectuses. 

"The Commissioner and his officers, 
in the course of their inquiries, have 
spoken to senior Goverament officers in 
Sydney, Canberra and Melbourae. The 
commbsioner has also had the advantage 
of examining the opiiuon of a Queen's 
Counsel in relation to the activities of 

. these companies. Thb opinion confirms the 
earUer view expressed by him to me that 
the companies conceraed are not operating 
in breach of the Companies Act or the 
Securities Industry Act. My attitude in 
this matter has consbtently been that it 
was only proper to aUow those who were 
recommending the mutual home loans 
companies as suitable investment avenues 
for superannuation funds to operate in 
some sort of stable environment." 

One of the reasons given in that statement 
was that the company would not be issuing 
further prospectuses as a result of the 
development of the superannuation concept. 
That in itself is a reason why the Minbter 
should have acted. Surely, he should have 
seen that the company would be able to sell 
shares without having to provide any docu­
mentation, thereby placing the companies 
further outside the supervision of the Cor­
porate Affairs Office. 

As a further reason, the Minister stated— 
"The commissioner and hb officers, in 

the course of their inquiries, have spoken 
to senior officers in Sydney, Canberra and 
Melbourne." 

What Mr Lickiss did not tell us was that the 
senior Government officers in Sydney told the 
officers from the Queensland Corporate 
Affairs Office that they had fuUy examined 
the implications of the superannuation 
scheme proposed by Executive Counsellors 
Pty Ltd and had rejected it totally. Maybe 
the Queensland officers forgot to teU the 
Minister thb fact when they reported to 
him. 

The other point the Minbter made in that 
statement was that the commbsioner had the 
advantage of examining an opinion of a 
Queen's Counsel. What he did not teU us 
was why the QC had given an opinion. 
was he asked for hb opinion by the Cor­
porate Affairs Office? If so, what documenta­
tion was he given to make that opinion—or 
was the QC working for the home loan com-
paniK or the superannuation company, in 
wnich case the opinion given would be 
expected. 

I would Mke to expand my reasons for 
calling for a complete investigation into these 
companies by producing documentary 
evidence of what I consider to be a breach 
of the Companies Act, in that the directors 
have not acted in the interest of the share­
holders. Earlier thb year I received a phone 
call from a reputable businessman who asked 
me if I would like a copy of a letter that 
he had received from Federated Housing 
Fund of Australia Limited, guaranteeing pay­
ment of accounts if another company called 
Darlington Quarries Pty Ltd failed to pay 
its account. Apparently the businessman hired 
a dozer to Darlington Quarries Pty Ltd in 
1979. Before hiring the dozer he checked 
the company's credit rating and found it to 
be not good, so he asked for some guarantee 
of payment. In response to' that request he 
received two letters. So that honourable mem­
bers may realbe the type of people they are, 
I will read the letters. The first is from 
Dariington Quarries Pty Ltd, dated 8 
August 1979— 

"Dear Sir, 
RE: HIRE OF D9 DOZER 

"As discussed with our NeU Cox we 
offer this guaranee of payment for the 
hire of your D9 Dozer at our quarry site. 

"The maximum amount of $4,500.00 
should represent a hire period of 60 work­
ing hours and include the charges for 
transport and escort. 

"Actual payment will be made on 
dockets properly signed by an authorbed 
officer of this company. 

"Yours faithfully, 
"DARLINGTON 
QUARRIES PTY. LTD., 
"N. Cox 
"GENERAL MANAGER." 

Accompanying that letter was a letter, also 
dated 8 August 1979, from the Federated 
Housing Fund of Australia Limited \yhich 
reads— 

"Dear Sir, 
RE: HIRE OF D9 DOZER 

"Further to a letter received today by 
your company from Darlington Quarries 
Pty. Limited, this is to advbe that this 
company guarantees payment .to you, 
should Darlington Quarries Pty. Limited 
not pay the amount of money due, when 
specified. 

"Yours faithfully, 
"FEDERATED HOUSING FUND 
OF AUSTRALIA LIMITED 
"B. A. BROWN 
"General Manager" 

Before payment was made DarUngton 
Quarries Pty Ltd went into liquidation, so 
the hire company claimed its money from 
Federated Housing Fund of A,ustralia 
Limited. 

To keep in line with the business prac­
tices of Barry Alfred Brown, when payment 
became due he had to puU a swifty on the 
hire company, and I wiU readj letters, dated 

file:///yhich
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19 November 1979 received by that com­
pany from Kinsey Bennett & GiU, soUcitors 
for Federated Houising Fund. The first letter 

"Dear Sir, 
"re: FEDERATED HOUSiING FUND OF 

AUSTRALIA LIMITED 
"We refer to our telephonic advice that 

we had been instructed to act for Fed­
erated Housing Fund of AustraUa Limited 
in the matter of an alleged debt owed to 
your company. 

"Our client denies that any moneys are 
due to your company. 

"Yours tmly, 
KINSEY BENNETT & GILL 

B. HAIDUK" 
In the same envelope came another letter, 
whioh said—7 

"Dear Sir, 
'WITHOUT PREJUDICE' 

"re: FEDERATED HOUSING FUND OF 
AUSTRALIA LIMITBD 

"We refer to our open letter of even 
date and notwithstahding the denial 
therein, our client is willing to obviate 
litigation 1^ paying to. your company the 
sum of $3,098.45 in full and final satis­
faction of any aUeged debt and upon 
receiving a suitable discharge to that 
effect. 

"Without admitting that our client is 
responsibld'to pay any moneys under any 
guarantee; • the aiUegwi guarantee related 
only to the hire of a D9 Dozer for 60 
hours at the rate of $45.00 per hour, 
plus transport to and from the site, . . . " 

They went on to outUne the figures. The 
total was $3,0??:45. The letter concluded— 

"We are further instructed that if the 
foregoing offer b acceptable pur client's 
cheque can be immediately exchanged for 
a suitable discharge. 

"Your&'tmly, 
KINSEY BENNETT & GILL 

. B. HAIDUK" 

As a result of receiving those letters, the 
hire company iccep^ed $3,098.45, which was 
$1,401.55 less than the amount agreed to 
be paid. 

The point here, however, is not the hire 
company's being ripped off, but was Barry 
Alfred Brown acting in the best interest of 
the ordinary shareholders when he gave the 
guarantee'to pay these debts on 8 August 
1979? Secoiidly, if Barry Alfred Brown, 
actin'g for the directors of iFederated Hous­
ing Fund of Australia Limited, gave this 
guarantee, did he give any further guaran­
tees to pay the debts of Darlington Quarries 
or any other company? My information, 
which wiU be confirmed with a full investi­
gation, is that he did. 

A check of the company records of Dar­
Ungton Quarries show amounts owing by 
Darlington Quarries to Federated and Inter­
capital, as weU as companies with which 
they are assodafed. These debts are— 

ICF Management P/L. . . $2,909.45 
Federated Housing , Fund of 

Aust. Ltd , . , ., $665.00 
Federated Housing: Fund 

•Management . . $2,500.00 
Intercapital Finance Corp. L. $1,309.75 
ICF Management P/L. .. $3,086.00 
Rotashare Pty Ltd .. .. $294,821.71 
Rotashare Pty Ltd .. $4,108.51 

Total: $309,400.42 

AU of those companies are controUed by 
common directors and, remembering that 
Rotashare Pty Ltd is the company used by 
the directors to hide the way in which they 
were investing shareholders funds, thb repre­
sents a considerable lossj as I understand 
DarUngton Quarries wiU not be paying any­
thing to its creditors. 

Another .point which should be looked at 
very dpsely is the l^t .prospectus. issued by 
Federated Housing Fund ,of Australia 
Linuted whioh was dated 14 December 1979. 
Before showing the outright lies told in 
that .prospectus, I would like to quote a 
sentence from Mr Lickiss's ministerial 
statemeut of 11 September 1980— 

"No jprosp^ctus was plearied whioh did 
not meet the Commissioner for Corporate 
AJffairs office requirements." 

In the prospectus, the directors, through a 
manipulation of the 1979 profit and loss 
statement, showed a .profit for Federated of 
$17,409 ia an attempt to show the com­
pany as a viable proposition. The prospectus 
ako showed paid-up capital after accumu­
lated losses of $893,229. In the additional 
statutory information required to be given 
in accordance with the Companies Act, the 
diirectors stated—and t quote from the 
prospectus— 

! "22..The Directors report that after due 
enquiry by them in relation to the inter­
val between the date of the last accounts 
and a date not earlier than fourteen (14) 
days before the issue of the Prospectus: 

' (a) The business of tiie Company has 
in their opinion been satisfactorily main­
tained. 

(b) No circumstances in their opinion 
have arisen adversely affecting the Com­
pany's trading or the value of its assets. 

(c) The current assets appear in the 
books of the Company at values whidi 
are believed to be reaUsable in the 
ordiiiary course of business. 

(d) There are no contingent liabilities 
by reason of any guarantees givai by 
the Company or its Subsidiary. 
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(e) There have not been, since the 
last annual report, any changes in pub­
lished reserves or any unusual factors 
affecting the profit of the Company or 
its subsidiary. 
"There is no change to pubUshed 

reserves since the last annual report. 
"Dated thb 3rd day of December, 1979. 

B. A. BROWN 
S R. COLEMAN 
D. ROBERTSON 
W W. STRAUSS 
R. L. CONROY" 

By signing that document, the directors 
were in fact totally misrepresentmg the 
facts—facts of which they were aware. 

As I showed earUer, the group of com­
panies was owed some $309,000 by Darling­
ton Quarries Pty Ltd, a fact of which the 
directors were aware 14 days pnor to 3 
December 1979, as Barry Alfred Brown, 
acting for the group of compames, filed an 
affidavit in the Supreme Court on 8 Novem­
ber 1979, one month before signing the 
prospectus. 

In a speech that I made in thb Chainber 
on 19 August last year, I outUned_ how 
Barry Alfred Brown, as chairman of Feder­
ated Housing Fund of Australia Lunited 
and Intercapital Finance Corporation 
Limited, promised to seU the shares of any 
shareholder who wished to sell and that 
they would receive their money by 30 June 
1980. This promise was made on the ABC 
program "Nationwide". I showed in that 
speech that 76 shareholders informed Barry 
Alfred Brown that they wished to seU their 
shares and that he broke hb promise by 
selling only three. 

I also mentioned in that speech that a 
new .c#er had been made, which was to 
seU shares for AQ per cent of their value. 
As a matter of fact Mr Lickiss, the then 
Minister for Justice, used that offer as one 
of the reasons for not taking any action. 
I wUl quote from a letter the Minister 
sent to shareholders on 7 August last year— 

"I am advised by my officers that an 
offer has been made to shareholders of 
the companies and that these offers are 
presently being considered." 

The offer referted to was contamed in a 
company newsletter dated 30 July 1980, and 
it was— 

"For those shareholder members who 
wish to effect an early settlement a pur­
chaser wfll pay 40% of the share pay­
ments actually made with settlement in 
six months from the date of acceptance. 

"No interest is payable on the sale 
price. 

"A secured certificate of deposit for 
the sale price wiU be issued." 

Shareholders who wbhed tO take up that 
offer were given 30 days in which to accept, 
which would have been by 30 August 1980. 
Thb meant that shareholders who avafled 
themselves of the offer should have received 

their money by 28 Febmary 1981. How­
ever, in the normal mn of broken promises 
made by this company, the shares were not 
sold and shareholders who attended the 
annual general meetings of the funds, which 
were held last Saturday, were informed that 
the offers made eight months ago had Iwen 
withdravm. 

Also at the annual general meeting, share^ 
holders were informed that the durectors of 
Federated Housing Fund of Australia 
Limited and Intercapital Finance Corpora­
tion Limited intended to amalgamate both 
these companies into a new company to be 
known as Executive Properties Limited and 
that that company would make loans at 6i 
per cent. Not that very many loans are 
ever made, but consider this: most people 
who joined these funds did so in the hope 
of receiving a loan at 2;i per cent. Some 
of them even reaUsed that if they got a loan, 
the money they paid into shares would be 
worthless. However, this would be off-set 
by a 2i per cent loan. Now they are being 
told that future loans, if any are made, 
wiU be at 6i per cent. The question I pose 
is: How many of the present shareholders 
would have joined the fund if the interest 
had been 6i per cent? 

The points I have raised today are further 
proof of why the Queraisland Govemment 
should take immectiate action on these 
companies. The lies and deceit of the 
directors are shown in almost every new 
document that comes into' my possession. 
I do not imderstand how the Corporate 
Affairs Office can believe any of the lies 
told to them by the directors. 

The only solution left for shareholders of 
these companies is for the Queensland Gov­
ernment to take immediate action. I there­
fore call on the new Justice Minister (Mr 
Doumany) to immediately freeze whatever 
assets of these companies are left, pending 
a full-scale investigation. If the Queensland 
Corporate Affairs Office wiU not carry out 
the investigation, I suggest that the Minister 
ask officers of the New South Wales Cor­
porate Affairs Office to carry it out. They 
have already proven that they can get back 
shareholders' money. In Queensland at 
present, shareholders have already lost aboiit 
57.2 per cent of their money. 

When the New South Wales Government 
took action, it introduced legislation to 
appoint a Director of Home Loan Funds. 
As a result, most of the shareholders in 
the New South Wales companies opted for 
a retum of their money. 

As recently as last week I spoke to the 
Director of Home Loan Funds in New South 
Wales, and my information is that the aver­
age pay-out to these shareholders b approx­
imately 60 per cent. That is 20 per cent 
more than the shareholders in the Queens­
land companies would get if the Queenslarid 
Govemment were to act today. If the 
Queensland Government does not take 
action, the 40 per cent that the people would 
now recover will become even less. 
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The scheme that these companies are try­
ing to operate is unworkable. It is like a 
pyramid scheme and can operate only if 
new people continue to put money into the 
fund. 

The new coiicept that the then Minister 
for Justice (Mr Lickiss) spoke about last 
year involved a superannuation scheme set 
lip through a company that is located in 
Canberrar and has as its managing agent a 
company that is registered in Melbourne. It 
has to use Queensland companies because no 
Government in Australia other than the 
Queensland Government wiU regbter home 
loan funds or allow home loan companies to 
operate. The Queensland Government is the 
only Govemment in Australia that will stiU 
allow mutual home loan companies to start 
UP and to publish prospectuses in order to sell 
these loans. These companies are relying 
on the iC^eensland Government to keep the 
funds going so that they can start to seU 
their superannuation scheme. 

They sell their scheme by promising people 
that they will get a cheap home loan if 
they take out a superannuation scheme 
with the company. A person who takes out 
a superannuation scheme with the company 
has to take out an allotment of home loan 
shares. It has already been shown that very 
few people actually receive loans through 
these companies. Generally speaking, it is 
Victorians who are starting to buy this 
superannuation scheme. They are paying 
their money in for their retirement arid 
in the hope that they wiU get a cheap home 
loan. Of course, they wiU never get it. 

Even if a person was to be given a cheap 
home loan, to enable that to remain as 
i& superannuation payment he has to start 
Tenting his own house. As well as paying off 
the loan on the house at the low rate of 
interest of 6i per cent, he has to rent the 
house from himself. In other words, he has 
to pay rent into his own superannuation 
fund, and each year that rent increases in 
line with the rate of inflation. 

An average person wUl not be able to 
take out a loan, because he b paying interest 
and rent plus the money that he is paying 
in home shares. That wiU never be repaid, 
because after 17 years all that that person 
receives is a share certificate. AU that that 
does is entitle him to go around telling his 
friends that he owns $20,000 worth of shares 
in Federated Housing. He wUl not be paid 
any dividends and no-one will buy his shares. 
Would anyone buy shares from someone if 
after 17 years those shares have not received 
a loan? Even if the shares had received a 
loan, would anyone buy $20,000 worth of 
shares that do not pay a dividend? Surely 
no-one would be as silly as that. 

The people who presently are opting for 
this scheme—^most of them are ordinary 
people who have between $8,000 and $10,000 
locked up in the scheme—need some way 
of getting out. I realise that if the Queens­
land Government takes action, those people 
will get only 40 per cent of their money 

back. However, they will not then be respon­
sible for making the remainder of their share 
payments. They will be better off with 
40 per cent of whatever they have paid in 
than with paying in the rest of their shares 
over the next eight or nine years and then 
getting none of their money back. 

The Queensland Goverament should 
immediately investigate the legblation which 
was introduced in New South Wales. I 
should Uke our legislation to go a little fur­
ther than that. Unfortunately, the New South 
Wales legislation lets the past and present 
directors off the hook. The Qq^nsland 
legislation should make past and present 
directors responsible for any money they have 
lost in companies iri which they have had a 
pecuniary interest. I look forward to the 
Minister's early action on these crooks. 

Last year the Minister for Justice (Mr 
Lickbs) would take no action. He proved 
in this ParUament and to the people of 
Queensland that he was a totaUy incom­
petent Minister. He would not act for the 
people of Queensland or the people who had 
been paying money into these funds. I hope 
that the new Minister for Justice (Mr Dou­
many) wiU take some action and wiU not be 
snowed by the Office of the Commissioner 
for Corporate Affairs as I suggest Mr Lickiss 
was continually last year. That is aU I 
wish to say on the mutual home loans 
scheme.' 

I am glad, Mr Speaker, that you have 
resumed the chair, because I take thb oppor­
tunity to congratulate you on your re-elc-
tion. I guess I would have to admit that 
I did not vote for you. Last year you and 
I did exchange some words. I guess it could 
be said we had a few.fights. I criticised you 
in your job. I congratulate you on the way 
you have fulfilled your office since the new 
ParUament has commenced sitting. If you 
slip backwards, of course, I wiU criticise 
you, I consider that you have done a better 
job this year than you did last year. 

My final point relates to the facilities in 
this building. Much has been said during 
the Address-in-Reply debate by a lot of 
Goverment members about the squash court 
that is to be built. I have not heard one 
Goverament member say that he supports 
its provision. Many have said that they do 
not support it. I do not support it. I think 
it is a complete waste of money. It could 
be built in the QIT complex, and any mem-
l)er of Parliament would need to walk only 
a few hundred yards to play a game of 
squash. The students would be able to make 
far more use of it than if it were provided 
on the seventh level. 

A Government Member: We don't see you 
up there too much. 

Mr MACKENROTH: I go up and work 
out in the gym when it suits me. Because the 
Government decides to put it there does not 
compel me to use it. The honourable mem­
ber should not be so stupid. 
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When the Pariiament is not sitting, very 
few members of ParUament frequent the 
building. Those who do come in for a short 
time to attend a meeting or to pick up their 
mail. During that period, the facilities on 
Level 7 go to waste. I suggest, Mr Speaker, 
that you consider making the facilities on 
Level 7 available to members of the staff 
out of session. They are tremendous facilities 
and we should not hog them. The people 
who work in this building aU year could 
make use of those facilities. There are many 
sportsmen on our staff. Some of them play 
footbaU. They have to go outside the bufld­
ing and pay for the use of gymnasium 
equipment. I should like some members to 
criticise me for making that suggestion. 

Mr Moore: Of course you're wrong. It's 
a members' House. 

Mr MACKENROTH: It is a people's 
House and the only reason the honourable 
member is here is that the people elected 
him. 

Mr Moore: You won't be here very long. 
You wfll be back on the dole. 

Mr MACKENROTH: I have not collected 
a day's dole in my life. 

I ask you to consider that suggestion, Mr 
Speaker, because tbe facilities are_ being 
wasted. There is nothing wrong with the 
staff; they are ordinary Queenslanders like 
me and the honourable member for Windsor. 
Perhaps one day when the honourable mem­
ber Kses his seat he might wbh to come 
back here land use the facilities, and as a 
former member, he certainly could. But I 
see nothing wrong with tbe suggestion that 
the staff be allowed to use the facilities of .the 
House when Parliament b not sitting. Cer­
tainly I can see certain conflicts arising if 
that were .to occur when Parliament .b 
sitting, but when it is not, members are 
just not using the facilities. 

Mr Moore: How do you know? 

Mr MACKENROTH: The honourable 
member does not even use the faciUties, so 
why should he criticbe that suggestion? 

Hon. J. W. GREENWOOD (Ashgrove) 
(5.21 p.m.): The opening of a parliamentary 
session is a good time to take stock, to see 
what progress we have made since the 
previous session and .to look again at our 
goals and see where we are heading in the 
future. This Address-in-Reply debate is 
doubly significant; it not only marks the 
opening of a new session but it heralds the 
beginning of a new parliamentary term. 

The Forty-third ParUament meets when 
Queensland .b beginning its most dram'atic 
growth since .the Gympie gold rush. The 
investmenit that b about to take place b 
measured not in tens of milUons or hundreds 
of millions but in thousands of millions of 
dollars. There is no doubt about the oppor­
tunities ahead of us and, of course, it is 

heresy to suggest that there is any doubt 
about our capacity to take advantage of 
them. 

When looking at the problems and oppor­
tunities of the immediate future, there are 
a few facts on which we can all agree. The 
first fact is that thb development will not 
take place without thousands of milUons of 
doUars being found as investment capital. 
The second fact is that investment capital will 
not be forthcoming for Queensland projects 
unless there is reasonable expectation that 
long-term profits will at least match those 
to be earned in. 'alternative .investments in 
other parts of Australia and 'in other parts 
of the world. The .third fact is that the 
development w.Ul not take place without the 
work of thousands of highly skilled men in 
a wide range of .trades. The development 
that we are talking about b over and above 
the present level of economic activity, so 
the large numbers of highly sfcUled trades­
men that we must seek are over and above 
the work-force that exbts today. 

To put the iproblem in perspective, I 
would invite the House to compare Queens­
land with 10 members of ithe European Econ­
omic Community—the Uinited Kingdom, 
France, West Germany, Belgium, Luxem­
bourg, the Netherlands, Italy, Norway, Den­
mark and Ireland. All told, these nations 
have a combined area of 714 000 square 
miles. Queensland has an area of 667 000 
square mfles. Dbtances are roughly com­
parable. The Queensland Govemment, for 
example, can readily understand .th.e_ finan­
cial problems of building and maintaining a 
system of .roads, railways and port faciUties 
to service a land mass of that size. But 
that is where the comparison, begins and 
ends. Last December Queensland had a 
ipopulation of only 2.16m; ithe EEC had a 
1979 figure of 260m. Last year Queensland's 
work-force was 877 000; the EEC's b in 
excess of 106m. The EEC has a population 
more than one hundred times, larger .than 
ours, so when we are considering the tax 
base available to Governments, the oppor­
tunities for saving and capital creation or 
the availabiKty of skUled labour, it is clear 
that we are at a considerable dbadvantage. 

Against thb background I refer to my 
initial point: it may be heresy to suggest 
that we wiU not be able to cope adequately 
with the investment opportunities opening 
before us, but surely we may be permitted 
to remark in passing that there wiU be a few 
difficulties along .the way both in .tiie creation 
of capital and in finding enough skiUed 
.tradesmen. 

As we approach these problems there are 
a few things we should bear in mind. The 
first b Ithat Queensland wiU heed to import 
capital. There is nothing to be ashamed of 
in that. The United States did it for a long 
time with the .greatest success. The US had 
outstripped Britain as the world's largest 
trading nation by about the turn of the 
century, yet she was still a net importer 
of Capital throu^out the next decade. If 
the United States had not been prepared to 
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import the savings of iEurope and put jtfaat 
money to work, she could not have grown 
as quickly or as successfully as she did. 
That is. the key to it. 

How quickly do we want to grow? Do 
we want to take advantage of the oppor­
tunities of the 1980s? If it was necessary 
for the world's largest trading nation to 
import capital in order to achieve a satis­
factory rate of growth, we should not be 
surprised if it is necessary for Queensland 

The second point concerns overseas 
investors. It is a legitimate ambition for 
AustraUans to try to retain control of their 
economy. Wherever possible, we should 
try to raise debt finance rather than equity 
finance. Where strategic minerals such as 
coal are concerned, the Commonwealth Gov­
ernment is insisting on 50 per cent local 
equity. There b nothing surprising or 
unacceptable in this. It is an attitude taken 
by many nations aU over the world, and one 
with which investors are familiar. 

The third point we must bear in mind— 
perhaps it should be the first and not the 
third—is Queensland's capacity to find trades­
men. How will we find the boUermakers, 
metalworkers and electricians that the country 
needs? How will we find the men to make 
the highways and bridges, refineries and 
smelters, mines, machinery and the thousand 
and one other things into which the invest­
ment dollar is transformed by the skill of 
Australian tradesmen? 

Concern has been expressed for some years 
at the faUing numbers of apprentices. One 
cause is obvious: very large increases in wages 
paid to apprentices—seventy-five per cent <rf 
a tradesman's wage in the third year and 90 
per cent in the fourth—coupled with long 
periods of absence on block-release training 
schemes, have made it uneconomic for many 
employers to take on apprentices. 

Many palliatives have been tried. All sorts 
of Government subsidies and inducements are 
in operation. We must watch them closely. 
If they do not succeed, then I believe that 
we must tackle the root cause of the problem, 
however difficult, and ask ourselves whether 
we are really doing apprentices a favour by 
putting up their wages so high and making 
tiieir educational leave so generous that they 
can no longer get a job. 

Above all, we must ensure that the develop­
ment that takes place in Australia over the 
next decade is for the benefit of Australians. 
The worst possible indictment of political 
leadership would be a situation where skflled 
tradesmen are brought in as migrants from 
overseas vi'hfle unskilled Australians remain 
unemployed. That is a situation that could 
easily arbe, and it b our duty to see that it 
does not, At the risk of being repetitious, 
I say again: if the subsidies and other schemes 
for increasing the number of apprenticeships 
do not work, we should look agaiii at the 
primary cause—wages and study conditions, 
which act as disincentives. 

In conclusion, as the last speaker in this 
Address-in-Reply debate, may I pledge the 
loyalty and allegiance of the constituents of 
Ashgrove to Her Majesty the Queen, and 
it may not be inappropriate on such an 
occasiou as this to express our best wishes 
to the Prince of Wales and Lady Diana 
Spencer on their recent engagement. 

Question—That the words proposed to be 
added to the Address (Mr Casey's amend-
riient) be so added—put; and the House 
divided— 

AYES, 24 

Blake 
Burds 
Casey 
D'Arcy 
Davis 
Eaton 
Fouras 
Gibbs, R. J. 
Hooper 
Jones 
Kruger McLean 
Milliner 

NOES, 49 

Ahern 
Akers 
Bird 
Bjelke-Petersen 
Booth 
Borbidge 
Doumany 
Edwards 
EUiott 
Pitzgeritd 
Gibbsi L J. 
Glasson 
Qoleby 
Greenwood 
Harper 
Hewitt, 
Hinze 
Innes 
Jennings 
Katter 
Kaus 
Kyburz 
Î ane 
Lee 
Lickiss 
Lockwood 

PAIR:. 

Yewdale 

Resolved in the negative. 

Prest 
Scott 
Shaw 
Sniith 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Warburton 
Wilson 
Wright 
Tellers: 
Hansen 
Mackenroth 

MdECechnie 
Menzel 
Miller 
Moore 
Muntz 
Nelson 
Powell . 
Prentice 
Bandell 
Row 
Scassola 
Scott-Young 
Simpson 
Stephan 
Sullivan 
Tenni 
Tomkins 
Turner 
Wamer 
Wharton 
White 

Tellers: 
Neal 
Gygar 

Gutm 

Motion—That the Address-in-Reply be 
adopted (Dr Lockwood)—agreed to. 

SUPPLY 

CoNSTrrunoN OF COMMITTEE 

Hon. C. A. WHARTON (Bumett—Leader 
of the House), by leave, without notice: 1 
moye-^ 

"That the House wiU, at its next sitting, 
resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole to consider the Supply to be granted 
to Her Majesty." 
Motion agreed to. 
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WAYS AND MEANS 

CONSTITUTION OF CoMMrrtEE 

Hon. C, A. WHARTON (Burnett—Leader 
of the House), by leave, without notice: 
I nioye— 

"That the House wiU, at its,next sitting, 
resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole to consider of Ways and Means for 
tabing the Supply to be grainted to Her 
Majesty.'" 
Motion agreed to. 

ADDRESS IN REPLY 

PRESENTATION 

Mr SPEAKER: I propose to present to 
His ExceUency the Govemor, at Govem­
ment House, tomorrow moraing at 9.30 
o'clock, the Address-in-Reply to His Excel­
lency's Opraiing Speech agreed to on this 
day, and I shaU be glad to be accompanied 
by the mover and the seconder and such 
other honourable members as care to be 
present. 

STATE DEVELOPMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS ORGANIZATION ACT 

AMENDMENT BILL 

SECOND READING—^R-ESUMPTION OF DEBATE 

Debate resumed from 25 March (see p. 
518) on Mr BjeUce-Petersen's motion— 

"That the BiU be now read a second 
time." 

Mr CASEY: (Mackay—Leader of the 
Opposition) (5.41 p.m.): When the BiU was 
introduced by the Premier, he stated that 
it was a simple BUl, one that was very 
advantageous to the people of Queensland 
and supposedly of advantage to the local 
authorities of Queensland. In fact, a study 
of the legislation shows clearly that it is 
exactly the opposite, that it is one of the 
most sinister pieces of legislation that has 
come before the House, particularly in view 
of the poUtical climate in this State and 
the manner in which the Government has 
been operating over such a long period. 

Not only. is it one of the worst pieces of 
legislation tliat I have ever seen; it is also 
a clear exaiiiple of the type of Govemment 
that we have in this State. It is a continua­
tion of the constant move to take away 
from the Parliament of Queensland its rights 
and powers, and, indeed, its duties, because 
the very resources of the State are involved, 
and hand those over to the Executive, to 
the Governor in Couneii. 

The BiU b one of the greatest confidence 
tricks that we have seen. A surprising aspect 
IS that the legislation has reached the House 
mth the fuU support—indeed, I cOuld prob­
ably use the word "connivance*'—of not 
Oflly the liberal Party Ministers but also 
the Liberal Party back-bendiers in thb Par­
liament who, before the recent election, said 
that they wanted to fight to ensure that 

the authority of the ParUament was never 
undermined and that we got away from 
Executive Governra,ent in this St^te. It has 
received the support of the joint Govern­
ment parties, so both' Liberal Party and 
National Party back-benchers have accepted 
it. But what does one find? As one goes 
through the BiU, one sees that it is another 
sell-out to Executive Government in 
Queensland. ' 

If the Bill is passed by the House, it wiU 
mean that, no more,agreepients such as that 
relating to the Rundle oil shale project wiU 
come before the IJouse; that no more Central 
Queensland Coal Associates^ agreements will 
be brought before the Hoiise; that agree­
ments such as the International Tourist 
Corporation agreement (otherwise known as 
the Iwasaki BiU) wiU not have to be brought 
before the House under any conditions. They 
will merely have to receive the approval of 
the Governor in CouncU in this State. 

The Government will be able to pass down 
the line to whoever it chooses, without the 
authority, support, or, indeed, scrutiny, of 
this Parliament, the very great assets of 
this State. More and more deals of the type 
that we have seen recently will be per­
petrated. All that this Government has to 
do is have the Executive CouncU declare 
a development a "prescribed development". 
Once those words are used to describe a 
sdieme. Parliament, wfll see nothing more 
of it. ' . ' 

The Winchester South deal is a classic 
example. Cpmments hav^ h^n made about 
it and criticism has been levelled at it, even 
by some Goverament back-benchers. For 
three we^s the Goverament has been ques­
tioned constantly concerning the smelly 
Winchester South i deal. Members have 
endeavoured to obtain information from the 
Executive Counbili which, up to this stage, 
has been hapigf to'hold all the responsibility 
in its hot little hand. Members have tried to 
obtain answers for tfoe people of Queensland, 
but their efforts have been thwarted by the 
Executive CouncU. 

Under the Bill the Govemment merely has 
to declare the Winchester South deal to be 
a "prescribed development" to prevent the 
whole smelly dealr.from once more seeing the 
light of day. It will remain locked away 
with Executive Couhcil, or, in other words, 
with the Cabinet gang of 18, as the Ministers 
were christened last year. Never again will 
the Winchester South deal come brfore this 
ParUament. Never again wiU a simUar type 
of agreement come before this Pariiament. 
But, of course, this b the way in which the 
Government has operated since the National 
Party gained a complete stranglehold on this 
Govemment. 

We have seen it so often. Today an 
ex-member of the National Party referred to 
the way in which the National Party operates. 
It is a case of, "Pay your money and you 
will get your way." That is how future 
operations wiU be conducted in Queensland. 
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That is the way in which the assets of this 
great State wfll be passed over to goodness 
knows who if thb BUl b passed. 

The Premier told us that the BiU was 
designed supposedly to cover merely the 
development of mineral and energy resources 
in this State. Certainly that aspect is men­
tioned in one part of the 'BiU. However, 
obviously the term "prescribed development" 
refers to something of major economic 
significance. Previously in thb Parliament we 
have heard those words used. We heard them 
used in relation to the Iwasaki project. It 
was claimed to be a project of major 
economic significance. 

Anything goes in this Govemment's rape 
of the assets of this State. Any Japanese 
mogul or Arabian sheikh can come into 
Queensland and do a deal with Cabinet—or, 
at least, with the National Party component 
of Cabinet, because the National Party has 
the numbers in Cabinet as well—and bang 
go the assets of the State without the people 
of Queensland having any chance to 
scrutinise the project and without their hav­
ing any opportunity through their properly 
elected members to debate it on the floor of 
this Parliament. 

Is it any wonder that the National Party 
has grabbed all the economic portfolios in 
Cabinet? Is it any wonder that the Premier 
has gagged the Liberal Ministers over this 
little bit of documentation? They meekly 
follow him in perpetrating farces such as the 
one that we are witnessing thb evening. 

Certainly the BUl provides that matters 
can be referred back to local authorities. 
However, it also provides that matters can 
be taken away from local authorities and 
kept secure from them. That b the overriding 
principle that mns through the BUl. Even 
if a developer wants to go to a local 
authority, the local authority is required to 
place the application in the hands of the 
Co-ordinator-General's Department, which 
acts for and on behalf of the Govemment. 
Everything must be reported back through 
the Minister, who has overriding powers. 
And who is the Minister who is introducing 
this legislation? The arch-villain himself— 
the Premier of Queensland! 

Mr Hinze: That's rade. 

Mr CASEY: We know the Minbter didn't 
try to be his 2 i/c. 

That is the procedure that we wiU see 
followed in relation to thb BUl. 

It is very important for us to remember 
that this is another example of overriding 
legislation. The Bill will override every piece 
of legislation that has been passed by this 
Parliament. That power is specifically 
written into one oif the principles of the 
BiH. It is clearly set out that regardless of 
the town planning procedures of local 
authorities, this BiU will override them. 

What are the thoughts of the new 
National Party back-bench members who 
have recentiy been members of local author­
ities? For years they have been standing 
up and preaching about the local authorities 
having control of their own destinies. They 
will have to settle down and accept this BiH 
that is 'being introduced by their Govern­
ment. 

What about the various health Acts? They 
are being overridden by this BiU. The same 
appUes to the environmental control Aot. 
Those Acts are administered by Liberal Min­
isters but they will be completely overtidden 
by the Premier and the Co-ordinator-
General's Department. 

A classic example is the very controver­
sial matter of sand^mining on Moreton 
Island. Under this BiU the company con­
cerned can approach the Minister for Mines 
and Energy, the Minister for Local Govern­
ment or the Premier himself and say, "We 
want sand-^mining on Moreton Island to be 
made a prescribed development." There 
might be other things it will say to go along 
with it, but at this stage I will give it the 
benefit of the doubt. If the Government 
agrees to the request, it does not matter 
about the opinion of the Brbbane City 
Council, the Minister for Environment, any 
department or any piece of legislation; it 
can be done. The total control of sand-
mining on Moreton Island wfll be vested in 
the Cabinet gang of 18. There wiU be no 
report to Parliament. 

Mr Frawley: What about the .pulp miU at 
Beerburrum? 

Mr CASEY: That b another example. It 
does not matter what environmental control 
measures are required by the relevant local 
authorities, which are the property con­
stituted bodies to look after the health of 
the people in the area; the Bill will over­
ride them. 

Winchester South is another classic 
example. There is already great secrecy 
about it. Under this Bfll that project can 
proceed without any further scmtiny by thb 
Parliament. Cabinet Ministers and other 
Government members like to talk about the 
great developments that will take .place in 
Queensland. When we see this type of 
legislation, we wonder who wiU benefit and 
on whose behalf those developments are 
being created. 

Another suspicious part of the Bfll is the 
provision that the Governor in CouncU wiU 
have the power to act retrospectively in 
some aspects of developments. Quite clearly, 
they could be declared prescribed develop­
ments. Then anythuig that has been under­
taken by tbis Pariiament by way of an agree­
ment can be altered. The Bill contains pro­
vision for agreements to be varied from time 
to time. Under the BiU the Govemment will 
be able to alter the Utah development, 
which has been going on for many years. 
Oaky Creek or the Iwasaki project. I am 
sure that the Premier would Mke to vary 
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that agreement. Variations or retrospec-
tivity will not have to come back to this 
Parliament. There wiU be no reference to 
Pariiament. Admittedly one clause provides 
that some aspects of the projects must be 
advertised so that objections may be lodged. 
But who decides the objections? The 
Governor in Council! Caesar unto Caesar 
unto Caesar! That is what then occurs, 
because it goes straight back to the Cabinet 
gang of 18. 

Mr Hinze interjected. 

Mr CASEY: The old Cabinet gang of 18 
has changed foUowing the election; there are 
a considerable number of new faces. The 
faces may be new, but the images are just 
the same. They have not changed in any 
way. 

It should be remenibered that this wiU be 
an overriding Act. It quite clearly states that 
no matter what sort of objection is lodged 
or no matter what other people might think 
or might want to do, as soon as the Cabinet 
gang has made its decbion it shall be final 
and binding. They are the very words used 
in t^e Bin. There is no appeal whatsoever. 
There will be no recourse to the normal 
processes of the law because it will be an 
overriding Act. What a shocking thing it 
is when we see legislation of this type before 
this ParUament. 

The next clause to which I wish to refer 
uses terms such as, " . . . shall have effect 
in law". The BiU clearly states that it shall 
have effect in law despite any town planning 
scheme, any ordinance of any local authority 
or any local body, because the definition of 
"local body" in the Bill covers not only the 
local authorities of Queensland but also har­
bour boards, electricity authorities, the Port of 
Brisbane Authority and any other authority 
one might like to mention. Any authoritative 
body that has been set up under an Act of 
this Parliament is covered. 

Let us have a look again at the type of 
things that could happen. A controversy has 
been raging for a considerable period over 
the development of sand islands in The 
Broadwater at Southport. All the people 
concemed have to do is go to a Minister or 
the Governor in Council and say, "This is 
our proposal, Make it into a prescribed 
development and we can go from there." 
That wiU happen. 

Mr Warburton: No debate in ParUament! 

Mr CASEY: None whatsoever; no debate 
among the people of Southport and no 
opportunity for the Gold Coast City Council 
to lodge objections. In fact, a later part of 
the BiU says that once the Goverament has 
made a decision the local authority has to 
put that decision into effect in law even 
though, as regards The Broadwater develop­
ment, the Gold Coast City Council has been 
fighting the' idea for many years. A number 
of people in Southport consider this develop­
ment to be of major economic signfficance, 

as I think it is termed in the BUl. Of course 
it will be of major economic significance, 
because a number of people closely con­
nected with the National Party in South-
port propose to make a quid out of it. That 
is the economic significance to them of that 
development. So all they have to do through 
their local body, which in that case is the 
Gold Coast Waterways Authority, is tell 
Cabinet what they want to do, and away 
it goes. The proposal starts there, as long 
as they say it is of major economic sig­
nificance for their area. 

As I said earUer, the legislation even 
requires that the local body must secure 
compUance— în the courts, if necessary. The 
local body must take people who want to 
object to the proposal to court, contrary 
to its own rules or wishes. To be sure, the 
Ccw>rdinator-General has certain powers to 
obtain information in relation to a proposal, 
to gather the various facts from the people 
who want to carry out a prescribed develop­
ment, but again there is an overriding 
phrase, "except if the NBnister directs to 
the contrary." In other words, if the Premier 
does not want disclosed any information 
about what a group of people want to do, 
whether it be a mining proposal, an energy 
development, or something else of economic 
significance, the Go-ordinatOr-General does 
not have to disclose it. If the Premier says 
to him, "I don't want that information dis­
closed, just take the word of the people 
conceraed", that is it. 

[Sitting suspended from 6 to 7.15 p.m.] 

Mr CASEY: Prior to the dinner recess I 
was referring to .the terrible ways in which 
this Bill places complete and utter power over 
the development of thb State in the hands 
of the Governor in Council, rather tten 
where it rigfatfuUy belongs, and that b in 
ithis ParUament. 

I give credit where it b due. There is only 
one aspect of thb Bill that I accept as being 
reasonable, and that b the part of it .that 
provides for the Co-ordinator-General's 
Department to provide a r.eport to Parlia­
ment. Let us consider that matter in per­
spective. The report wfll firstly .be presented 
to the Minbter, and then at a later stage 
he will table it in the Parliament. It wfll be 
really only a summation of the development 
that has taken place in the State for the 
previous 12 months. It wfll cover a number 
of aspects of the operations of ithe State 
Govemment. 

This amending Bill wiU do nothing but 
make the Coiardinator-Generars Department 
the plaything of the developers wlio want to 
come into thb State and extract the assets 
of thb State for their own economic pleas'ure. 
The department wUl not fulfil the role for 
which At was estabUshed. Recently I looked 
at the Act .that was passed when the 
Co-ordinator-General's Diepartment was 
originally set up in 1938. That Aot set out 
the ways in which the department was to 
be used to really develop Queensland and 
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to make it a State of decentralisation. The 
Labor Government at .that time set up the 
Co-ordinator-General's Departinent to develop 
aU the areas of the State in such a way th.at 
the incomes of the people in the State would 
be reasonably equated, land aU would -be 
given the opportunity to work in whatever 
part of the State they chose to live. .Oyer 
.the years, we have seen a gradual whibtling 
down of the operations of that department 
dn that respect. 

I have smiled when I have 'heard Govern­
ment m.embe,rs assert in .thb Chamber that 
Queensland is the moat decentralised State 
in Australia. I say here again, unhesitatingly, 
that no credit for .that is due to this National 
Party Govemment, with its Liberal 'Party 
rump. The State was developed along those 
Unes for a century or more. 

Some alarming figures lare available in 
the Parliamentary 'Library and elsewhere. 
They clearly show that centralbatioin has been 
to the fore under the present Government. 
Never again should any iGovernment member 
talk about this great State of decentraUsa­
tion or endeavour .to claim lany credit for the 
decentralbation that has taken place in ithis 
State. 

I refer to the latest population figures for 
Brisbane and the south-eastern corner of 
.this State, including the Gold Coast. In the 
mid-1950s, that area of the State contained 
51 per cent of the population of Queensland. 
That figure has now risen .to over 58 per 
cent. Then I look at the rest of southern 
Queensland, the Darling Downs, south­
western Queensland and the Wide, Bay/Bur­
nett area which, I suppose, one Oould say 
was .the .traditional home of .the old Country 
Par.ty. That is .the name 'by which the Nat­
ional Par.ty was once proudly known by 
many people in Queerlsland. As we heard 
the member for Callide say today, .that is no 
longer the case. Tbat particular area of 
southern Queensland had 22i per cent of 
the State*s population in the mid-1950s, but 
.that figure has now dropped to 16 per cent. 
That drop in growth has occurred in tiie 
Wide Bay/Burnett, Brisbane Valley, Darling 
Downs and south-westem areas of Queens­
land. 

Central Queensland, which is supposed to 
be the .growth area of .the State, the place 
where laiU the development is taking place, 
the place where so much b happening, as so 
many Ministers try .to teU vs, had 8 per 
cent of the State's population in .the 1950s. 
Despite all the new coal-mines land town­
ships about which we hear so much so often, 
by 1980 the population in that area had 
dropped to 7 per cent of the State's popu­
lation. 

North Queensland, that vast part of the 
State that contains approximately 42 per cent 
of the area of Queensland, had 18 per cent 
of the State's population in the mid-1950s, 
and this has in fact risen marginally to 19 
per cent in 1980. Unfortunately, however, 
when the statistics of the various areas are 

looked at it is seen that there has been a 
reduction in this area, with two exceptions— 
the city of Mt Isa and the area around 
Mackay, the area that I represent. Growth 
has occurred in those places for particular 
reasons: the development of Mount Isa Mines 
in the case of, Mt Isa, and the grow.th of 
the sugar industry, with its closely settled 
farm areas, around Mackay. 

When one looks at the western and country 
districts of Queensland—I exclude Mt Isa 
—one sees that the population of that area 
has dropped from 5% pet cent to 2% per 
cent of the State's population. When one 
looks at the actual figures, one sees that 
during the term of thb So-called Country 
Party Government or National Party Gov­
ernment, whatever it likes to caU itself, 
virtuaUy half the population of western and 
country Queenslarid, the remote areas of 
this State, have left those areas. Pious people 
such as the member for Balonne stattd up 
here and speak about a redistribution so that 
he can represent the electors in the area, 
but most of the people from that area have 
left. The St George area, represented by the 
member for Balonne, is one of the areas 
that people have deserted in the greatest 
numbers. 

Mr Neal: You have never been to St 
George. 

Mr CASEY: I have been to St George 
on a number of occasions.. 

The member fOr Balonne, just Uke other 
members of .the National Fartyi does not 
like to look at the harsh figures that prove 
that, urtder the National-Liberal Government 
half the population of the remote areas of 
thb State have deserted and gone to the 
cities. They have left those areas because 
they can no longer afford to live in them. 

Is it any wonder that the National Party 
is now turning its back on those areas and 
now wants to get more representation^ in 
Brisbane? That is where most of its original 
supporters haVe come to. They have left 
the country areas and are living in Brisbane, 
so the National Party wants to regain their 
support. Because of the way in which 
they have been treated, there is virtually 
no-one left in the bush any more. In an 
earlier debate today the member for Balonne 
admitted that. 

One aspect of thb BiU that I would now 
like to refer to is that, irrespective of what 
else b contained in it, there is no way what­
soever .that it wiU overcome the problem of 
past agreements. It cannot redevelop proper 
infrastracture in towns like Moura, which 
is an absolute planning disaster. Nor will 
it overcome the problems of Blackwater, a 
township that grew like Topsy, as the saying 
goes. Because a number of different min­
ing companies have not provided the 
proper infrastructure, tiiat town has a great 
many planning problems. 
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Of aU the problems of past franchise agree­
ments that this BiU will not overcome, .the 
greatest b that there has never been a 
franchbe agreement for minerab and energy 
prospects in ithb State that has done anything 
to develop the processing of those natural 
assets. One of the first of these that came 
to thb, Pariiament was the Comalco agree­
ment. After 25 years we find that we are 
now finally to get an aluminium smelter. 
That is where the real profit is. 

The economic return to this State from 
the export of aluminium ingots is sometiiing 
like 31 times the return from exporting 
bauxite in its raw state. I recognise that 
over a period of time some of that bauxite 
has been shipped to Gladstone for refinement 
into alumina, which gives five or six times 
the economic return. But the big retura from 
bauxite is in processing it right through to 
aluminium ingots. The biggest retura of 
all comes from .the manufacture of extmded 
aluminium products. But so far none of 
the franchise agreements has done anything 
to ensure that the primary asset is processed 
in Queensland. 

Let us take steaming coal which, as I 
have said in recent times, will be .to Queens­
landers in future years what ofl is to the 
Arabs today. However, we find no efforts 
being made by the State Government to 
set up blending-plant arrangements near the 
major ports of Hay Point and Gladstone, or 
the proposed port at Abbot Point, so .that 
the companira, through the Queensland Coal 
Board, can mbc the coals. Rather is the 
opportunity handed over to the mining com­
panies willy nilly by this Goverament .to 
allow them to rip out the best Of the coals 
and leave the marginal coals in the ground 
for the time being. Instead of the; cost 
advantages of having access to the better 
coals for our own electricity generation com­
ing to us in Queensland, we will in the future 
be paying vray high figures mdeed for our 
electricity generation, because we will be 
working on the more marginal deposits of 
coal. All our good depoMts wfll have been 
ripped off, put in ships and sent somewhere 
or other overseas. 

That is not an exagg^ation. All one has 
to do to realise that that b what is being 
done is to visit the town of Moura today 
to inspect the Moura mine and mines in 
the Kianga area. The mining operations 
of the Dampier company are very marginal 
indeed. That company is having extreme 
difficulty maintaining the necessary quality 
to fulfil contracts with Japanese, European 
and other steel mUls. 

These are the problems of past agree­
ments that wUl not be remedied by the 
amendments contained in this BUl. They 
will only be corrected by having these things 
pointed out to tiie Government of the day 
m this Parliament and by the Govemment's 
acknowledging the criticism and doing some-
tning about it. As long as these deab are 
continually locked away in the secrecy of 

Cabinet, in the bags of the Cabinet gang 
of 18, there b no way in the world that 
Queensland will get a better deal out of it. 
We do not have agreements for manufactur­
ing and processing, nor do we have proper 
agreements or infrastracture. 

For a classic example of that, I need go 
no further than the city of Gladstone. 
Everybody m this Parliament—and more 
especiaUy my colleague the member for Port 
Curtb (Mr Prest)—knows fuU well the plan­
ning disasters that have occurred in that 
town. Companies are not even prepared to 
look at the place now, because they do not 
know where to start. Govemment depart­
ments themselves do not know where to 
start. Everybody seems to be mnning around 
in circles up there. 

Mr Wharton interjected. 

Mr CASEY: The Minister for Works and 
Housing would probably be the greatest 
offender. He and his Etepartment of Works 
have just sat on their butts and procrastin­
ated about the problems of Gladstone for 
such a very long time. The greatest com-
pliainfs about school development proposals 
in Queensland come ftom Gladstone. The 
greatest complaints about pubUc buildings 
that are required to provide the services 
that should be given by a State Govemment 
to the people of this State come from 
Gladstone. The man who is supposedly 
responsible for that is the Minister fof 
Works and Housing. He should just sit there 
quietly, being as meek as he normally is 
under the Premier at Cabinet ineetings. 
That is the type of thing he has' neglected 
for such a long time. 

Mr Warburton: Do you think, by the 
conversations over in the comer, that some 
people might be having second thoughts? 

Mr CASEY: I said earlier that if the 
Liberal members of this Parliament^ back­
benchers and Cabinet Ministers alike, are 
prepared to accept this Bfll, for ever more 
they wUl be completely discredited in the 
eyes of the pepple of Queensland! If the 
National Party back-bench members of this 
Parliament completely accept the BiU as it 
presently stands, they, too, will be absolutely 
dbcredited in the eyes of the people of 
Queensland. The BUl has one theme ran­
ning right through it: to take away from 
this Parliament its responsibility and to place 
it in the hands of the Cabinet gang of 
18. 

Retuming to the Gladstone problem—I 
feel quite sure that my colleague the mem­
ber for Port Curtis, who will be speaking 
shortly in this debate, will give a full mn-
down on some of the real problems that 
have been created as a result of tiie plan­
ning dbasters of this Goverament— 
problems that will not be overcome by 
this BiU. Because of the improper planning 
in the past, they will not be overcome. 
We are now seeing that the chickens are 
coming home to roost for the Govemment. 
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Talk of great regional development is a 
lot of nonsense if it b related to household 
income per head of population. That is a 
simple and easy exercbe. If there is such 
great development in the country and pro­
vincial areas of Queensland, everyone 
should be really making a quid. But such 
is not the case. It wUl be seen that in 
1954 the household income per head of 
population in Brisbane and the south-eastera 
coraer of the State was the lowest for the 
whole of the State. In fact, it was by far 
the lowest of the whole of the State. 

In 1980, it b the highest, and—^would you 
believe?—one of the lowest income areas is 
Central Queensland, where most of the min­
ing development and mining boom has taken 
place. It is the Central Queensland area 
which contains thb so-called boom port of 
Gladstone, and Moura and many other min­
ing towns. 

We can see that as weU as shifting the pop­
ulation of Queensland from country areas this 
Goverament has already succeeded, in its 22 
or 24 years of government, in shifting the 
high level of income from the country people 
to the people in the cities. The Government 
stands condemned on both counts, and it will 
continue to stand condemned by the people 
in its own areas. This Bill wiU accelerate 
that shift of income advantage in this State 
into the hands of a few people. They are the 
people who are prepared to contribute to the 
National Party Bjelke-Petersen Foundation. 
That is one pf the various ways in which that 
foundation finds finance, and one of the 
spurious ways in which it funds its opera­
tions under the protective cloak of Cabinet 
and by introducing Bilk of this nature. Dur­
ing this debate my coUeagues wiU bring out 
many other matters. 

Mr Wharton: Bring them right out. You 
have not read the Bill yet. 

Mr CASEY: I think the same could 
be said of the Minister. He has not 
read the BUl and certainly has not understood 
it if he has read it. He does not understand 
that the Cabinet, of which he is a member, 
has coiitinued to take over this State as it 
has done for so many years. But now it is 
sought to put ultimate power into the hands 
of a few people. 

Members on this side of the House wiU not 
support the BiU because of the underlying 
theme that can be read into it. We believe 
that no member of this Parliament should in 
conscience give the sweeping powers con­
tained in this Bill to any Cabinet, and par­
ticulariy not to the gang of 18 that we have 
in thb State at present. 

Mr HOOPER (Archerfield) (7.32 p.m.): 
This Bill is long overdue. It is obvious after 
reading the Bill that it is a paper tiger and 
typical of this Govemment's policies over the 
last 23 years. It is another classic example 
of closing the stable door after the horse 
has boUed. The introduction of thb BiU has 

no doubt been prompted in the main by the 
smell emanating from the Winchester South 
coal deal. The Government has been caught 
on the hop, and in an attempt to save face 
the Goverament has introduced an amend­
ment to the Act. 

The Winchester South coal deal has left a 
stench in the nostrils of all thinking Queens­
landers. On reading the Bill, I am of the 
opinion that the main purpose for its intro­
duction is to prevent another Gladstone 
fiasco. The Leader of the Opposition has 
referred to that in his speech. He has drawn 
out the problems that exist in Gladstone, and 
I intend to speak about Gladstone for a few 
minutes. The Leader of the Opposition said, 
"No doubt my colleague the honourable mem­
ber for Port Curtis will raise in hb speech 
the problems existing in Gladstone." 

Mr Jones: In more detail. 

Mr HOOPER: My colleague the honour­
able member for Caims says that I will raise 
them in more detail, and no doubt I wiU. 

Dr Lockwood: Small but eloquent. 

Mr HOOPER: If you are looking for 
eloquence, you have got it. Speaking to the 
honourable member for Toowoomba North, 
I say that when I make a speech in the 
House at least members do not leave the 
Chamber. When the honourable member for 
Toowoomba North makes a speech, he b 
probably the dreariest member of this House. 
In moving the Address-in-Reply motion in 
thb House, he droned his way through 40 
minutes of drivel and trivia. When I rise 
to my feet, it is quite obvious from the inter­
jections made and the expressions that I see 
on the faces of honourable members that they 
are quite interested in what I have to say. 
I do not want to waste time on the light­
weight member for Toowoomba North. He 
has been a back-bencher since he entered 
Pariiament in 1974, and he wiU be a back­
bencher for as long as he remains in this 
House. 

Regarding housing, we have seen people 
forced from their family homes in Gladstone 
because of the inability to pay the high rates 
that the local authority has been forced to 
charge. We have also had the spectacle of 
the Govemment providing Housing Coia-
mbsion homes at subsidised rentab to the 
multinationals for use by their employees, 
while the ordinary battler with a famfly has 
to pay up to $120 a week for a caravan 
when a site can be obtained. 

The Leader of the House, who b also the 
Minister for Works and Housing, b in the 
House. He has heard me make these accusa­
tions, and it is interesting to note that he has 
not taken a point of order to dispute what 
I had to say. 

Mr WHARTON: I rbe to a point of order. 
The honourable member is telUng untmths. 
The companies have not taken on houses at 
subsidbes interest rates. I ask for a with­
drawal of his statement. He is a fibber. 
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Mr SPEAKER: Order! I ask the honour­
able member for Archerfield to accept the 
Minister's denial and to withdraw his 
remarks. 

Mr HOOPER: I do withdraw. I am not 
going to enter into a debate on Standing 
Orders, but I do feel that the Minister 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! Unequivocally. 

Mr HOOPER: I withdraw the remarks, 
but 

Mr SPEAKER: No "buts"! 

Mr HOOPER: The Minister referred to 
me as a fibber. I find his comment grossly 
offensive and insulting and I ask him to 
withdraw it. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Minister 
to withdraw the comment. It was in fact 
unparUamentary language. 

Mr WHARTON: If the honourable mem­
ber thinks that applies to him, I withdraw 
it. 

Mr HOOPER: Recently "Today Tonight" 
on Channel 9 emphasbed the problems con­
fronting the p^ple of Gladstone. They are 
immense. During the program a social 
worker referred to the problems in relation 
to housing. I am sure that my good friend 
and coUeague the honourable member for 
Port Curtis will agree that a serious shortage 
of housing exists in Gladstone. 

There b no doubt that at the hands of 
the Bjelke-Petersen Govemment some multi­
nationals receive different treatment from 
that given to other companies. For example, 
in mining towns such as Moranbah and 
Dysart the mining companies buUd the towns, 
whereas m Gladstone and other places the 
multinationals come in and dbmpt the town 
without contributing one cent to the new 
infrastracture that b required. 

Mr Krager: They should pay their way. 

Mr HOOPER: Of course they should. 

In years gone by it may have been OK 
for the local authority to provide a factory 
when a new industry moved into its area. 
However, that is not the case today. Over 
the years, the cost of the necessary infra­
stracture, such as roads, power and water 
supply has been recouped by way of rates, 
in places Uke Gladstone the local residents 
are called upon to fund these services even 
tnough they get no immediate benefit from 
"le presence of the company. 

What has also been overlooked b the 
ternho social upheaval caused by the arrival 
n!,-??® industries in what were formerly 
quiet towns. Ovemight they virtually change 
w ? . 'f̂ Py Hollow to Dodge Qty in the 
"est traditions of the old Wild West. 

I suppose I could be accused of being a 
cynic if I suggested that the treatment of a 
company depends on whether or not it makes 
a donation to the Bjelke-Petersen Founda­
tion. It is weU known in Queensland that if 
a large company, particularly a mining com­
pany, makes a sul^antial contribution to the 
Bjelke-Petersen Foundation, it receives very 
favoured treatment for years to come. It is 
a very good investment. 

Mr Powell: How about proving that? 

Mr HOOPER: How can one prove it when 
the foundation b a private company that is 
not subject to the company laws of this State 
or to the provbions of the friendly societies 
Act? I challenge the honourable member for 
Isis to suggest to the management committee 
of the National Party, if he b brave enough 
—we saw what happened to the honourable 
member for CaUide when he stood up to it— 
that it provide the House with an audited 
statement of accounts of the foundation, I 
am sure that we would find some very 
interesting reading in it. 

Mr PoweU: The onus is on you to prove 
the .impropriety. 

Mr HOOPER: As my good friend and 
coUeague the honourable member for Bris­
bane Central has said, it b common know­
ledge and has never been deitied in this 
House that the present Minister for Mines 
and Energy paid $5,000 to the Bjelke-
Petersen Foundation to secure a very safe 
berth in State Cabinet. 

Mr Casey: He signed an undated letter of 
resignation, too. 

Mr HOOPER: I remember that some 
years ago I referred in the House to the fact 
that some building societies required their 
directors to follow the same practice. A lot 
of odium attached to those directors. Now 
here we have the Premier requesting certain 
Cabinet Ministers to sign an undated 
resignation. This reeks of Tammany Hall 
politics at its worst. No doubt all decent 
Queenslanders would condemn these tactics. 

Mr Jones: You know the member for Isis 
has not contributed yet, so he won't make 
Cabinet? 

Mr HOOPER: With due respect to the 
member for Isb, he does not have a great 
deal between the ears. 

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I ask the honour­
able member to relate hb remarks to the 
contents of the BiU. 

Mr HOOPER: I accept your mling, Mr 
Speaker. 

It is a well-known fact that the National 
Party is owned lock, stock and barrel by the 
multinationals. 

Mr Jones: Shame! 
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Mr HOOPER: Of course it's a shame. 
More so, it is owned by the multinational coal 
companies such as Utah arid Thiess-Peabody-
Mitsui. They are the companies that control 
the National Party in thb State. Where 
would it get its money W fight an election 
campaign if it did not receive funds from 
the multinational companies? 

Mr Kruger: Just like liuppfets. 

Mr HOOPER: They are Uke puppets and 
they dance to the puppeteer's tune. 

We aU remember the frequent and regular 
visits of tihe former Minister for Mines, 
Energy and Police (Mr Ron Camm) to the 
Californian headquarters of Utah, np doubt, 
as the racipig Minister (Mr Hinze) would 
say in his cups, tO receive 'his riding instruc­
tions,, It b to be hoped; that all of the 
proposed large developments declared as 
presci^bed developments aire made to pull 
their weight. . , 

Mr Moore: Why dori't yOu write your 
own speeclies? , 

Mr HOOPER: At least when I get to my 
feet I make a speech. I do not subject the 
House to a stuttering, stammering dissertion 
such as we hear from the honourable mem­
ber for Windsor. 

It b quite obvious that the companies I 
have ineptioned contribute very heavily to 
the National Party funds through the Bjelke-
Petersen Foundation. It is quite obvious also 
that, duripg the election campaign, the 
money that the National Party had to Sipend 
certainly did not come from raffles or bar­
becues. 

All of the .multinationail companies, par­
ticularly those in Gladstone, should be 
required to contribute heavily to upgrade 
facUities. I think most honourable.members 
would agfee that those companies wfll be 
haiid^omely rewarded for their investnients. 
I am not over-confident that this wMl ha;ppen, 
because it is well known that ' political 
power is centered in the boardrooms of 
multinational companies. They pull the 
strings and the Bjelke-Petersen Government 
dances. The time is long overdue for the 
BjeUce-Petersen Government to put the 
interests of Queenslanders before the. prpfits 
of the wealthy multinatibn'alls.. , 

Mr PREST (Port Curtis) (7.42'p.m.): t l ie 
Premier, in introducing the, BUl, said that it 
was a very simple one. ..When tbe Premier 
said the word "simple" I think he was 
implying that the members of this Pairiia-
ment were simple. I fully support the com­
ments of the Leader of the Opposition.' His 
comments were really an understatement of 
our fears about the int^tioii of the Premier 
and the manner in which he intends to 
introduce powers to override all dopart-
ments, in particular the local authorities and, 
above all, this Parliament. ' • fi- •, 

If the Premier wishes to be able to place 
demands on any mineral and energy develc^ 
ment of major economic significance by 
having it declared a prescribed development 
I would say that I agree with the Bfll because 
majdf .mining and mineral-processing opera­
tions, such as those in Queensland, must 
enter into agreements with the local bodies. 
Those agreements must include the financing 
of the infrastructure required to meet the 
demands of each project and the population 
increase caused by large development. The 
demands would include housing, welfare, 
schools, hospitab, transport, police, sporting 
and recreational facilities and everything else 
that is necessary. 

State departments and most statutory 
authorities are able at .present to make 
satisfactory agreements with large developers 
for the provision of infrastructure services 
so why not simply amend the Local Gov­
ernment Act to allow a particular local 
authority to enter into negotiations with the 
conipany or the intended .developer? We 
should be giving the local ' authority the 
power to aot on its own behalf. iTien it 
could negotiate agreements to be placed 
before the Parliament for final approval. In 
that way the local authority would have the 
same power as most statutory authorities. 

In the past, the agreements entered into 
between this Government and the companies 
have not been very successful. This Gov­
ernment, after years of bungling, has seen 
the need to introduce this Bill. The Govem­
ment has been lax and has not done any 
forward planning. That is one of the major 
problems confronting the Goverament and 
the people today. The Government has 
pussyfooted around with multinational com­
panies, and because it has not been firm in 
its demands on the companies Queensland 
citizens are suffering hardships. 

We in thb • State receive very littie finan­
cial gait*. TKie. great wealth ibeing made from 
devekypment 1^- foreign companies is being 
exported. I have always advocated th'at 
development companies must, make a finan­
cial contribution to the infr.astruoture of the 
area in which they operate; r'I represent an 
area where companies have not been oom-
pelled to subscribe to the provision of the 
infrastmcture. -

In the past thie Government has not played 
its part in p/pviding iinamciial assista^ to 
local autiiorities,, nor has it .provided sufficient 
welfare .housing, school .faaiUties and accom­
modation, medio^, facilities or assistance tw 
Gladstone's buses. R^Uwayme^ ^^^^^^ 
from their families, aind Jiving in bondwooa 
huts. The roads in the area are substandaJO. 
I could go on and on. Yet thb Bfll wants 
us .to:give'the very same Cabinet Mirasters 
who have not been able .to cope witii tne 
siituation in tiie past tiie sole say m m a l ^ 
decbions on our behalf. We are abo aswo 
to give them powers to override aU Acts ana 
aU statutory/bl«iies. 
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Le* me im>k at some of ithe development 
that has taken ^ace in my area and the 
problems created because of lack of forward 
j^anning. I have a newspaper cutting here 
dated '11 November 1976 which refers to, a 
$90m Gladstone miU 'to be constructed by 
(^eensland Cement & Lime. An agreement 
was emtered into with that company, but 
i cannot remember any financial assbtance 
being given to ithe local authority to help 
in, t^e proybion of infrastructure. 

From the middle i970s until 1979 we heard 
a lot about the alumina industry feeing estab­
lished iin Gladstone. Queensland Alumina 
Ltd finally set up its operation in Gladstone, 
and each year since it commenced operations 
it has made a record profit. On 7 August 
1979 we saw a headline saying that huge 
growth was tipped for t̂he QAL plant. We 
now find that .QAL b on the verge of 
aiQother major expansion in Gladstone.̂  But 
what contribution has it made to the infra­
structure of, the city ,to aUeviate .the prob­
lems it has created? 

On 28 August 1979 another newspaper 
headline referred to the .aluminium boom 
and said that Comalco intended to double its 
spending on its project at Boyne Island at 
a final cost of $l,000m. In .the Gladstone 
area in the late 1950s and 1960s we were 
talldmg about development projects worth 
hundreds of thousands of dollars; then it 
was millions of doUars, and now we are 
talking about biUion dollar projects. AH the 
hardships that were vbited on the ratepayers 
in the past are to be repeated. But now 
they are .saying .that they have had enough, 
and ,that.if any further development b to 
take place thiey have to get some financial 
assbtance. 

On 2 July 1980 the former 'Minister for 
Industry and Administrative Services, Mr 
Lee, said tbat the State's industries were 
booming, that we bad .the world at our feet 
and vf^hin 10 years Gladstone would be 
another Newcastle. I do not think hb pre­
diction was anyithing to write home about, 
even though he is a Queensland-made pro­
duct.' ' 

On 28 February we saw a headline stating 
that the QAL plant was .to expand its oper­
ations. Only one month later, we .read, that 
Job said he hoped that a $2 bUUon steel 
mill would go to either Gladstone or Towns­
ville. ' ; 

On 27 March, just seven days after the 
PrMiiier had announced that that con­
sortium was coniing to Gladstone, we read 
that the Lend Lease Corporation was taUcihg 
about building a steel miU there. Then there 
was the shopping pomplex to be built again 
by Lend Lease, for about $15m. Next it was 
announced in August 1980 that an oil-seed 
plant would be built on the CUnton Indus­
trial Estate, On 29 October 1980 we read 
that the city of Gladstone was in line for a 
titamum plant. On 28 November 1980 it 
was announced that a soda plant would be 

buflt in Gladstone for $2.3 biUion. That 
involved the chemical manufacturing firm 
of Occidental. 

Then we read that Overseas interests had 
moved in on the city coking plant. 'Of 
course, at that time it was announced that 
AustraUan Lend Lease would set up a plant 
to hancjle 9 million tonne of coal to pro­
duce 6 million tonne of coke. Then we 
heard about a twin $lm coking plant. The 
CiSR was going to set up that consortium. 
What did we get oui of all that? We got a 
list of promises, but no assistance has been 
given to Gladstone so far. These are the 
people to whom the Premier is asking us to 
give the r,espoiiS'ibility of obtaining the best 
deal from overseas companies in subscribing 
lo the infraatmcture of the city. That has 
not happened in the past. 

The Gladstone Qty Council said that it 
needed some $30-odd miUion to provide this 
infrastructure. Just before and after the 
last election the Premier stated that we 
needed $159.5m to provide the infrastmcture 
that is required for the massive development 
that will take place; in the Gladstone region. 
Queensland Alumina, under its multi^mfllion 
dollar expansion program, will build a cara­
van park and a hostel. In the past, instead 
of providing ,{>ermanent accommodation for 
their ertiployees, companies have been pre­
pared to put down a few silabs of concrete 
and provide temporary accommodation. 
Fortunately, today^ the unions, in their wis­
dom, have said, "We have had enough tem­
porary accommodation. We need permanent 
accommodation for the work-force." 

It was announced on 24 March this year 
that a steel alloy works would be built in 
Gladstone by Broken HiU Coy Pty Ltd. I 
could go OU; and on. Because of this mas­
sive , propaganda .program about what was 
going to be built in Gladstone, prices for 
land have risen far beyond the prices paid for 
land in other cities and towns . in Queens­
land. At the present time an inquiry is 
'being conducted into thei claim by the 
workers at the power-station for an extra $81 
a week to, cover the high cost of living in 
Gladstone. 

Mr Lee: Why? 

Mr PREST: Because there is a great 
shortage of developed land. The department 
for which the Minister was responsible did 
not develop enough land to meet the 
demand. T^e developers are allowed to 
compete at the auctions. A little while ago 
the LAC put up 15 or 17 blocks of land 
for aubtion, with a reserve top price of 
$12,500, Because demand exceeded supply, 
•those top blocks brought $33,500. A respon­
sible Government would develop sufficient 
land to meet the: demand. Once developers 
pay that price for blocks of land, they con­
struct units and demand weekly rentals of 
$100 or $150 .per unit. This Government 
has not Uved up to its responsibilities. It has 
failed. 
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Mr Lee: Why? 

Mr PREST: I do not know why it has 
failed. I suppose that like the honourable 
member it is incompetent. Of course, the 
honourable member was one of the unfor­
tunate ones to have his head cut off when 
the last Cabinet was sdected. 

Gladstone has a staggering $9,000m shop­
ping list. That is the type of money that 
is spent there. However, what has the 
giant Comalco consortium, which is spending 
$1,000m at Boyne Island, subscribed towards 
the infrastructure of the area? This Gov­
ernment entered into no agreement about 
infrastructure with Comalco. In the early 
days there was an agreement with Comalco 
in relation to bauxite-mining at Weipa and 
also for the supply of electricity to the 
smelter, but nothing for the infrastracture. 

A Press article of 19 August 1980 stated 
some of the actions of the CalUope Shire 
chairman and the Gladstone mayor. The 
article was headed— 

"Shire Chairman swipes at Comalco". 

It related to the very small amount of assist­
ance that Comalco had given to the 
infrastructure in the area. On 28 March 
this year the mayor of Gladstone again 
attacked the smelter burden. A Press article 
stated— 

"It's time they paid their dues says Col. 
"The Boyne Island aluminium smelter 

was placing a heavier and heavier burden 
on Gladstone's civic facilities. Mayor Aid 
Col Brown said yesterday. 

"The Mayor made the claims after con­
ducting a vehicle count which showed 
what he said was an 'alarming' increase 
in the number of smelter workers living 
in Gladstone and commuting to the con­
struction site. 

"This is despite the fact that Comalco 
has claimed in the past that it would not 
have to contribute substantial infrastructure 
assistance to Gladstone because the great 
majority of workers would live in the 
Boyne-Tannum area." 

Earlier it was understood that the Housing 
Commission would construct a certain number 
of houses for Comalco workers. At the 
opening of the Boyne River bridge Comalco 
announced that it would pay for its own 
housing. That is to its credit. Although 
it will employ in the vicinity of 1 000 workers 
at the plant it is building a substantial number 
of houses in the Tannum/Boyne area. How­
ever, during the construction period the 
caravan park at Boyne Island is available 
only to certain persons who work on the 
plant, not to all constmction workers, and 
that has caused problems. 

I could go on and on about the problems 
created by the development that has taken 
place. Not very lOng ago the Gladstone City 
CouncU was incensed because no-one would 

provide financial assistance. The Govern­
ment had neglected the area for a long Ume 
so a deputation met the Premier who sub­
sequently made a submission to the Prime 
Minister. The Prime Minister replied that 
it was not the responsibility of the Federal 
Government, and that it was for the State 
Government to provide that massive amount 
of money. TTie Premier has asked for 
$159.5m, which is a lot of money. If it 
does not come from the State Goverament, 
the Federal Government or the companies, 
then Gladstone wfll not be able to meet 
what is required for the development. The 
unions and the Gladstone City CouncU have 
said that unless assistance is forthcoming a 
halt will have to be called to the development 
of industry. 

One of the reasons thb Bfll is being intro­
duced is to take away from local authorities 
the power to say what companies can do. 
That power is being given to the Ministers 
and Cabinet. The final say, of course, b 
vested in the Governor in CouncU. When a 
project is announced that wUl bring with it 
5 000 or 6 000 people, the local authority 
cannot just draw up a plan to provide more 
water and more sewerage, There has to be 
a long-range plan by the Goverament. It 
cannot be done piecemeal. The local author­
ity cannot put a couple of feet on the wall 
of the Awonga Dam. It cannot do one-
third of a sewerage treatment works. Such 
works have to be done en bloc. 

The cost cannot be borne hy the local 
authority. It cannot be borne by the Glad­
stone and Area Water Board. It has to be 
borne by the Govemment. UntU industry 
arrives and development takes place, the 
interest and redemption—^aU the money that 
is owing on the projects—^has to be bome 
by the State. As the projects come on stream, 
the State, the local authority, the water board 
or whatever instrumentality is involved, 
should be able to demand from those com­
panies by the authority given to them a 
sufficient contribution towards the headworks. 

This Bill is long overdue. However, respon­
sibility should remain with local govemment. 
Local authorities are the closest to the man 
in the street. They know the needs of the 
area. ITiey are aware of the infrastracture 
problems created. The people in Gladstone 
have had more than one experience of thb. 
When QAL was first established in the mid-
1960s, facUities had to be expanded to cope 
with the increase from 6 000 to 22 000 people. 
With the massive development that b to 
take place, the population b projected to 
increase from 22 000 to 60000 or 80000 
by the year 1995. 

When I say that the State Govemment has 
not played its part, I mean that. If the 
Main Roads Department would spend some 
money on the main highway out of Glad­
stone, which I believe b estimated to cost 
in the vicinity of $8m, it could be com­
pleted in three years. The first stage would 
open up residential land, which would be of 
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great assistance. The second and third stages 
would be the constmction of . the three 
bridges that are required and the additional 
road-works to eliminate the Toolooa bends 
and link that highway with the Bruce High­
way in the vicinity of the Boyne Island 
tum-of, 

The getting of assistance from the develop­
ers for local authorities is long overdue. 
However, the Government is not going about 
it in the right way. We believe that it is 
taking power from local authorities. It is 
also taking power from the Parliament and 
placing h in the hands of Cabinet. I will 
not use the words my leader used, but I do 
not want to, see the sole power placed in 
the hands of Cabinet. The Local Goverament 
Act ought to be changed to allow local 
authorities to make demands on and negoti­
ate with developers, as is intended by the 
Goverament under this Bfll. 

Mr POWELL (Isis) (8.4 p.m.): Members 
listening to the debate tonight might be a 
bit confused about the Opposition's attitude 
to the BiU. We have had three speakers 
from the Opposition side. We could be 
excused for ,b«5jig confused about their atti­
tude. First the Leader of the Opposition 
delivered a speech in his norinal way, crying 
about various matters. We have just heard 
the member for Port Curtis telUng us that 
the BiU is long overdue. It would be of 
assistance if at the beginning of the report 
of each debate in "Hansard" the amendment 
that was being discussed could be shown. 
People reading the speeches made by hon­
ourable members opposite could be excused 
for beUeving that they were debating a com­
pletely different measure from the one that 
honourable members on tbis side were 
debating. 

If the wording of the proposed amend­
ments were included in "Hansard", people 
who read that pubUcation would have the 
opportunity of knowing exactly wl\at the 
House was debatiiig. The Opposition has 
strayed far and wide from the measures 
contained in the BiU. 

Each of the spokesmen for the Opposition 
has said that there is a need, for ordered 
development, and that is exactly what the 
Bill is all about. The Opposition spokesman 
on local government matters, who has just 
resumed hb seat, said that there should 
be an amendment to the Local Goverament 
Act. That would not cover aU the other 
authorities having a responsibility for the 
provision of infrastructure. It would not 
give the Co-ordinator-General an opportunity 
to negotiate on behalf of the local authori­
ties concerned, the ratepayers and the tax­
payers—and they are the people whom we 
are told we are serving—with declared 
industries for infrastructure development. 
The BUl refers to declared industries. They 
are large industries. One Gould be forgiven 
for beUeving that the Leader of the Opposi­
tion was talking' about corner store develop­
ment. It has nothing to do with that. It 

deals with major development, and it is 
designed to assist local authorities. The 
local authorities that I have spoken to are 
delighted with the amendments now before 
the House, and I shall explain why they are 
deUghted. 

The honourable member for Port Curtis 
gave some examples of what has happened 
in his electorate. I believe that he just 
happened to be mayor of Gladstone when 
some of those developments took place, and, 
as mayor, he found that he was either 
incompetent or unable to negotiate with the 
companies and obtain from them some con­
tribution towards the provision of infra­
structure ip. Gladstone. 

A Govemment Member: It would be an 
amalgam of both qualities. 

Mr POWELL: It probably would 
be an amalgam of both qualities. It is quite 
clear that if the State is to be developed, 
the State Government should have the 
Oversight of development. It also is very 
clear that more than' one local authority 
and more than one local body is involved 
with major developments. 

Perhaps I might, refer to a development 
that will be taking place in my elector­
ate later this year, when Alcan builds 
its smelter at Goodwood, which is in the 
Isis Shire Council area. Legitimately, that 
council would be the only local authority 
that could discuss questions of infrastmc­
ture with Alcan. Fortunately, the company 
b showing a sense of responsibiUty and 
dbcussing them with other local authorities 
as well. However, there is no legblative 
power compelUng jt to do so; there is no 
need fot it to do so. The problem then 
arises that the local authority most likely 
to be affected by the provision of a smelter 
at Goodwood is ^either the Bundaberg City 
CouncU or the Woongarra Shire Council, 
and the smelter will not be built in either of 
those local authority areas. Therefore, 
logically, they do not have a say in what 
is going to happen. 

The whole district wiU be affected by 
that development, just as the whole district 
round • Gladstone has been affected by the 
development' there, If both the Gladstone 
City Council and the CaUiope Shire Council 
had had the protection of thb Bill, the 
problems being faced l^ the Gladstone eity 
Council at the moment may not have arisen. 
Of course, Gladstone needed a local author­
ity with a little bit of foresight, but it did 
not have that. 

Mr Prest: A National Party mayor took 
$12,000 out of the tiU the first night. He 
was the National Party candidate for Port 
Curtis in 1977. 

Mr POWELL: The point that the honour­
able member for Port Curtis is attempting 
to make to the House is a downright Ue. 
It is aboiit time that he stuck to the truth. 
As mayor of Gladstone, he. was unable to 
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control the Gladstone City Council, and 
that is the reason why the councU and the 
people of Gladstone face such a big problem 
today; 

Mr PREST: I rise to a point of order. 
Those words are offensive to me. Acts of 
fraud and theft took place in the Gladstone 
City CouncU. I resigned on 30 May 1976. 
TTiose thefts were discovered. They began 
in 1976 and continued untfl 1978, and they 
involved a sum in the vicinity of $72,000. 
Two of the men concemed were reprimanded 
and were taken to court, and they went 
to gaol. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr MiUer): 
Order! Does the honourable member find 
the words offensive and ask that they be 
withdrawn? 

Mr PREST: I do. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The 
honourable member for Port Curtb finds the 
words offensive and asks for their with­
drawal. 

Mr POWELL: I am not surprbed that he 
finds them offensive. I withdraw the words 
he finds offensive. However, the fact remains 
that he was mayor of Gladstone and the 
person whom he named in his interjection as 
being guilty was not convicted. Therefore, 
what the honourable member for Port Curtis 
was attempting to bring out in tiib House 
is untrue. 

The comments of the honourable member 
for Port Curtis are symptomatic of the type 
of speech that we have heard from-the 
Opposition in this place tonight and in fact 
over the past few days; No wonder that of 
the 82 seats that were contested in the last 
State election the Oppo^tion was able to Vin 
the magnificent total of 25! This Govemment 
represents the people of Queensland; This 
BUl will amend the Act in the interests of 
Queensland. 

The Leader of the Opposition claimed that 
projects would proceed without being subject 
to the scrutiny of tiie people of Queensland. 
That b absolute rot and misleading. That is 
why I suggest that a BiU should ai>pear in 
"Hansard" prion to any debate on it. That 
would enable people who read "Hansard" 
to refer to the matter to which members are 
speaking. As elected representatives of the 
people, surely we are subject to the scratiny 
of the people once every three years. It is 
interesting that in the last three elections the 
people of Queensland have had their say 
very effectively, and that b why we see so 
few members occupying the Opposition 
benches. 

The Leader of the Opposition looked 
around for something to say about the Bfll. 
I doubt whether be read the exfdanatory 
notes set out on the green pages accompany­
ing the Bill. They give a very good explana­
tion of the Bill. 

Mr Casey: They're about as trastworthy 
as your Cabinet. 

Mr POWELL: Again we hear the Leader 
of the Opposition trying to cast doubts on 
the integrity of Cabinet Minbters. His 
integrity b very doubtful in the extreme, 
especially in view of his past record in 
business affairs in Mackay. 

It is about time that the people of Queens­
land woke up to the charade dbplayed by 
Opposition members. In looking for some­
thing to say, they attack the National Party 
part of the Govemment. 

When the member for Archerfield made 
some comment about the Bjelke-Petersen 
Foundation, I chaUenged him to prove hU 
statements. He cannot prove them. I am 
sick and tired of seeing members of the 
Opposition stand up in this place and hearing 
them make statements as if they are in fact 
trae. I am sick and tired of hearing state­
ments such as those made today 
by the Opposition spokesmen who 
cannot prove their assertions. Surely 
if we are to have responsibUity in 
government, we must have people who can 
speak the trath and who can prove their 
statements. That is, why the Labor Party 
is in Opposition; it cannot prove its state­
ments. Members of the Opposition are con­
stantly and repeatedly proved wrong. 

This BiU does not override legislation such 
as the Health Act and town planning Acb. 
The BiU does assist a local authority itt the 
provision of infrastracture when a large 
industry comes into the local authority's 
area. Again I use the example of the 
aluminium industry, which b constmcting a 
smelter in the Bundaberg dbtrict. 

Mr Prest: What are they paying for 
electricity? 

Mr POWELL: Once again the honourable 
ia&mbet for Port Curtis makes one of his 
inanie interjections. Already the company 
involved has to pay foi: a power line of 
275 MW over a distance of 70 kna. That is 
what the company has to pay for that line. 

Mr Shaw: That's chicken-feed. 

Mr POWELL: The honourable member 
for Wynnum butts in and says that it is 
chicken-feed. I should like to see him set up 
some business—I doubt whether he has the 
acumen—and have to pay the infrastracture 
costs that thb company wUl be paying. 

Because it b a State instmmentaUty, the 
Government can demand that a company 
do thb. But when it comes to the roads, 
streets and other infrastracture facUities that 
the people need, the local authorities have no 
right to make any demands on the com­
pany. The Bfll wiill aUow them to do so, 
and surely that b the sort of logical and 
sensible plahnin® needed in thb State. 
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The Leader of the Opposition has not read 
the BiU. I doubt that he understands it. I 
doubt that any Opposition member under­
stands State development. The Leader of the 
Opposition spoke about the number of people 
in Mt Isa as a percentage of the total number 
of people in the State. It b quite logical 
that that percentage will decrease as an 
increasing number of people come into 
Queensland, because Mt Isa is not growing 
the fastest. That is a logical and sensible 
statement. To try to draw the conclusion 
that the Leader of the Opposition draws from 
that is absolute garbage. 

Mr Warburton: Will this ParUament get an 
opportunity to examine the agreement? You 
won't answer that? 

Mr POWELL: If the honourable member 
said something sensible, I would try to answer 
it. 

It is quite clear that, under new section 45 
contained in clause 4 of the BiU, advertise­
ments wiU appear. The Co-ordinator-Gen­
eral must place advertisements in newspapers 
so that people may comment on any industiy 
that b coming into thdr area. But Opposi­
tion members conveniently gloss over that 
because it does not suit their argument. It is 
about time that they, if they intend to criticise 
something, criticised it logically and sensibly. 

Under new section 122 (2) and (3) con­
tained in clause 7 of the BUl, the Minbtw 
shall lay the report of the Co-ordinator-Gen-
eral before the Legblative Assembly within 
14 sitting days from the day on which he 
receives the report. It comes back to this 
Parliament so thiat it may have the oppor­
tunity of commenting on and approving the 
zoning that wiU take place and the industry 
that wiU be estabUshed. 

There is a great need for State develop­
ment. It cannot take place as a short burst, 
so that it merely comes and goes. It must 
be planned and must go ahead smoothly for 
the benefit of everybody in the State. This 
will occur only if the Bill is passed by Par­
liament and the Goverament is aUowed, on 
behalf of individual local authorities and their 
ratepayere, to negotiate with companies so 
that the infrastracture requured when a large 
company comes into a, dbtrict can be pro­
vided. The BUl empowers the Government 
and the local authorities to have some say on 
what IS to happen in regard to infrastructure 
in local areas. 

Quite frankly, the people of Queensland are 
being duped by Opposition spokesmen who 
go off at tangents and, witM great difficulty 
(and thank goodness so far they have not 
succeeded), try to fool the people of Queens­
land into beUeving that there b a surrep­
titious reason for proceeding with a certain 
Bill. They cainnot teU us the' surreptitious 
reason., They cannot prove what they claim 
are facts. They try to condemn bylnnuendo. 
It IS about time they realbed that the peoble 
ot Queensland are not being fooled by their 

innuendoes. It is time they raised the standard 
of debate in this Parliament and spoke to 
the BUl before the House. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Miller): 
Order! Before calling the honourable mem­
ber for Rockhampton, I again inform the 
House that, whilst I am in the chair, I 
intend to allow a wide-ranging second-reading 
debate. The honourable member for Isis 
referred to Opposition members going off at 
tangents. • Every member has the opportunity 
to put before the House his own concern and 
that of his constituents. I intend to allow 
that to continue. Can I say, however, that 
I am concerned about the unbecoming and 
offensive words used by some people in this 
Chamber, and they have been used today. 
This place is a foram where members of 
Parliament can express their concera, and I 
hope this place wiU be used to express that 
concera rather than to abuse other members. 

Mr WRIGHT (Rockhampton) (8.20 p.m.): 
First of aU, I appreciate the ruling you 
have given, Mr Deputy Speaker, as to the 
type of debate that wiU be permitted, because 
as we have lost the introductory debate it 
is important that we have a broad debate 
at the second-reading stage. 

I would Uke to take the member for Isis 
to task on a couple of points. While I sat 
back and Ibtened to him he reminded me 
somewhat of a doctor sitting by a patient 
with terminal cancer and saying, "Here, 
take this Aspro and it wiU be all right." 
It seemed that he was trying to present 
to the people of Queensland through this 
Assembly the idea that we have no worries 
because it is the National Party that is in 
control, and it is his Governmetit that is 
doing it. He tried to make out that his 
Government represents the people rather 
than the ParUament. When we hear that 
typ?, of statement I realise that it is tune 
that members of Parliament started to think 
very carefuUy, because it is Parliament that 
is supposed to be the supreme body that 
determines what happens in this State. That 
is the real problem here. If we are to argue 
thb Bill before the Assembly we must go 
back to the point of recognising that the 
ParUament will have no say, but I wfll 
develop that at a later stage. 

The member for Isis said that we in the 
Opposition have made a tiumber of accusa­
tions but that we have no proof. Sometimes 
one despends on past performance before one 
makes a judgment as to what one thinks a 
person will do in the future. If we are going 
to judge this Government and this legislation 
on past performance we probably ought to 
gp back, to the original BiU that was intro­
duced in 1970. 1 want to read a number of 
comments from the introductory debate 
ibecause it might just brighten up the evening. 
I want to put to honourable mMnbers the 
objectives stated oflScially in the record of 
legblative Acts produced by this Govern­
ment interpreting for the people of Queens­
land exactly what that original legislation 
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was about. These comments were made oii 
the State Development and Public Works 
Organization Act Amendment BiU 1970— 

"The introduction of thb Act highlights 
a new approach, a new outlook and a 
determined attitude on the part of the 
Government to plan for the preservation 
of the natural environment. The contents 
of the Act forms an integral part of the 
Government's over-all policy designed to 
cater for a more comprehensive approach 
in planning our total environment. 

"The Government's environmental con­
trol programme will come under the direct 
control of the Premier arid Minister for 
State Development." 

What a farce! Only the other night we saw 
that environmental control in this State is 
divided among a number of Ministers. The 
comments continuedr-

"This Act is the first major step to 
control actions and attitudes that are either 
destroying, or are detrimental to, our 
natural environment. It is also intended, to 
determine and implement methods of a 
remedial nature where necessary. It is 
pointed out that three measures to control 
this threat have already been introduced. 
Firstly, the Country Party/Liberal Govern­
ment introduced the Clean Air Act of 
1963 to deal with air pollution." 

What a joke! If we are going to look at 
past performance and consider whether that 
type of legislation has overcome air pollution, 
is it any wonder we doubt what the Govern­
ment is doing here tonight? The comments 
contifiue— 

"Secondly, it provided the Beach Protec­
tion Act of 1968 to deal with beach and 
coastal erosion." 

What a joke! This is hilarious. When one 
goes to Lammermoor or some of the other 
beaches in the Central Queensland area one 
sees what is happening. There is no control 
over erosion. In other areas where industrial 
organisations are involved there is still no 
control. The Beach Protection Authority is 
a joke, and yet the member for Isis attempts 
to convince us that we can depend on what 
this Govemment says because it is interested 
in the people. It continued— 

"Thirdly, steps were also taken in 1968 
to commence the measurement and study 
of water-poUution problems in streams and 
this is still in progress." 

Oh, yes, it is in progress all right! We have 
allowed legislation to pass through this 
Assembly that gives the Governor in Council 
the power to extend applications by up to 
seven years. So industries can pollute; they 
can do what they like as long as the 
Governor in Council agrees. That is the 
whole essence of my argument here. 

Instead of letting local authorities determine 
what b going to happen in these areas and 
negotiate infrastructure needs, .then letting 
this Parliament say, "We ouglit to consider 
these points in detafl'', we now have legislar 
tion that provides, in proposed new section 

43, that the Govemor in Council wfll decide 
whether the development application should 
be determined at State or local level. The 
Goveraior in Council is the one to consider 
these matters. Proposed new section 46 pro­
vides that the iGovemor in Council will be 
responsible for determining the development 
applioation. 

Government members wonder why we say 
that we cannot trust thb Government. Ten 
years .ago thb Government introduced a 
special .Act of Parliament that was .going 
to overcome all poUution problems, be they 
in the air or in the water. We know .that 
that has not been done. At that time the 
Premier said— 

"The Govemment envisages that a new 
Aot for the control of noise will no doubt 
be needed." 

Government members should talk to the 
resiideints of Queensland and fi.nd what ithey 
think of .the Goverament's Noise Abate­
ment Act. The fact of .the matter is that 
the Government cannot be trusted, and it is 
no wonder that the Opposition b concerned. 

The objective is sound; I do not argue 
about that. I do not think that 'anybody ever 
comes irito thb Assembly believing thit the 
Opposition should totaUy oppose something 
simply because ,it b the .Opposition. That is 
.niOt our job; I believe tbat we are supposed 
to constructively .and carefully consider the 
proposab before the Assembly. I am the 
first to admit that the objective stated here 
by the Premier in hb explanatory note is 
worth \vhile. It b sound. It reads— 

"The purpose of this amendment k to 
enable the State .Govemriient .to declare 
mineral and energy developments to be 
prescribed .developments if they are of 
critical economic significance to Queens­
land or if their infrastmcture requirements 
are Mkely 'to create a major strain on 
State financial resources or on local com­
munities." 

There b no argument with that objective. 
We understand that .there are m'any prob­
lems with, local authorities trying to say to 
'the mining industry and to big business, 
"Look, what yOu are doing here is affecting 
not only the shire in which you are situated, 
hut also surrounding shires, We know there 
are regional problems." I suggest to the 
Assembly .that the problein here _b not the 
objective; it b .the way of aohieving that 
objective. 

What the Government is asking the Par­
liament to do is give virtually a blank cheque 
not to the ParUament or to some Minister 
who is responsible for a department but to 
a Cabinet that is controlled, unfortunately, 
by one person. Government members might 
say that tMt is a bit unfair. 

Mr Wharton: It b unfair, too. 

Mr WRIGHT: WeU, let me take the 
point. We are saying here that thb inatter 
will be determined by Cabinet, because that 

file:///vhile
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is what the Governor in Council b. Instead 
of local authorities having the say and a 
thorough investigation being carried out 
and discussions taking place at the local 
level, the Cabinet will determine the matter. 

I bring to the attention of honourable 
members some of the attitudes that have 
been expressed by members of Cabinet to 
foreign'investriient in the mineral field in 
thb State. If Govemment members want 
proof, let them look at past performances. 
An article in "The Sunday Mail" in 1977 
carried the headline "Joh hooks the su'per 
rich Arabs". 'He came back from Kuwait, 
Iran and a few other Middle East countries 
and praised them for what .they could do for 
.the bauxite industry, the uranium industry 
and so on. He .tended to give Queenslanders 
.the idea that he was going to .get all that 
Arab money—.the petro-oil money. 

Mr Lee: Who was .that? 

Mr WRIGHT: Th'at was the Premier in 
1977. The next day "The Courier-Mail" car­
ried this headline: "Arab money possible 
for Queensland coal: Camm". At that point 
the Premier and the Deputy Leader of the 
National Party were saying how the Middle 
East investors could share not only in 
uranium but also m the Queensland coking 
coal projects. Now they are going begging. 

Then there was another newspaper head­
line, "Uranium ore on land used by Brazil­
ian milUonaire". At that time .the then Min­
bter for Lands (Mr Tomkins) and the then 
Minister for Mines .(Mr Camm) were involved 
m the matter. On 6 May 1977 this headline 
appeared in the Press, " 'We'U get millions,' 
says Joh on overseas deab". 

Mr Lee: The Premier, not "Joh". 

Mr WRIGHT: I am not casting aspersions 
on nim. I am repeating a headline. 

Mr Lee: Why .not use his correct ti.tle? 

Mr WRIGHT: I am sorry, Mr ex-Minbter, 
1 Have to declare it exactly as it reads. 

The article states— 
" 'We'll get mUHons,' says Job on over­

seas deals". 

It seems to me that in this instance aU the 
Fremier was conceraed about was not the 
environmental needs of thb State, not what 
WUI happen to the resources supposedly 
owned by Queensland, but the fact that mil­
Uons of dollars wUl flow in from overseas, 
tte speaks of the discussions that he and 
?Jf,.V*™n had in their recent trip to the 
Middle East. 

Another interesting article was published 
on 6_ August 1978. It pointed out tiiat the 
tr̂ H J "i?®? "̂"̂  80 P ^ ^^*^ foreign con-
lh!» lu-^ ^^^ ^^ ^°' one starts to wonder 
wnat this Government b doing to protect 
Queensland and to look after Queenslanders. 

Mr Vaughan: Nothing! 

Mr WRIGHT: As the member for Nud­
gee says, nothing. 

The article also says that 65 per cent of 
Queensland's mining work-force is foreign-
contrOUed. We know the attitude of the 
Premier and Mr Camm at that point of 
time, and it is also suggested that the 
Minister for Water Resources and Aboriginal 
and. Island Affairs has similar views. They 
want the foreigners here. Can anybody 
really imagine that they wiU be hard on any 
of these groups? They went to the Middle 
East and Europe to try to get this money. 
They went, to England to try to get money 
for Queensland to boost mining ventures. 
Does anybody really believe that they will 
be rough and tough, that they wiU require 
reasonable deab to ensure that the local 
authorities and the people do not have to 
pay? I certainly do not. I believe that past 
performance proves that they cannot be 
trusted. 

Another Press headUne reads, "Mission to 
seek Arab money". The article of 25 Feb­
ruary 1979 continued— 

"State Govemment officials will be 
encouraging oil-rich Arab financiers to 
invest in Queensland during a Middle East 
tour next month." 

Again the Government goes looking for 
them. After searching for their money and 
giving them an invitation, can anybody 
imagine that the Govemment will make it 
tough for them to invest? WiU the Govern­
ment say that a certain development will not 
be allowed because there are very strict 
rules under a special Act of Parliament that 
was passed in 1981? No way in the world 
wfll the Government do that. 

Mr Frawley interjected. 

Mr WRIGHT: The Govemment may have 
done that, too. 

I have a Press headUne from 10 June 
1979, and .perhaps there is something in this 
one, as it reads, "Joh to 'sell' Queensland". 
One reaUy starts to wonder how much is 
left. And so the Press headlines go on 
dealing with such matters as secret land 
sales, the sell-out of the State, Germans 
seeking to involve themselves in a steel mill 
site, and back-room deals by the Japanese 
on a coal project. AU of this is encouraged 
by the Government, and particularly the 
Cabinet. 

But tonight the Government is asking this 
ParUament to give total power, without any 
review or supervision, to that Cabinet to 
determine the rules and regulations under 
which these ventures will continue. I can­
not accept that. Whilst the objectives are 
Worthwhile, and whfle intrastruoture 
co-ordination plans and some type of con­
trol are needed to ensure that the regional 
authorities benefit and are not harmed by 
development and that local authorities can 
co-ordinate their claims on industry, I do 
not beUeve that this is the way to do it. 
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The member for Isis said that we have 
to prove our case. I beUeve that past per­
formance proves without doubt that this 
Government cannot be trusted when it 
comes to mineral investment—^and big 
investment b what this is about. In fact, 
in his second-reading speech the Premier 
referred to .big investors. He said that only 
projects which cost hundreds of milUons of 
dollars, or which have infrastracture require­
ments affecting several local authorities, are 
expected to faU into these categories. That 
is at the moment. 

Mr Lee: Have you ever heard about 
co-ordination between shires? 

Mr WRIGHT: Yes. In faot, a Minister 
named McKechnie in a Goverament of the 
same political colour as tbe honourable 
member tried to do it. He set up regions 
and tried very hard but the Government 
refused to give the project any money; it 
was starved financially. It was also a 
Whitlam plan, the concept of whioh we 
agreed with, but the Government did not 
support it when it came to financial backing. 

It is quite obvious that the whole idea of 
this Bill is to remove power from local 
authorities, from the ParUament, and to give 
it to Executive Government. I believe that 
this is simply another step in the extension 
of total Executive power in this State, and 
somehow that has to be stopped. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Miller): 
Before I call the honourable member for 
Rockhampton North, I want to quote from 
Erskine May's "ParUamentary Practice". An 
honourable member on the Government 
side pointed out that the honourable.mem­
ber for Rockhampton used unparliamentary 
words and I now have to support that 
statement. Erskine May states that a mem­
ber is not allowed to use unparliamentary 
words by the device of putting them into 
somebody else's mouth. I would like to 
think that in future members of this Pariia­
ment 

Mr WRIGHT: What b your reference, Mr 
Deputy Speaker? 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am referring 
to the member's refefence to "Job". I am 
referring to "Erskine May". The honour­
able member for Rockhampton used the 
words from somebody's mouth. I would 
hope that in future we wfll try to uplift 
the standard of debate in this House and 
in future refer to the Premier as the Premier 
of Queensland. 

Mr WRIGHT: I rise to a point of order. 
I accept your ruling and thiidc it is a valid 
one in the terms in which you have put it. 
However, when we quote from an i^rtiole 
or any other type of reference, for; the 
sake of "Hansard" we are required to quiote 
correctly. Could I ask you, in your wisdom, 
how that could be turaed into "the Premier" 
or anything else when it clearly says "Joh"? 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: I repeat that 
I am quoting frOm "Erskine M&y". Again 
I say tha.t we are going to upUft the sttendard 
of debate in this House. Referring to "Joh" 
does not uplift the standard of drf)ate. I 
have never been to any Parliament ji Aus­
tralia where the Premier of that State has 
been referred to by his christian name. I 
accept the point of order made by the 
member for Rockhampton that he was quot­
ing from a newspaper. However, I would 
hope that in future the member makes the 
point that he b referring to the Premier of 
thb State. 

Mr YEWDALE (Rockhampton North) 
(8,37 p.m.): The reason I wish to speak 
briefly in this debate is that I am concemed 
about some of the connotations of the legis­
lation before the House. The Opposition has 
justifiably expressed its concera that the 
Parliament of this State will not be afforded 
the opportunity to debate the agreements 
referred to in the BiU. That is a reasonable 
and justifiable criticism. It seems to me that 
a number of Government back-benchers have 
not bothered to study the legislation. It 
is only at this late hour that we see a number 
of Liberals prowling around in the lobby 
and the Treasurer talking to the Co-oidinator-
General about matters that are being dis­
cussed in this Chamber. So it would seem 
to me that 'there is some concern about tMs 
measure. 

Whether the Liberal members or the Nat­
ional Party members wUl say anything other 
than what was said by the member for Isis 
I do not know, but it would seem to me 
that the Government is attempting through 
this legislation to deal with a matter that 
is of grave concern to the State in terms of 
the infrastracture problems that are con­
fronting the large provincial cities and towns 
as development occurs in a number of areas. 

I agree with my coUeagues. We are 
certainly concerned about this. However, 
we , are concerned about the Govemment's 
having a closed door to this ParUament. 
The Government, which controls Parliament, 
will not give us an opportunity to debate 
these agreements. One Goverament member 
a few moments ago said that there would be 
a report tabled in this Parliament. That 
means nothing. In the few years 1 have 
been in thb Parliament I have not had 
the oportunity to debate the contents of 
a report after leigislation had been passed by 
the Parliariient that a report was to be 
presented. I do not think there b any 
valid argument in the fact that a report 
is to be presented to this Pariiament. 

New section 47 says that a development 
application for a prescribed development, so 
determined by the Governor in CouncU, shall 
be final. They are the ke^ words in that 
provision. That decbion is reached and 
win be final,'' Whatever we say in this 
ParUament afitenvards wiU not change that 
provision. 
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Mr Warburton: You won't get the chance 
to say it. 

Mr YEWDALE: No, we wiU not get .the 
chance to say it or to debate it. It would 
seem to me that the Government is trying 
to close the door. 

I am concerned about how far the pro­
visions of this Bill go when it deals with 
infrastructure. It says— 

" 'infrastracture' means those facilities, 
services and utUities that, in the opinion of 
the Co-ordinator-General, are required by 
or associated with a development or works 
and includes training schemes relevant to, 
and accommodation required for a work 
force related to a development or works 
and faciUties, services and utUities required 
by or associated with such training schemes 
or accommodation". 

I have been suspicious of this Government 
for many, niany years. The workers who are 
going to be associated with these develop­
ments, irrespective of their location, are 
going to be hamstmng to the degree that 
they will not, as an organised trade union, 
be able to negotiate as a work-force with 
their respective employers to obtain an agree­
ment relating to a particular constmction or 
a particular development. This has been the 
practice throughout this State and the Com­
monwealth for many years. 

I am suspicious in that regard, and I want 
the Premier, or whoever else' closes this 
debate, to tell the ParUament whether agree­
ments between trade unions and employers 
on any construction site, or on any other 
work that might take place, are going to be 
subject to the authorisation of the Govemor 
in Council, and whether if such agree­
ments are not acceptable to that person or 
body, they are not going to be accepted. 
The situation could be that agreements would 
be declared nuU and void after being negoti­
ated. It is clear that the Government has 
always been opposed to agreements between 
employees and employers. 

The Govemment has always opposed 
sweetheart agreements, but the fact of life 
b that they happen in our society. TherO 
are agreements reached, and some that are 
acceptable to both parties develop a peace­
ful work situation in industry, in construction 
work, and in other works throughout the 
State. I am suspicious of that, and I want 
someone from the Govemment to teU thb 
Pa.rliament that that situation will not pre­
vail, and that employees' agreements vrath 
employers will not be interfered with and 
subject to that approval. 

I^e legislation also provides in new section 

"The Govemor in Council may, on the 
recommendation of the Minister, aM>rove 
of the plan and thereupcm every local 
body and other person specified in the 
approved plan shall comply with the 

requirements of the plan (so far as those 
requirements are the concern of that local 
body or other person)..." 

Right through the l^slation "may" appears, 
but it b very definite that it will be the 
decbion of the Goveraor in CouncU, and 
that that decision wiU be final. 

Recently I read a statement by the Premier, 
that the supply of water to the Iwasaki pro­
ject on the coast at Yeppoon will cause no 
problems whatsoever. This relates to what 
has been said tonight about this Bill. Recently 
there was some costing done in respect of 
a pipeUne from the Fitzroy River to Yep­
poon to supply water to this project. The 
answer from the Premier was, "We are not 
going to provide the money. We are not 
going to provide the water in that manner, 
and the ratepayers of Rockhampton are not 
going to pay for it." 

On the one hand, we have a situation 
in which everything is going weU, and the 
Premier then backs down. He backs away 
from it because of the problems in local 
shires. We have a problem in Rockhampton 
with the boundaries of the Livingstone Shire 
and the Rockhampton City CouncH, and for 
years this Governhient has backed away from 
that problem. Local Govemment Ministers 
also have backed away from it. The Living­
stone Shire Council is still gravely conceriied 
about the water supply, not only to the 
Iwasaki project but to ratepayers within 
Yeppoon and the surrounding areas. 

The Livingstone Shire Council is sticking 
hard and fast to its boundaries, because it 
believes that it is entitled to hold certain 
areas in the interests of its own shire. The 
Rockhampton Oity Council is also standing 
off; The point raised by the honourable mem­
ber for Rockhampton in respect of local 
autborities and arrangements on boundaries 
b a valid criticism of this Government. 

Before , I resume my seat, I seek an 
assurance from a Government member that 
tiie connotations thiat'I feel are evident in 
the legislation are not contained in that 
legKlation,^ and that the Govemor in Council 
will not interfere with any working' arrange­
ments or agreements made,or tp be ma,de 
between employers and employees' on any 
development of constraction work. 

Mr "VAUGHAN (Nudgee) (8.45 p.m.): I 
rise to eriter the debate on thb BiU because 
legblation of this type causes me some con­
cern. We on the Opposition side have beeri 
caught before. Qfl previous occasions we 
have been given assurances by the Govern­
ment as to how honourable it is. However, 
in too many instances we have been taken 
advantage of. So I-do not believe that we 
should accept thb legislation at face 'ifalue. 

Personally; I would have liked more time 
to study the Bfll. It was introduced only last 
Thursday and, because of its ramifications, 
it would have been advantagec(as for us to 



638 State Development and Public [31 MARCH 1981] Works Organization, &c.. Bill 

have had more time to study it in detaU. 
I have, however, read the BiU as best I can 
and have some criticism to level at it. 

On reading the BUl I became very sceptical 
about it. I would have liked to beUeve that 
the provisions in the BiH would be applied 
in an honourable manner. However, as the 
honourable member for Rockhampton North 
has said, many aspects of the BUl leave a lot 
to be desired. 

The 'honourable member for Isb challenged 
Opposition members to prove our assertions 
that the Goverament is not to be trusted. 
That b exactly what it boUs down to; we on 
this side of the House just cannot trast the 
Government. I am concerned to see the 
extent of the powers that the BiU gives to 
the Government through tiie Govemor in 
Council. As previous Opposition speakers 
have said, virtually the whole power is 
vested in the Governor in Council. Of course, 
the Governor in CouncU is the Cabinet with 
the Governor sitting in. Everything set out 
in the legislation comes back to the Goveraor 
in Council. I shall deal with that aspect 
later on. 

To give an example of why we on this 
side of the House cannot trust the Govern­
ment, I want to refer to the situation that 
arose at Redbank Plains. Thb involves the 
Minister for Works and Housing. I know 
this matter has been referred to in the House 
previously, but it bears repeating because it 
highUghts the devious methods that the 
Government uses in order to achieve its aims. 

In 1971 the Queensland Housing Com­
mission acquired approximately 600 acres of 
land at Redbank Plains for housing develop­
ment. In 1974 the Moreton Shire CouncU 
brought out its town plan. (Town plans are 
referred to in this legislation.) At the request 
of the Housing Commbsion, the Moreton 
Shire Council spent approximately $300,000 
on sewerage and water instaUation to service 
the proposed development. In March and 
April 1979, the Minbter for Works and 
Housing introduced a BiU to amend the State 
Housing Act to enable the Housing Com­
mission to sell commbsion land without 
auction or tender. 

I want to refer to the statements made 
by the Minister when introducing that legbla­
tion. I wish the honourable member for Isis 
was in the House to hear this, as it gives a 
good illustration of the reasons why we in 
the Opposition cannot and wiU not trust the 
Government. As I say, in March and April 
1979 the Minister for Works and Housing 
introduced a BiU to amend the State Housing 
Act, particularly with respect to the power 
to sell land. 

Section 22 (1) (v) (e) was replaced by the 
following— 

"(e) The Commission may, with the 
approval of the Minbter, on such terms 
and conditions and subject to such restric­
tions, exceptions and reservations as the 

Commission thinks fit, seU any land vested 
in or purchased or acquired by it under 
this Act, or set apart to be used for the 
purposes of thb Act: 

"Provided that the Minbter shaU not 
approve suCh sale unless he b satbfied that 
such land is not now required for the 
purposes of thb Act or that such sale will 
serve a beneficial purpose with regard to 
the community in the locality of such 
land." 

Mr Lee: What is wrong with that? 

Mr VAUGHAN: That b aU very weU. 

Prior to this, section 22 (1) (v) (e) required 
that the land first be put up for pubUc auction 
or pubUc tender before being sold by private 
contract, unless the land was not more 
than 1 ha in area, in which case the Minister 
could, if satisfied that the land was not a 
desirable site for a house, authorise a sale 
by private contract without first putting it 
up for auction or tender. The amendment 
took away all restrictions on the power 
to sell except as per the further proviso I 
have mentioned. 

The Minister, in introducing the second 
reading of the BUl, said— 

"The disposal of surplus land is an 
obvious need for a business-type organisa­
tion. Needs change so rapidly, and con­
sumer demand patterns are undergoing 
such rapid variation, that good forward 
planning today can be aU wrong by 1981 
. . . That is the nature of business. The 
Bill clarifies existing provisions whioh are a 
littie cloudy." 

With aU due respect to a Government back­
bencher—it was Mr Austin from Wavell— 
he did raise a query in respect of the par­
ticular provision. The Minister, in reply to 
that poirit, and trying to justify that type 
of l^islation 

Mr Frawley: What has this got to do with 
it? 

Mr VAUGHAN: The honourable member 
should be patient. We have to listen to all 
of the drivel he comes out with. 

The Minister said— 
"Talking of land generaUy—and I refer 

to buying and selling land—if we are able 
to sell some land to enable a church, a 
bowling green or some particular com­
munity facility to be buUt, why should we 
not do so? We are catering for a need, 
and I think it is very important to do 
that." 

In July 1979 the Housing Commbsion sold 
the whole of the land, by private contract, 
to Rylance Collieries & Brickworks. The 
Government comes before us and says, "We 
on this side of the House are honourable 
gentlemen. We are not seeking to deceive 
this ParUament. We are merely trying to 
have a provision inserted so that we can 
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sell off Housing Commission land to a 
church, a bowling green or a community 
facflity." But what did it do? It sold Housing 
Commission land to Rylance ColUeries & 
Brickworks. Not only that, it sold that Hous­
ing Commission land for $620,000 on $62,000 
deposit over a 10-year period at 9.7 per cent, 
and the company did not have to pay a cent 
for the first three years. 

This is why we on this side of the House 
cannot help but be a little concerned when 
the Government brings forward legislation of 
this nature and does not let it lie on the 
table long enough for the Community to be 
able to digest its contents. I believe the 
Government is bringing it forward and will 
steam-roller it through for its own ends. 
I can appreciate the need for this type of 
legislation if it is applied in the spirit in 
which it is introduced. But I do not trust 
the Government and I do not believe that 
the Government is introducing this Bill for 
an honourable purpose. 

A special issue of "Australian Urban 
Studies" was released in November 1980. 
It was headed, "Queensland resources—<for 
richer or poorer?" One of the significant 
points made in that issue was-— 

"Despite superficial evidence to the 
contrary, the backlog in infrastructure 
works in Queensland, including roads, 
bridges and transport maintenance, is 
increasing." 

1 believe that the Government is looking 
for short cuts, ways and means of short-
circuiting the system so that it can achieve 
its ends. 

The point has already been made that 
when the Government goes out of its way 
to encourage people to come here by offering 
them all sorts of deals, there is no way 
m the world that it wfll screw those people. 
It certainly will not screw them as it did 
the BP consortium to try to get it to 
improve its tender for Winchester South. 
I do not believe that the Government wfll 
use thb BUl to ensure that the people who 
come here to buUd an aluminium refinery 
at Bundaberg, which is probably one of 
the things in the Govemment's mind in 
introducing this legislation, do so for the 
benefit of the people. 

I" May 1979 the Government introduced 
a BiU to amend the Mining Act to cir­
cumvent certain town planning provisions 

ij 1 ^"thority provisions so that it 
could allow mining in certain areas. 

In Uiat case it was Moreton Island, 
?i 1T? • ̂  ^*°^^' *^t «•" another occasion 
•tne Mmiister said that it was not for 'More-
ton Island, but so that the Govemment could 
allow Rylance CoUieries & Brickworks to 
mine at Redbank Plains. But irrespective of 
it'ne purpose, there have been too many 
instances where .thb Govemment has set out 
•to deceive this House, and I for one cannot 
accept what it is saying in respect of thb 
legislatio|n. I do not believe that .the Gov­
ernment s mtentions are honourable at aU. 

The h'onourable member for Rockhampton 
North referred to the application of this 
legblation and the local bodies th'at would 
be affected. The term "local bodies" covers 
a multitude of sins. The explanatory notes 
to the BiU state that— 

"The iterm 'infrastracture' . . . may 
include water supply systems, electricity 
generation and dbtribution, roads, rail­
ways, schoob, workforce training faciUties, 
h'Ospitab and housing." 

There has already been m6ntio.n of electricity 
costs, and again I come back to .the tariffs 
that are to be paid by the aluminium 
smelters. The member for Isb said, "Well, 
you don't 'have to worry about .that, we will 
get the most out of them." He referred to 
the company that liritends to build a 10km 
275 kVA Une, but the fact of the matter b 
.that I 'believe that in the past we have had 
situations where electricity has been supplied 
to large industrial consumers at about half 
the price that the electricity dbtribution 
boairds pay for their power. If members 
study the annual report of the Queensland 
Electricity Generating Board they will see 
.that the QEGB supplies power to SEQEB 
at a price of 2.36c a unit-

Mr Powell: 70 km. 

Mr VAUGHAN: It does .not' matter a 
scrap, it is still chicken feed when we are 
talking about a $ 1,000m project. 

As I said, the QEGB supplies power to 
SEQEB at 2.36c a unit, but the QEGB abo 
supplies power to other large unnamed indus­
trial consumers at 1.25c a unit—^almost half! 
The point I am making b that if thb legis­
lation is passed it wUl give the Governor in 
Council the power to make agreements, arid 
that is why we intend .to oppose it. 

, We know what, goes on. Thb morning the 
honourable member for Sherwood discussed 
what goes on in Cabinet. He was being 
airy-fairy about how democratic the Gov­
emment b, but the faot of the matter b 
that the Cabinet decides to introduce thb 
.type of legislation and when it is before 
Cabinet the National Party has the num­
bers 

Mr Bjelke-Petersen: I had 10 years' tnain-
ing listening to a Labor Govemment; I am 
well trained. 

Mr VAUGHAN: Sit back and ,get a bit 
more. 

Mr Bjelkc'Petersen: I had a good appren­
ticeship under you people. 

Mr VAUGHAN: I know the Premier has 
been well .trained. He has carried on and 
done any number of devious things over the 
past 10 years. He has obviously leamt a lot. 

As I was saying, a proposal goes before 
Cabinet and because of Cabinet solidarity it 
makes a decision which then goes before a 
joint party meeting, and presto it b a fait 
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accompli. We know whait h.̂ >peins then. The 
legislatioM comes before the House and 
Government 'back-benchers iare expected to 
support it. It b significant thiat .tonight there 
has been a dearth of speakers fjiom the 
Government side to support thb legblation. 
We have had the member for I s b — 

Mr Lee: That's not trae. 

Mr VAUGHAN: AU the member for 
Yeronga has done is sit there land say, 
"Hear, hear!" I told him to clock off hours 
ago. .He should have gone home. 

I am ooncei^ied about 'this legblation, I 
wiU not go light through .the BiU but, as I 
see it, it contains set procedures and ithey 
all come back to the Governor in Council. 
First of aU, as I see it the CcHordinator-
General investigates a development proposal, 
as long as it is a large one such as an 
alumina refinery at Biimdaberg,, a coal/ofl 
conversion plant at MiUmerran or a coke 
plant at Gladstone, and immediately he sets 
about investigating the 'development the 
local bodies dealing with the laind-use appli-
cation are automatically suspended. So that 
puts them in their place! Then it comes 
back to the 'Governor in Council, .and the 
Governor in Council declares .the develop­
ment a prescribed development. The Gov­
emor in Council then says, "Right, we have 
a developmant .that .b gtiAng to take place 
at the aluminium smelter at Bundaberg. We 
are going to declare .that a prescribed devel­
opment". ' 

The next step is that an infrastracture 
co-ordination plan is develc^ed and some 
guide-lines are laid dovra. Then the 
Govemor in CouncU decides whether he or 
the local body wiU determine the land use 
application. If the Governor in Council, 
or the Cabinet, or, to take it to the extreme, 
the Premier, thinks that there could be some 
problrans with land use, the Govemor in 
Council can decide whether he or the local 
body will determine the land use applica­
tion. That takes away aU the rights of 
the local authority. 

The Premier made the point that the 
Government would like to make the decis­
ions because it gives it the opportunity to 
expedite the appUcations. That is very luce 
but, as I say, I do not trast the Govern­
ment. The Govemor in Council approves 
the infrastmcture co-ordination plan. When 
the legislation refws to local authorities, it 
means those bodies dealing with water supply, 
power, hospitals and so on. The Governor 
in CouncU may allow the local authorities 
to negotiate financiail assistance with the pro­
gram's sponsor. But, having regard to what 
the member for Rockhaifi]^ton said, I would 
bet guineas to gooseberries that the Gover­
nor in Council would handle the negotiations 
and make the decision; 

The real sting b in the tail of the legisla­
tion where it says that the Govemor in 
CouncU is to first approve any agreement. 
Even if the Government aUowed the local 

bodies to negotiate with the companies, 
they could get the Govemment's ear and 
say, *'Look, we are being pressured a Uttle 
*it too much by that local body". 

The Governor in CouncU must first 
approve any agreement. As has been stated, 
it all comes back to the Govemor in 
Couricil and, quite frankly, I do not like it. 
This Government's record stinks, and I 
am quite happy to support the Leader of 
the Opposition in opposing this legislation. 

Mr BLAKE (Bundaberg) (9.3 p.m.): I 
wish to refer to some misgivings I have 
about the BiU before the House. My mis­
givings are not about the objectives that 
were stated by the Premier when he brought 
the BUl into the House. Considering the 
objectives that were stated by him, I think 
that the Bfll would receive a very good 
hearing in many areas. Fast and large 
development has taken place in this State 
and tremendous infrastmcture problems have 
faced local government. In many instances 
this has happened to the great detriment of 
the local authorities and the ratepayers in 
those areas. 

There would be general acceptance of 
the objectives if thb 'legislation protected 
local people from having to foot the bill 
to meet unreJasonable demands by large 
companies for infrastracture. Gladstone is 
the closest example, but there are many 
others. There are many in Queensland and 
in New South Wales. I saw Port Kembla 
and WoUongong mushroom overnight and 
experience all these problems. I have seen 
it happen in Gladstone. 

We do not object to the stated objectives 
of the BUl. The provisions of the BiU are 
particularly relevant to expected development 
at Bundaberg, and I say "expected devel(H)-
ment" because as yet it has not been oflicially 
confirmed. If a $900m aluminium smelter 
.project eventuates at Bundaberg the m, 
Bundaberg and Woongarra areas wfl suffer 
the same problems and pressures that have 
occurred in other places. Although I cannot 
give the exact figures of the projected mcrease 
in the workrforce, a round figure for the 
construction period and the permanent wor^ 
force when production commences wouia w 
of the order of 1 200 employees. That figure 
wiU be increased by dependants and aU in 
aU wiU create a veiy great demand tor 
housing in the Bundaberg area. That has 
already been evidenced iii. Gladstone, ana 
if honourable members realised the amounts 
paid for rent, subletting, etc., they wouW 
appreciate the demands by certam sectwn 
of the work-force for incrementa payments 
to offset the added cost of living there where 
it has baUooned with rapid develc^ment. 

Port development in the Bundaberg arw 
WiU require a great deal of vrark and a lot 
of infrastructure. At the present time the 
councib state that their funding and bor­
rowings are completely inadequate to keep 
pace with the desired development of sew­
erage and w£tter. Great pressure wiH be put 
on those facilities. 
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The Minister for Health was in Bundaberg 
recently. I do not know whether he would 
agree but I am sure it was forcibly demon­
strated to him that hospital facUities in 
Bundaberg have not kept pace with develop-
nlent in the area. Without thb infusion of 
about $900m and the associated pressures, 
hospital services are badly in need of expan­
sion. 

I have been asked to speak to welfare 
organisations in Bundaberg which are hard 
pressed to accommodate the demands on their 
services in these times of very stringent 
economic measures. AU of these develop­
ments impose further strains on welfare 
organisations. In many instances voluntary 
organbations carry out these worthwhile 
functions, and naturally they are very con­
cerned at the increased pressures. 

If the constraction of the Alcan smelter 
proceeds, it is the company's intention at this 
stage to cart the ingots to the port and on 
the return trip to bring in some of its needs 
by road. Today's "Bundaberg News-Mail" 
states— 

"Millions of tonnes of material would be 
carried over exbting roads in the shire dur­
ing the constraction stage, said Cr. 
Maughan. 

"The council might also have to build a 
new road and pressure would be put on the 
Port Road when ingot exports and raw 
material imports started, 

"Alcan would have to cover these infra­
structure costs, Cr. Maughan said. 

"The study says that heavy transport 
between the smelter site and Port Bunda­
berg Would use a route along Goodwood 
Road, Walker Street and Bundaberg Port 
Road. 

"Each weekday 180 track trips would be 
made along this route—90 return runs. 
Tmcks loaded with aluminium ingots would 
account for 57 of the one-way trips, whfle 
26 petroleum coke trips would be made and 
seven with fuel oil" 

The article goes on to state that damage to 
the roads would be tremendous and that they 
would be very costly to maintain. That is 
an iUustration of what large and fast devel­
opment wiU bring to the area. 

I share the concern of other Opposition 
speakers about thb BiU, I do not worry 
about its objectives— t̂hey are admirable ones. 
However, the Bill appears to represent a 
removal of power, particularly the power of 
scrutiny and objection, from local goverament 
and the ParUament to the Executive by 
Order in CouncU. I admit that one part of 
the BiU refers to the tabling of a report for 
the previous 12 months as soon as possible 
after 30 June in each year. That is after the 
event. It b too late then to defend any of 
tne powers or functions of local authority 
tnat might have been overridden in events 
r™.® HP to that report. It b too late then 
lor the Pariiament to scratinise and take 

5185-21 

remedial action on something embodied in 
that report. I have particular objection to 
that part of the Bill. 

The Bill was introduced on Thursday of 
last week. This is the first sitting day since 
then. I immediately sent to the Bundaberg 
City Coundl a copy of tiie BiU, the Act, and 
the Premier's comments. With the debate 
being resumed on the next sitting day we 
have had no time to get an opinion. The 
local authority has not had time to give me 
its reaction to the BiU, but I am certain that 
when the Premier's comments were read it 
would have been tickled pink and said, 
"This is exactiy what we want.", or rather, 
"It is very much what we want." That was 
my initial reaction until I went beyond the 
Premier's comments and looked at the Bill 
itself. 

I refer particularly to the decision of tiie 
Governor in Council being final and binding 
—I wiU not go into aU the detafls—on aU 
parties. We know that there wiU be no pro­
cess of objection if a councU finds that its 
hopes and aspirations about a significant 
matter are shattered. As the member for 
Nudgee (Mr Vaughan) said, in many of 
these projects it is a matter of trading off 
one aspect of Govemment expenditure in 
retum for one other aspect where certain 
benefits can be seen. This could well be 
done, with the local authority (representing 
as it does the people in that area) being left 
holding the bag on any deal. When I say 
"deal", I do not say it with sinister over­
tones. We realbe that there are not clear-
cut edges to some of these matters and some­
times it is necessary to have a trade of some 
sort. However, if something is to the 
detriment of a shire, we would certainly 
want to know that the councU has some 
means of appe^ also through its parUamen­
tary representative—not just through the 
Executive itself—-for receiving justice. 

It is the decision of the Governor in 
Council being final and binding on all parties 
that concerns me, in conjunction with the 
fact that I have not had time to get a 
clear reaction from the local authority that 
I represent in this ParUament. It is a dis­
grace that the matter should be legislated 
so quickly at tonight's sitting. 

Mr AKERS (Pine Rivers) (9.13 p.m.): I 
support the objectives of this Bfll whole­
heartedly. When a development of any size 
takes place, it creates severe problems of 
delays f'or local govermnent. There would 
not be one member who could not cite 
instances of developmental projects having 
created problems and enormous increases in 
expenditure. The objective of the BiU b to 
avoid these problems. 

As usual the (^position has gone beyond 
the scope of the legislation. It is exaggera­
ting the effects of the BiU and, I believe, 
mianterpreting them. By talking about 
Iwasaki's development at Yeppoon, the 
smelter and all the other 'matters they have 
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mentioned. Opposition members have 
ignored the very clear provision in the BUl 
which says that it will apply to mineral or 
energy resource developments only. Very 
few of the projectis mentioned by the 
Opposition would be covered by that pro­
vision. 

The Opposition is playing on something 
that is a fault of this Government. It does 
nothing to estabUsh its own credibiUty. It 
is totally wrong that inadequate time has 
been allowed for public perusal of the Bill. 
If the BiU had been allowed to Ue on the 
table for the time that its importance war­
rants, the people of Queensland would have 
had a chance to see it and local authorities, 
as the honourable member who preceded me 
in the debate said, would have had time to 
study it fully and advise members of this 
Assembly how they were affected by it. We 
would then have been able to get interpre­
tations of the provisions of the Bfll, and if 
spokesmen for the Opposition had been pro­
vided with interpretations, they would not 
have said three-quarters of what they have 
said in this debate. 

There are some matters in the Bill that 
concern me. I have doubts about its provi­
sions not being abused in the future. In 
the past, legislation that has been passed 
with goodwill in this House has been abused 
by public servants and sometimes by 
individual Ministers, and I worry that simUar 
abuse could take place in tiiis instance. 
Parliament will have to watch the position 
closely and ensure that, if it does occur, it 
is not allowed to continue. 

I am concerned, too, that the BiU over­
rules local authority town-planning schemes 
without making any real provisions for a 
local authority to make a positive input. It 
will have to rely on the goodwiU of the 
Co-ordinator-General and his staff for that. 
If they do their job properly, no diflOiculties 
should arise. 

My criticism is that the BUl should con­
tain a provision forcing the Co-ordinator-
General to take notice of what a local 
authority desires in its own area. The powers 
of local authorities have been reduced in a 
series of Bills that have passed through this 
Chamber, and that concerns me. The recent 
amendments to the town-planning provisions 
of the Local Government Act are an example 
of that. There is virtuaHy a State planning 
authority under .the Local Govemment Act 
without one being established in name, and 
this BiU will extend that type of provision. 
Although I do not believe that the Govem­
ment as a whole beUeves that that is its 
poUcy, it b introducing such provisions. I 
ask all Ministers to give some consideration 
to that, because State planning in any form 
will be disastrous for Queensland as it has 
been for New South Wales. 

As I said, if local authorities had adequate 
opportunities to make an input into the study 
done by the Co-ordinator-General's Depart­
ment, it could be very advantagous for 

Queensland. Many councUs have neither the 
staff nor the wherewithal to consider projects 
of the size that are envisaged in this legisla­
tion. Because most of the mineral and energy 
projects are carried out in areas in which 
there are small councib with large areas, 
the councils have not the staff, the experience 
or the money to carry out or pay for the 
studies that are necessary. The Co-ordinator-
General has the staff. 

Although it b not spelt out clearly in the 
Bill, I hope that when the Co-ordinator-
General carries out studies he wUl take into 
consideration more than the obvious things 
such as railways and water supplies; that he 
will also consider things such as mbbish tips 
associated with the projects, children's ser­
vices and other social services that are 
needed, and certainly have discussions with 
the Queensland Housing Commission and 
ascertain its ability to meet the requirements 
of the project. 

Because of the way in which the Opposi­
tion has interpreted the BiU, I have raised 
with the joint Govemment parties and with 
the Co-ordinator-General and his officers the 
question whether the BiU wUl apply only to 
mineral or energy resource developmente. 
That b an extremely important point, and I 
wfll support the BiH in its present form only 
if it is limited strictly to such developments. 
The projects about which we are speaking 
are those that cost hundreds, sometimes 
thousands, of miUions of doUars. Having 
that in mind, I believe that the Co-ordinator-
General is the only oflicer with the staff, 
ability and finance needed to control such 
projects. 

Finally, I certainly would have liked to see 
Parliament have the power to disaUow agree­
ments once they are reached, but I know that 
that would create tremendous difficulties. 
Tlierefore, because the benefits that will 
accme to Queensland from the flow-on of this 
BiU's enactment are so great, it can be 
accepted in its present form. I would have 
liked to move amendments but I have not 
been successful in getting them drawn up, so 
I shaU be supporting the motion for the Bill's 
second reading. 

Hon. C. A. WHARTON (Burnett—Leader 
of the House) (9.21 p.m.), in reply: Hrst 
of all, I thank those members who have 
contributed to the debate. The debate has 
been an interesting one, mostly because the 
couple of members on this side of the House 
who spoke to the BiH really understood it 
and were able to comment upon it, whereas 
although some members of the Opposition 
did know something about the BUl, most 
of those who spoke elaborated on matters 
that do not have anything to do with the 
Bfll. It is a shame that that has occurred, 
because Opposition members have had since 
last Tliurscfeiy to examine the BiU. 



State Development and Public [31 MARCH 1981] Works Organization, &c., BiU 643 

This Bill was not cooked up in Cabinet last 
week by the Premier or any other Minister. 
For many years local authorities have faced 
problems such as those referred to in the 
BiU. Even the member for Port Curtis admits 
that such problems have confronted local 
authorities for many years. 

Mr Prest: $159m in our area. 

Mr Bjelke-Betersen: You support the prin­
ciple in it, don't you? 

Mr WHARTON: Of course he does. As I 
say, this BiU was not engineered over the 
past week and brought on tonight. Most 
members of Parliament, particularly those 
on this side of the House, know what are 
the needs of local government. 

Mr Vaughan: What about us? 

A Government Member: That is why you 
are over there. 

Mr WHARTON: That b right. 

Mr Vaughan: What about giving us the 
same opportunity as you gave Government 
members? 

Mr WHARTON: All the honourable mem­
ber for Nudgee could speak about was a 
housing Bill. He should forget about that; 
this is a different Bill altogether. 

The Co-ordinator-General and his depart­
ment are in close contact with local govern­
ment, so they are aware of its needs. ITiis 
Bill is a result of those deliberations. It was 
not cooked up overnight and just brought 
along here. I should imagine that moat mem­
bers would be able to discuss a BiU such as 
thb, whioh contains simple principles. 

For the sake of members of the Opposition 
who do not seem to know, I point out that 
the purpose of this amendment is to enable 
the State Govemment to declare mineral 
and energy developments of major economic 
significance to the State to be prescribed 
developments. This BiU provides that major 
mining and mineral processing operations in 
Queensland enter into agreements with local 
bodies. These agreements must include pro­
vision to finance the infrastracture required 
to service each project and the population 
increase caused by that development. 

It b unfair to expect existing local auth-
omty ratepayers to finance urban roads, water 
supply, sewerage and recreatk>nal and social 
amemties required by major developers to 
service then- projects. Thb problem is more 
xeeniy teit when the pressures on existing 
^wns and cities are caused by large devdop-
ments outside such towns and cities. 

vi.I!'* government considers that the pro-
TOm of infrastructure for large mining and 
mmeral processing projects and for the popu-
noW«,f T'*^*''' ^y "̂'̂ •̂  developments must 
one^lr^'^ ^? excessive financial burden 
on existing residents of an area of the State 

or the State as a whole, or (b) significantly 
alter existing priorities for the provision of 
State and local goverment services and 
faciUties. 

The final cost of providing faciUties and 
services for the project and for the popula­
tion growth attributable directly to the pro­
ject must be borne directly by the developers. 

Now I want to reply in a little more 
detafl to the comments made by the Leader 
of the Opposition. He raised the matter of 
franchise agreements. They have been 
brought to this Parliament before and they 
will be brought here again. They are debated 
here and reasonable debates have taken place 
conceming them. They will come before 
Parliament again. 

The prescription of a mining or mineral 
processing development will aUow two things 
to happen. Firstly, an infrastructure coord­
ination plan will be drawn up and the local 
autborities wiU be able to legally form an 
agreement with the developers. That is 
important. 

Mr Vaughan: If the Governor in CouncU 
lets them. 

Mr WHARTON: Why wouldn't the Gov­
ernor in Council let them? The Governor 
in Council comprises all Ministers, not just 
one Minister. Why would't they want to do 
something progressive? They are not sus­
picious and frightened, as Opposition mem­
bers are. Opposition members are too sus­
picious. That is why they are on the Opposi­
tion side. 

The Governor in Council may decide that 
the land use application to the local authority 
should be referred to him for determination. 
Under existing franchise agreements, the 
supplementary agreements between local 
authorities and developers do not come before 
ParUament, and Opposition members should 
know that. 

Winchester South wiU be prescribed if the 
consortium proceeds to a lease; at present 
it has an authority .to prospect. Local 
authorities wiU then have the power to enter 
into agreements to obtain money from the 
developer for infrastructure. Isn't that what 
we are seeking? Only mining and mineral-
processing projects and not any project can 
be prescribed. I think I made that clear 
in the first place. 

Mr Prest: What about the big, multi-
miUion-doUar projects that are outside the 
mineral and energy fields? What other big 
projects are you talking about that involve 
hundreds of milUons of dollars? 

Mr WHARTON: I do not think I should 
waste the time of the House telling the 
honourable member. He does not know 
about Alcan, QAL, Weipa or the bauxite 
producers. The honourable member had 
his say. He spoke for 20 minutes and 
wasted our time. 
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The honourable member for Mackay 
referred to the powers of local authorities. 
Two important things must be understood. 
Division II increases the powers of local 
authorities. For a prescribed development, 
they will be able to form an agreement with 
the developers for the provbion of finance for 
infrastructure. For major State development 
projects such as aluminium smelters, it b 
logical that the State must become involved 
in the land use decision in respect of .that 
development. 

The Mining Act already overrides the 
Local Govemment Act and O^iosition mem­
bers should be aware of that. The sorts of 
development that could fall into this category 
are bauxite refineries, smelters, coke plants 
and the like. 

The amendment wUl not operate retrospect­
ively. I make that point. 

Mr Prest: It won't? 

Mr WHARTON: No. 

Developments which have received Gov­
ernment approval to date wiU not be pre­
scribed, so we are only going forward. 

An Opposition Member interjected. 

Mr WHARTON: I would like the honour­
able member to Ibten for a nioment. This 
is very important. All Opposition members 
raised it because the Leader of the Opposi­
tion raised it and they are all like a lot of 
parrots. 

It should be remembered that all Orders 
in CouncU under this legislation will be laid 
before the Legblative Assembly and can be 
disallowed. Many Orders in Council come 
before the House and Opposition members 
do not even look at them. They are tabled 
regularly and Opposition members fail .to 
read them. That is .their own fault. 

The Co-ordinator-General's annual report is 
always presented to ParUament. The Bill 
formalises this procedure. I pay a tribute 
to the Co-ordinator-General and his staff 
for the part they play in compUing the report 
and the important role they continue to 
play in the development of this great State. 

If developments proposed for Gladstone 
were to be prescribed, the problems being 
faced in Gladstone city for funding the 
infrastructure would be largely overcome. 

The honourable member for Mackay 
referred to the value of the State's mmeral 
franchbe agreements. They have resultwl 
in the largest alumina refinery in the worid, 
two aluminium smelters, a possible new 
refinery and probably .the first and largest 
synthetic fuel plant in AustraUa. 

I shaH now refer to some of the statMnents 
of the honourable member for Port Curtis. 
I think he is having .two bob each way. 
He said that he wanted .to support tiie Leader 

of the Opposition, and that left him out on 
a limb. Then he said that it was a good 
thing. I .think we can take it that fae 
thinks it b a pretty fair idea. Many of 
the problems that are present in Gladstone 
today could be overcome by the provisions 
of thb BiU. 

The honourable member referred to an 
amendment of the Local Government Act. 
That would be inadequate, because harbour 
boards and electricity boards as weU as 
local authorities are covered. The BiU will 
enable local authorities to attract funds from 
developers. Infrastracture co-ordination plans 
must be prepared. Therefore, amendments 
to the State Development and PubUc Works 
Organization Act are the most appropriate 
course of action. 

The Government is aware of the problems 
being faced at Gladstone, and one of the 
reasons for the amendment is to allow 
places such as Gladstone to legaUy form 
agreements with developers for essential 
infrastructure. That is important. 

The honourable member said that we had 
neglected housing. He should be commend­
ing us on the number of schoob and houses 
that have been supplied. MilUons have 
been spent in Gladstone in the last three 
or four years. I know it was necessary, but 
it has been done. 

Mr Prest: MUlions more have to be spent 
there to catch up. 

Mr WHARTON: Fair enough, but don't 
forget to acknowledge that a great deal has 
been done. The area is weU endowed with 
schoob, and we are catching up. I know 
there are problems, but the honourable mem­
'ber should at least be considerate enough 
to say that we have done a great deal and 
not condemn us for the housing situation. 

I commend the honourable member for 
Isis for his contribution. At least he has 
studied the BiU and understands some of 
the problems. He emphasbed the salient 
points of the BiU. He understood that if 
there are several local authorities involved 
with just one developer, the developer has 
the opportunity to play one off agamst the 
other. There wiU now be an opportunity 
for the Goverament to become part of the 
negotiations and ensure that the developer 
does contribute to the infrastracture. 

The honourable member referred to Alcan, 
as did the honourable member for Bunda­
berg. The Alcan development wiU abo affect 
my area. I am rather proud that a smelter 
wiU be constructed, but no doubt there wiU 
be infrastructure problems. Thb BiU wiU 
overcome many of these problems. 

Mr Prest: We want them aU overcome. 

Mr WHARTON: Be patient. 

I also acknowledge the contribution to 
the debate of the honourable member for 
Rockhampton. The policy of the Government 
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in relation to environmental control has 
always t»en to decentralise the activities of 
those agencies that are best able to handle 
such activities. Under this agreement the 
Govemor in CouncU may make land use 
decisions for very large and important devel­
opments. In most other States the respon­
sibUity rests with only one Minbter, but 
here it will be dealt with by the Goveraor 
in CouncU and so decisions wiU be made 
by a cross-section of Ministers. 

Mr Casey: Which Minister is actually 
handling it, you or the Premier? It is the 
Premier's Bfll. 

Mr WHARTON: Thb b under the 
Premier's jurisdiction. 

In reply to the honourable member for 
Rockhampton I make the point that if tough 
infrastracture packages are not negotiated, 
it will be impossible for some developments 
to occur. Without infrastracture, many pro­
posals are not viable. For instance, if a 
consortium caimot house its work-force, it 
win not get one. 

In reply to the honourable member for 
Rockhampton North—all Orders in Councfl 
must be tabled in the House, and they can 
be dbaUowed under Section 119 of the 
existing Act. That is the point—Orders in 
Councfl must be tabled and can then be 
debated. The honourable member knows the 
procedure. He abo rabed the matter of 
trade union agreements, but they are not 
matters that could remotely be regarded as 
infrastructure agreements. They have nothing 
to do with it. 

The honourable member for Nudgee made 
a long speech about not trusting anybody, 
but he could not expect people to trust him 
if he wiU not trust them. But that is not 
the point. The honourable member made a 
long speech about housing at Redbank 
Plains and criticised the Housing Commis­
sion. In 1971 quite a lot of land was bought 
at Redbank Plains for the putspose of housing. 
After investigation by independent people 
from the University of Queensland,, it was 
found that it wUl be another 20 years 
before we use that land. Is the honourable 
member going to say that we should aUow 
that land to sit there for another 20 years 
when even then it may not be used? 

The councfl was compensated for the 
money it spent, and the money b bemg well 
used. It received a good price. It was a 
commonsense business deal that anybody 
would have undertaken. Rather than have 
welfare housing money tied up for 20 years 
or so, it has been put to good use providing 
Mousing for people in necessitous circum­
stances. 

The Government is not looking for short-
outs, it BS looking for a rational way to plan 
lor large industrial developmemts that are 
mtical to the State's development. The 
^vernor m. Councfl wiU determine land 
use applications only in the case of mineral 

processing plants that are important to the 
State in terms of economic development and 
job creation. 

The honourable member for Pine 'Rivers 
rabed some other issues about mining devel­
opment. He understands the position, and he 
spelt it out pretty clearly. 

I do not want to neglect the main point 
made by .the honourable member for Bunda­
berg. I thought that he made a very fine 
speech untfl he started to express doubt as 
to what might happen. He would know what 
the local authorities .in tbe area think about 
these matters. 

Mr Blake: I do not know whether they 
have seen the .Bfll. 

Mr WHARTON: They know what b in 
the Bfll because they are the people who 
suggested the amendments. We did not pull 
thb BiU out of the hat. The local author­
ities raised these matters with .the Co-ordin­
ator-General, and then .they came throu-gh 
the Cabinet to thb 'Parliament. They know 
generally what thb Bfll is 'all about. Copies 
of the BiU have been available. They would 
probably know as much as the honourable 
member about it. 

I ithank all honourable members for itheir 
contributioins. 

Motion (Mr Bjelke-Petersen) agreed .to. 

COMMriTEE 

Mr Akers (Pine Rivers) in the chair; 
Hon. C. A. Whar.ton (Bumett—^Leader of 
the Home) in charge of the BUl. . 

Clauses 1 and 2, as read, agreed to. 

Clause 3—^Amendment of s. 5; Meaning of 
terms— 

Mr CASEY (9.38) p.m.): Mr Akers, may 
I ask through you whether our queries on 
this BUl are to be directed to the Minister 
for Works and Housing, who replied to the 
second reading debate, or to the Premier? 

Mr Bjelke-Petersen: To Claude. 

Mr CASEY: Oh, I see! It is a bit like the 
passage of the Essential Services Bill, in that 
the Premier is abdicating his responsibilities. 

I refer 'to proposed paragraph .(d) in 
section 5, which gives the definition of 
"prescribed development". I refer to the fol­
lowing clause, which seeks to add a new 
clause 30. It reads, in part— 

". . . for the development of the min­
eral or energy resources of the State . . ." 

I ask the Minbter: Why have not •th'os© 
words been included after the word "hand­
ling" in the definition of "prescriibed dev^-
opment"? If that were done, that would 
clarify the point there and then. 
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Unfortuniately, we have .not had sufficient 
time .to look at the BiU, and a number of 
consequential amendments could be needed 
all the way through it. Everything refers 
to "prescribed devetopment". 

Mr Bjelke-Petersen: That has been made 
quite clear right from the beginnimg. 

Mr CASEY: That may be Bo but, with 
respect, it b not spedfioally written into the 
definition clause. 

The definitions are all important, particu­
larly the definition of "prescribed develop­
ment". Unless the words, "of the mineral 
or energy resources of the State" are included 
after the word "handling", in the future 
there wUl be doubt on other projects. 

In my second-reading speech I mentioned 
other possible projects in the future, pro­
jects of major economic significance. Similar 
projects of major economic significance have 
been introduced into this State in other 
ways and under other Bills. If there is to 
be an all-powerful amendment to the State 
Development and PubUc Works Organization 
Act to cover any future prescribed develop­
ment, there is no doubt that, with the way 
this Government operates, they will never 
come before this Parliament as franchise 
agreements, particularly if the present 
Cabinet has anything to do with it. I there­
fore believe that the definition should be 
clearly spelt out. Perhaps the Minister may 
be able to explain to me why the words 
"of the mineral and energy resources of 
the State" are not included in the definition 
in the Bill. 

Mr WHARTON: I feel that the Bill 
covers this matter in clause 3 (d), and if 
the honourable member reads the Bill fur­
ther he will find that clause 4 deals with 
"Declaration of Prescribed Development". 
That states whether the development is for 
mining or anything else. 

Mr CASEY: Unfortunately the Minister 
has not given a satisfactory explanation, nor 
is my point clarified in any way. Because 
there is nobody presently available from the 
Parliamentary Counsel's Office to see if any 
consequential amendments are required, it 
is impossible to pursue the point. However, 
I point out to the Committee that the 
definition does not specify only mineral and 
energy resources. 

Clause 3, as read, agreed to. 

Clause 4—^New Part V— 

Mr CASEY (9.43 p.m.): Thb clause vir­
tually covers all aspects of the remainder 
of the Bill. It inserts a new part into the 
State Development and Public Works 
Organization Act and states how the "pre­
scribed developments" wfll be dealt with. 
It is all very weU for the Minister for 
Works and Housing to say in reply on 

behalf of the Premier that there are no 
problems, just as has been said by other 
Government speakers. 

The Opposition certainly recognbes that 
there is a need for legblation to assist local 
authorities to provide proper infrastructure 
development for these projects. Indeed, that 
we have such a Bill before us points clearly 
to the fact that the Government has not 
acted responsibly in the past when fran­
chise agreements have been dealt with in 
thb Chamber. Certainly much more satis­
factory deals could have been included in 
those agreements. 

When the BUl dealing with the Rundle 
oil-shale agreement was before this Assembly 
the member for Port Curtis pointed out 
that, although it mentioned all the things 
that would be done for and on behalf of 
the CaUiope Shire Council, it certainly did 
not lay down any proper guide-lines for 
what could be done for the Gladstone City 
Council. That could have been done then 
to help overcome the problems that exist 
in Gladstone. That Bill was before this 
Parliament only 12 months ago. Even 
before that BUl I can recaU references being 
made in other BiUs to the problems at 
Gladstone. We have finished up in this 
great pickle because the Government has 
not properly covered itself. 

I mentioned a moment ago that the Bill 
can be classified as a "not only but also" 
Bill. It is the "but also" part with which 
the Opposition is greatly concerned. The 
Opposition is concerned at the way the 
Govemor in Council can aot with regard 
to all projects. I wiU lay it bluntly on the 
line again: it is not just us but also you, 
Mr Akers, who have expressed that ojpinion. 
Prior to the election many other Liberals 
were expressing the opinion—and certainly 
the people of Queensland are now express­
ing the opinion—that thb Government 
cannot be trusted in the decisions made by 
Govemor in CouncU. 

Mr Hinze: Oh, hog-wash. 

Mr CASEY: The Minister deliberately 
misled the House in a statement thb morn­
ing. It was only when a letter was tabled 
clearly showing that he misled this House 
that we found him backing down. 

Mr Bjelke-Petersen interjected. 

Mr CASEY: The Premier b endeavouring 
to interject, too. Suddenly he has come to 
life in the debate on his own BiU. The 
Premier has been misleading people for a 
long time. The member for CaUide clearly 
pointed that out earlier today. We heard 
some Ministers in the previous Parhament 
pointing that out. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr 
Akers): Order! The honourable member 
will resume his seat. There are accusations 
by the Leader of the (^yposUion about state­
ments misleading the House. There are 
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accusations by the Minister of Ues being 
told. I ask both honourable gentlemen to 
treat this Assembly with the respect that it 
deserves. 

Mr CASEY: With respect, the terms that 
I used in relation to mbleading the House 
are parUamentary terms and quite able to 
be used by any member of the Parliament. 
Certainly the words being used by the Minis­
ter are the unparUamentary ones. Available 
reference books would certainly indicate 
that. 

Let us look at some of the provisions of 
clause 4. It is an all-embracing clause. It 
puts an additional Part into the original 
Act. Despite the comment by the Minister 
for Works and Housing that there is no 
retrospeotivity, I submit that it could well be 
that a prescribed development could be 
made now of a previous franchise agreement 
passed by this Assembly without its coming 
back to this Chamber for amendment. 

It is all very weU to say that the local 
authorities are to be given the additional 
powers or the additional opportunities to get 
infrastructure moneys from developers. It 
sounds great. Clause 38 of the new Part 
introduced by clause 4 quite clearly pro­
vides that a local authority must override 
its own powers, provbions or ordinances if 
it is directed to do so by the prescribed 
plan. That again is terminology used in the 
Act. Once the plan has been approved by 
the Governor in Councfl, whether the local 
authority likes it or not—.whether it over­
rides town-planning provisions, health 
ordinances or controls in relation to the 
environment—.it must accede to what has 
been the plan of the prescribed develop­
ment. That is quite clear in the Bill; so 
quite clearly the local authority is over­
ridden. 

Further, the local authority itself has to 
enforce it in law even though it may be 
unlawful according to its own ordinances. 
That again is the terminology of the Bfll. 
If that is not tying the Government into a 
knot, nothing is. If that is not making a 
rod for the Government's own back in its 
future relations with local authorities, noth­
ing is. The other detrimental aspect is that 
the effective determination simply .means 
that there is no appeal whatsoever. There is 
no appeal against the decision of Govemor 
in Council. Any person, group, body or 
company feeling aggrieved by a plan 'has no 
right of appeal to a higher authority. Surely 
that is a fundamental principle of justice. 

When it is all bofled down, the only .place 
to which people normaUy have a chance to 
appeal against a decision by Governor in 
Council b this Pariiament. It is only 
through the Parliament itself that people 
have the opportunity to raise objection. That 
is so with this BiH. It b overridden in sec­
tion 47 of the new Part. It says that the 
determination "shall be final and binding". 
The determination "shall have effect in 

law", irrespective that it b "contrary to any 
town planning scheme or any by-law or 
ordinance relating to the use or develop­
ment of land." It is quite clearly written in 
there. One can go on and on in that clause 
and see that there is no chance whatso­
ever 

Mr Powell: You go on and on. . 

Mr CASEY: Of course, the member for 
Isis gets himself completely boxed up in all 
these things. We know that he is endeavour­
ing to put on a show this evening for a few 
guests. 

Quite clearly the new section is a double-
edged sword. On one side it can be used for 
good and on the other side it can and 
certainly will be used detrimentally to the 
people of Queensland. More importantly, this 
new section takes authority away from this 
Parliament. That must be pointed out clearly 
to the people of Queensland, and I am 
sure they wiU feel that they cannot trast the 
Bfll. 

These are points that the Minister has not 
answered in his reply. He has skirted around 
them and gone into other aspects of the Bill. 
The Premier has been very quiet, because he 
also realises that there b no responsibUity 
whatever on the Goveraor in CouncU to 
report back to Parliament on any of these 
matters. 

The Winchester South deal was mentioned 
by me before. The Minister tried to skirt 
around it by saying that it b only an 
authority to prospect at the moment. We 
know that, but we also know that once this 
Bill is passed the Minister wiU get to the 
gate as quickly as he can to make that 
project a prescribed development, and by 
doing that it wfll not come before this ParUa­
ment. We will never get the answers to the 
questions asked about Winchester South. 

Mr WHARTON: I know that the honour­
able member has a fairiy good record of 
writing a lot of things into a lot of things, 
and of talking a lot of people into a lot 
of things, and tonight the honourable mem­
ber has given us an exhibition of that. I do 
not think he really knows what he is trying 
to define. I will try to put it succinctly so 
that the honourable member can under­
stand. 

The definition of "prescribed development" 
does not need to mention mineral and energy 
development, because the new section 30 
allows only mineral and energy developjnent 
to be considered. The new section 38 pro­
vides that local authorities may negotiate 
an agreement; they do not have to. The 
BUl gives that extra power to local author­
ities. 

Mr PREST: I support the remarks of the 
Leader of the Opposition regarding clause 4. 
It is very obvious to us on this side of the 
Chamber that the intent of the Government 
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is to hoodwink the Parliament, to take away 
the power of local government and also the 
power of this Assembly, and to give that 
power to the Cabinet and to the Minister. Of 
course, the Premier mentioned the franchise 
agreement with Rundle when introducing the 
Bill. That agreement was drawn up by the 
same people who drew up this amendment to 
the Act. The Rundle agreement was so good 
and so clear that the Gladstone City Council 
now has the great expense of sending some^ 
one to Brisbane to seek the advice of a 
barrister in an effort to salvage something 
out of the Rundle agreement. That agree­
ment is so cloudy that even the barrister is 
having trouble in seeing what goOd is in it 
for the Gladstone City Council. If it was so 
clear-cut any layman in the local authority 
or a highly paid town clerk would have been 
able to point out its worth to the council. 
Is the Minister basing his opinion on what 
was done in the Rundle agreement? We were 
told toni^hf that the Bill does not have 
retrospective application to companies that 
set up operations, in Gladstone in the past, 
and did not pay or subscribe towards the 
infrastructure. What members of the Opposi­
tion are looking at̂  and what the Premier is 
looking at, is the fact that Gladstone is 
looking for $l59ni to make up for the past 
mistakes Of this Goveriittient. 

Mr Powell interjected. 

Mr PREST: It has nothing to do with the 
local authority in that Tegard, because those 
approvals had been ^ven< 

• ' • ; ' ' . . f ' : • • ; . • < ! • 

Mr Bjelke^etersen: Does the honourable 
member want us to take industry away from 
Gladstone and start somewhere else next 
time? Is that what he is driving at? 

Mr PREST: The Premier knows why the 
situation has developed. His Goverrunent has 
allowed it to devdop. i He knows that he 
is in a spot with the Gladstone CSity Council, 
which is a National Party council. It has 
said that it will not allow any more industry 
to come to Gladstone; It will not give 
approval, so the Premieir is going to take 
away the power of local government and put 
it in the hands of his Minister. Local Gov­
ernment will not have a say and Opposition 
members will not be able to speak on behalf 
of local government in Queensland. The 
Premier is taking away the rights of the 
Opposition and the rights of members of 
Parliament. He is giving those rights to 
Cabinet, where approval will be given. 

It is no wonder that Opposition members 
are the only members who care for the local 
authorities in Queensland. Without us where 
would they be? Over the past few years the 
Minister for Local Government has been 
eroding tfie powers of local government. It 
has almost got to the stage where local 
authorities are nothing more than a rubber 
stamp. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr 
Akers): Order! The honourable member will 
come back to the clause under discussion. 

Mr PREST: The problwns have been 
created by this Government, and that is why 
we are opposing clause 4. As I have said, 
the very people who advised the Premier 
in relation to the Rimdlie agreement— t̂he 
officers of the Co-ordinator-General's Depart­
ment—are his advisers in relation to this 
Bill. We will end up with the same sorry 
state of affairs as we had in relation to the 
Rundle agreement. 

Mr WARBURTON: I simply want to 
direct one question to the Minister who is 
presently in charge of this Bill. I ask him 
this: In relation to a prescribed development, 
is it true that this Parliament will have no 
right to debate matters in relation to such 
a project? That is all I want to ask him. 
Is that true? 

Mr WHARTON: Which clause is the hon­
ourable member referring to? 

Mr Bjelke-Petersen interjected. 

Mr CASEY: I rise to a point of order. I 
think you called the Minister, Mr Akers, 
and I was wondering whether the Premier 
was going to stand to speak. 

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

Mr WHARTON: I can answer the question 
by, the honourable member for Sandgate. 
Tlie answer is simply that it will come before 
the House by regulation and Opposition mem­
bers will have ample opportunity to debate 
it. 

Mr CASEY: The very, proof of what we 
have been sajdng is in the words that the 
Minister has just used. It is government by 
regulation. That is the way this Government 
operates, and that is the way it will operate 
from now on in relation to prescribed dev­
elopments that will come within the ambit 
of the Bill. 

Mr WHARTON: I rise to a point of order. 
I meant to say "Order in (Council" 

Mr CASEY: A rose by any other name 
still smells as sweet—despite the fact that 
it is a stinking roger rather than a rose. 
It is still government by regulation or gov­
ernment by Order in Council—call it what 
you like. The point is that it comes back 
to this Pariiament after the event, with no 
opportunity given to members of this Par­
liament to do anything about it. 

The confes^on that the Minister for Works 
and Housing has just made highlights the 
reason why the Opposition is strongly 
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opposed to this clause. It is taldng away 
from this Parliament any powers that it has 
in relation to the matters covered by the 
Bill and it is placing those powers in the 
hands of the Governor in Council. Iliat 
has been admitted by the Minister. 

The Minister said earlier that this may be 
done or that may be done. (Juite clearly, 
the clause provides that once a plan is 
approved by the Governor in Council every 
local body and other person spedfied in the 
approved plan shall comply with the require­
ments of the plan. It is mandatory; it is 
compulsory once it has been passed by the 
Governor in Council. It stinks to high hea­
ven and it is another instance of abnegation 
by the Government back-bench members of 
their responsibility to look after the interests 
of the people of this State. 

Mr WHARTON: \Cght I just repeat that 
local authorities may negotiate agreements; 
they do not have to. The Act now gives 
extra powers. 

Mr Cas6y: Everybody shall comply. Have 
another look at the Bill. You do not know 
what is in the Bill, regardless of whether 
it is your Bill or the Premier's Bill. 

Mr WHARTON: Never mind whose Bill 
it is. The honourable member does not know 
anything about it, that's for sure. What I 
want to say to him is that the local authori­
ties may negotiate with a developer, and 
that will be a great help to them.. Opposition 
members are knocking local authorities. 
Don't they want local authorities to take 
part in this development? Then the matter 
will come, through a Minister, to Executive 
Coimdl and then it will come here as an 
Order in Council. The Parliament can debate 
an Order in Council laid on the table in 
relation to a prescribed development. 

Question—That clause 4, as read, stand 
part of the Bill—^put; and the Committee 
divided— 

NOES, 25 

AYES, 45 

Ahern 
Austin 
Bird 
Bjelke-Petersen 
Booth 
Borbidge 
Doumany 
Edwards 
Elliott 
Fitzgerald 
Frawley 
Gibbs, I. J. 
Glasson 
Goleby 
Greenwood 
Gunn 
Gygar garper 

ewitt, 
Hinze 
Innes 
Jennings 
Lane 
Lee 

Lickiss 
Lockwood 
McKechnie 
Menzel 
Moore 
Powell 
Prentice 
Randell 
Row 
Scassola 
Simpson 
Stephan 
Sullivan 
Tenni 
Tomkins 
Turner 
Warner 
Wharton 
White 

Tellers: 
Neal 
Nelson 

Blake 
Burns 
Casey 
D'Arcy 
Davis 
Fouras 
Gibbs, R. J. 
Hooper, 
Jones 
Kruger 
Mackenroth 
McLean 
Milliner 
Prest 

Scott 
Shaw 
Smith 
Underwood 
Vaughan 
Warburton 
Wilson 
Wright 
Yewdale 

Tellers: 
Eaton 
Hansen 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

Clauses 5 to 7, as read, agreed to. 

Bill reported, without amendment. 

THIRD READING 

Dill, on motion of Mr Wharton, by leave, 
read a third time. 

RACING AND BETTING ACT AND 
ANOTHER ACT AMENDMENT BILL 

SECOND READING—^RESUMPTION OF DEBATE 

Debate resumed from 26 March (see p. 
567) on Mr Hinze's motion— 

"That the Bill be now read a second 
time." 

Mr WARBURTON (Sandgate) (10.11 p.m.): 
The Bill that was just discussed attracted 
some criticism from a number of Opposition 
members. If I recall correctly, the hon-' 
ourable member for Pine Rivers made some 
comments about the time that members of; 
Parliament had to discuss and examine the 
proposals in that Bill. I understand that' 
that BUI was introduced last Thursday and 
debated today. The Bill currently before-
the Chamber is at least twice the size of 
the Bill that the House has just dealt with,! 
and the same situation arises. When the new 
Sessional Orders were introduced I was of 
the firm belief thait the Government was 
giving serious consideration to allowing mem­
bers of Parliament sufficient time in which 
to examine Bills so that they could approach 
them in a sensible and reaUstic way. I ^ t 
matter was raised during the debate on ithe 
previous BiU, and I think it is appropriate 
that those views should be restated at itfae 
commencement of debate on this BiU. 

Mr Davis: Another broken promise. 

Mr WARBURTON: That is for sure. 

One of the main thrusts of the Opposition's 
criticism of the 1980 Racing and Betting 
Bill was directed at the way in which the 
State Government, through the Treasury, had 
milked the sacred cow of racing to the extent 
that the racing industry, being the earner 
and provider of millions upon millions of 
dollars of revenue for this Goverrunent and 
its Treasury, has been denied a return that 
could properly be described as fair and 
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reasonable in the circumstances. There were 
other deficiencies in the 1980 Bill that both 
I and other members of the Opposition 
brought to light. It is pleasing to note that, 
if this legblation has a successful passage 
through this ParUament, a number of those 
matters will be rectified. 

The previous Minister in charge of racing 
went to some pains during his second-reading 
speech on the 1980 Bfll to suggest that the 
level of Queensland Government taxation on 
betting turnover was not excessive by Aus­
tralian and world standards. It would seem 
to me that the present Minister in charge of 
racing tends to agree with my contention 
rather than that of the Deputy Premier and 
Treasurer (Dr Edwards). It is to be hoped 
that the present Minister wfll be able to 
meet the many commitments to all levels 
of the racing industry, including the punters, 
that he has made over the short period that 
he has been in charge of racing. 

The Minister has constantly spoken of 
a betting turaover of approximately $200m 
by Queensland starting-price bookmakers and 
the benefits that would flow to the State if 
this enormous amount of money was 
channeUed through legal betting sources. I 
think that the Minister is perhaps pipe-dream­
ing when he professes that his new penalty 
proposals wiU end illegal betting in Queens­
land and result in additional revenue to the 
extent that he has indicated. The suggestion 
that the extremely high penalties contained 
in the Bill for contravention of sections 214, 
216 or 217, together with the expectation 
that a Dbtrict Court judge wUl play a tougher 
role in dealing with offenders, thus stamping 
out starting-price bookmaking, is certainly 
hypothetical, to say the least. 

The penalties contained in the Racing and 
Betting Act of 1954 were at that time cer­
tainly regarded as quite substantial indeed. 
Under the provisions of that Act, offenders 
dealt with for second and third offences were 
subject to terms of imprisonment. That 
was also the case on the last two occasions 
on which amendments were passed by this 
Parliament. In 1954 the penalty for a 
first offence was a fine of from $300 to 
$400. The penalty for a second offence was 
a fine of from $500 to $1,000, and imprbon-
ment from 14 days to three months. The 
fine for a third offence was from $1,000 to 
$1,500, with imprisonment from 28 days to 
six months. 

Further amendments were made to the Act 
in 1975 when the penalty for the first offence 
was increased .to $3,OCX) and included a pro­
vision for up to two months' imprisonment. 
For a second offence the penalty was 
increased to $6,000, with imprisonment of 
up to six months. Imprisonment of not 
more than two years was the penalty for a 
third offence. The penalties introduced 16 
years ago were then regarded as being the 
answer to the problem of unlawful book-
making. 

When the Act was last amended in October 
1975, Sir Gordon Chalk was the Minbter 
in charge of racing. At that time he said he 
considered that higher penalties should be 
introduced. He also said there was a need 
to strengthen these particular penalties in 
an endeavour to eliminate the SP operator 
who takes from the racing industry money 
which otherwise might be ploughed into 
racing. It is more than coincidental that the 
words of Sir Gordon Chalk echo the words 
of both the previous and the present Min­
isters—.the Deputy Premier and the Minister 
for Local Government, Main Roads and 
Police—when they supported the introduction 
of higher penalties in their respective Bills, 
that is, the 1980 Bill introduced in early April 
by the Deputy Premier and .thb BiU being 
introduced by the Minister for Local Gov­
ernment, Main Roads and Police. 

It is very strange indeed, but certainly 
not unusual, for this Parliament to be con­
fronted by inconsistency on the part of Min­
isters. On the one hand, we have Liberal 
Ministers in charge of racing arguing at 
great length about the need for higher 
penalties, including imprisonment, and on 
the other hand the present Minbter suggest­
ing to us that the complete answer to the 
SP problem is to force starting-price book­
makers into bankruptcy by imposing fines 
that they would find it impossible in many 
cases to pay. The argument goes on ad 
infinitum, as does the inconsbtency of this 
Government's approach to the matter of 
penalties for starting-price bookmakers. 

Not to be outdone, the previous Minbter 
in charge of racing (Dr Edwards) in the Rac­
ing and Betting Act of 1980, which I think 
we aU appreciate is as yet unproclaimed, saw 
fit to make further financial adjustments to 
the penalties for unlawful bookmaking and 
common betting-house operations. The pen­
alty for the first offence was up to $10,000, 
or imprisonment for 12 months, ranging to 
$50,000 or three years' imprbonment, or both, 
for a third or subsequent offence. 

I can weU recaU his saying with aU the 
sincerity he could muster at the time that the 
Government intended to take a firm stand 
on the issue of unlawful betting and deal 
severely with persons found to be engaged in 
illegal betting activities. They were almost 
the exact words of Dr Edwards when he was 
responsible for racing. He emphasised that 
the increase in the range of penalties was 
designed to restrict as far as possible the flow 
of betting money through illegal networks. 
He said that the answer to the eUmination of 
starting-price betting was an efficient TAB, 
effective police surveillance and prosecution, 
backed by the penalties that he proposed, and 
a concerted and continuing campaign by 
Goverament and the industry alike. That 
was his solution at that time. Whilst there 
was quite a degree of argument in thb Par­
liament about the nature of the penalties, 
the degree of the penalties and the manner 
in which the Minister wished to impose them, 
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nevertheless that provision passed through this 
Pariiament by way of the 1980 Racing and 
Betting BUl, which I repeat b as yet to be 
proclaimed. 

Mr Davb: What a farce! 

Mr WARBURTON: I suggest that the 
member for Brisbane Central is absolutely 
correct. It was a farce. That BiU arose out 
of many, many months of consideration by 
the Treasurer after lengthy discussions with 
aU sections of the community. He informed 
the House that that was so. Since that time 
I have had the opportunity to estabUsh that 
what he said was in fact the trath. Now 
here we are at this late stage after 10 p.m. 
debating another BiU for racing and betting 
in the State of Queensland. 

April 1980 was when the first Racing 
and Betting BiU was introduced by Dr 
Edwards. Before the ink has had time to 
dry, we now have the new Minister (Mr 
Hinze) presenting another penalty con­
glomeration without giving the 1980 pro­
vbions, acclaimed by Goverament members 
one after the other in thb House and passed 
by this ParUament, the chance to succeed 
or fafl. 

A procession of Minbters has come for­
ward with what were regarded by them— 
they argued vigorously about the provisions 
at the time—as harsh penalties designed to 
stamp out SP bookmaking. If one goes back 
through "Hansard", from the very time the 
Racing and Betting Act came into being, the 
arguments were put up by a string of Min­
isters that they had the answer to stamping 
out SP bookmaking. That answer was in 
the penalties and the way they were going 
to impose them. Thb evening we are con­
sidering a BUl Intioduced by a Minister 
who says that he has the answer, even 
though his predecessors thought that they, 
too, had the answer. 

We often hear the saying that the punbh-
ment must fit the crime. WhUst we as a 
Parliament are being asked to give our 
imprimatur to the penalties contained in 
the Bfll for persons involved in illegal 
gambling, it b difficult to reconcUe that 
with records which show that crimes against 
society, and regarded by society itself as 
being much more serious, have attracted 
penalties that are, by comparison, merely 
peanuts". I remind the Minbter and other 

honourable members that I went to great 
lengths to compare a number of penalties 
that were imposed by Dbtrict Courts in thb 
State with penalties expected to be imposed 
on people conducting what b , by law, illegal 
bettmg. To date, there does not seem to be 
any credibility in the argument put for­
ward by any Minister that the degree of pen­
alty fits the crime. 

The Minbter responsible for .the BiU was 
'the only Minbter other than the then Min­
ister m charge of racing, Dr .Edwards, to 
make a oontributiom to the debate on tiie 

Racing and Betting BiU in 1980. He made 
no criticism of the penalties suggested when 
he spoke to the Bill in April of that year. 
He said that he could only heap praise on 
the Deputy Premier and offer congratulations 
on the .preparation and presentation of the 
long-awaited Racing and Betting BUl. There­
fore, it is difficult to understand the Min­
ister's motives in changing what in 1980 
he was acclaiming and apidauding. 

We are being asked to agree to increase 
the upper limits of penalties while stfll giving 
the District Court power to impose lesser 
penalties in "speci'al circumstances"—what­
ever they may be. We also are being asked 
to 'accept that the ultimate act of forcing 
an offender into bankruptcy is a better pro­
position .than giving the Court power to 
imprison the offender. The Minbter is cer­
tainly out of step with all the other esteemed 
Minbters who have moved amendments to 
the penalty section over the years. Only time 
will prove whether or not he b correct. 

In .today's society, one sees numerous 
people in high places going bankmpt; one 
sees white-collar criminals going bankrapt. 
Honourable members are aware of the 
methods by which such people transfer money 
to members of their family and other people. 
As the Minister said, probably .the only 
way ,in which we wiU find out what effect 
the provbion wiU have is to watch what 
happens in the future. 

The Opposition wbhes to express its 
gravest doubts and concern about the way 
in which the clause relating to prosecution 
and penalties for unlawful bookmaking or 
Opening, keeping, or using common betting 
houses is intended to operate. That b the 
whole purpose of my contribution on .that 
point. 

The fact tiiat section 244 of the 1980 Act 
b to be left unchanged must also cause 
concern. The m'atter was raised .this morning 
by way of a question from the .Leader of 
the 'Opposition .to the Minbter. Section 244 
relates to the protection of and payment of 
informers, and it .provides that the court shall 
order one half of the penalty to be paid to 
the person who supplied .the information 
that resulted in the conviction of the offender. 
If the Govemment is trying to breed a nation 
of informers, pimps and bounty^hunters within 
the racing industry, I suggest that it is 
going 'about it in tbe .right way. A 50 per 
cent return on ithe new fine of $50,000 for 
being an informer or pimp institutes a sub­
stantial pay-off for activity of such a doubt­
ful type. One wonders what the Govern­
ment's reaction would be to a suggestion 
that similar pay-offs be made to informers 
who are able to come forward •with informa­
tion that leads to .the conviction of people 
for a^ault or robbery or murder or rape. 

My purpose in rabing these matters is to 
show the inconsistency among iMinbters 
who introduce penalties into the various 
Acts for which they are responsnble. Whilst 
we on this side of the House have no track 
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with pe(^le who break the law, I hark back 
to the fact that we have stated consistentiy 
that the penalty must fit the crime. I can­
not for the life of me see how any Minister 
could put forward any concrete a.rgimient to 
show that the fines or penalties .that are to 
be imposed on SP bookmakers meet the 
situation or fit the crime when they are 
compared with the penalties that are 
im'posed in the District Court for very 
serious crimes against society. 

The previous Minister for racing, Dr 
Edwards, saw fit to pubUsh a White 'Paper 
as a lead-up to the 1980 Racing and Betting 
Bill. Less .than 12 months after assent was 
given to the Racing and 'Betting BiU 1980, 
which as those 'honourable members who 
were here at that 'time will recaU was 
acclaimed as the panacea of all racing 
industry problems, we are again involved in 
a debate on the very same bsues. Whether 
or not the provisions contained in this BUl 
are better—^I have already admitted that 
some of them are—the fact that we are 
again debating those same issues is an 
indictment of the Government's abflity to 
do the job. 

Last year, the then Minister for racing, 
Dr Edwards, introduced a major BiU con­
cerning racing. He and other members told 
us what a great BiU it was and what a great 
thing it would toe for Queensland racing. 
Tonight, on the second occasion within 12 
months, and without the previous BiU's ever 
being proclaimed—^it was .assented to in 
June 1980, I think—we are faced with a 
situation where it is aU up for grabs again. 

I have carefuUy read the "Hansard" 
record of the 1980 Racing and Betting BiU 
debate. AU Government mem.bers who 
entered the debate were ecstatic about the 
provisions contained in that BiU. It wfll cer-
taiifly be interesting to see the reaction of 
Government members to these changes, a 
number of which bring about significant 
improvements. In faot, during the 1980 
debate, other Opposition members and I 
argued for .those improvements, 

I want to quote from the speech made by 
one Government member iri 1980 and then 
to advise the House which Govemment 
mem'ber it was. In referring to the 1980 
Radng and Betting BiU, a Government 
member said— 

"I beUeve that the Bill wiU be accepted 
by the racing industry as a whole. It is 
one of the best BUls ever presented to the 
House. As was said tonight, the White 
Paper left us in no doubt as to what was 
intended. I must admit that in the past 
few weeks I had some anxious moments 
when I could not get my hands on the 
Bill. However, it has changed Uttle from 
what was proposed. I repeat that I believe 
this measure to be one the best Bflls ever 
to come before the House." 

Mr Davb: Can I have a stab at who 
that was? 

Mr WARBURTON: Yes. 

Mr Davb: Russ Hinze. 

Mr WARBURTON: No, it was not the 
Minister. In fact, it was the member for 
Toowoomba South, Mr Warner, a member 
of the National Party. I quoted from his 
speech to show how Government members 
saw the Racing and Betting Bill of 1980. 

An examination of the Consolidated 
Revenue Fund receipts by way of State 
taxation for the half year ended 31 Decem­
ber 1980 reveals that totalisator and betting 
tax, together with 'bookmakers' turnover tax 
amounted to $12.4m. If the amount of 
$26.2m that .the Government coUected for 
liquor Ucences and permits is included for 
comparison purposes, racing rates as the 
Queensland Goverament's fourth highest tax 
revenue earner. It b no wonder that .the 
Minister, and 'the Govemment are keen to 
completely corner the gambling market for 
Queensland racing. As a matter of interest, 
the highest tax earner is pay-roll tax and 
stamp duty, with a combined six-month total 
to December 1980 of $243.3.m, which is 
$38.6m over and above the total for the 
same sixnmonth period in 1979. Could I 
suggest that that rather dispels the claims 
about Queensland's being a low tax State? 

Getting back to the provisions of the Bill 
—the betting turnover figures for totalbator 
operations is nothing less than astronomical. 
When we talk about racing and the racing 
industry, there is a need to ensure that 
peofjle understaind how big the racing indus­
try is so that they, in turn, can appreciate 
the need for the expenditure on faciUties 
foreshadowed bj; the Minister and facilitated 
by certain provisions contained in the BiH. 
That is important because they have to 
understand the magnitude of the •money 
involved so that they, in tum, can be careful 
when they cast certain aspersions or level 
any criticism at the expenditure that I con­
sider could be forthcoming. 

In 1979-80 the combined on ĉourse/off-
course totalisator operations turaover in 
Queensland amounted to the staggering 
figure of $292m, whilst Ucraised book­
makers' turaover exceeded that at $410m. 
That b the sort of money that we are talk­
ing about. The total betting turnover was 
$702m in Queensland alone. 

Mr Hinze: Plus the SP. 

Mr WARBURTON: As the Minister says 
quite correctly, plus the turnover for start­
ing-price bookmakers. 

An amount of $23 Im is in fact the 
amount above the total betting tumover for 
the 1974-75 period. What I am saying is 
that that turnover has increased by $231m 
since 1974-75. By comparison, the turnover 
in 1979-80 for soccer pools was only $17.3m, 
and for the Golden Casket, $41.8m. I sug­
gest that those two figures would pale into 
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absolute insignificance in comparison with 
the sort of turnover that we are talking 
about in the Queensland racing industry. As 
the Minister and other honourable members 
interested in the radng industry would 
know, the tumover figures in thb State in 
turn pale into insignificance when compared 
with the New South Wales figures. 

Mr Hinze: And Victoria. 

Mr WARBURTON: And Victoria. 

I shaU conclude my remarks on this aspect 
of the industry by suggesting that the advent 
of other forms of gambling in Queensland 
must give concem to those on the receiving 
end of moneys earaed from the radng indus­
try. We surely cannot escape that. The 
Treasurer is reported as saying that Lotto 
wiU eventuaUy generate $35.m a year for 
the Goverament, and that money must 
obviously come mainly from the pockets of 
Queensland gamblers. 

A recent report by Tattslotto, which was 
introduced into Victoria eight years ago, 
showed that only 23 per cent of the com­
munity had punted on the TAB but a stag­
gering 85 per cent had subscribed to Tatts­
lotto; 30 per cent of TAB punters punted 
regularly on a weekly basis while 75 per cent 
of Tattslotto players played it every week. 
WhUst the Minister in charge of racing is 
on record as saying .that a higher income 
from racing wfll be an inevitable consequence 
of hb activities, it must be obvious to all 
that the gambling barrel in Queensland can 
hold only so much and that there must be 
an effect on, for example, the TAB .turn­
over if any more forms of popular organised 
gambling are fostered by the Queensland 
Government. That is just a problem I intro­
duce into the debate, because I know the 
Minister b counting on the improvements 
that he is suggesting in the BUl, and future 
improvements I understand he has in mind, 
to bring more money into the racing industry 
coffers. I suggest he wfll certainly have a 
difBcult job if we are to see these other 
forms of organised gambling introduced in 
this State. 

I now intend to refer to the present con­
troversy surrounding .the proposed amend­
ments to the Anzac Day Act. It is true 
that the Racing and Betting Act 1980, result­
ing from a BiU introduced into Parliament 
early in 1980, does contain a section, namely 
section 128, relating to restrictions On race 
meetings on Anzac Day. It reads— 

"(I) A meeting shall not be held on 
Anzac Day to commence before 30 min­
utes after midday or at which a race 
is to start before 1 o'clock in the after­
noon. 

"(2) For the purposes of this section, a 
meeting shall be deemed .to commence 
before 30 minutes after midday if betting 
with a bookmaker or investment on a 
totalbator occurs before that time at the 
racing venue at which the meeting b or 
is to be held on that day." 

This ParUament agreed without dissent to 
that provision which appUes solely to racing 
venues operating on Anzac Day. The former 
Minbter in charge of racing, Dr Edwards, 
said in part in his second-reading speech 
at that time— 

"The times at which a meeting is 
deemed to coriimence have been more 
explicit than the prewoUs provisions . . ." 

That b the only reference made by the former 
Minister to race meeting commencement 
times in any of hb contributions to the 
debate on the 1980 Racing and Betting BiU. 
It b being suggested that the Returned Ser­
vices League, through representatives of the 
Anzac Day Tmst, fully supports the amend­
ments proposed by .the Minbter. It is my 
understanding that the four-person tmst did 
receive a confidential letter from the Minister 
for Employment and Labour Relations, Sir 
WiUiam Knox, concerning the proposed 
amendments to the Anzac Day Act, but 
it b also my understanding that the RSL, 
which, of course, we all understand is a 
body completely apart from the trust, has 
never been involved in any discussions with 
either the trust or the State Goverament 
or its representatives on the far-reaching 
proposal to amend section 4 of the Anzac 
Day Aot which refers to places of public 
amusement. 

I repeat that that b the understanding 
that I have gained from discussions that I 
have had with senior officers of the RSL in 
Queensland. I refer to a letter that appeared 
in this morning's "Courier-Mail" under the 
name of Mr Mervyn Qark, who is chairman 
of the Anzac Day Combined Parade Com­
mittee and president of the South Eastern 
Dbtrict of the RSL. Those people who 
understand what the RSL is all about would 
appreciate the importance of the South 
Eastern District as it appUes to the RSL. 
Mr Clark said^ 

"The South Eastern District RSL 
strongly protest over the proposed change 
which is to be placed before Parliament 
concerning Anzac Day. 

"This is to aUow ALL places of amuse­
ment to open at 12.30 p.m. instead of 
1 p.m. 

"This means that aU places of amuse­
ment wfll be allowed to open while we 
are still conducting the Anzac Day Com­
memoration Service which is attended by 
the Govemor of Queensland, Sir James 
Ramsay, State government and civic 
dignitaries. 

"Anzac Day is set aside for the people 
of Queensland to honour our faUen and 
departed comrades. 

"After changing under pressure, from 
a full day to 1 p.iri. in 1966 we thought 
that the Act would never again be 
amended in our time. 

"Mr Bjelke-Petersen as Premier and 
chairman of the Anzac Day commemora­
tion committee, should surely protect 
Queensland from any change in the Anzac 
Day Act. 
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"If this 'time of change' becomes law, 
then how long wiU it be before 'Anzac 
Day' becomes just another hoUday and 
create a precedent for further erosion at 
a later date. Where is our national pride? 

"Not one of the service organisations 
who are connected with the conduct of 
Anzac Day received any notification of a 
proposed change. 

"We strongly object to any move which 
will erode the significance of Anzac Day 
and hope that ex-servicemen and women 
—widows—children and people of Queens­
land wiU not be forgotten when our 
poUticians debate this amendment to the 
'Anzac Day Act' and ensure that it is 
defeated." 

Section 4 of the Anzac Day Act defines 
places of amusement, and I think it b 
important that I read it into "Hansard". It 
states— 

" . . . the term 'place of public amuse­
ment' means any building or any part of 
a buUding, or any enclosure . . . to be 
used as a theatre, dancing hall, or music-
hall, or for athletic entertainment or box­
ing, or for a circus or a cinematograph 
exhibition, or for any public entertain­
ment, amusement or entertainment 
whatsoever . . ." 

It also states— 
"It shall be unlawful for any person, 

except with the permission in writing of 
the Minister . . . to open, keep open or 
use . . . any place of public entertainment 
on Anzac Day before 30 minutes after 
1 o'clock in the aftemoon." 

So what we have here is the Minister in 
charge of racing taking the carriage of an 
amendment to an Act for which he is not 
responsible. The Act is administered not 
by him but by the Minister for Employ­
ment and Labour Relations (Sir WilUam 
Knox) who, to thb time, has remained 
strangely silent about the whole affair. The 
Minister in charge of racing is in fact using 
the Racing and Betting Act Amendment 
Bill as a vehicle to alter section 4 of the 
Anzac Day Act. 

Mr Hinze: By request. 

Mr WARBURTON: As I said before, I 
have no argument about the fact that the 
1980 Racing and Betting Bill, which was 
assented to last June, did in fact contain 
a provision that appUed to racing, but I 
have an argument with the Minbter about 
what he wants to do here. What is happen­
ing is that the Minister, by pursuing this 
amendment that he is putting forward, is 
changing the position not only for racing 
in this State but also for each and every 
other type of amusement that is defined 
under the Anzac Day Act. 

From the information that I possess at 
the moment I do not believe tbat itiie Anzac 
Day Trast, which consbts of four people, 
had the power or that it carried out any 
discussions with the principal people involved 
in_ the RSL or the commemoration com­
mittee, either prior to the debate on the 
1980 BUl or on thb occasion. If the Min­
ister has information that shows ithat .to be 
wrong, ithen I fi,nd it very difficult to under­
stand why Mr Merv Clark, a man whom 
I have known for quite a period and 
who b the president of .the Anzac Itey 
Combined Parade 'Committee and South 
Eastern Dbtrict RSL president, would not 
know about it. It is probably unfortunate 
from the Minister's point of view, but many 
Opposition members have reodved phone 
calb from iRSL clubs in their constituencies 
complaining about .thb matter. 

I .think it b important .that I inform hon­
ourable members of the essence of clause 
80, as this Parliament is .not bdng ask«l to 
ratify clause 128 of the 1980 Racing land 
Betting .Bfll, which confines itself .to race 
meeting times. If clause 80 did that then 
probably all of us here tonight who were 
present when the 1980 BiU was debated 
would certainly be som.ewhat hypocritical if 
we did not go along with that sort of pro­
posal because in fact we let it go through 
without debate and without dbsent when 
it was 'before the Parliament. However, we 
are being asked to agree to amend section 4 
of the Anziac Day Act, which deab with the 
time of commencement of all and every 
form of amusement and entertainment in 
.Queensland on Anzac Day. That is the basic 
difference. Certainly clause 128 of the 1980 
Racing and Betting Bill and section 4 of 
the Anzac 'Day Act are in confliot as .they 
stand. 

However, .under the Anzac Day Act the 
Minister for Employment and Labour Rela­
tions b given the power to authorbe 'the 
early opening of a race meeting if he so 
desires. He has that power at the moment. 
It 'b certainly mo secret that punters attend­
ing Anzac Day race meetings have been 
somewhat exaspenated by the restrictions that 
have prevented them from entering courses 
and betting on southern events. That b well 
known in the racing industry. 'No doubt 
thb b one of the determining factors that 
have prompted the Minister to bring the 
time forward to 12.30 p.m. 

That 'b aU very well for the Minbter 
involved with racing, and I do not suggest 
for one moment that that b not his respon­
sibiUty. However, an alteration to section 4 
of the Anzac Day Act affects not only the 
racing industry but every other type of 
entertainment and every other type of estab­
Ushment of .the kind I have d«cribed right 
.throughout the State. I do .not think that 
is the 'Minister's responsibility; it b the 
responsibUity of the 'Minister for Labour 
Relations. I suggest that thb Parliament insist 
that that particular matter be debated on 
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its merits or alternatively tbat section 4 of 
the Anzac Day Aot be divorced completely 
from thb present exerdse. 

On thb occasion the Minister for Labour 
Relations needs to stand up and be counted. 
He is Responsible for the Anzac Day Aot and 
I want to hear from him what 'he thinks 
about an amendment 'to that section of that 
Act. He has .the responsibility to adminbter 
the Aot, and he is the one who should 
bring in a Bfll to amend section 4 of the 
Aot, if 'the Government so desires. This b 
.the firm opinion of the Opposition and we 
wiU have more to say on that aspect of .the 
Bfll when the dauses are being debated. 

The Opposition b happy with a number 
of provisions m the BiU. We are happy that 
racing b divorced from Treasury. That was 
one of the proposab that I personaUy put 
forward on behalf of the Opposition during 
the 1980 debate, and I am pleased to see that 
that has in fact occurred. It is reasonable 
to suggest that that wiU show the sincerity 
of the present racing establishment in this 
State in that it wfll not be thought by the 
betting pubUc to be completely tied to the 
strings of Treasury. Because there was that 
connection, some people were saying that 
the Treasury took as much as it could out 
of racing. I am not saying that that wiU 
not be so in the future, but certainly that 
connotation is no longer there. 

It wiU be recalled that in the last debate 
on this legislation I and other members of 
the Opposition were very critical that the 
then Minister (Dr Edwards) had not seen 
fit to place in the Act itself the actual per­
centages that were to be taken in book­
makers' tumover tax and club levy. It is 
pleasing to see the percentages stated in 
the Bfll. If it receives a smooth passage, 
those figures will in fact become part of the 
legislation. 

It is interesting to note that club levies 
are being shown as a separate entity. 
Obviously that is because clute wiU now be 
able to get earUer returns. I compliment 
the Minbter on ensuring that that provision 
was inserted in the BiU. It b a good one 
and the sort of thing we were arguing for 
in 1980. 

I shaU just touch on the closure of TAB 
agencies. There is no question that this is 
seen by many honourable members as of 
some import. I know that the Minbter 
has suggested that from time to time some 
honourable members have seen fit to push 
for the opening of TAB agencies simply for 
electoral purposes. That b not so in my 
electorate. The TAB agencies were there 
before I arrived. Mr Harold Dean was the 
member for the area for many years before 
my election, which consoUdates argument that 
those TAB agencies were opened by the 
powers that be without any agitation from 
the elected representative. 

However, let me say this to the Minister: 
I accept that there should be an upgrading of 
TAB agencies in this State. I suggest to 
him that some of the agencies are absolutely 
disgraceful. Although the Minbter may 
not agree openly in ParUament, I know that 
he holds similar views. Walking into an 
open, barren room, facing a waU that is half-
caged, is not really conducive to a pleasant 
afternoon's betting, and his idea of trying 
to upgrade the facilities of TAB agencies 
is a good one. 

However, let me say to him that if there 
is any thought in the minds of the TAB 
of closing agencies in small townships or 
small business areas, I suggest that it thinks 
twice about doing so. The Goverament has 
an obligation not only to punters but also 
to small businesses in areas adjacent to 
TAB agendes. I am thinking in a parochial 
way about the suburb of Shorncliffe. It is a 
rather isolated area, but a small business 
community survives in one street. Possibly 
there were three reasons for that; now there 
are only two. It had a hotel, a post ofiBce, and 
a TAB agency. The post office has gone 
because Australia Post does not take into 
consideration arguments of the type that I 
am now putting forward, but I suggest .that 
they are arguments that must be considered. 
If the TAB agency is closed, the small bus­
inesses will suffer drastically and there will be 
closures. 

I do not know whether officers of the TAB 
really consider what is going to happen in 
future in situations such as that. It is 
sufficient to inform them that Housing Com­
mission units are being developed in the 
Shorncliffe area and that, at long last, the 
suburb is coming to Ufe because new people 
are moving into it. The TAB must take into 
account forward planning when making up 
its mind whether or not to close agendes. 
It must not look only at the turaover of a 
particular agency in any one week; it must 
look at projections for the future and take 
the smaU business people into account. 

Shorncliffe is a very good example, because 
if the TAB agency there were to close, 
dozens and dozens of punters who now 
place thdr bets at that agency would not 
be able to bet anywhere else. There are a 
number of reasons for that. I shaU not go 
into them fully, but one is transport and 
another is the age of the people and thdr 
lack of mobiUty, if I might put it that 
way. They Uke to place small bets, and 
they will not be able to bet on credit by 
telephone if the TAB agency is closed. 

Having said that, I certainly hope that the 
Minister wfll take those comments on board. 
I expect that he will. 

Mr Hinze: I guarantee to take them on 
board. 

Mr WARBURTON: I thank the Minister. 
That is very reassuring. 
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I wish to make only a couple more com­
ments, one of which relates to the Mt Isa 
episode. I do not vrish to go into it to 
any great extent, but I think it is incumbent 
upon the Minister to bring down, as he said 
he would, a fuU report. It is a very serious 
matter, and a number of members of the 
Opposition could easUy have pursued it in 
this Chamber. Some of the allegations that 
have been made to us and some of the 
statutory declarations that we have in our 
possession are such that they would be of 
considerable concern to the racing industry 
in this State. We have refrained from pur­
suing this matter because the Minister for 
racing has given a clear indication that he 
intends to bring down some sort of report. 
I hope that he wUl do so as early as po^ible. 
If I could finish on this note 

Mr Moore: You have finished more times 
than Madam Melba. 

Mr WARBURTON: One consolation is 
that at least I start, which is more than 
I can say for the honourable member for 
Windsor. 

Two matters conceraing the Mt Isa 
incident interest me greatly. One is the fact 
that for quite a lengthy .period the associa­
tion in the town had had no contact from 
either the Minister or his officers. I could 
not understand that. I hope that the Minister 
wfll be able to answer that query. 

The other matter is that I ipersonally have 
grave doubts about the powers of the police 
to take the action that they took in Mt Isa. 
What the police did was to bring along 
to the racecourse at Mt Isa a person who 
they claimed was a vet or had veterinary 
qualifications and they then took numerous 
'blood samples from horses before the races 
commenced. The police overrode the 
authority of the stewards, which is important 
in itself, and whether or not the police have 
the power under the Act to do that sort 
of thing is something that I want to know. 

As I say. Opposition members have 
refrained from pursuing this matter. Could 
I say to the Minister that that was done 
in the hope that it was in the interests of 
/ucing? Maybe we were foolish not to pursue 
the matter further. However, I certainly 
want to know whether I am correct in 
assuming that the Act as it now stands— 
not the BiH that was brought forward in 
1980—does not give police the power to 
take the action that they took in Mt Isa. 

In relation to the definition of the general 
powers, functions and duties of members of 
the Police Force, the Act provides that 
every member of the Police Force shall 
at all times cause the provisions of thb Act 
to be duly observed and any such member 
may make any inquiry, investigations, inspec­
tion or examination which in the opinion of 
such member is necessary to establish whether 
or not a breach of this Act has been or is 
being or is intended to be committed. 

That is the only provision in the Act that 
has, or could have, any relevance to what 
occurred in Mt Isa. My interpretation of 
that provision is that the police certainly 
did not have the power to do what they did. 
In the light of what I have said about the 
Opporftion's attitude, I sincerely ask the 
Minister to advise us when we can expect 
to see a report on the Mt Isa episode. I am 
sure that the Minister wiU co-operate in that 
matter. 

For the sake of the honourable member 
for Windsor, I shall conclude by saying that 
I could not be more pleased that the Brisbane 
Amateur Turf Club has, through the good 
graces of the Minbter, agreed to develop 
what is commonly known as the Deagon 
Racecourse as a top horse-training complex. 
Honourable members wUl appreciate that I 
have been pursuing this matter for a lengthy 
period. I sincerely believe that if that land 
at Deagon, which b presently used for train­
ing but is certainly not upgraded to the 
extent required for proper training, had 
been sold or disposed of by the BATC, it 
would have been a sad blow to racing in 
Queensland. That would not have been 
showing the sort of forethought that thb 
industry needs. 

We have SL splendid opportunity to 
develop that aiea as a top-rating tiaining 
complex. The land b there. I have been 
over this ground many times. It b about 
100 acres in area. It is bigger than the 
BATC's Doomben complek. With the sort 
of foresight that I believe the people in 
control of the project 'have, and provided 
they are prepared to take the advice of 
others who have already carried out this 
sort of work in other States and countries, 
we could have a show-place. 

That is very important not oifly to the 
racing industry but abo tb what members 
from time to time tal'k about— t̂he tourbt 
industry. If we want to .project tourism into 
an area we must encourage people to go 
there. A show-place which would aUow the 
viewing of horses in a proper area such as 
I envisage, would be conducive to tourism. 
It is the sort of thing that we need. I 
know that the Minister appreciates that, on 
a number of occasions, I have expounded 
the virtues of the Epsom training track. I 
have said also that Deagon would be a 
much better project than Epsom. Epsom 
certainly lacks a lot, and I wil not go into 
that again. 

I should like to quote from a booklet 
given to me by one of my constituents. It 
refers to a training complex in South Africa. 
Honourable members wiU appreciate the 
simflarity between thb storjf and what we 
are finding in the racing industry in the 
main cities of this State. It reads— 

"For many years of Durban's radng 
history, trainers had stables on their own 
properties—on the ridge, near the race­
course or near the beach. 
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'̂ Horses were trained on the beach or 
at the racecourse. 

"At the time dirt roads made it easy 
for the animals to be walked between 
their stables and their trainmg grounds. 

"As Durban grew, however, these pri­
vate stables were gradually squeezed out. 

"In 1930, the Durban Turf Club bought 
10 acres of land near the Stamford HiU 
railway station, an area which was con­
venient both to the beach and to the 
racecourse at Greyville. This was named, 
Newmarket. Initially a stabling block 
was built for 200 horses and tiieir grooms. 
This grew until eventuaUy it could stable 
more than 400 local and visiting horses 
during the winter racing season. New­
market worked splendidly for many years 
but in time it became more and more 
hazardous to walk horses through the 
traffic to and from the beach and the 
racecourse. 

"Not surprisingly, 'the City Council 
objected. Besides, the area of beach avail­
able for training and exercise was rapidly 
shrinking. Qearly Newmarket was no 
longer suitable and a permanent training 
centre would have to be found." 

After a careful survey of sites, that occurred. 
If honourable members look at the booklet 
they wiU see photographs depicting an out­
standing example of a training complex. If 
that was duplicated at Deagon, we would 
certainly have something to be proud of. 

I must pass a few comments about Albion 
Park. I was interested to read an article by 
the turf writer, Jim Anderson, in which he 
said— 

"Any doubts about Albion Park's future 
as a galloping venue have been dbpeUed—• 
for the present anyway. 

"Thb follows a dramatic 12.75 per cent 
increase in attendances at the Creek in the 
1979-80 financial year. 

"Surprising because, almost without 
exception, race clubs throughout the 
country are reporting smaUer crowds." 

Let me simply say to honourable members 
and those people who had any doubts about 
the Minister's wiU to proceed with his con­
troversial actions at Albion Park .that if they 
had recaUed what he said during the debate 
on the Racing and Betting BiU in 1980 
It would have been clear .that when the 
Minister got hb hands on the racing port­
folio he would do certain things. He said— 

"I hope that the time is not too far 
distant when the Albion Park Racecourse 
will be solely a .trotting complex. There 
are great trotting complexes in other States 
of Australia. I .think particularly of 
Moonee VaUey and Harold Park. Brbbane 
certainly needs its own trotting track, and 
I believe it should be at Albion Park. The 
complex should be owned by the trotting 
club. I .think that in the weeks and months 
ahead an endeavour wfll be made to see 

whether it is possible to make this area 
available to the trotting industry so that 
it can provide a track of about 5 i fur­
longs. If that could be done, it would be 
the best track in Australia. I have had 
a good look at the track from all angles, 
and I would say that the sand track, which 
b nearly 6 furlongs in diameter, could be 
turaed into the best trotting track in 
Australia. At present the trotters race 
clockwise. At aU other tracks they race 
anti-clockwbe. It would be possible for 
.the trotters to race anti-clockwise at Albion 
Park. A good grandstand could be built. 
With a kick in the right direction, the 
trotting industry wiU go ahead in leaps and 
bounds." 

If anybody had any doubts about what would 
occur when the Minister obtained the reins 
of racing in this State, that quotation would 
certainly dispel those doubts. 

Let me conclude by saying to the Minbter 
that only time will tell whether he has made 
the right decision in throwing gaUoping out 
of Albion Park and reserving it for the sole 
purpose of trotting. 

Hon. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—Minbter 
for Local Government, Main Roads and 
PoUce): Mr Speaker, I seek the indulgence 
of the House to iriake a statement concern­
ing the Anzac Day section of the BiH that 
might, I beUeve, shorten proceedings and 
eliminate a lot of repetition. 

(Leave granted.) 

Hem. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—Minister 
for Local Government, Main koads and 
Police) (11.17 p.m.): Since the introduc­
tion of this BiU in thb Chamber last Thurs­
day, a serious and disturbing misunderstanding 
seems to have arisen in relation to amend­
ments to the Anzac Day Act. 

Press reports of last Friday suggested that 
the Government was legislating .to allow race 
clubs to open thdr gates on Anzac Day at 
11.30 a.m. and to conduct their first race 
at some time after 12 noon. Thb is com­
pletely contrary to the Government's pro­
posal. Some honourable members have, 
unfortunately, chosen to use this Press report 
as the basb for .their public comment on 
the Government's amendments. 

Under the provisions of the present Anzac 
Day Act, a sporting or charitable club can­
not open its gates before 1 p.m. or con­
duct an event before 1.30 p.m. on Anzac 
Day. The Radng and Betting Act 1980 
provides that race clubs may open their gates 
at 12.30 p.m. and conduct their first race 
at any time after I p.m. The amendments 
proposed for the Anzac Day Act merdy 
bring the provisions of that Act into line 
with those of the Racing and Betting Act 
1980 as they relate to the time provisions 
for race meetings on Anzac Day. 
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The amendments which we are debating 
this evening enjoy the approval of two import­
ant bodies involved with the commemoration 
of Anzac Day, and I refer Mr Speaker, of 
course, to the Returaed Services League and 
the Anzac Day Trast. I understand that the 
RSL issued a statement this aftemoon deny­
ing that it had not been consulted by the 
Government in relation to the amendments. 

In his statement, Mr Freeman said .the 
RSL was completely satisfied that the Govem­
ment was not acting in any way to impinge 
upon the sanctity of Anzac Day. He added 
that the Government had aded responsibly 
by allowinjg organisations such as the RSL 
and the Anzac Day Trust to examine and 
comment on the proposed amendments. 

Mr Bums: Who said that? 

Mr HINZE: The secretary, Mr Freeman. 

I say that in order to try to eUminate the 
controversy that has developed, which is 
not of my making. I can say quite cate­
gorically that it is not the intention of the 
Government to upset the sanctity of Anzac 
Day in any way. The member for Sandgate 
suggested that the Minister for Employment 
and Labour Relations should be here. I 
have a letter from the Department of Labour 
Relations and a letter from the Department 
of Local Government. I will read them if 
honourable members desire me to do so. 
They cover the attitude of the Department 
of Labour Relations in this matter. 

Mr Burns: Incorporate them in "Han­
sard." 

Mr HINZE: AU right, I table the letters 
and seek leave to have them incorporated in 
"Hansard". 

(Leave granted.) 

Whereupon the honourable gentleman laid 
on the table the following letters— 

March 2, 1981 
Dear Sir, 

I enclose a copy of a memorandum 
which has been prepared for the advice 
of the Minister for Local Government, 
Main Roads and Police, the Honourable 
R. J. Hinze. 

As you may be aware the Racing and 
Betting Act 1980, whioh is yet to be pro­
claimed, contains certain provisions which 
wiU require complementary amendments 
to be made to the Anzac Day Act 1921-
1976. These amendments wfll be necessary 
mainly to protect the present level of 
income of the Anzac Day Trust Fund. 

In formulating the recommendations 
contained in the memorandum officers of 
this Department and the Stamp Duties 
Office have attempted to remedy certain 
administrative problems and to generally 
place the interests of the Anzac Day Tmst 
and of the radng industry in more realistic 
yet respectful perspective. 

As it would be most advantageous to 
have any changes to the Anzac Day Act 
effective from the date of proclamation of 
the Racing and Betting Act, I am sug­
gesting that you may see advantage in 
having these amendments incorporated in 
the same BiU as wiU contain amendments 
to the Racing and Betting Act. This Bill 
is presently being prepare and shaU be 
introduced during the forthcoming Session 
of Parliament. 

Officers of the Department are avail­
able at any time to consult with you or 
your officers upon any facets of the sug­
gested changes. Perhaps, in view of the 
proposed legblative timetable, consulta­
tions should commence at the eariiest pos­
sible opportunity. 

I commend the suggested amendments 
to you. 

Yours faithfully, 
H. N. Jacobs 
Director of Local Goverament 
The Under Secretary, 
Department of Labour Relations, 
BRISBANE. 

12 March 1981 
Mr. H. N. Jacobs, 
Director of Local Government, 

Department of Labour Relations, 
BRISBANE. 

4000 
Dear Mr. Jacobs, 

I refer again to your letter of 2 
March 1981 with respect to proposed 
amendments to the Radng and Betting 
Act 1980 and suggested amendments to 
the Anzac Day Act 1921-1976. 

As indicated in my letter of 3 March 
this matter was referred to the Anzac Day 
Trust whioh met on 10 March to con­
sider the suggested amendments to the 
Anzac Day Act and make recommenda­
tions thereon to the Honourable the Min­
ister for Employment and Labour Rela­
tions. 

The following summarises the agree­
ments reached by the Trust with regard 
to the question of the proposed exemption 
of racing venues and offices and agencies 
of the Totalisator Adminbtration Board 
of Queensland from the provisions of 
Section 4 of the Anzac Day Act. 

(a) The Trust raises no objection to 
amendment of the Anzac Day Act in 
accordance with the times provided in 
Section 128 of the Racing and Betting 
Act 1980, namely, 12.30 p.m. How­
ever, the Trust is of the opinion that 
these times should apply to aU activities 
covered by Section 4 of the Anzac Day 
Act 1921--1976. 

(b),In the circumstances the Trust 
considers there is no justification for 
the exclusion of the Racing Industry 
and the TotaUsator Administration Board 
of Queensland from the provbions of 
Section 4 of the Anzac Day Act. 
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(c) Having regard to the history of 
the observance of Anzac Day in this 
State, the Trust considers that the dis­
cretionary powers of the Honourable the 
Minister under Section 4(2) of the 
Anzac Day Act should not be exercised 
to apply before the hour of 12 midday. 

(d) The Trust realizes that conse­
quential amendments will be required to 
other Sections of the Anzac Day Act 
e.g. Section 3(4)(c) and (d). 

Accordingly, in essence, the Trust has 
recommended that Section 4 of the Anzac 
Day Act be amended to permit places of 
pubUc amusement to open on Anzac Day 
at 12.30 p.m. instead of 1.30 p.m. as at 
present. In addition the Trust is opposed 
to the spedfic exemption of any place of 
public amusement from the provisions of 
Section 4. 

On the question of the proposed altera­
tions to the formula for calculating the 
revenue payable to the Trust from racing 
activities on Anzac Day, the Tmstees 
indicated that on this particular issue they 
are symi)athetic with any attempt to sim­
plify the procedure for determining the 
amount to be received by the Trust. It 
was agreed that provided the income to 
the Trust is not reduced from that 
derived under the existing formula, then 
there would be no objection to the intro­
duction of a formula similar to that sub­
mitted in Annexure 1 to the memorandum 
of the Senior Administration Officer 
(Racing) attached to your correspondence 
of 2 March. The percentages proposed 
by the Trust are as foUows— 

5% of the Total On-Course and 
T.A.'B. Totalisator Turnover on Anzac 
Day (Govemment contribution) 

1.3% of the Total Bookmakers' Bet­
ting Tumover on Anzac Day (Govern­
ment contribution) 

.7% of the Total Bookmakers' Turn­
over on Anzac Day (Racing Industry 
contribution) 

The Trust considered that such a for­
mula would simplify the calculations and 
round off the percentages in comparison 
to those proposed by the Senior Adminis­
tration Officer (Racing) while at the same 
'time retuming approximatdy the same 
income to the Trust. 

Under the circumstances I would be 
grateful to receive your comments on the 
recommendations of the Trust. In addi-
ition may I suggest that should officers of 
your Department wish to further discuss 
this overaU matter they Uaise with Mr. 
1- A. Staib, Executive Officer of my 
department. Telephone 224 8197. 

Yours sincerely, 
J- E. McDonnell 
Under Secretary. 

Mr AKERS (Pine Rivers) (11.21 p.m.): 
I support the Bill generaUy. I express my 
concem even at the thought of minimum 
penalties being included in any legislation 
that is approved by this House. The pro­
vision in the legislation allows a judge to 
impose a lesser penalty under certain circum­
stances, and I believe that this is a sufficient 
compromise to allow the BiH to pass. 

One matter under the Minister's jurisdic­
tion that I would caU on him to finalise 
as soon as possible is the problem confront­
ing Mrs Margaret Quarrell and the trouble 
she is having with the stewards of the Grey­
hound Racing Control Board. I indicated 
in this place some time ago the very bad 
deal that Mrs Quarrell has had in her 
dealings with the • 

Mr Davis: This is old hat; you have been 
through it. 

Mr AKERS: It b old hat, and that is 
the point; it is still going on. I do not 
want to spend much time on it now, but 
I wish to raise it and ask the Minister to 
note it. I have shown in this place the 
unsuitabiUty of the analyst the board is 
using to handle the matters that come before 
it, and also the unsuitabflity of the wording 
of the rules of racing. They do not clearly 
define what a drag is, and they create 
tremendous problems when someone like 
Mr Brittain wants to abuse them. The 
analyst and Mr Brittain have been shown 
by experts in court to be incompetent to 
handle this case. I ask the Minbter to 
note Mrs QuarreU's case and take some 
positive adion, even if it means for once 
bypassing the actions of the stewards' inquiry. 
I think that the matter is of sufficient 
importance for the Minister to take a per­
sonal look at it and take some positive 
action to overcome this continuing problem 
that Mrs Quarrell faces. 

The honourable member for Sandgate 
mentioned the closure of TAB agencies, 
and I wish to comment briefly on that 
matter. I have leamt, with a bit of sadness 
recently, that the TAB b considering 
closing the Albany Creek agency. The 
Minister answered a question of mine on 
this matter this morning. He said that the 
tumover of the office b currently $5,400 
per week and that on this turnover it is 
not viable for automation. Later on he 
said that on current levels the office is 
hardly viable even as a manual operation. I 
assume from that answer that the advice 
to him was that the agency is at least 
holding its own at present; it is not losing 
money. I have had offers from the owner 
of the shopping centre to extend the rent-
free lease of the shop that is being used by 
the agency at Albany Creek for another 
year to encourage the TAB to remain there. 
I support the comments made by the mem­
ber for Sandgate on the effect that a TAB 
agency can have on the whole business 
community. Albany Creek b a considerable 
distance from aU the surrounding shopping 
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centres. People who want to have a bet— 
and I have made rady about three bets 
with the TAB in my life 

Mr Davis: How did you go? 

Mr AKERS: Not very well. Many people 
want to bet on the TAB. If we want to 
make the TAB avaflable everywhere in 
Queensland, we have to make it available 
at places Uke Albany Creek. I urge the 
Minbter to reconsider the matter and con­
sider the offer that has been made by the 
ovraer of the shopping centre to see whether 
there is some way that that agency can 
remain at least for another trial period. 

Mr Hinze interjected 

Mr AKERS: I thank the Minister for 
saying, "That's OK." That wiU make a tre­
mendous difference to Albany Creek. 

This morning in answer to a question from 
me about St Patrick's CoUege in Shoracliffe, 
in the Sandgate electorate, the Minbter said 
that he will look after the interests of the 
college and aUow it to continue to use the 
football ovds inside the Deagon racecourse. 
Young people from all over north Brisbane 
attend that college, and I am very pleased 
to have that reply from the Minister. Over 
the years the coUege has spent a very large 
amount of money on the football ovals 
there, and has not the money to build new 
ovals elsewhere. 

One of the chief purposes of this Bill 
is to increase the penalties for Ulegal or SP 
bookmaking. Speeches and discussion on the 
Bill have made much of that aspect. I wish 
to support the eUmination Of SP bookmaking 
in Queensland entirely. 

' Mr Davb: Why? 

Mr AKERS: Because the criminab 
involved with SP bookmaking with thdr 
assodated prostitution and iUegal drug acti­
vities are a real scar on Queensland sodety. 

I am speaking of big bookmakers, the ones 
who are the big problem in Queensland. 
They should be entirely removed from the 
community. Let there be no mistake that cer­
tain big SP bookmakers are involved in big 
crime with all of its attendant standover 
tactics extending, I believe, to torture and 
even murder. Heavy fines are useless uidess 
there is a real attempt to catch and prose­
cute Ulegal bookmakers and those involved 
in other forms of big crime in Queensland. 
I believe there b no real attempt bdng made 
to catch the big fish in Queensland. They 
live in their very weU-guarded houses and 
ran their SP bookmaking operations, drag 
distributions and brothels with complete 
immunity. They are able to tCHture and even 
murder with complete immuiiity. 

How else can the case of Mr Frauds 
Percival O'Neill be explained. Mr CNeiU 
operated a smaU shop in Brisbane but he 
bet and lost heavily with SP bookmakers. 
He was a loner in Queensland, althougji 
he had relatives in New South Wales. He 

was found shot dead after a rifle had dis­
charged in his mouth and blown hb head 
off. After his death it was found that he 
had left a note stating he was heavily in 
debt to SP bookmakers and that he had been 
threatened that he must pay up by 5 p.m. 
on 16 September last year or ebe. It is on 
record that O'Neill made a tdephone call 
to the WooUoongabba PoUce Station at 1 
a.m. on 17 September, a few hours after his 
deadline—and that is a very good word for 
it. At that time he told poKce that he was 
going to commit suicide. In the background 
a voice said, "Take your time. Take your 
time." It is known that on the afternoon 
and night of 16 September he had been 
drinking with a crony, and it is abo known 
that in the week prior to his reported suicide 
he had withdrawn two cheques to the value 
of $5,000. 

With all of that, the O B report, I under­
stand, said that there were no suspidous 
drcumstances. I ask: How could anyone say, 
with those surrounding facts, that there 
were no suspidous circumstances? If I were 
investigating, I would have asked whose 
was the voice in the background. Who was it 
who puUed the .trigger leading to the demise 
of poor Mr O'NdU? Why did the matter 
go .to .the Justice Departm«it before that 
verdict "no suspidous circumstances" was 
given? 

I believe that this is an example of what 
is happening in Queensland. The only 
reason I bring that forward and mention his 
name is that the poor unfortunate b dead 
and no further attempts can be made 'to 
make hb life a mbery. He has no relatives 
close .to here for the standover men and 
heavies to harass. 

We wiU not get anywhere in cleaning up 
thb sort of crime in Queensland with our 
present half-hearted attempts at enforcement. 
I am not saying that the penalties are not 
severe enough. I am not saying that the 
courts are not severe enough. I am saying 
that the attempts to catch the big criminals 
—not their mnners—are insufficient. Those 
attempts at enforcement are so weak that I 
suspect there must be some good reason for 
it. Surdy the case of O'NdU would signify 
some sort of cover-up somewhere in *"* 
system. I suspect .that people in fairly high 
places are protecting these vicious criminals 
in Queenslaind. 

I urge the Minister to use the other arm 
of hb portfolio to make sure that enforce­
ment b carried out in Queensland. I mge 
him .to adopt suggestions that have been 
made to establish a special poMce squad u 
thb .Parliament believes that the penalties 
should be increased as proposed and has 
taken .the real step of imposing a minimum 
p^^ty—even with its modification, 'the wea 
of a minimum penalty means that this Far-
liamemt believes that it b importaint--tde 
Minbter should appoint a special squad tnat 
b answerable to Cabinet, only and wliicn 
would really take some positive action » 
eUminate these big crirttinab in Queens­
land. 
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Mr DAVIS (Brisbane Central) (11.32 
p.m.): Thb Bfll reminds me of .the story 
oif a chap who vbited a big racecourse in 
the United States. He said that it was 
absolutely amazing that this • beautiful .track, 
with grandstands 10 storeys high and immac­
ulate appointments, with 850 windows to 
sdl tote itickets-^t was luxury personified-
was provided .just for him to lose hb rent. 

Over a number of years I have kept many 
newspaper files on importent facets of thb 
State's activities. The fUe I have on racing 
•and .the TAB would take up .just about a 
whole filing cabinet. 

Mr PoweU: Could we have it taken as 
read? 

Mr DAVIS: We do not have to worry 
about it bdng takrai as read, because we are 
lalfciBg about something 'that does not include 
the 'boy scouts. It might be a bit big for 
you, son. You had better get outside the 
Chamber. 

The people involved in .thb industry must 
have been saying .to themselves 

Mr Scassola: Are they stfll refusing you 
admbsion to the QTC? 

Mr DAVIS: I have a black ban on the 
member for Mount Gravatt, because he 
won't take interjections. 

Over the years we have listened .to var­
ious Minbters in charge of radng. I can 
recall Minbter after Minbter in charge of 
the racing portfolio telling us what they 
were gdng to do about radng. 

Mr Wharton: They were all winiKrs. 

Mr DAVIS: It was only in thC; last 12 
months .that .the Treasurer, now deposed as 
the Minbter in charge of racing, gave us 
a highly pubUcised account in .this Chamber 
of what was going to be done for racing 
in thb State. That was after two years of 
procrastination, white papers, yeUow papers 
md all .the proposals that would cure the 
ills of racing. 

An Opposition Member: A red paper? 

Mr DAVIS: We have not had a red paper. 
We have had a white paper and a yellow 
paper. 

Let me review some of the promises that 
were supposed to be implemented last year. 
Time and time again we have been told what 
a curse SP betting is. The Minister in 
charge of radrig has said that it is a $200m 
industry, and that fines would be raised 
to $10,000 for the first offence and would 
range up to $50,000 or .three years imprison­
ment or both. He said— 

"The Government intends to take a 
firm stand on the bsue of unlawful betting 
and deal severely with persons found to be 
engaged in illegal betting activities." 

They were pious words. They were good for 
headlines, but nothing came of them. 

The new Minister in charge of racing has 
decided to increase fines to between $15,000 
and $20,000 for a first offence, $20,000 to 
$30,000 for a second offence, and up to 
$50,000 for a third or subsequent offence. 
In June 1980, the report of the Queensland 
PoUce Department showed that 51 book­
makers had been fined when prosecuted by 
the poUce for iUegal betting. 

Mr Frawley: Call it off; it doesn't matter. 

Mr DAVIS: I have not even started. 

Mr Moore: We can't hear you. 

Mr DAVIS: The honourable member is 
supposed to be the union representative on 
the job. Get the microphones fixed if you 
cannot hear me. 

Mr Moore: Point taken! 

Mr DAVIS: We constantly go through the 
whole system and ask, "What b wrong with 
Queensland radng?" We see headUnes read­
ing "Queensland racing at the crossroads." 
What can be done to improve racing in thb 
State? As a person who goes to the races 
quite often, I can tell racing administrators 
of one of the biggest problems that the TAB 
faces. I suggest that a person would have 
to be half insane to bet on a race when 
he cannot hear it broadcast. What is the 
reason for that? Radio station 4BC says 
that it gives a wonderful broadcasting ser­
vice, and it broadcasts races on Wednesdays 
and Saturdays. What about the other days? 
What about Tuesdays and Fridays? There 
are race meetings today on the main tracks 
in Sydney and Melbourne, but there is no 
radio broadcast of races on Tuesdays. 

Mr Austin: What about 4KQ? 

Mr DAVIS: I am glad that "Ralph 
Nader" has asked me about 4KQ. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr PoweU): 
Order! 

Mr DAVIS: The Minister for Health. 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. 

Mr DAVIS: Two years ago, 4KQ came 
into race broadcasting. It broadcast every 
race meeting covered by the TAB. 

Mr Austin: It did not broadcast through­
out the State. 

Mr DAVIS: It broadcast through the 
main areas around Brisbane. Because it 
saw competition, 4BC immediately came in. 
That was after it said it could not afford 
to broadcast on Tuesdays because of the 
cost of land lines. As soon as 4KQ left 
the field, 4BC immediately dropped the other 
broadcasts. 

The Minister for racing said that, if need 
be, he will improve broadcasting of races. 
In fact, he gave the impression that he 
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would virtuaUy have his own radio station 
broadcasting them. That certainly is one 
of the improvements that is needed. If the 
commercial broadcasting stations will not 
broadcast races, I think that 4QG should 
broadcast them. AU it does is play a couple 
of classical records and provide a few 
farming reports. Radio broadcasts would be 
one means of improving the revenue of the 
TAB. 

In my opinion, some punters are sick and 
tired of the lousy dividends paid by the 
TAB. The TAB emphasises the difference 
between the dividends it pays and those paid 
by SP bookmakers. But has anybody had 
a look at the lousy place pool that the TAB 
has? It would be one of the most pathetic 
retums from any TAB throughout Aus­
tralia. One of the reasons for that is the 
big take taken out of each of the pools. 

On numerous occasions I have said that 
big spending should be allowed on any track. 
If someone went to the Lawnton greyhound 
meeting today and wanted to place a bet 
on an event at Harold Park today, he should 
have been able to do so. A licensed book­
maker on any registered track should be 
able to take bets for any race-meeting, 
greyhound-meeting or trotting-meeting that 
that bookmaker wants to be associated with, 
as long as there is an agreement between 
him and the appropriate club. In New South 
Wales a bookmaker can mix his betting as 
much as he likes. If somebody is attending 
a race-meeting in Brisbane and wants to 
place a bet on a Toowoomba event, he should 
be able to do so. The better the service 
provided by the bookmakers, the greater the 
number of people at the track. 

As I have said on numerous occasions, I 
hope that the Minister wiU improve the 
amenities provided at Brisbane race-tracks. 
For years members of the Opposition have 
referred to the poor amenities that are 
available. Albion Park, for example, has 
shocking amenities, as does Doomben. No 
amenities are provided for wet-weather bet­
ting; punters get soaked when it is raining. 
Even the facilities for the provision of food 
at Doomben are pathetic. 

Reference has been made to Albion Park. 
I am not against the closure of Albion Park, 
but obviously the Minister has taken over 
the role played by the Brisbane Amateur 
Turf Club and has decided that Albion 
Park will close. It has been claimed that 
Albion Park is a battlers' track; that it 
should be retained as a track for night 
radng and so forth. However, any sporting 
arena should be capable of being used by 
at least a couple of sports. I do not see 
any merit in retaining a track for the use 
of only one spOrt that is conducted only 
one night a week. Surely Albion Park could 
be used more than that. 

Mr Hinze: Wednesday night? 

Mr DAVIS: I do not think sufficient 
people are involved in trotting. The Minister 
has mentioned Mooney Valley. It has a 
racing circuit as well as a trotting circuU. 
Perhaps the Minbter has a certain dislike 
•for Albion Park's trotting track. Perhaps 
he does not like the way in which the trotters 
run clockwise. I do not think he has 
ever forgotten the way in which "Rector" 
ran the first race at Albion Park. It ran 
off at every turn. So perhaps the Minister 
has a personal dislike for that track. 

Albion Park should be used for racing 
other than trotting. It is not worth spending 
a lot of money on the track just for trotting. 

The BiU deals with drugs. Obviously the 
Goverament is going to come down heavily 
on anyone who uses drugs or jiggers. The 
Bill provides for a penahy of $20,000 to 
be imposed on anyone who uses drugs. At 
the Committee stage I might ask the Minister 
what happens to a person who is caught 
using a jigger. WiU he be suspended and 
then have to pay the fine of $20,000? 

Surely we are getting our priorities sEgbtly 
wrong when every emphasb is being placed 
on the administration of drags to animiab 
and law enforcement officers wiU be p.uit on 
red alert to grab .these wrang-doers while we 
treat dope pedlars who sdl drags .to humans 
rather lightly in comparison. If I have a 
punt land the horse I have backed b beaten 
while running on its merits and I hear that 
a jigger has been .used on the winner, I 
naturaUy expect heavy fines to 'be imposed. 

A matter that was mentioned last year 
when the paper was introduced by Dr 
Edwards, and which seems to be quiet at 
present, was .the aU-tote system throughout 
Queensland. An all-itote system and having 
one common pool throughout Queensland is 
a splendid idea. Toowoomba, whioh b a 
reasonably sized provincial centre, has a 
tote. I was there about 18 months ago. I 
took $10 worth of quineUa tickets. The giri 
behind the counter had to use one of the 
old trammie's clippers, and by the time she 
finished clicking all of the tickets there was 
a queue of 'about 15 people behind me. They 
missed the race and gave me a blast. It is 
a good idea 'to have aU tote and a common 
pool. Not many political parties or poHtidans 
would advocate it because we have been 
reared under the bookie and tote system. 
But one day we wiU be 'aU ,tote An Australia 
whether we Mke it or not because that is 
where the big money b. 

Mr R. J. Gibbs: It wiU be the end of .the 
bookmaker. 

Mr DAVIS: That wiU happen in years to 
come Many overseas countries are aU tote. 
In 'Firance the Prix De Le Arc De Triompe 
has prize-money equivalent to $500,000. Tne 
United States has big prize-money. This has 
happened because of the all-.tate system. That 
system would cut out a lot of the cormption 
because if .the prize-money b big there is 
no crookedness in the racing game. I am 
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not advocating an all-tote system because 
I like to have a bet with .the bookies, par­
ticularly as I can bet each way. 

I make those few points because they are 
relevant .to the 'BiU. The mechanical all-tote 
system and one purse system would be of 
great benefit to racing in thb State. 

Mr INNES (Sherwood) (11.49 p.m.): 'Let 
me say at the outset that I do not know a 
lot about the racing industry. In so far as the 
racing industry pure and simple b con­
cern^ 'I defer to the Minbter and his 
advisers as having clearly superior know­
ledge and expertise. I know a little about 
some of the legal principles involved and it 
is on them .that I should like to comment 
shortly. 

I preface my remarks, which will be 
addressed to section 218 as modified, by say­
ing that I had occasion to go .through aspects 
of the BiU with the Minbter, who has been 
most co-operative and understanding, about 
several matters of concem. I have bad a 
great deal of satbfaction in dealing with the 
Minister oanoerning certain aspects of the 
Bfll. 

The only matter .that we did not talk 
about at our Idsure b the one that I shall 
speak about tonight. It is probably approp­
riate in racing and betting legblation .that a 
new creature has 'been launched upon .the 
law of thb State. It .b something that might 
be described as an indicative sentence. I 
cannot recaU any other Act which has such 
provisions relating to the imposition of fines 
as provided for by the new section 218. The 
new section 218 b essentially prescribing 
penalties for revenue protection. It b not 
about matters of great moral significance; 
it b about something which the Minbter 
would say, and say forcefully, is depriving the 
Stiate of .the revenue on some $200m worth 
of betting activity. 

I might keep my remarks to an expression 
of reservation, but I think something should 
be said when something new is bdng pro­
posed. If this were the Income Tax Assess­
ment Act and we were deaUng with, say, 
slight understatements of income or over­
statements of overheads, one can imagine 
the hue and cry if the imposition of penalties 
involving many thousands of dollars was 
suggested. Any such proposal would be 
laughed out of this place, which has a 
well-known attitude towards matters of 
taxation. 

Dr Lockwood: There are pretty big pen­
alties under the Tax Act. 

Mr INNES: They can be big penalties. 

Dr Lockwood interjected. 

. Mr INNES: They can be punitive taxes 
m the sense of double taxation, and that 
IS fair enough. But the tax involved might 
be only $10, and the penalty even with 

penalty tax would be $20, and perhaps a 
$50 or $100 fine, but here we are going 
straight into a situation where the standard 
penalty for a first offence is proposed to be 
at least $15,000. 

Let us briefly turn to what offences can 
be embraced by those penalties. They are 
the offences disclosed by sections 214, 215 
and 217. Section 214 deals with unlawful 
bookmaking. Frankly, it does not offend me 
that one looks to a significant penalty for 
a person who is in the business of making 
money out of unlawful activities, and a 
penalty of many thousands of dollars would 
obviously be very appropriate for any stan­
dard SP case where one is dealing with the 
unlawful bookmaker. Might I just point out 
that under the definition of "unlawful book-
making", it would also be unlawful for a 
Ucensed bookmaker to accept any bet on the 
telephone. Any bet on the nod or credit 
bet would fall foul of section 214, because 
tbat is limited to licensed bookmakers acting 
at a racing venue when a meeting is bdng 
lawfully held, or at an athletic ground where 
he is permitted to bet. So would telephone 
transadions of a type which is well known. 
After establishing some credit with a licensed 
bookmaker most punters would fall foul 
of the Act by making telephone transadions, 
and if a transaction of that nature was in 
question a person would find himself facing 
a minimum fine of $15,000. 

The next provision is the keeping of a 
common betting house, and again it does not 
particularly offend me that a person who 
is keeping a common bdting house, and 
making money out of ignoring the law, falls 
foul of heavy penalties. 

But perhaps the section that shows why 
indicative or mandatory sentences, if one 
uses a slightly more extreme example, are 
generally undesirable, is section 217, because 
it makes it an offence for a person to have 
in his possession an instmment of betting not 
authorised by the Act in respect of any 
horse race, trotting race or greyhound race. 
What is an instmment of betting? An instru­
ment of betting includes any book, card, 
coin, document, list, money, paper, record, 
sheet, table, ticket or other writing which is 
used, apparently used, or capable of being 
used in carrying on or in connection with 
betting. 

The definition abo includes much more 
sophisticated equipment, such as microfUms, 
telephone gadgetry, etc.; equipment of the 
type that one would normally find only in 
the operating situation of an SP bookmaker. 
But the definition is wide enough, and it 
is probably the appropriate offence, for .the 
punter as well as for the SP bookmaker. 
If a punter is found with his marked news­
paper or his ticket, which is a recdpt for 
an SP operation, he could be charged, and 
probably appropriately should be charged, 
under that section with having in his pos­
session an instmment of gaming. Whilst, as 
I say, I do not cavU at heavy fines for 
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the man in the business of SP bookmaking, 
the imixisition on the punter, in this case 
clearly a mug punter who might weU be 
one of those persons, as the member for 
Flinders has on occasions pointed out 

Mr R. J. Gibbs: Why is he a mug punter? 

Mr INNES: He b a mug if he rans the 
rbk of this legblation. As the member for 
Flinders has pomted out, there are places 
under-provided with faciUties in thb State. 
There are the mining towns and the small 
country towns where it is not unusual for 
some people to attempt to place a bet or 
get their money on a race somehow, and 
it would be unrealbtic if we did not believe 
it. This same provbion, which appUes to 
the commercial operator who is making a 
lot of money out of the operation, can 
catch the mug punter with his ticket in such 
a situation. 

If he is convicted of a first offence, the 
consequences are that the penalty shaU be 
not less than $15,000 and not more than 
$20,000. There b a let-out of a sort. The 
BiH provides— 

"Where a Judge constituting a Dbtrict 
Court is satisfied in a particular case .that 
there are special drcumstances which he 
considers make it just fOr him so to do, 
he may impose a less penalty than that 
prescribed . . ," 

I cannot predict precisely how the first judge 
who has to interpret that phrase "spedal 
circumstances" will act, or how different 
judges wiU act, but the word "spedal" would 
indicate that the circumstances have to be 
out of the ordinary. If, for instance, .the 
person involved is a farmer or a track driver 
in a remote countiy town on an average 
sort of a wage, who has lodged his bet and 
has a ticket in hb possessdon, there is nothing 
that would justify hb case being termed 
"special". It would be a straightforward, 
routine type of charge in a routine type of 
situation. The jisk there b that he is 
saddled with a fine of $15,000. 

I do not Uke mandatory penalties, and 
I am not suggesting that this part of the 
Bfll imposes such penalties. But it b a 
new sort of a creature in our legislation. It 
is trying to get at a mandatory penalty 
situation with a sort of a cop-out, but we 
do not know precisely how the cop-out wiU 
be interpreted, or under what circumstances. 
I can see every reason why that situation in 
the amended section 217 might fall foul 
of the Act. In the same way that certain 
alterations to the Traffic Act have led to this 
ParUament's back-tracking on legblation, I 
would predict that .the first time a person 
in that situation b prosecuted, convided and 
fined $15,000 and cannot pay it and has 
his track or house sold, somebody will come 
back to this Legblature and say, "This b 
terribly unfair. We'd better change it and 
let out the person in that predicament," 

I do not like mandatory sentences. I am 
not quite as dbturbed by thb amendment. 
This b a compromise, but I do not par­
ticularly like it, dther. I have certainly 
never indicated that I approve that sort of 
a compromise. I also have reservations about 
the District Court's being used as, in effect, 
a super Magistrates Court. Proceedings for 
criminal diarges in the District Court are 
invariably before a jury. 

[Wednesday, 1 April 1981] 

This BiU contains severe penalties of up 
to $50,(XX), which is a far greater fine than 
can be imposed for most criminal charges, 
and which wiU not be imposed as a result 
of the type of procedure that over the 
centuries we have set up as consistent with 
guarding the liberty of the subject against 
savage or severe fines. I do not Uke it. I 
have reservations about it, but I do not 
propose to take the ultimate objection. The 
Minister has been more than reasonable 
about many aspects of this BUL There b 
no provision for mandatory sentences. I 
will be interested to see the provbions of 
the Bill in action, but somebody should 
make these comments because it is a style of 
approach that I beUeve should not be emu­
lated with any frequency at aU and one 
which must be very carefully watched in 
action. I do not think that the Minister 
has necessarily avoided all the injustices 
which it could perpetrate. 

I do not want my remarks to be construed 
as indicating any support for SP operators, 
but it goes wider than that—the net can 
catch the little man, the punter who uses 
SP fadlities. In so far as it does that, 
I think we have to look at this legislation 
very carefully and rectify any wrongs that 
we see starting to develop. 

Mr R. J. GIBBS (Wolston) (12.1 a.m.): 
I say at the outset how very disappointed 
I am at the speech just made by the 
hcmourable member for Sherwood, He 
obviously attempted to have a 50 cent each-
way bet and it is not appropriate that he 
should do so with this Bill. He has outUned, 
I believe, grievances or worries that he has 
in relation to what I believe could be 
termed an attack upon the dvil liberties of 
people by provisions of this BUl. But, 
regrettably, he has fafled to stand up as one 
of the young bloods of the Liberal Party 
to be counted on thb issue. 

At a later stage I wiU expand upon the 
allegations that he has made. However, m 
the early stages of my speech I propose to 
refer to the conduct of certain poUce in a 
recent fiasco—^I describe it as that—which 
has taken place at Mt Isa over the last 
couple of months. On 17 March 1981 I 
asked the Minister a number of questions 
in relation to a recent poUce raid that took 
place at the Mt Isa racecourse in which 
poUce took swabs or blood samples from 
racehorses prior to the running of a race. 
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That, of course, is not the normal procedure 
for taking swate; they are normally taken at 
the completion of a race. 

I know that the Minister has a report 
in his possession; I hope it is the police 
report submitted by the investigatory team 
that was sent to Mt Isa to look into this 
issue. However, I want to cite to honour­
able members certain incidents that took 
place at the Mt Isa racecourse on the date 
in question. I wish to read a statutory 
declaration by Frederick James Maguire, 
the trainer of a number of horses that were 
swabbed—I claim illegally—at the Mt Isa 
racecourse prior to the running of an 
event there. I read this so it will be recorded 
in "Hansard". 

Mr Bertoni: Do you beUeve Mr Maguire? 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: I totaUy believe Mr 
Maguire. I riotice the honourable member 
who is interjecting b the member for Mt 
Isa. He knows full well that the people of 
Mt Isa totaUy support Mr Maguire. They 
consider the honourable member has faUed 
to stand up and be counted on thb bsue. 
He sold Mr Maguire out. 

I spent two days in Mt Isa investigating 
this matter. The morning I arrived in Mt 
Isa the police who were appointed by the 
CommbsionCT of PoUce to coriduct the 
investigation arrived on the same {dane. 
They left two days later on the same flight 
on which I left. 

When I asked a question in thb Parliament 
on 17 March 1981 the Minister replied that 
the matter was stUl under investigation. The 
member for Mt Isa is considered to be a 
laughing-stock in Mt Isa. They beUeve that 
he collaborated with the poUce and was part 
of the shonky deal that took place at the 
Mt Isa racecourse. 

I wfll now read to the House so that 
it can be incorporated in "Hansard" the 
statement by Frederick James Maguire, the 
trainer who was particularly affected at that 
time-^ 

"I, Frederick James Maguire of 127 
Simpson Street, Mount Isa in the State 
of Queensland, Horse Trainer, do solemnly 
and sincerely declare that I am the trainer 
of the stalUon known as Beau Jo Chaudiere 
which b jointly owned by Mr, B. J. and 
Mrs. M. J. Bums. On Saturday, 31 
January 1981, the said stalUon was 
intended to be raced in the second race 
of the day which was due to commence 
at 2.25 pm. Prior to the second race 
at approximately 1.55 p.m. to 2.00 p.m. 
I was approached by two PoUce Officers 
and a Veterinary Surgeon, the latter whom 
I beUeve to be employed by the Depart­
ment of Primary Industries. Iliese three 
people were accompanied by a steward 
from the Mount Isa Race Club and tiie 
Veterinary Surgeon proceeded to take 
a blood sample from the neck of the said 
staUion." 

I point out for the information of the 
Minister, who is obviously building up very 
good blood stock on his own property, that 
the stallion referred to was by the stallion 
Grand Chaudiere, which we all know is 
at present throwing exceUent progeny all 
over Australia. I beUeve that that is a 
very important and pertinent point to be 
remembered. The statutory declaration 
continues— 

"I believe that on the day in question 
the three parties involved approached the 
Chief Steward, Mr. J. Nugent, with a 
letter of authority which enabled them 
to be aUowed to take blood samples from 
the horses running in the first and second 
races. I believe that the Chief Steward, 
Mr. J. Nugent, did not request the presence 
of these three gentlemen at the race track 
and in fact had to be shown the letter 
of authority before he would grant them 
.permission to conduct their examination 
of the various horses in the first and 
second races during which they would take 
blood samples. 

"The area where the swabbing took 
place was not in the swabbing room—" 

an important point— 
".which is the most hygienic area on the 
race track but in the staUs where the 
horses are prepared prior to the race. 
This particular area b less than hygienic 
with both dust and dirt flying around and 
the area itself is in no way sterile. 

"The Veterinary Surgeon in question 
did not take the blood sample from the 
said stallion in as effident a manner as 
.possible. In fact, the taking of the blood 
sample took place over a period of twelve 
to fifteen minutes^" 

He was supposedly a qualified veterinary 
surgeon from the Department of Primary 
Industries who came on to the racecourse 
to take a blood sample from a suspect race­
horse. It took him 12 to 15 minutes to take 
that sample. 

Mr Bertoni: Are you criticising the vet­
erinary surgeon? 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: Of course I am criticbing 
him. He was obviously a person who was 
not efficient in the job he was doing. The 
declaration continues— 

"during which time a needle was inserted 
in the horse's neck in an attempt to 
extrad the blood. Towards the end of 
thb time period the said stallion was 
becoming rather agitated and distressed 
at having the needle inserted in its neck 
and as well as this the bell which notifies 
trainers that all horses are to go to the 
parade paddock prior to the race had 
rung. The examination by the said Vet­
erinary Surgeon took sUcb a long time 
that towards the end of the examination, 
but during the progress of it, the horse 
was being saddled in preparation for the 
race." 
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For the benefit of the very uninteUigent 
member for Mt Isa, I point out that during 
the taking of the blood sample, the horse, 
which was supposed to participate in the 
race, was actually being saddled for the 
race. That was done whibt this supposed 
expert from the Department of Primary 
Industries—this veterinary surgeon—was 
trying to extract blood from its neck by 
plunging the needle into the horse's neck 
on at least 12 different occasions to try 
to find the vein to extract the blood from. 

The declaration continues— 
"As a result of the treatment which 

the said stallion was being given by the 
said Veterinary Surgeon I did in fact 
voice disapproval of the manner in which 
the examination was ibeing conducted 
together with the time when the examina­
tion was being conducted. As a result of 
voidng such disapproval I was in fact 
given a reprimand by one of the Police 
Officers m question for non-co-operation. 
However, I would stress that thb was not 
an incident of non-co-operation with the 
Police in the exercise of their purported 
duty but was merely concern which I was 
showing regarding a horse for which I was 
responsible. 

"I then after the examination had been 
completed proceeded with the said staUion 
to the parade area prior to the race. It 
was in fact here where I discovered a 
sizeable lump on the neck of the said 
stallion in the area where the said Veter­
inary Surgeon had inserted his needle. 
As a result of locating this lump I drew it 
to the attention of the Chief Steward and 
once again I was rather distressed and in 
fact my manner was once again repri­
manded, this time by the Chief Steward. 
The Chief Steward looked at the lump in 
question and called over the Veterinary 
Surgeon in question and asked him whether 
he would be responsible for the horse bdng 
raced to which the said Veterinary Sur­
geon answered that he would not be. As 
a result, the Chief Steward informed the 
brother/brother-in-law of the joint owners 
of the said horse as well as myself that 
if we raced the said stallion we would be 
doing so at our own risk. I therefore 
decided that the said stallion would not 
be raced in the second race on the thirty-
first day of January, 1981, at the Mount 
Isa Race Club with the result that the 
said stallion was scratched. 

"The said stallion was the 4-1 odds on 
favourite. The manner in which the 
blood sample was taken by the said Veter­
inary Surgeon was abo less than hygienic. 
The said Veterinary Surgeon at no time 
washed his hands, however, but merely 
doused them with metholated spirits. 

"At the time when the Veterinary Sur­
geon was called by the Chief Steward to 
look at the lump on the neck of the said 
StaUion, the two Police Officers were alone 
with the particular blood samples which 
they had taken previously." 

That b another important point. The two 
pohce officers were alone with the blood 
samples that they took. One could say that 
accusations could be made against the police, 
and one wonders why the raid took place. 

Mr Bertoni: Are you making accusations? 

Mr R. I. GIBBS: I wiU come to that in 
a moment. It is significant that after samples 
were taken and brought to Brbbane, I 
believe under guard, it was found that Uiey 
did not give a positive readion. It b 
important to keep that in mind because of 
points that I shaU make later. 

The declaration continues— 
"At no stage during the course of the 

afternoon was I asked to sign a form 
attesting to the correctness of the proced­
ure which had been adopted and verifying 
that the security regarding the particular 
blood samples was adequate. This par­
ticular procedure is usually adopted when 
a swab is taken off a winning horse after a 
race. 

"I was abo the trainer of a horse by the 
name of Rego Breeze. This particular 
horse was to be raced in the first race and 
in fact did start. A blood sample was 
also extracted from the neck of this 
horse, however, this particular blood sample 
was extracted over a period of ten to 
twelve minutes commencing 1.20 p.m. to 
1.25 p.m. Once again, the beU calling 
the trainers to the parade yard rang 
during the examination and the horse in 
question had to be saddled during the 
examination." 

Mr Kruger: Is that the second horse? 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: That b correct; the 
second horse. The declaration continues— 

"The said Veterinary Surgeon once again 
did not condud himself in as an efficient 
manner as I would expect a Veterinary 
Surgeon to do. By this I mean that the 
time period was far too long than was 
necessary in the circumstances. 

"As a result of my .behaviour during 
the taking of blood samples by the said 
Veterinary Surgeon, I was fined $200 by 
the stewards of the Mount Isa Race Club. 
I believe that the situation in which I 
was placed regarding the welfare of my 
horses which I was very worried about 
clearly presents extenuating circumstances 
and therefore I have lodged an Appeal 
with the North Queensland Radng Associ­
ation on Tuesday, the 3rd Febraary, 1981, 
in order to appeal against the said fine and 
its severity". 

Of course, it is now hbtory that that was 
completely overridden and the appeal was 
not upheld. The trainer was found guilty 
and he was fined $200. 

The declaration continues— 
"I was present during the full time 

period in which the blood samples were 
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taken from the said horses. I have been 
informed and I believe that the said Chief 
Steward did not know nor did request 
the presence of the PoUce Officers and the 
Veterinary Surgeon. As a result of the 
said stallion Beau Jo Chaudiere being 
scratched, the owners lost a considerable 
sum of money due to the training costs 
which had been incurred in preparation 
of the said stallion for the second race 
on the 31st day of January, 1981. I 
beUeve that the said stallion would have 
won the said race due to the form which 
it had previously exhibited at previous 
race meetings. On the previous six or 
seven races which the said staUion was 
raced in, it won each of its races. 

"I would not have opposed and in fact 
did comment to the Chief Steward and the 
Police Officers in question that the extrac­
tion of a blood sample from the neck of 
the said staUion after the race would have 
been more appropriate and in fact I would 
have had no hesitation in co-operating in 
those drcumstances. 

"During the entire incident the horse's 
welfare was my utmost consideration, due 
to the fact that it had been prepared for 
this particular race specifically and because 
of the value of the said staUion." 

That is merely one statutory declaration and 
it is from the trainer conceraed. I also have 
one from a person named Andreas Smith, 
who was a stable-hand employed by Mr 
Maguire, the trainer of this p>articular horse. 
As weU I have a photocopy of a statutory 
declaration from a Mr Wayne Stubbings of 
the Mt Isa race club. He is a horse trainer 
in the Mt Isa area and has no relationship 
whatever with the trainer in question. He is 
a person conceraed about what has taken 
place at Mt Isa in the past. 

On 17 March this year I asked the 
Minister whether he was aware that blood 
samples had been taken before the races 
and not after as is the customary practice. In 
the Minister's answer he gave no indication 
of why that course was followed on that 
particular occasion. However, more import­
antly, other questions that I directed to the 
Minister on that occasion were not covered in 
his answer to me. 

I asked the Minister— 
"Is he aware that neither the North 

Queensland Racing Assodation nor the 
Mt Isa race club asked for police 
assistance?" 

They have never asked for police assistance. 
I also asked the Minister— 

"What has been the outcome of police 
investigations into illegal interference by 
Detective Ken Morris?" 

The Minister's answer was to the effect that 
police investigations were stiU going on. As 
I said earlier, tonight he waved a sheaf of 
papers, w îch might indicate that at long 
last he has an answer to my questions. 

Tonight I want to make it very clear that 
under the Racing and Betting Act poUce 
do not have the right to go onto a race­
course anywhere in Queensland and conduct 
the illegal activities that were carried out at 
Mt Isa. Police have no right to take blood 
samples, swabs or anything else from a 
racehorse. That was done in Mt Isa. Why 
was it done? Why did Detective Ken Morris 
decide to lead this illegal raid on the Mt Isa 
race club? The obvious conclusion that one 
must come to is that Detective Ken Morris 
is an owner of a racehorse in Mt Isa. It is 
completely iUegal for a police officer to own 
a racehorse. The PoUce Act makes that 
iUegal. It has been claimed that he does 
not own a racehorse. 

Mr Hinze: Do you think poUce should 
be allowed to own them? 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: Police should not be 
allowed to own racehorses. 

Mr Moore: They should be. 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: They should not be. 
They are Ukely to be involved in the investi­
gation of incidents occurring in the racing 
industry, and they should not be allowed 
to have a self-interest in that industry. 

Detective Morris claimed that he did not 
have any self-interest in the horse. I do 
not like to refer to someone's personal life, 
but tonight I have no oprtion. I have a 
photograph taken of Detective Ken Morris 
in the winners' circle at the Mt Isa race 
club. He is shown holding on to the bridle 
of the winning horse. Beneath the photo 
appears the name of the lady shown in the 
photograph. She is said to be Mrs Morris, 
hb wife. The sad fact is that this is the 
third lady that Detective Ken Morris has 
been involved with over a number of years. 
He is not married to the woman shown in the 
photograph. She is a lady of good repute 
and I wish them well in the future. How­
ever, they are not married. She was regis­
tered as the owner of the horse in Detective 
Morris's name. 

I suggest that the proceedings at the Mt 
Isa race club on that particular day were 
compldely iUegal. I expect, and the Par­
liament and the racing industry in Queens­
land are entitled to, answers from the NEni-
ster as to why Detective Ken Morris led 
that illegal raid at the Mt Isa race club 
and why the blood samples were taken from 
those two horses prior to their starting in 
races when the normal procedure, if a horse 
is to be swabbed, is for the samples to be 
taken after the race has been run. 

'Rumours have been rife in Mt Isa for 
quite some time 'that Detective Morrb was 
extremely dbturbed that Ms horse was unable 
to win races in Mt Isa. Mr Maguire and 
the young jockey who took up an apprentice­
ship in hb stable formed a very competent 
team, and they were winning races every 
week-end with a number of different mounts 
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while the horses and the stable with which 
Detective Morrb was associated were lunable 
to come within oooey of .them in winning 
races. It b a well-known faot round Mt Isa 
that Detective Morrb and hb stable were 
losing a hefty lamount of money in betting. 

In hb speech, the Minbter said— 
"It b sobering to reflect on the range 

of projects and services which could be 
financed with an additional $10m each 
year. Hospitab, schools, welfare services, 
road-works and the PoUce Force are some 
areas which could be .improved for .the 
benefit of aU Queenslanders if thb addi-
.tional revenue was available to the 'Gov­
ernment." 

I have looked oarefuUy through the Bfll and 
the Minister's speech and I am danmed if 
I can find a reference in any detafl to 
revenue from the ladng industry going .to 
those projects. I lack facilities :in my elector­
ate and other honourable members lack fac­
ilities in .their electorates. Nowhere 'in the 
Bfll or in the Minbter's speech is it indicated 
that those 'benefits wfll be forthcoming; nor 
has it been clearly demonstrated or outlined 
•that moneys from the racing industry wiU 
be put into revenue in the interests of .the 
general pubKc and .used to foster or finance 
such projects. 

I now come to .the area to which the 
honourable member for Sh.erwood referred. 
He mentioned the amount of the fines that 
would be imposed on people convicted of SP 
offences. The Minister has already summed 
thb matter up in his speech. He said that 
the millions of dollars that are going through 
the SP bookmakers are being squandered and 
wasted each year, land tbb is costing the 
radng industry dearly. 

I do not think that 'any honourable mem­
ber would dbpute tiiat for many years New 
South Wales has been known as .the State 
of the SP kings and, as the Minbter knows, 
it stiU .is. However, the racing industry in 
New South Wales is stiU prospering. One 
of the main reasons that it b prospering in 
New South Wales b that the Government 
has paid some attention to .the breeding 
industry, The same can be said of Victor.ia. 
While prize-money may • be bigger in 'those 
States itiian in Queensland, those Slate Gov­
ernments have paid great attention to breed­
ing. Over the years the breeding of prize 
stallions and mares in those States has far 
exceeded breeding in (Jueensland. The 
breeders .in .those States produce good 
proigeny—^good racehorses—^which are in 
championship class and can command the 
provbion of high prize-money. 

This Government stands condemned for 
the lack of support it has given to the 
people in the breeding industry over the 
years. It has been very generous in handing 
out subsidies to the man on the land. In 
most cases they are warranted, but in many 
cases they are not. The problemr b that 
horse breeders in Queensland are not classed 

as primary producers, and consequently are 
not eUgible for tiie Government subsidies 
available to other primary producers. 

Now we come to the area in whidi I 
have a particular interest, namdy, the fines 
which can be imposed on peoi^e who 
engage in SP bookmaking. The WH mteo-
duced by the former Minbter in charge of 
racing, Dr Edwards, provided for gaol sen­
tences for such people, but this BiU has 
ddeted those penalties and replaced them 
with exorbitant fines. I agree completely 
with the honourable member for Sherwood, 
who said that this wiU create a precedent 
never before seen in this State. 

Mr Moore: It is wrong. 

Mr R. J. GIBBS: Of course it b wiong, 
totally damned wrong. 

For example, this BiH provides for a 
judge of the District Court to sit alone to 
hear such offences. The BiU does not 
explain whether the person charged has the 
choice of being dealt with by a jury or a 
District Court judge sitting alone. The 
decision reached will determine whether such 
a person is fined between $15,000 and 
$20,000 for a first offence, between $20,000 
and $30,000 for a second offence and 
between $30,000 and $50,000 for a tiiird or 
subsequent offence. Thb BUl removes the 
sedion providing for a gaol sentence of up 
to three years for suoh offences, but the 
Minister has said that he intends to bank­
rupt these people or so embarrass them 
finandaUy as to stop their illegal SP activ­
ities. 

I find the Government's action to be 
completely hypocritical, because for years 
the Opposition has been calling for amend­
ments to the Companies Act and the 
Criminal Code wihich would enable the Gov­
emment to take the appropriate action to 
ensure that white-coUar criminals such as 
shady company directors who have been rip­
ping off and fleecing the general pubUc of 
Queensland would be forced to give access 
to their private bank accounts and made to 
repay the people they ripped off. The Gov­
ernment fafled to take action against white-
collar criminals, but a person accepting a 
$2, $10, $20 or $30 bet in a pub on a 
Saturday aftemoon is now to be liable to a 
fine of bdween $15,000 and $50,000, depend­
ing on the number of previous offences he 
has committed. But those fines are far 
greater than those being imposed on major 
drug dealers and others who have appeared 
before the criminal courts on offences involv­
ing large amounts of marihuana. In Ipswich 
a person who appeared 'before the Magis­
trates Court charged with possession of, 
and trafficking in, heroin was fined the 
princely sum of $800 for his third offence, 
and allowed five months to pay. He was 
not given a gaol sentence. It is totally 
hypocritical that the Government should 
be introdudng large fines for boofcrnakkig 
offences when suoh comparisons can be 
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made. Some people in this community who 
are involved in SP bookmaking have pro­
vided an honourable service. 

If the Minbter is looking for some addi­
tional revenue for the State Government, then 
I believe .that he has a responsibility to the 
people of Queensland to extend the Govern­
ment's intention of updating the TAB even 
further. Apart from the pimps who wfll 
benefit greatly from this legislation, I do 
not believe .that it wfll deter many people 
involved in SP bookmaking in the community. 
If .the TAB service is to be extended, then 
the TAB agencies under private franchbe 
should have the right to have agents operating 
in areas at week-ends, particularly on Satur­
days, which is the obvious betting day. They 
could go into the local hotds and other places 
and legaUy take bets from people who patron-
be those establishments. It is obvious that 
if a person who is over the alcohol limit 
has to leave a hotel on a Saturday afternoon 
and drive half a mile or a mile to a shop 
to place a bet, he will not do so. The 
obvious solution b ito ring an SP bookmaker. 

(Time expired.) 

Mr PREST (Port Curtb) (12.31 a.m.): 
Eariier tonigsht the member for Pine Rivers 
said that SP .bookmakers should be wiped 
out completely because .they are thugs, drug 
pushers and everything else. I do not associate 
myself with remarks like that. The people 
I have known in the racing industry, .par­
ticularly on the bookmaking side of it, have 
been gentlemen, and .they do not come into 
the category mentioned by the member for 
Pine Rivers. In faot, I have found the 
bookmakers at the Eagle Farm, Doomben 
and Gold Coast racecourses to be thorough 
gentiemen. They have grown up in the 
industry. They have worked for SP book­
makers and leamt the trade and, beUeve me, 
there is a lot to leam. Those men are 
a credit to .the industry. Although in earUer 
days those men were engaged in SP hook-
making operations,, they could not be classified 
as criminals. 

One amendment that the Minister b intro­
ducing imposes a penalty of not less .than 
$15,000 and not more than $20,000 for the 
first offence, not less .than $20,000 and not 
more than $30,000 for a second offence and 
not less tiian $30,000 and not more than 
$50,000 for a third offence. That b just 
ridiculous. I do not know of one area, 
especially in my own electorate, where there 
IS an SP bookmaker operating. However, 
I believe that the betting service could be 
improved if there were SP bookmakers. 

The other night I heard vdiat Barbara 
Bowers said on television. I do not always 
agree with what she says, but she said 'that 
this Goverament skites .about free enterprise. 
Of course, an SP bookmaker or an on-course 
bookmaker operates a free enterprbe bus­
iness. The Government is trying to create 
a monopoly by wiping out .bookmakers and 
torcmg people to bd with tiie TAB. 

The Racing and Betting BiU was passed 
by this Parliament early last year, but it 
has not been proclaimed. Tonight, some 81 
amendments to that legblation are being 
debated. Depending on the way one looks 
at it, that is either a good or a bad thing. 
As the former Bill has not been proclaimed 
it is wrong that so many amendments be 
introduced. Another way of looking at it is 
that the Govemment b trying to make it a 
perfect Bill. If that is the case, who knows 
how many more amendments may be brought 
in? There will be so many amendments to 
it we wiU not know where we are. 

In what I am about to say I do not 
intend to cast any aspersions. The previous 
Minister in charge of radng knew nothing 
at all about the ^port and we were told 
that that was bad for the industry. The 
new Minister (Mr Hinze) has been dosely 
associated with racing for some time. He is 
the owner of one of the biggest race-horse 
and trotting establishments in Queensland. 
People wfll say that by making the sub­
stantial loans available to the racing clubs 
so that prize-money can be increased, it 
may be that the Minister has a pecuniary 
interest. That could be so because a man 
with a great string of race-horses and pacers 
must win his share of races and therefore 
receive a share of the increased prize-money. 
People may say that the Minister is wearing 
two hats, one of them as an owner who 
stands to gain financially from increased 
hand-outs to dubs. 

I am concerned about the Racing Develop­
ment Fund. I beUeve that the clubs should 
receive a fair slice of the cake, but if the 
greater sUce of that fund is to go to the 
prindpal clubs in Brisbane, Toowoomba, 
Ipswich, Rockhampton and Townsville, there 
wiU be very little left for the clubs in the 
country. That is very bad. People in country 
areas patronise the meetings at the country 
clubs and occasionaUy, of aU the horses 
that train and race at those clubs, a good 
horse goes on to compete on the main 
tracks in the State. Horses from Toowoomba 
and the districts of Beaudesert and Beenleigh 
race at courses in Brisbane and on the G(3d 
Coast. 

Horses from Gladstone, Banana, Theodore 
and other places extensively patronise the 
Rockhampton club, where prize-money is 
much better than at country centres. Every­
body knows that the smaller clubs are being 
fleeced by the controlUng clubs in the dbtrict 
— în my case by the Rockhampton Jockey 
Club—tbecause the controlling clubs send 
stewards to meetings in the country centres 
and the smaller clubs have to pay for the 
travelUng expenses and make a substantial 
donation to the controlUng club. This BiU 
wiU hand out mUlions of doUars to the 
principal clubs and very littie wiU go to 
the smaller clubs in country areas. 

I am worried about where these milUons 
of dollars wiU come from. I do not belieye 
that getting rid of SP bookmakers wiU 
increase the revenue of the TAB. It is said 
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that $200m a year is invested in the SP 
bookmaking ring. I do not believe that that 
is so. In any event I am quite sure that 
some of the places at which SP bookmakers 
operate have no other betting faciUties. We 
must reaUse that other forms of gambling 
are being introduced into the State and that 
the State has many compulsive gamblers. 

Mr Burns: Bill Prest. 

Mr PREST: Yes, I am one of those who 
gamble. Of course, I happen to pay my way. 

I am concerned about the ordinary person. 
The member for Lytton is trying to throw 
me, because he knows that I Uke attending 
the races. I did so on New Year's Day 
with him. We were going pretty well until 
the last race, when he tried to put one or 
two bookmakers out of action for a year 
or so. They went home with their bags full 
and we went home with our pockets empty. 

I am not against racing an any shape or 
form. I am not against bookmakers. It is 
said that racing is the sport of kings. It is 
not only a sport these days but also a very 
big business for some people. The Minbter 
says that there must be more money .to 
assbt the racing industry to give more prize-
money. I do not know that that is necess'arily 
a -good .thing. It costs a certain amount to 
feed a horse iin Brisbane. .It would cost just 
as much in Gladstone and Rockhampton, 
and even more in Mt Isa. People in those 
areas should be racing for substantial 'amounts 
abo. 

What does worry me, if it is a sport and 
not a business, b how .these owners afford 
to pay such huge prices for .untried horses 
or for yearlings. Where are they getting thdr 
money from? Is it just an investment? They 
should be the ones to be looked at, not the 
SP bookmakers, for their activities outside 
the racecourse. We should 'be looking lat 
these fellows who spend massiye amounts of 
money on untried yearlings and then say 
they should be given tax concessions abo. 
I do not believe in that. 

However, I not here to critidse the Min­
ister for the way he b administering his 
portfolio. It is the smaU clubs that I am 
concerned about, particularly my own Glad­
stone Turf Club. Recently the Department 
of Commercial and Industrial Development 
constructed a road from .the industrial estate 
at CUnton to within a few yards of the 
stables at the Gladstone course. Its destin­
ation is unknown. No-one knows where that 
road will connect with the main road. If it 
is the same entrance as that giiving access 
to the race-track, that wiU be totally .unac­
ceptable. The road now comes through a 
1.6 ha area of land. I have had ideputations 
from people in the racing industry wanting 
to know how permission was given for the 
road to be built where it is and for land to 
be exchanged. I am conceraed abo because 
we find that the land exchanged with the 

Gladstone City CouncU was formerly used 
for week-end car-parking and on weekdays, 
momiing and aftemoon, to exercise horses! 

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Powell); 
Order! I ask the honourable member to 
keep .to the provisions of the Bill. 

Mr PREST: I will do that. 

Whatever happens, it will cost the Glad­
stone Turf Club quite lan amount of money. 
I would hope that .the Minbter wfll grant 
the Gladstone Turf Qub .the loans dt has 
requested through the previous Minbter. The 
club has been promised that loans would be 
made available to upgrade its facilities. We 
are hoping for an improvement in fadUties 
for the .patrons. After aU, it is the little 
fellow who attends race-meetings every week 
who keeps racing going. Now that the road 
'has been constructed, the stables wiU have .to 
be removed. The councU says th'at they are 
dilapidated land have to be pulled down and 
rebuilt. 

I ask the Minister to give very serious 
consideration to making available to the 
Gladstone Turf Club, through the Racing 
Development Fund, sufficient money to 
enable it to bufld the facflities that are so 
urgently needed. Gladstone is an expanding 
city and recreational fadlities must be 
expanded to meet the needs of the workers 
who come there. 

I also ask the Minister to inquire how 1.6 
ha of land right on the highway could have 
been exchanged for 2.6 ha of land on a rub­
bbh dump. I am certain there is no com­
parison in the valuations, and I do not see 
how it could have been done. The land 
was a reserve for racing. Perhaps approval 
was given by the Minister. 

Mr Burns: The Minbter for Main Roads 
got it. 

Mr PREST: I have to keep to the Bill. 
It b a very serious situation. 

Coursing representatives have made many 
appUcations to begin greyhound racing at 
Gladstone. I understand that the Minister 
b giving favourable consideration to an 
application from Rockhampton. As that 
city already has trotting and racing, I sug­
gest that favourable consideration should be 
given to greyhound radng at Gladstone. 

In my opinion, SP bookmakers have made 
a major contribution to radng in the past. 
If one goes to racecourses at Eagle Farm, 
Doomben or the Gold Coast today, one sera 
many of the feUows who were connected 
with SP bookmaking standing with their 
bags. 

Debate, on motion of Mr Wharton, 
adjourned. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Hon, C. A. WHARTON (Burnett-
Leader of the House): I move— 

"That the House do now adjourn." 
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SCHOOL DENTAL CLINICS 

Mr HANSEN (Maryborough) (12.47 a.m.): 
Health is of the utmost importance to every­
one, and it is something that cannot be 
bought. Dental health is particularly im.port-
ant, and dental care must be started with 
chUdren. 

In 1973, the then Commonwealth Minis­
ter for Health (Dr Everingham), in co-opera­
tion with the States, introduced a scheme 
under which a school dental service was 
implemented. A number of technologists 
were trained to carry out the work. 

A school dental service had operated in 
Queensland for many years. During my 
years at primary school almost 50 years ago, 
I recall seeing a dentist at least twice. I 
recaU those occasions very weU. The Minis­
ter for Health remarked to me that tech­
nology has improved greatly since then, and 
that is very true. In those days, a lady 
travelled round with a machine. TTiere was 
no power, and the only water came out of 
tanks. She operated the driU by treadUng 
with her foot. It was a terrifying experience 
for me, and I remeiriber it very well. 

It conceras me that, even thou'gh the 
Commonwealth has come to the party and 
provided funds for the training of people 
and the provision of school dental clinics, 
many children stfll go through primary 
school without having their teeth looked at 
by a dentist. It may be said that dental 
care is the responsibUity of parents. How­
ever, I beUeve that dental care can 'best be 
provided at school, where children can be 
treated with a minimum of delay and with 
a minimum of tears. When they are taken 
to a dentist's surgery, they look at all the 
machines and wonder what b ahead of 
them. They seem to accept treatment more 
readily when they are with their peers. 

Two school dental clinics have been estab­
lished in the city of Maryborough, and they 
are doing very good work. The young people 
who have been trained at those clinics are 
also doing an excellent job. However, it 
must be nearly two years ago that plans 
were first made for caravans to visit the other 
schools in the district, including some in your 
electorate, Mr Deputy Speaker. Slabs were 
poiired, power points were installed and water 
mains were laid but not connected. Every­
thing was ready for connection; 'but there 
was no dentist. 

It looks as if many children in my area 
will complete .their primary schooling without 
ever having been examined by a dentist— 
unless, of course, they are taken to a dentist 
by their parents. 

If children are not taught to care properly 
tor their teeth, tooth decay becomes a prob­
lem in their later years. I have spoken to 
people who have done social work amongst 
the unemployed. They have told me that 
young persons, particularly girb, who go 
lookmg for jobs and present a gummy look 

to the employer on whom they are calling 
stand very little chance of getting a job. 
That does not do much for their confidence. 

I agree whole-'heartedly with the policy 
adopted by the school dental clinics. Very 
often they recommend that dental work be 
carried out privately. In many instances 
dental problems escape the notice of parents. 
In fact, school health sbters have discovered 
problems that both the teachers and parents 
missed. 

I should like to see more money poured 
into school dental care. The Minister for 
Health has said that lack of money is the 
problem. Whereas the clinics have visited 
some schools and attended to the same child­
ren on two occasions, other schools are being 
totally neglected. 

The Minister has said that the caravans 
are on order but that he does not know 
when they will be delivered. I have been 
told that one is operating. I think that is 
in the electorate represented by the Minister 
for Works and Housing. As I say, everything 
is ready in my electorate for the caravans, and 
I would Uke to see more done to get them 
operating. 

TOURIST POTENTIAL IN QUEENSLAND 

Mr BORBIDGE (Surfers Paradise) (12.52 
a.m.): I rise to acquaint the House with 
a most substantial document on the poten­
tial of tourism in the State of Queensland. 
I refer to a report titled "Tourism Poten­
tial in Queensland", which is better known 
as the Boeing report on tourism. It is 
probably one of the most important docu­
ments that have been formulated on Queens­
land's tourist potential. The Minister has 
already referred to it. It suhstantiaUy 
endorses the progressive tourism policies of 
the Queensland Goyernment. 

The report came into existence because 
the Queensland Tourist and Travel Corpor­
ation asked the Boeing Company to provide 
an independent assessment of tourism poten­
tial in this State. The report contains the 
following statement— 

"Queensland appears to have the greatest 
untapped potential of any world tourist 
market." 

Basically the report revolves around two 
scenarios for the industry in Queensland: 
a natural level of growth and an accelerated 
level of growth. The natural growth is 
progress along historical lines; the acceler­
ated growth would be due to diversion and 
stimulation from co-ordinated planning 
between the Government and the private 
sector, development of major resort attrac­
tions, direct air services, tour packages and 
aggressive promotion. 

Under these two levels of growth we 
have the potential to achieve each year a 
natural increase in international traffic of 
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10 per cent and in domestic traffic of 8 per 
cent and an accelerated potential of 19 per 
cent increase in intemational traffic and 
12 per cent increase in domestic traffic. 

The report goes on to say that the major 
problems facing tourism in Queensland are 
the lack of awareness, limited infrastmcture, 
extreme distance for intemational travel, 
increasing cost of travel and the circuitous 
international air service to the State of 
Queensland. If acknowledges that AustraUa 
is now the second fastest growing visitor 
destination in the world after Portugal. . 

The Boeing report estimates that in 1985 
Queensland wiU be seeing a natural growth 
of 448 400 tourists a year up to a potential 
in accelerated growth of 709 700. The pos­
sible influence on the economy of the State 
is substantial. Assuming that visitor expendi­
ture b in the vicinity of $50 per day per 
person, under the natural growtji cycle 
tourism in Queensland in 1985 would be 
worth US$697m and, on the accelerated 
cycle, US$875m. it is estimated that the 
multipUer effect of 2.5 would bring the total 
benefit to the economy of this State. 

The QTTC has already estimated that 
1 400 jobs can be created for every 25 000 
international visitors coming to this State. 
Bodng estimates that approximately 140 000 
jobs can be created as a direct response to 
37.5m intrastate and interstate trips. That is 
a ratio of 1:268. 

An important facet of the report is the 
future employinent potential in thb State. 
Under the natural cycle we can expect 
29 800 new jobs to come on tap by 1985 up 
to a potential on the accelerated cycle of 
56 700 jobs. 

That is a tremendously exciting report and 
I commend it to members of the House. It 
clearly demonstrates the great potential 
available to Queensland to capitaUse on the 
growing intemational tourist boom and 
significantiy, as I said at the outset, it 
endorses the polides of the Govemment 
towards tourism in this State. 

EXPLOITATION OF FILIPINO WOMEN 

Mrs KYBURZ (Salisbury) (12.57 a.m.): 
Toni^t I should like to take the opportunity 
to express my concern at the modem trade in 
human flesh which is now taking place in 
the form of the purchase of FiUpino women. 
It seems to be the latest growth industry in 
AustraUa. I notice that many of the adver­
tisements in the personal columns in news­
papers now concern the purchase of FiUpino 
women in one form or another. It is so-
caUed bride-buying. However, I wonder_how 
many of those girb and women make it up 
the aisle to the altar. 

An Honourable Member: A lot of them 
do. 

In many instances it is simply the purchase 
by lonely and aged or indeed inadequate 
men of women who will "suit" their needs. 
I am not saying tbat these men should not 
have active sexual lives but I beUeve that 
buying girls is just not On. 

The prices range from $2,000 to $10,000. 
We cannot legislate for compassion but we 
can regulate the purchase of people. That b 
precisely what it is. My main concern is for 
the future welfare of these women and girls. 
Does it mean that if some of these relation-
sihips do not work out the women wiU finish 
up at the end of a welfare queue feeling 
estranged in Australia if they do not happen 
to have any family support? It is quite 
obvious that any relationship is temporary 
whether or not it is sanctified, so-called, by 
a certificate which happens to be a marriage 
certificate. 

I 'hope that in the future they wiU have 
the opportunity to form support groups, 
although thb b just what they need now. 
My main concern for these gjirb, however, 
is that they are now being imported for 
prostitution in the form of modern massage 
parlours. It is very sad that they are being 
talked into this in the Phflippines where, as 
we all know, there is widespread poverty 
and unemployment, particularly among 
women. But I do not see a massage parlour 
as a legitimate form of employment. Other 
people may see it in a different Ught, and, 
of course, that b their right, but I think it 
is very sad that these girls are lured to 
AustraUa and then dumpai in massage par­
lours. As I said, although this might be 
seen as a legitimate form of employment in 
the East, I am sorry, but I do not see it as 
being so in the West. 

An elderly man came to see me about 
how he could obtain a Housing Commission 
house, and quite apart from being a single 
person, as far as I could see he 'had 
absolutely no right to one. He went to 
the Housing Commission, and I suppose in 
an attempt to put him off they said nicely 
that if he got married he might have a 
chance. He decided to buy a bride from 
the Philippine. He then went back in to 
the Housing Commi^ion and they said to 
him, "Okay, you are married now, but you 
wiU have a better chance if you have a 
child and are really in need of a Housing 
Commission house." Promptly nine months 
later he returned with that problem fixed. 
The people at the Housing Commission 
then said, "Right, we wfll put you on the 
list now, but you only have one child. 
You need a few more." 

Mr Scott interjected. 

Mrs KYBURZ: I am sorry to say that 
I think it b a fraudulent way of obtaining 
a Housing Commission house. It might 
sound all right to the honourable member, 
but it d o ^ not to me. 

Mrs KYBURZ: Perhaps a lot of them do. Mr Neal: It is a very exhausting way. 
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Mrs KYBURZ: That b another point. 
I think we have to consider that these 
introduction agendes are springing up all 
over the place doing nothing but trading 
in female flesh in the form of Fflipino giris 
who do not know what they are in for 
when they come to AustraUa. 

MR H. W. FANCHER 

Mr SCOTT (Cook) (1.2 a.m.): For a 
number of years there has been a very 
messy affair involving certain pastoral hold­
ings going on in Far North Queensland, 
and I urge two Ministers, in particular, 
to step in and clear up the mess once 
and for all. I refer to the Minister for 
Lands and Forestry and the Minister for 
Justice and Attorney-General. 

I am tal'king aibout the affairs of that 
American confidence trickster, Mr Henry 
Wfley Fancher, who is now Uviiig out on 
the Gilbert River in North Queensland. I 
do not have time in this debate to do 
more than give an outUne of this man's 
operations in Queensland, but he achieved 
prominence when the Premier paid all his 
expenses for a trip to Europe in a so-called 
investigation of the "loans affair" late in 
1975. We aU remember Joh and the "loans 
affair". I beUeve that as a result of this 
favour to the Premier the man now has 
protected status in Queensland—he is above 
and beyond the law. 

Very briefly, Mr Fancher came to 
AustraUa from America in 1965 and formed 
Yarraden Pastoral Holdings Pty Ltd. At 
one stage this com.pany apparently held a 
wide range of properties under a subsidiary 
company, Mt Mulgrave Pty Ltd. This 
company later bought out Hayman and 
Sons, amongst whose assets were two station 
properties known as Chadshunt and 
Inorunie. The Yarraden and Mt Mulgrave 
companies- t̂hey no longer owned the pro­
perties of the same name as these had 
been sold off .previously—^were allowed to 
go into liquidation. Later, in 1976, Mr 
Fancher—it should not be forgotten that 
he b really Hayman and Sons—was declared 
bankrupt on the petition of Interaational 
Harvester Credit Corporation of AustraUa 
Limited. Mr Fancher had apparently sold 
Inorunie and Chadshunt to a Mr F. R. 
Hart in 1975, even though at that time 
those properties were mortgaged to a mem­
ber of the Hayman family. I must also 
add that the rents on these leasehold pro­
perties were then in arrears to the State, 
and I believe that they are still in arrears. 
In 1977 Mr Hart sold Inorunie and a 
number of cattie thereon to A. H. Carter 
and Sons. Mr Hart apparently only thougiht 
he had title to thb block. In fact, titie 
was still held by Mr Fancher. So A. H. 
Carter and Sons mbsed out, even though 
they spent considerable sums trying to 
achieve justice through the courts. 

5185—22 

After hb bankruptcy, and after weaving 
this incredible web of deceit and dishonesty, 
Mr Fancher went back to the USA where 
he obtained further funds and then came 
back to Australia to form a company now 
known as the Chadshunt Grazing Company. 
He was a declared bankrapt but apparently 
was able to buy the Chadshunt property 
from the liquidators before 1978. I do not 
believe that the liquidators have ever 
received any money. 

Mr Fancher's bankruptcy was annulled in 
August 1980, and later in that year he 
apparently successfully bought Inorunie 
from the liquidators at a public auction. 
Once again, I believe that no money has 
been paid by Mr Fancher to the Uquidators. 
How can this man be allowed to operate? 
Why has he not been investigated by the 
Fraud Squad or the Commissioner for 
Corporate Affairs? Is he beyond the law of 
Queensland? Why cannot Mr Carter be 
offered some assistance by the Goverament 
of Queensland to allow this fraudulent law­
breaker to be brought to book, so allowing 
Mr Carter to obtain some justice? 

I ask these questions because this man 
Fancher seems to all 'the people who know 
what is happening up there to operate out­
side the law. He has in the past Uterally 
littered the countryside with "rabber" 
cheques. Hb debts have never been honoured. 
During all the time of Mr Fancher's 
nefarious operations, he has constantly dealt 
in cattle in a questionable way and has 
never been charged by .the police. His 
ndghbours are concerned that he is stealing 
their cattle. He regularly has earmarks cut 
into stock bearing other people's brands, and 
then blames his men. In other instances he 
has had neighbours' cattle on his vehicles 
and again blamed his own men. 

He can transport unbranded cattle with 
impunity because he is supposed to have a 
slaughtering business near Kilcoy and sells 
beef to the Arabs. He has said, " I love the 
Arabs". Mr Fancher Wiill not allow ndgh­
bours to accompany his stockmen when 
boundary areas are being mustered. He has 
told the Stock Squad he will give back only 
beast for beast. People living in the area 
say that he has ordered his men to shoot 
neighbouring bullocks that stray onto his 
property. Shots have been heard late at night 
in the area, and this is causing serious 
concern. 

I could go on and on, but time prevents 
this. I again urge that an investigation of 
this American national be carried out by the 
proprer authorities. He has not only defrauded 
smart grazing people who should have known 
better, outwitted the poUce and imposed 
unduly on his neighbours, but also cheated 
dozens of ordinary working people, small 
contractors and stockmen. I cite as an 
example of the type of investigation that 
can well be mounted against this intemational 
crook the Macrossan inquiry set up by Sir 
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William Knox in 1976 into a range of com­
panies which would have been proud to have 
Henry Wiley Fancher as their articled clerk. 
I believe that if this man operated anywhere 
other than in Far North Queensland he 
would long ago have been investigated along 
the lines I have referred to, and would have 
been exported back to the good old USA. 

RACING INDUSTRY IN NORTH QUEENSLAND; 
CUNNINGHAM FAMILY; C T X-RAY SCANS 

Mr KATTER (Flinders) (1.7 a.m.): I 
briefly comment upon the racing industry 
and the discussion that took place earUer 
tonight. I was extremely disappointed in the 
fact that during the police inquiries in Mt 
Isa, one of the families that were heavily 
interviewed by the police was the Kyle family 
at McKinlay and the people who race horses 
with that particular family. To my know-
edge, I have never heard a rumour about, 
or a substantial complaint against, those 
radng people in north-west Queensland. I 
was extremely disappointed lo see such a 
hard-working family living in one of the 
'belated outposts in North Queensland treated 
in that way. It was a terrible worry for the 
family. I am very pleased to see that those 
charges have been withdrawn. 

I wbh to make one other comment about 
the racing industry. When the loans that 
were granted to the major racing clubs in 
Queensland were converted to grants by the 
State Government, it meant that most of 
the country clubs that had never been able 
to borrow money missed out on the sort of 
assistance that was forthcoming when that 
principle was introduced. Of course, one of 
the great drawbacks in country racing is that 
the clubs simply cannot borrow money. 

Whilst I am on the subject of radng, I 
would like to refer to the Cunningham family 
of North Queensland. It always strikes me 
as passing strange that families from all 
parts of Queensland, except the Far North, 
receive recognition at some stage. I have 
met Mr Cunningham only since ColUnsville 
has been in my electorate, but over the years 
the Cunningham family has put literally $lm 
into looking after the poor people of North 
Queensland, and particularly the children of 
ex-servicemen in the State. They have con­
tributed a very large part of their money 
towards preserving the past. One of the relics 
which a lot of money has been put into is 
the old slab Bowen River Hotel. I would 
ask anyone in that area to go and see that 
hotel because it is a preservation of a trae 
relic of the past. 

That family pioneered breeding stock and 
the use of crops for the beef industry in 
North Queensland. They stood up fairiy 
courageously against the big companies that 
have tried to destroy the industry and mani­
pulate it to their own advantage. In all 
ways they are the sort of people who should 
be honoured with recognition by royalty. 

An Opposition Member: Did they contri­
bute to the Bjelke-Petersen Foundation? 

Mr KATTER: I take umbrage at that 
comment. When one speaks highly of any­
body Queenslanders and Australians have 
the not very nice trait of knocking him. 
There are probably a dozen ways in which 
I could knock that family or any other 
famfly but I am saying something nice 
about them. The answer to the honour­
able member's question is that to my know­
ledge the family has not contributed, and 
I am quite sure that they would not. 

Something that is desperately needed in 
North Queensland is a CT scanner which 
is used to make an entire intemal X-ray 
scan of a person's head or body. Unfortu­
nately all the four scanners in Queensland 
are in Brisbane, and I believe that the 
mooted provision of a fifth one is also for 
Brisbane. It is not necessary that this equip­
ment be concentrated in one big city. New 
Zealand has these scanners at Wellington, 
Auckland, Christchurch and Dunedin. A 
new one is to be installed in Invercargill. 
The machines are scattered throughout the 
length and breadth of New Zealand. 

North Queenslanders have to travel 1000 
mfles to use one of these machines. 1 now 
wish to quote from a leaflet handed out 
by a Mr Haley, a person of gifted intellect 
in North Queensland, and one who goes 
out of his way to do something for the 
community in which he lives. In his leaflet 
he refers to a number of cases, but I will 
cite only one from Charters Towers. The 
leaflet states— 

"Two-year-old Barbara survives a Land 
Rover running across her neck and is 
brought to intensive care in Townsville 
General Hospital. Her removal to Bris­
bane is inadvisable and diagnosis is 
inhibited by the lack of a CT scan. The 
aUernative of five drUl holes in the skuU 
is more dangerous, slow and expensive than 
a computerised scan and less effective." 

(Time expired.) 

PUBLIC SERVICE SUPERANNUATION 

Mrs NELSON (Aspley) (1.12 a.m.): I rise 
to draw the attention of the House to ano­
malies in the Public Service Superannuation 
Act and the State Service Superannuation 
Act by way of discrimination between males 
and females. It is important to look firstly 
at the contributions. At under 20 years of 
age, both males and females pay 2 per cent 
of their gross salary, but over 20 the gap 
appears. At that stage males pay 5.5 per 
cent and females pay 4.75 per cent until at 
age 35 and over when males pay 6.5 per 
cent and females pay 5.75 per cent. Hwi-
ourable members may argue that that dis­
criminates in favour of women in the Public 
Service. 
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However, when one examines the benefits 
that are paid under these two Acts it is 
very clear that the people being discrimin­
ated against are full-tune employees of the 
State Public Service who happen to be 
women. 

I wish to draw to the attention of the 
House two particular areas of benefit. Most 
superannuation schemes in Australian have 
provision for a spouse's pension, but that 
b not so in Queensland, which has pro­
vision for a widow's pension which is paid 
to a wife or a dependent defacto wife— 
and that is determined by the Superannuation 
Board in appropriate circumstances—cal­
culated at 66.7 per cent of the annuity. 
The husband of a female public servant can­
not collect a widower's pension if she dies. 
However, the wife of a male Queensland 
public servant is paid a pension upon his 
death. 

A particularly disgraceful anomaly occurs 
in relation to children's pensions. I will 
speak later about who is deemed to be a 
bread-winner in this community and this 
Goverament's attitude to bread-winners. 

Pensions are payable to children of 
deceased contributors, provided that the con­
tributors are males. If a contributor is a 
female, the pension is only payable subject 
to a child's having been whoUy dependent 
upon the deceased female contributor. That 
is blatant discrimination and completely 
ignores the fad that the wife of a deceased 
male contributor may have been receiving a 
very high salary and the child may not have 
been whoUy dependent on the male con­
tributor. That is not taken into account. A 
male contributor's wife automaticaUy receives 
a pension at the rate of 66.7 per cent of his 
annuity and his unmarried chUdren under a 
stated age also receive a pension auto­
matically. 

To me, it is wrong in principle that men 
and women in the Queensland PubUc Service 
should be treated so differently. It is par­
ticularly improper that, although a woman 
contributor's income may have been vital to 
her family whilst she was alive, on her 
death her husband receives no benefit at all. 
Unless her husband has either left her or 
died and children have been whoUy depend­
ent on her, they receive no benefit at aU. 

I put it to the Goverament that it is
time to amend the Act. The Queensland
State Service Union, the Professional Officers 
Association and various other unions invol­
ved, such as the Queensland Teachers Union, 
are very anxious to see these anomaUes
removed so that both men and women are 
treated equally under the State Service Super­
annuation Act in the way of benefits paid 
and contributions made. 

"J ''°°'^'''''^ hy commenting on the term
bread-winner". Recommendations have come 

ironi Cabinet about appointments to be made 
K f t "̂*'''*̂  Service. We have been told

that bread-winners are to have preference

over married women. I think it is fair 
comment that, in today's economy, one 
could argue that it takes two incomes to 
make a bread-winnpr in any family today— 
and certainly two-thirds of the nation fit into 
that category. The time is long overdue to 
examine the employment roles in our sodety 
on the basis of equal merit rather than on 
the basis of sex, and certainly not on the 
basis of marital status. 

Motion (Mr Wharton) agreed to. 

The House adjourned at 1.17 a.m. 
(Wednesday). 




