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THURSDAY, 17 OCTOBER 1985

Mr SPEAKER (Hon. J. H. Warner, Toowoomba South) read prayers and took the
chair at 11 a.m.

PETITION
The Clerk announced the receipt of the following petition—

Third-party Insurance Premiums

From Mr Campbell (17 signatories) praying that the Parliament of Queensland will
revoke recent increases in third-party insurance and ensure future increases are determined
after public hearing.

Petition received.

PAPERS
The following paper was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed—

Report of the President of the Industrial Court of Queensland for the year ended
30 June 1985.

The following papers were laid on the table—
Proclamation under the Intellectually Handicapped Citizens Act 1985
Orders in Council under—
Forestry Act 1959-1984
Ambulance Services Act 1967-1983
Regulations under—
Food Act 1981-1984
Industry and Commerce Training Act 1979-1983
Fire Brigades Act 1964-1984.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS

Ayers Rock; Land Rights

Hon. Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN (Barambah—Premier and Treasurer) (11.3
a.m.), by leave: On 26 October 1985, our nation will lose a part of itself. On that day,
it is proposed to hand over ownership of Ayers Rock——

Mr Mackenroth interjected.
Mr SPEAKER: Order! 1 warn the honourable member for Chatsworth.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: As I was saying, on that day, it is proposed to
hand over ownership of Ayers Rock and a tract of surrounding land to a small group
of Aboriginal Australians.

I rose to condemn that action. It is the view of my Government that this priceless
piece of our heritage belongs to all Australians. It is not something to be sold off by a
socialist Government to buy the support of another small group of Australians—the left-
wing faction of the Federal ALP.

We are all Australians. We are one nation—not a nation divided by race. Any
move towards the granting of Aboriginal land rights to one section of the community
and the resultant creation of a nation within a nation should be opposed. The Queensland
Government believes in equal rights—not land rights.
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It has always been clear to me that the vast majority of Australian people support
that view. Yet the Hawke Labor Government in Canberra is determined to proceed
with a land rights policy that is against the wishes of the majority and gives to one
section of the community rights and privileges that are not available to other Australians.

My purpose in rising to speak today is to draw the attention of the House and the
nation to the full ramifications of a detailed survey, conducted by Australian National
Opinion Polls, into land rights. The House should note that the survey was commissioned
by the Federal Australian Labor Party Government. I now have a copy of the full survey
document, which I table.

Whereupon the honourable gentleman laid the document on the table.

That alarming and devastating document is the clearest indictment of the Hawke
Government and its land-rights policies that anyone could ask for. It shows that the
ALP, to implement its unwanted and unwarranted policies, is prepared to ride roughshod
over the wishes of the vast majority of the Australian people.

I quote from the survey table on page 58 of the document. It shows that, in Australia
as a whole, at the most only 24 per cent of people support the concept of land rights.
On a State-by-State break-down, the maximum support for the policy among Western
Australians is only 9 per cent; among Queenslanders, 16 per cent; South Australians, 21
per cent; Tasmanians, 26 per cent; New South Welshmen, 27 per cent; and Victorians,
28 per cent; yet, despite such overwhelming opposition, Mr Hawke is proceeding to give
away Ayers Rock—the first step in what will be the progressive hand-over of other areas
of this nation. So much for consensus! Worse than that, the document shows that the
Federal Government is considering massive expenditure in an effort to buy public support
for its rejected land-rights policies.

Mr Scott: You would be the most anti-black person in the Chamber.
Mr Tenni interjected.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I remind honourable members that, under Standing Order
No. 108A, ministerial statements must be heard in silence.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: Unlike the honourable member for Cook, who is
violently opposed to white rights, I believe in equal rights. He is arrogantly opposed to
whites having the same deal.

Page 5 of the document states that, unless a massive public relations campaign is
undertaken urgently—at public expense, of course—support for the ALP’s position on
land rights will be “irretrievable”. It describes the land-rights issue as the most divisive
and potentially explosive issue that any Government has faced in the post-war period.
How interesting. That is in the ALP’s own document.

Mr Scott: That’s all humbug.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: The Federal Labor Government, which is of the
same party as the member for Cook, commissioned the report. Is he saying that his
Government is humbug?

Mr Scott: You’re the humbug.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: They are all humbugs. I am glad to hear the
member for Cook say that they are all humbugs.

Fancy the Federal Government spending $100,000 of tax-payers’ money on a survey
to discover that! I have been pointing that out for years. I have been giving it that
advice for years—free of charge.

Another interesting aspect in the report appears at page 34. It says that the policy
of the Queensland Government in enacting deeds of grant in trust was supported by
those surveyed. Surely that is a slap in the face for the ALP.

69062—69
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The document reads—

“The action is seen to have given acceptable security of tenure to those reserve
lands where Aborigines have a legitimate claim to ownership.

Even supporters of land rights feel that the Queensland Government has taken
real steps in the right direction.”

I suppose I should thank the Federal Government for financing a document that
supports our policies and rejects theirs in relation to the correct method of approach in
these matters. However, the most serious aspect of the existence of the survey and its
findings is that it has not yet been the subject of public debate. It has been stowed away.
It has been hidden. It is being revealed publicly now, no doubt for the first time.

Mr Scott interjected.
Mr SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Scott interjected.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: The member for Cook ought to read that docu-
ment—if he is able to read.

I refer now to an important aspect of the matter, and I will have much more to
say about it at a later time. I should like to record that I will have more to say about
this later than what I have to say now.

In this respect, I refer to the role of His Excellency the Governor-General, who has
been called upon to preside at the Ayers Rock hand-over ceremony. It is my belief that
His Excellency is being compromised. He is being called upon to do something against
the wishes of the Australian people. He is being used by the Hawke Government to
lend credibility to this whole sad tragic event.

Mr Casey interjected.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: As I said before, I will have more to say about
that at a more appropriate time.

My concern is that the information contained in the survey should have been made
available to Government House in Canberra before His Excellency considered the
invitation to attend the ceremony. The Hawke Government had not given that document
to His Excellency when he was asked to attend the ceremony. If it was not made
available, it should have been. It has not been released to the pulic by the Federal
Government, although some sections were leaked to the media. It has been hidden in
the hope that the Australian Labor Party will get away with this scurrilous sell-out of
our national heritage.

In conclusion, I want to say that no-one should have the right to give away such
a significant part of this nation without prior reference to the people through referendums.
I want to assure this House and the nation that I will play a prominent role in making
sure that, if Ayers Rock is given away by the ALP, it will be given straight back to the
nation by the coalition Government when it comes to power at the next Federal election.
The whole ALP policy of land rights will be stopped.

Mr Scott interjected.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I warn the honourable member for Cook under Standing
Order No. 123A.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: For goodness’ sake, Mr Speaker, throw him out.

At that time, this whole business of land rights will stop so that we can proceed
forward to the future as one people and one nation.
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Portion 79, Parish of Barrow, County of Ward, Shire of Albert; Speech of Member for
Salisbury

Hon. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—Minister for Local Government, Main Roads
and Racing) (11.14 a.m.), by leave: Yesterday, in this House, an honourable member
made a speech which contained some extremely serious allegations. That honourable
member alleged that a senior Minister had been guilty of abusing his office as a Minister
to achieve massive personal gain. That honourable member made some truly breath-
taking accusations which, when examined, amount to a deliberate and wilful attempt to
mislead this Parliament for personal political capital. That honourable member is guilty
of a systematic campaign of persecution based on nothing more than innuendoes,
distortions, fabrications and misinterpretations of selectively leaked documents twisted
out of context.

I wish, at this stage, to make some comment on a speech in this House yesterday
by the honourable member for Salisbury (Mr Goss). Before I make specific references
to his charges, I wish to place on record my concern at one statement that that honourable
member made during his speech. During the course of that speech, the honourable
member tabled a letter from the acting secretary of the Land Administration Commission,
dated 11 September 1984. The honourable member, in tabling that letter, said that it,
“told the Minister’s engineers”. Hansard records, and honourable members will recall,
that I rose to a point of order and said—

“I rise to a point of order. Did I understand the honourable member to refer
a couple of minutes ago to a Minister?”

The honourable member for Salisbury replied—
“I made reference to the Minister for Lands.”

Thereupon I resumed my seat and said that I was sorry. The honourable member then
said—
“I certainly intended no reference to the Minister for Local Government in
what I just said.”

Copies of the speech of the honourable member for Salisbury were distributed to
the press gallery. Those copies clearly show that, in many instances, changes were made
to substitute the word “man” for some other word. It is my belief that the honourable
member slipped badly when he went through his speech changing certain other words
to “man” or “man’s”, because he failed to notice the term “Minister’s engineers”. It
should have been “The man’s engineers”. When I rose to a point of order, the honourable
member said he had been referring to the Minister for Lands and intended no reference
to me.

It is my contention that his reference to the “Minister’s engineers” did not refer to
the Minister for Lands but did refer to me. The letter tabled was to my family company’s
engineers.

I call upon the honourable member for Salisbury to apologise to me and to this
House for his deliberate attempt to mislead this House in this instance.

I now wish to reply to the substance of the honourable member’s allegations. In
doing so, I thank him for tabling the documents that he tabled yesterday, because they
provide the evidence for rebuttal of his charges.

By way of introduction, I make the observation that the honourable member, who
likes to portray himself as a brilliant lawyer, needs to do some basic research.

He tabled a document that he claimed was a lease. He made a large point in his
allegations of saying that Maralinga had breached that lease. If the honourable member
had given that document more than a cursory look, he would have seen that it was
clearly headed as a proposed special lease—not a lease, but a “proposed special lease™.

The honourable member puts great store in being precise, so I inform him that
Maralinga has not been granted a lease by the Land Administration Commission but
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has been furnished with the document that the honourable member tabled, which spelt
out the conditions of a proposed special lease.

The honourable member, although clearly confused by the difference between a
lease and a proposed lease, went on to quote from that document, and claimed that
Maralinga was in breach of the conditions by cutting down trees and quarrying the
island. That allegation is a complete and utter fabrication. There has been no quarrying
on the island, and there never will be any quarrying on the island.

No trees have been cut down by Maralinga, despite the claim by the honourable
member, who could do no better than quote unnamed “people who have inspected the
island”. That sort of evidence is, to say the least, a very strange basis for an allegation
brought by a lawyer. If the honourable member had further read the conditions of the
proposed special lease that he tabled, he would have read that one of the conditions
was that, “The lessee shall maintain the leased land free of noxious plants”.

If the honourable member had read the memo from the Forestry Department dated
20 July 1982, which he tabled, he would have read—

“This portion is a low Island covered with grass, lantana and other weed
growth, timbered with odd river oaks, with the exception of the western tip which
carries a moderate stand of forest red gum.”

There has been some clearing of the island by Maralinga. The clearing has been of the
lantana and other weed growth mentioned by that Forestry Department memo and was
done as part of the conditions of the proposed special lease. In fact, had any such
clearing of noxious weeds not been undertaken, it could have been argued that Maralinga
was in breach of the conditions imposed.

I refer to the allegation by the honourable member that a harbour was to be created.
That is one of his most fanciful allegations. If he had done his homework, he would
have discovered that the Gold Coast Waterways Authority has a particular engineering
terminology that uses the term “to cut the harbour” as the way of describing a connection
between a non-tidal lake and a tidal waterway. The honourable member’s ignorance of
this terminology had him jumping at shadows, and suddenly a simple proposal became,
in his mind, a giant inland harbour complete with marinas.

A number of other allegations were made by the honourable member. His own
documents prove one thing: the island was and is to be retained. He has chosen to
ignore his own evidence.

I had intended to produce and table an extract from the Gold Coast Bulletin wherein
it was clearly stated by the company—probably years ago—that this island would never
be removed. That extract has not yet arrived, but I will table it when it does arrive. I
noticed that last night, when the honourable member for Salisbury was speaking on a
Channel 2 program, he again referred to the removal of the island and said, “It must
have been an afterthought of the company or the Minister or the family or whatever.”

I repeat emphatically that it was not intended that that island be mined, removed
or tampered with to the extent that the honourable member so blatantly referred to
yesterday.

I table a letter that I received today from Oceanics Australia, the firm that undertook
studies of the river.

Whereupon the honourable gentleman laid the document on the table.
I seek leave to have that letter incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.



Ministerial Statements 17 October 1985 2077

OCEANICS AUSTRALIA

DIRECTORS: 99 Leichhardt St., Brisbane
W. R. B. Morrison. B.E., M.ENG.SC., PH.D., P.O. Box 203, Spring Hill 4000
M.LE.AUST., AM.ASM.E.

M. F. Winders, B.E.,, M.LE AUST., AM.LMAR.E. Telephone: 831 6744
W. W. Barlow, B.E., M.LE.AUST., M.R.I.N.A., Telex: 42766
AM.SN.AM.E.

17th October, 1985
Hon. R. J. Hinze,
Minister for Local Government, Main Roads
and Racing,
Parliament House,
Brisbane 4000

Dear Sir,
Re: Coomera River Extractive Operations Environmental Impact Studies

I believe the following information is relevant to assessing the claims made by Mr
W. K. Goss, M.L.A., in Parliament yesterday, October 16, regarding alleged impropriety
in dealings with government concerning an island in the Coomera River, viz. Portion 79,
Parish of Barrow.

In July 1982 we prepared a report “Coomera River Extractive Operations Environmental
Impact Studies” for submission to the Albert Shire Council in accordance with instructions
from Burchill & Partners Pty. Ltd. The report was prepared to satisfy guidelines issued
by the Council. They addressed the potential environmental impacts which might arise
from extending the existing Farley & Lewers and Nucrush operations near Upper Coomera
and commencement of extraction from another deposit immediately upstream of the
highway bridges. The report was prepared for and paid for by the owners of the various
parcels of land involved i.e. Maralinga Pty. Ltd., Nucrush Pty. Ltd. and Gambamora Pty.
Ltd.

Discussions were held with the Council at the time of establishing the study guidelines
and the Council’s concepts of environmental constraints were made known to us. The
development proposals offered by the owners of the properties concerned embodied these
constraints and the recommendations of a 1979 report to the Albert Shire Council by its
consultants, Cameron McNamara, entitled “Coomera River Extraction Study”. The
development proposal was similar to a preferred option of that study, namely that the
pits should be extended to the river itself and create tidal water areas of recreational and
aesthetic value rather than freshwater off-stream lakes which have been found elsewhere
to be an unsatisfactory end use.

In both studies the island in question and others just downstream were planned to
be excavated for recovery of their sand and gravel and to maximise the recreational value
of the waterway.

Each of the proposals investigated by our company provided for rural residential
development of the land left after extraction of the resource. In the case of Maralinga
Pty. Ltd., overburden above the deposit was proposed to be placed upon the balance land,
across portion of the island in question and into a section of a shallow channel between
the island and the shore to create a more useful shoreline for residential development.
Approval for this was sought from the Forestry Department in April 1982,

Our environmental study identified two problems upon which the presence of the
island had a bearing. Firstly, the length of waterway created by the Maralinga and Nucrush
excavations would approach 1600 metres, leading to the generation of sufficiently high
waves along the western bank to cause bank erosion and the study recommended the
placement of rock protection along that section of the shoreline to offset this. Our subsequent
advice to Burchills to retain the island would result in the “fetch” being reduced to such
an extent that protection against wave attack would no longer be required. Secondly the
enlarged waterway would reduce flood levels downstream to such an extent that a high
head loss would need to be incorporated between the freshwater and tidal sections of the
river and means of achieving this were recommended. Retention of the island as a block
in the river would reduce the amount of loss required and the duty thus required of any
structure or transititon zone.

Upon receipt of this advice, Burchill & Partners Pty. Ltd. advised the L A.C. in
November 1983 that their client did not wish to excavate the island but still wished to
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reclaim part of it and part of the shallow channel separating it from the southern bank.
I understand the ramifications of leaving the island were discussed at length by the Council
with several government departments and in April 1984 we reported upon our detailed
examination of its effects upon tidal and flood flows. This examination was requested by
the Council’s consultants, Cameron & McNamara (see their letter to Albert Shire Council,
13.1.84). Normal procedures were then followed to allow the reclamation to happen and
for the Maralinga proposal to proceed.

In summary, a preferred option of the 1979 Cameron McNamara report to Council
provided for removal of the island. The proposal submitted by Maralinga Pty. Ltd. (along
with those of Nucrush Pty. Ltd. and Gambamora Pty. Ltd.) and analysed by Oceanics in
1982, provided for extraction of the bulk of the island and other nearby islands. It also
provided for reclamation of the balance, together with a section of the shallow channel,
for incorporation in a shoreline residential development. An application was made to
Forestry to enable this to happen. Our report identified two problems which could be
avoided if the projecting part of the island was not excavated. The L.A.C. was then
advised that this section would not be excavated or developed, that reclamation of portion
of it and the channel would still be required and that the projecting section of the island
would be preserved as Public Open Space. I understand the L.A.C. proposed that this
could be carried out as a Special Lease, not unusual for this form of development.

The planning of this development has been under the strictest surveillance of the
Albert Shire Council and a number of Queensland government agencies, including Lands
Administration Commission, Forestry Department, Department of Harbours & Marine,
Department of Primary Industries and the Gold Coast Waterways Authority, to whom
we reported on numerous aspects. I am sure there has been no impropriety demonstrated
by persons associated with Maralinga Pty. Ltd. in the progress of this development from
the planning stage to the present and this is evidenced in correspondence and reports.

Yours faithfully

Oceanics Australia

M. F. WINDERS
Winders, Barlow & Morrison Pty. Ltd Trading as Oceanics Australia

Mr HINZE: Mr Speaker, the honourable member, in his speech yesterday, quoted
from a report of that company, so it is appropriate that its entire case be presented in
the proper context.

I will quote from one section of that letter which follows on from an outline of
Oceanics’s advice to Maralinga’s consultants, Burchill and Partners. It says—

“Upon receipt of that advice, Burchill and Partners Pty. Ltd. advised the L.A.C.
in November, 1983, that their client did not wish to excavate the Island but still
wished to reclaim part of it and part of the shallow channel separating it from the
southern bank.”

I also draw attention to the part of that letter which noted that a preferred option
of the 1979 report from Cameron McNamara and Partners, consultants to the Albert
Shire Council, provided for removal of the island. That report was adopted by the Albert
Shire Council, and had Maralinga wished to follow that independent report of the
council’s, it, too, would have sought removal of the island.

The simple facts are that Maralinga did not, in the final analysis, seek removal. In
fact, it sought quite the reverse.

The honourable member’s charges do not have the slightest relation to the truth.
Again I reject them categorically.

SELECT COMMITTEE OF PRIVILEGES

Referral of Matters Raised by Member for Salisbury in Matters of Public Interest
Debate on Wednesday, 16 October 1985
Hon. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—Minister for Local Government, Main Roads
and Racing), by leave, without notice: I move—
“That the matters raised by the honourable member for Salisbury during his
speech on matters of public interest on Wednesday, 16 October, be referred to the
Select Committee of Privileges for consideration.”
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Motion agreed to.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Portion 79, Parish of Barrow, County of Ward, Shire of Albert; Speech of Member for
Salisbury

Hon. R. J. HINZE (South Coast—Minister for Local Government, Main Roads
and Racing) (11.24 a.m.): Continuing my ministerial statement, Mr Speaker, I have to
advise you now that the issue of the Gold Coast Bulletin to which I referred a few
minutes ago has now come into my possession. It says, in part, “Eagle’s home on the
river is safe”. It states emphatically and clearly that the island is not to be removed. It
is dated 2 September 1982. I now table it.

Whereupon the honourable gentleman laid the document on the table.

Sir Joh Bjelke-Petersen: Well, it proves that he was dishonest in what he said.
Mr Burns: The only people who are dishonest are on that side.

Mr SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Burns: You are an old crook.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I warn the honourable member for Lytton under Standing
Order No. 123A.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: I rise to a point of order. The honourable member
for Lytton got so heated by the argument, he called me an “old crook™.

Mr Burns: Of course you are.
Mr SPEAKER: Order!

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: I object to that remark and ask the honourable
member to withdraw it.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I ask the honourable member for Lytton to withdraw that
remark.

Mr BURNS: In accordance with the forms of the House, I withdraw the term
“crook”, but the Premier is certainly old.

PRIVILEGE

Interpretation of Standing Order No. 120

Mr WARBURTON (Sandgate—Leader of the Opposition) (11.25 a.m.): I rise on a
matter of privilege. I refer to Standing Order No. 120 and its application in this
Parliament. In the way in which that Standing Order was applied in the House yesterday,
it mounts a protective shield around Ministers against legitimate scrutiny and questioning
of their conduct and activities.

Mr Menzel interjected.

Mr WARBURTON: The honourable member for Mulgrave should be as interested
in this as any other honourable member.

Yesterday, the honourable member for Hinchinbrook (Mr Row), in his capacity as
Deputy Speaker, ruled that the comments made in the Matters of Public Interest debate
by the honourable member for Salisbury contained imputations of improper motives
against the Minister for Local Government, Main Roads and Racing. The member for
Salisbury was ordered by Mr Deputy Speaker to withdraw those comments.
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It seems to me that if Standing Order No. 120 is to be interpreted and applied in
that way, this Parliament might just as well shut up shop. I put it to you, Mr Speaker,
that it was never intended that the office of Speaker be used to afford Ministers absolute
protection. For this reason, as a matter of urgency, I request your ruling, Mr Speaker,
on how Standing Order No. 120 is to be interpreted and applied on future occasions.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I undertake to look into the matter as soon as possible.

LEAVE TO MOVE MOTION WITHOUT NOTICE

Hon. Sir WILLIAM KNOX (Nundah): Under the provisions of Standing Orders
Nos 49 and 52, I seek leave to move a motion without notice to suspend so much of
Standing Orders as would enable a debate on the contents of the Commonwealth
Government publication entitled Reform of the Australian Taxation System, on the
grounds that the proposal will—

(1) increase substantially the cost of Government;

(2) destroy incentive, thrift and prudence by the implementation of a savage capital
gains tax;

(3) cause widespread unemployment in the hospitality, tourism and automobile
industries;

(4) create confusion and uncertainty in the community regarding Government
taxation policies;

(5) destroy normal business planning for the future;

(6) establish a new and anti-social tax on employing people;

(7) not reduce the level of taxation;

(8) substantially increase administrative costs of private enterprise; and
(9) appear to breach section 114 of the Constitution.

Question—That leave be granted—put; and the House divided—

AYES, 6 NOES, 32

Gygar Braddy Miller

Knox Burns Milliner

Lee Campbell Palaszczuk

Lickiss Casey Price
Comben Scott
D’Arcy Shaw
De Lacy Smith
Eaton Underwood
Fouras Vaughan
Gibbs, R. J. Veivers
Goss Warburton
Hamill Warner, A. M.
Hartwig Wilson
Kruger

Tellers: Mackenroth Tellers:

Innes McLean Davis

White Menzel Prest

Resolved in the negative.

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. Sir WILLIAM KNOX (Nundah) (11.35 a.m.): Mr Speaker, in view of the
absence of the Government—I do this with the greatest of reluctance—I move—

“That the House do now adjourn.”
Mr SPEAKER: Order!

Mr WHARTON: I rise to a point of order. The honourable member is not in his
correct seat.
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Mr SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member cannot move his motion while I
am on my feet.

Mr MACKENROTH: I rise to a point of order. The Minister was not speaking
from his usual seat.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! While I am on my feet, a motion cannot be moved. The
motion can now be moved.

Hon. Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN (Barambah—Premier and Treasurer): I seek
leave to make a ministerial statement.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I ask honourable members to resume their seats.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: I point out to the leader of the Liberal Party that
today is an allotted day. Time is moving on. Government members wish to debate the
Education Estimates, which is a very important part of government.

Mr WARBURTON: I rise to a point of order.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: Mr Speaker, I sought leave to make a ministerial
statement.

Mr SPEAKER: Did the Premier and Treasurer seek leave to make a ministerial
statement?

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: Yes.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Taxation Policy of Federal Leader of Liberal Party

Hon. Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN (Barambah—Premier and Treasurer) (11.37
a.m.), by leave: To satisfy the leader of the Liberal Party, I now challenge and ask his
Federal colleague Mr Howard to come clean and to let this nation know exactly where
he stands on the issues that the leader of the Liberal Party wants debated. Not only do
I ask him but also I challenge him to come clean. Which system of taxation will he
support—the fringe benefit tax or a capital gains tax? Will he allow claims for legitimate
business expenses, or will he not? Let him come clean. Let us have a real tax statement
for the nation. If the Leader of the Opposition would direct his questions in the right
direction, instead of engaging in a lot of cheap talk, we would have a better realisation
of where he stands.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr GOSS (Salisbury) (11.39 a.m.), by leave: This morning, the Minister for Local
Government, Main Roads and Racing (Mr Hinze), in referring to statements made
yesterday, made much about the difference between a lease and a proposed lease. For
the record, I wish simply to clear up that misrepresentation by referring to what I said.

When I spoke, I quoted the letter that stated that approval had been given to seek
authority to grant the lease. Further in my speech I made a point of stressing and asking,
“When did the recommendation for the grant for the special lease go before Executive
Council?” Because there was some uncertainty, I added, “and if it did, did the Minister
concerned declare his interest?” I was given to understand that a lease had been granted.
However, the document that I tabled, and copies of which I circulated to members of
the press, has printed on it in large letters that it is a proposed lease. I do not believe
that any suggestion of my misleading the House could arise from that.

The second reference that appears to suggest that I misled the House is the——
Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: I rise to a point of order. The honourable member

for Salisbury, when he appears before the Privileges Committee, will have plenty of time
to explain why he said those things.
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Mr SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member for Salisbury is allowed to explain
how he feels personally misrepresented.

Mr GOSS: The second matter that the Minister referred to is the reference to “the
Minister”.
Mr Hinze: You deliberately told lies. You know that.

Mr GOSS: If that is a parliamentary term, I will let it go. It is a matter for your
impartiality, Mr Speaker.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I do not want the proceedings to turn into a debate. I will
not allow them to turn into a debate. I think that the honourable member for Salisbury
has made his point, and he should desist as soon as possible.

Mr GOSS: 1 will be brief. The reference is to “Minister”. I stress that what I said
yesterday was accurate. I said that I certainly intended no reference to the Minister for
Local Government, Main Roads and Racing in what I said, and I intended no reference.
I thought that I made reference to the man. If the words that I used were in fact “the
Minister”, it was unintentional.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I think the honourable member for Salisbury has made his
point.

Mr GOSS: No, I have not made my point.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member for Sahsbury cannot argue with
the Chair. I think that he has made his point.

Mr R. J. Gibbs interjected.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I warn the honourable member for Wolston under Standing
Order No. 123A.

Mr GOSS: I rise to a point of order. It has been suggested that I deliberately misled
the House. I am seeking to make a personal explanation in order to answer that allegation.
I will not take long. I believe that I am entitled to do so.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member is entitled to do so, and he has
been given that opportunity. However, I said before that I will not allow the proceedings
to be turned into a debate. I also pointed out to the honourable member that he is
holding up question-time.

Mr GOSS: I seek your ruling, Mr Speaker. Am I permitted to proceed with my
personal explanation?

Mr JENNINGS: I rise to a point of order. Yesterday, in this House, honourable
members witnessed something that I, as a member of Parliament, have never witnessed
before. The honourable member for Salisbury spent nine minutes making serious
allegations against another member, who was in the Chamber at the time. However, the
honourable member for Salisbury did not have the intestinal fortitude to name that
other member, thereby giving him the legitimate right to dispute those allegations or
take points of order. It was a cunning exposé of a half-truth in an attempt to completely
deny a member of this House the rights that he has.

At present, the honourable member for Salisbury is attempting to make a personal
explanation and say that he did not mislead the House. Yesterday, he misled this House
for a full nine minutes, with the sole purpose of impugning a Minister of the Crown.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! Once again, I ask honourable members not to turn the
proceedings into a debate. As all honourable members are aware, I am bound by Standing
Orders to listen to a point of order. However, there comes a time when, because of the
length of time involved, honourable members will have to pull their heads in. I include
the member for Salisbury. A personal explanation should relate to a matter that affects
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a member personally. It should also be concise. I ask the honourable member to finish
within a minute.

Mr GOSS: Certainly, Mr Speaker.

The next misrepresentation was not by the Minister but by certain media reports,
including an article in the Daily Sun that stated that I said that trees had been cut down.
I did not say that; I said that the trees had been cut above the ground. What I was
saying was that the extraction that has occurred has cut the roots of the trees, which
will cause them to die. The final matter——

Mr SPEAKER: Order! As I said before, I think that the honourable member for
Salisbury has made his point.

Mr GOSS: No, I am not finished. I have one more point to raise.
Mr SPEAKER: Order! No more!

Mr GOSS: I rise to a point of order. I seek leave to make a personal explanation
in relation to one further matter in respect of which I have been misrepresented.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has risen on a point of order. I will listen to
it first.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: I rise to a point of order. I do not have to appeal
to you, Mr Speaker, to realise that the honourable member for Salisbury made a very
clear-cut statement in the Chamber yesterday with the intention of making all of the
statements that he wanted to make—statements that are not correct, as he very well
knew. The appropriate time and place for the honourable member to explain is when
he appears before the Select Committee of Privileges.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I have taken that into consideration and have asked the
honourable member for Salisbury to cease making his personal explanation. He has now
risen to a point of order, and he will proceed with it.

Mr GOSS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. My point of order is that I seek leave to make
a short personal explanation on one further matter in respect of which the Minister
misrepresented me this morning.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr GOSS (Salisbury) (11.46 a.m.), by leave: The Minister said that, in relation to
activities of his company, I had claimed on a television interview last night that that
was merely an afterthought. My use of the term “afterthought” was a reference to the
Minister’s claim that he was proposing to hand the property over as a park. The House
should realise that what he should have said was “marine park”, because that is what
it will be when he is finished with it.

QUESTIONS UPON NOTICE
Questions submitted on notice were answered as follows—

1. State Budgets

Mr HENDERSON asked the Deputy Premier and Minister Assisting the Treasurer—

(1) Has he had the opportunity to read the Budget papers for 1985-86 from New
South Wales, Victoria and South Australia?

(2) Is he aware of the following facts, namely: (a) South Australia now has a State
debt of $3.337 billion, (b) the Auditor-General of South Australia, Mr Tom Sheridan,
has directed the attention of the South Australian Parliament to the dangers of the State’s
high level of public debt, (c) the State debt in South Australia has risen by 30 per cent
since the election of the South Australian socialist Bannon Government in 1983, (d) the
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cost of servicing the South Australian debt has now risen to $373m per annum, (e) the
New South Wales Treasurer, Mr Booth, has pointed out that his State’s liabilities, at
the end of June 1985, stood at $18 billion, (f) in order to meet the difference between
income and expenditure in New South Wales, the Wran Government is selling off State
assets, such as dams, power stations, buses and trains, in a desperate gamble to get its
avaricious, socialist hands on enough cash to keep the State afloat, and leasing the assets
back, and (g) in Victoria, the Cain socialists are involved in a mass orgy of similar
financial irresponsibility?

(3) How do such Budget strategies compare with strategies adopted by the Queensland
Government?

(4) Do the New South Wales, Victorian and South Australian socialist Government
approaches indicate that future generations of Australians will be saddled with this debt?

(5) Is the much-mooted economic soundness of New South Wales, Victoria and
South Australia, as argued by the Opposition in Queensland, nothing more than an
illusion?

Answer—

(1 to 5) Firstly, I thank the honourable member for Mount Gravatt for bringing
these matters to the attention of the House. He is clearly an astute student of Government
financial management issues and is to be commended on his research. The members
opposite will, of course, close their eyes to the realities of what is happening in the
Labor States and attempt to put their own construction on the figures that the honourable
member has provided; but the figures are undeniable.

Any thinking person with a genuine interest in these matters should be very concerned
about the growth in public debt throughout Australia, particularly in the Federal sphere,
and the growing cost to tax-payers of meeting that debt. The Federal trading deficit
increased by a further $122m in September, so that Government now has to service a
debt of approximately $12 billion, which will lead to higher inflation, higher interest
and higher unemployment. The present socialist Federal Government could not even
manage a pie stall.

The increasing debt-servicing requirements elsewhere contrasts with those in
Queensland. The proportion of our Budget required for debt-servicing has fallen from
5.7 per cent in 1983-84 to 5.4 per cent in 1984-85 and to an estimated 5.1 per cent in
1985-86. The majority of Queensland’s borrowings are in respect of productive assets,
such as power stations, ports, rail electrification and so on, which, by their very nature,
are self-funding and impose no burdens on the tax-payers of Queensland.

The Queensland Government does not and will not borrow to meet its recurrent
needs. It will not sell its assets, as other States have been doing. Last year, the New
South Wales Government sold assets worth $34m and is now leasing them back. With
a strong commitment to a balanced Budget policy, the Queensland Government does
not need to borrow for such purposes and does not have large unfunded deficits on
recurrent Budgets, as does the Labor Government of South Australia. Indeed, the 1985-
86 Queensland Budget provides for an accumulated surplus of $489,000 at 30 June 1986.
No other State can match that. The Queensland Government is to be commended on
its record of financial and budgetary management, which has taken Queensland to the
wonderful position that it presently enjoys.

I fear, as does the honourable member for Mount Gravatt, that the policies of
Labor Governments in other States will lead those States down the path to bankruptcy—
they are very close to it now—unless corrective action is taken. Those Governments
could well learn from the budgetary management and expertise of the Queensland
Government, which has continued, and will continue, to bring great benefits and long-
term prosperity to the State of Queensland.
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2. Police Complaints Tribunal Report on Child Pornography
Mr WARBURTON asked the Minister for Lands, Forestry and Police—

With reference to the 1985 annual report of the Queensland Police Department,
and in particular to the section relating to the activities of the Police Complaints Tribunal,
in which it states: “During the year the Tribunal exercised its discretion to act upon its
own initiative to investigate allegations of police involvement in a child pornography
ring. The Tribunal called witnesses before it and, for the first time, the Tribunal issued
subpoenas compelling attendance of witnesses.”, and to his commitment given to the
Parliament late in 1984 when the Opposition brought this serious matter to his attention—

Has he received a report from the Police Complaints Tribunal in respect of the
investigation referred to in the annual report and, if so, will he either table that report
or make a full statement to the House outlining the results of the investigation?

Answer—

In answer to the question by the Leader of the Opposition, I refer to this part of
the question—
“ ‘During the year the Tribunal exercised its discretion to act upon its own
initiative to investigate allegations of police involvement in a child pornography
ring. The Tribunal called witnesses before it and, for the first time, the Tribunal
issued subpoenas compelling attendance of witnesses.’, and to his commitment
given to the Parliament late in 1984 ...

I ask the Leader of the Opposition to clarify what was meant by that. What was
the commitment referred to? I want to clear the matter up, because the only commitment
that I gave in relation to the reports has been fulfilled.

Mr Warburton: The commitment was that you would be open and frank about the
whole thing.

Mr GLASSON: That is all right, then.

Answer (continued)—
The investigation cannot be completed until certain criminal trials take place.

The tribunal, however, has seen a great many witnesses and intends to see a great
many more before its report can be written.

3. Leichhardt Highway/Tara-Surat Developmental Road Intersection
Mr NEAL asked the Minister for Local Government, Main Roads and Racing—
With reference to the number of fatalities that have occurred at the intersection of
the Leichhardt Highway and the Tara-Surat Developmental Road—
What measures are currently occurring to upgrade this intersection?

Answer—

Action has been taken to improve safety at the intersection by refurbishing signs
and, where necessary, relocating them for greater effectiveness. Rumble strips on all
approaches have been resealed and 80 km/h signs have been placed on all four legs.
These measures appear to have been effective, as no major accidents have been reported
since January this year. However, the situation is being closely watched by Main Roads
Department officers.

4, Capital Expenditure on Education

Mr BURNS asked the Minister for Education—

(1) What was the total amount of capital expenditure in all categories on education
in Queensland schools each of the last five years for (a) primary schools, (b) secondary
schools and (c) technical and further education colleges?



2086 17 October 1985 Questions Upon Notice
(2) What total amount of capital expenditure in each of those categories was
expended from (a) Commonwealth funds and (b) State funds?

Answer—

(1 & 2) The total capital expenditure on primary and secondary schools and technical
and further education colleges for the last five years was $413,567,175. This is made up
of $263,911,496 from State funds and $149,655,679 from Commonwealth sources.

A more detailed break-down, as requested by the honourable member, is given in
information which I table and seek leave to have incorporated in Hansard.

Leave granted.
Whereupon the honourable gentleman laid on the table the following document—
TABLE
Table: Capital Expenditure 1980/81 to 1984/85
for Primary, Secondary and TAFE
Year Source Primary Secondary TAFE Total

State .. .. 22,775,644 12,815,948 3,956,794 39,548,386

1980/81 C’wealth 8,170,910 6,467,630 12,916,621 27,555,161

Total 30,946,554 19,283,578 16,873,415 67,103,547

State .. 22,221,730 13,758,843 5,257,931 41,238,504

1981/82 C'wealth 9,838,100 7,873,300 13,410,601 31,122,001

Total 32,059,830 21,632,143 18,668,532 72,360,505

State .. .. 32,285,142 16,242,416 3,698,249 52,225,807

1982/83 C'wealth 12,112,105 8,760,732 9,833,071 30,705,908

Total 44,397,247 25,003,148 13,531,320 82,931,715

State .. .. 28,645,126 18,521,630 6,517,582 53,684,338

1983/84 C'wealth 19,406,666 10,274,213 15,069,269 44,750,146

Total 48,051,792 28,795,843 21,586,851 98,434,486

State .. .. 27,322,000 25,635,000 8,735,000 61,692,000

SMCWP 2,853,795 12,668,666 0 15,522,461

1984/85 C'wealth 13,196,310 12,741,919 17,571,796 43,510,025

Total 43,372,105 51,045,585 26,306,796 120,724,486

Total State 136,103,437 99,642,503 28,165,556 263,911,496
1980/81-

84/85 C'wealth 52,381,576 46,044,541 51,229,562 149,655,679
Expend-

iture Total 188,485,013 145,687,044 79,395,118 413,567,175
Notes

(a) Expenditure in 1982/83 and 1983/84 include special fund amounts in addition to loan

funds.

(b) Expenditure under the Special Major Capital Works Program is shown separately for

1984/85.

(c) Some Commonwealth funds for TAFE are provided to this Department for the purchase
of equipment in new and existing buildings. These funds have not been counted as capital
expenditure for the purposes of this Table. They are identified in the Budget papers under
Education Department Special Standing Fund.

Answer (continued)—

I wish to point out that in the table there is reference to “SMCWP”. That stands
for State Major Capital Works Program, and relates to State funds.
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5. Bridge to Stradbroke Island
Mr BURNS asked the Minister for Local Government, Main Roads and Racing—
With reference to the Government’s decision to build a bridge to Stradbroke Island—
(1) How many companies expressed an interest in constructing the bridge?
(2) Who are the companies on the short list and how were they selected?
(3) Is the bridge to be a toll bridge and, if so, what is the expected toll?
(4) If not, how will the companies be recompensed for their outlays, etc.?
(5) Has the Government made firm decisions on the route to Stradbroke Island?

(6) If so, will he give details of the mainland and Stradbroke Island routes as well
as the islands affected?

(7) Did an interdepartmental committee, chaired by the Co-ordinator-General on
8 September, state that it would cost $100m more to build via Russell Island compared
with the cost via Peel Island?

(8) If a bridge is built via Russell Island, who will be responsible to develop water,
sewerage and roads to service the 14 000 allotments on the island?

(9) Will any land have to be resumed for the project?

(10) Will the bridge and roadworks have two lanes or more?

(11) Will it be a bridge or a causeway?

(12) What will be the length of the bridge-works or construction over waterways?

(13) What clearance above high water will be provided for small craft using the
waterways?

(14) Are there any proposals that would tie the construction of a bridge in with
the development of residential, high-rise, canal/waterfront land development on North
Stradbroke Island?

(15) What funds or land, etc., will the State Government and the Redland Shire
Council be expected to contribute to the bridge and roadworks scheme?

(16) When will a final decision be announced on the timetable for construction of
the bridge?
Answer—

(1 to 16) I am very pleased that the honourable member is expressing a keen interest
in this most worthwhile proposal, which will prove to be an immense booster for the
continued rapid development of the south-east corner of this great State. As not all of
the matters raised by the honourable member fall within the scope of my various
departments, and as gathering this information will take some little time, I propose to
forward the honourable member full details in writing as soon as practicable.

Mr Burns: The Minister is an artful dodger.
Mr HINZE: Mr Speaker, I think he called me an artful dodger.

Mr SPEAKER: Does the Minister object?
Mr HINZE: No, I do not think I will take objection.

6. Local Government Superannuation Scheme

Sir WILLIAM KNOX asked the Minister for Local Government, Main Roads and
Racing—

(1) During 1984-85, were tenders invited for management of the Local Government
Superannuation Scheme?

(2) How many tenders were received and what were the names of the tenderers?

(3) Who was the successful tenderer?
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(4) What were the reasons why the successful tender was accepted?

Answer—
(1) Yes.
(2) Five tenders were received from the following tenderers for the management of
the proposed new Local Government Superannuation Scheme—
State Government Insurance Office (Qld)
Mutual Life and Citizens Assurance Co Ltd
National Mutual/T and G
AMP Society
City Mutual Life Assurance Ltd.
In addition, submissions were received from the following companies on the manner
in which they would handle part of the fund for investment purposes—
AUC Holdings Ltd
Hill Samuel Australia Ltd
Sun Alliance Life Assurance Ltd
Zurich Australia Life Insurance Ltd
Invia Investment Management Ltd.
(3 & 4) It has been approved that the Local Government Superannuation Board
negotiate with the State Government Insurance Office (Qld) for the management of the

proposed new superannuation scheme on the basis that the tender submitted by that
office was considered to be the most advantageous for local government employees.

7. Court Actions Against Unions Involved in Electricity Strike
Sir WILLIAM KNOX asked the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs—

With reference to the electricity strike in February, during which time the Govern-
ment stated that it was possible that businesses which suffered financial loss or ruin
could sue the unions responsible, and as he took an active role in this matter and had
meetings with aggrieved business proprietors—

(1) How many businesses have taken action against the unions?
(2) What are the names of the unions?
(3) What is the nature of the action taken against them?

Answer—

(1 to 3) There is no doubt that the ill-fated electricity dispute has caused considerable
financial damage and inconvenience to business and the community generally in
Queensland. I am sure that, as a result of the firm action taken by the Government to
restore power and end this dispute, those misguided trade union leaders responsible for
the strike now deeply regret their unwise action.

To assist business and organisations wishing to protect themselves against the sort
of ruinous industrial conduct that took place during the electricity dispute, the Industrial
(Commercial Practices) Act 1984 was further amended in March this year. Advice was
tendered to several business people to ensure that they were properly informed of the
extent of the legislation and the other avenues available to them to seek damages against
trade unions.

I have no knowledge of any actions which subsequently might have been instituted
by individual businesses. However, the Government, for its part, has taken every legal
action to ensure that the Queensland community is protected from irresponsible union
campaigns. For example, during the so-called blockades of Queensland by the ACTU—
that really was a farce—the Government successfully sought an injunction against Telecom
for failing to maintain services in Queensland. Action was also instituted against the
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Transport Workers Union under the Commonwealth Trade Practices Act, with very
effective results. As that type of action could in many ways be considered to be a crime,
one has to ask what the Commonwealth Government did during that period. The
Queensland Government actually had to use some Commonwealth legislation in the
interests not only of the people of Queensland but of the people of Australia as a whole.

I might also mention here the proceedings in the Queensland Industrial Court for
the deregistration of the Electrical Trades Union, as an outcome of the electricity strike.
That hearing has now concluded and the decision has been reserved.

Honourable members will, of course, be aware of the recent Supreme Court injunction
secured by the Government under the Industrial (Commercial Practices) Act, which
prevented Queensland meat-workers from joining their southern counterparts in a
stoppage over the disgraceful Mudginberri issue, when the union put forward proposals
that were contrary to agreements reached by the courts and everybody else.

The Government stands ready at all times to take similar action in the interests of
the public generally in this State.

8. Marketing Budget for Expo 88

Mr UNDERWOOD asked the Premier and Treasurer—

With reference to media statements during the week ended 12 October by the former
marketing director of Expo 88 (Mr Mark Cassidy), in which he claimed that it was his
company that took action to terminate the marketing contract with the Expo authority
because it appeared that the marketing budget would not be met and that, therefore,
little or no commission would be paid from the contract provisions—

(1) What is the marketing budget of Expo 88?

(2) Is the marketing budget unlikely to be met and, if so, what are the current
expectations regarding the marketing budget?

(3) Is the marketing budget likely to be revised downwards and, if so, what is the
new budget likely to be?

(4) When will the new marketing director be appointed and on what basis is he
likely to be employed?
Mr SPEAKER: I call the honourable the Premier and Treasurer.

Mr Scott interjected.
Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: It has been such an interesting morning.
Mr Scott: Where you got beaten.

Sir JOH BJELKE-PETERSEN: The honourable member got well and truly trounced
and done over this morning, so he should hope that I do not start on him. Having
answered that interjection, I will now answer the question.

Answer—

(1) The marketing budget of Expo 88 consists of all operating revenues expected
for the Expo under the broad headings of attendances, pavilion rentals and sponsorships.

(2) No.

(3) No.

(4) It is expected that a new marketing director will be appointed before the end
of this month. He will be an employee of the Brisbane Exposition and South Bank
Redevelopment Authority. This answer is based on information which has been provided

to me by the executive officer of the Brisbane Exposition and South Bank Redevelopment
Authority.
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9. Queensland Day Committee

Mr UNDERWOOD asked the Minister for Tourism, National Parks, Sport and
The Arts—

With reference to an amount of $10,000 that was transferred from the Queensland
Film Corporation to the Queensland Day Committee for 1984-85—

(1) Who authorised the transfer?
(2) For what purposes was the transfer made?

(3) Were the funds spent on the purposes for which they were approved and, if
not, how were they spent?

(4) From what other sources does the Queensland Day Committee draw its funds
and in what amounts?

Answer—
(1) The Queensland Film Corporation.
(2) To assist with a national tour of the Haig collection of historic photographs.

(3 & 4) The Queensland Day Committee does not fall within the ambit of my
ministerial responsibilities.

10. Early Release of Prisoners

Mr FITZGERALD asked the Minister for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic
Affairs—

With reference to an article in The Sydney Morning Herald of 10 August, which
states that the New South Wales Government is to prepare legislation to tighten up the
parole system so that sentences imposed by the courts are more reflected in the sentences
served by convicted persons, and to a similar article that appeared in The Age (Melbourne)
on 5 August, which indicated that the Victorian Government was taking similar action—

What is the position in Queensland regarding early release?

Answer—

It is my understanding that owing to substantial overcrowding in the prisons systems
of both New South Wales and Victoria, the early release of prisoners has been seen as
a means of reducing gaol numbers. That is not the situation in Queensland.

For instance, in Victoria, remission rates have been increased to something like 50
per cent or more. The Victorian Government has now obviously realised the error of
its ways, as it so often does, and is endeavouring to rectify the problem.

In cases of fixed-term sentences, the release of prisoners on parole is made by the
Parole Board, which is a totally independent statutory body under the chairmanship of
a Supreme Court judge. Life prisoners are released by Executive Council on the
recommendation of the Parole Board.

Generally speaking, a prisoner is not eligible for release on parole until he has
served one half of his sentence of imprisonment. On occasions, however, the sentencing
judge may make a recommendation for earlier consideration of release. Prisoners serving
terms that do not exceed six months are not eligible for parole.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Parole Board may release a prisoner on parole
at any time when the board is satisfied that special circumstances exist. However, when
the sentence is less than six months, the approval of Executive Council is required. It
is my understanding that only on very rare occasions does the board make an order
under those circumstances. Indeed, I am advised that only three prisoners have been
released under special circumstances since 1983.

Having regard to the foregoing, it is not considered that there is any need to amend
the legislation in this State dealing with the early release of prisoners on parole. However,
the honourable member may be asured that the position will be closely monitored.
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Mr SPEAKER: Order! The time allotted for questions has now expired.

VOTE ON ACCOUNT, 1986-87

Mr SPEAKER read a message from His Excellency the Governor recommending
that the following provision be made on account of the services of the year ending 30
June 1987—

From the Consolidated Revenue Fund, the sum of $900,000,000;
From the Trust and Special Funds, the sum of $1,300,000,000;
From the Loan Fund, the sum of $90,000,000.

Message referred to Committee of Supply.

SUPPLY
Resumption of Committee—Estimates—Ninth and Tenth Allotted Days
Estimates-in-Chief, 1985-86
Education

Chief Office
Hon. L. W, POWELL (Isis—Minister for Education) (12.1 p.m.): I move—
“That $17,663,300 be granted for ‘Department of Education—Chief Office’.”

The consolidated revenue allocation to Education of $1,174,784,700 for the 1985-
86 financial year exceeds the 1984-85 allocation by $102,223,600.

The Estimates of the Department of Education were last debated in this Chamber
in December 1983 in respect of the 1983-84 financial year. There were, of course,
significant developments in educational expenditure in the 1984-85 financial year. I
believe it important that I make reference to some of those developments in this speech
in addition to drawing attention to the initiatives and enhancements that will be a
feature of the department’s operation in 1985-86.

Education is concerned with meeting challenges. I propose to address some of the
challenges that my department is presently meeting or is preparing to meet. Education
i1s often seen as a preparation for the future, and our education authorities must be
continually preparing to meet the challenges of the future.

Preparing For the Challenges of the Future

Education 2000

Members will be aware of the discussion paper Education 2000 that I tabled in this
House on 5 March 1985 with a view to seeking widespread public comment from parents
and students, employers, professional associations and other interested parties concerning
the future directions of Queensland education. It is important to understand that this
paper is not a blueprint for change but rather a framework within which informed public
discussion could take place. As such, Education 2000 does not represent Government
policy, it was simply provided to assist in maintaining the highest possible degree of
community consultation.

This public discussion of the curriculum and function of Queensland schools and
colleges is the first all-encompassing review of this kind for many decades. It is timely,
given the rapid changes that are occurring within schools and, more importantly, within
the society in which they exist. It is a sobering thought to consider that students entering
our pre-schools now will graduate from our universities and colleges of advanced
education in the twenty-first century.

Of more immediate concern are the various changes occurring within our education
system. The rapidly increasing number of students undertaking studies at the Year 11
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and Year 12 levels in our high schools has changed the nature and expectations of the
student population at this level. Approximately 65 per cent of Year 10 students are
returning to undertake Year 11 studies in Queensland State high schools.

The continuing growth of the Queensland student population and the rapid expansion
of State pre-school facilities are examples of rapid change within the Queensland school
system. Almost 73 per cent of eligible 4-year-olds and 5-year-olds attend a State pre-
school centre for a non-compulsory program.

In essence, Education 2000 is concerned with the relevance of the curriculum
experienced by students in our schools and colleges and the continuity of the curriculum
as students progress from stage to stage through the education system. These stages
include both formal and non-formal education, and range from pre-school to high school,
technical and further education, and tertiary education respectively. In particular, Education
2000 raised the question whether the curriculum in our schools and colleges is relevant
to the needs of our students as they live and work in this rapidly changing world.

Education 2000 sought public comment on ways to ensure that Queensland students
experience a smooth flow of learning experiences as they move from one stage to the
next in the State’s education system.

Education 2000 should be considered not as a revolutionary proposal but rather as
an attempt to bring together, for community consideration, a number of very promising
initiatives under limited use in Queensland schools. These initiatives include—

A curriculum that spans pre-school to Year 10: the P-10 maths curriculum has
been under limited trial in Queensland schools. This curriculum provides a sequence
of content and skills from pre-school through primary school to Year 10.

Initiatives to reduce the problems experienced by some students in the transition
from primary school to Year 8 high schools: the provision of first-year centres and
other curriculum and organisation initiatives in many high schools has assisted
students in making the transition from primary school to high school.

Increased co-operation between secondary schools and TAFE colleges: in response
to the changing needs, abilities and career expectations of the rapidly increasing
numbers of students in Years 11 and 12, a number of high schools and adjacent
TAFE colleges have co-operatively developed programs of study that offer a broad
range of subjects from academic to vocational that cater for the individual needs
and abilities of students.

I repeat: the prime purpose of the publication of Education 2000 was to stimulate
public interest in, and discussion of, the future development of education in this State.
I believe that, to that end, it has been extremely successful, both through the attendance
at a large number of public meetings throughout the State, and through the eliciting of
over 1 000 written submissions from interested organisations and individuals.

Following the completion of the Education 2000 discussion process, I record my
appreciation, and that of my department, of the efforts and interests of all those
organisations and individuals who prepared submissions. The views expressed in those
submissions will now be considered by a committee of review to be chaired by Emeritus
Professor G. W. Bassett. The committee reflects a range of educational, professional and
community interests. It will consider the views expressed in the submissions, and provide
advice on the levels of support for, or opposition to, the proposals advanced in Education
2000, and comment on the merit of any alternative proposals.

The large number of submissions received will mean that the committee of review
will have a lengthy and onerous task. However, prior to the receipt of the final report
of the committee of review, a number of trials of alternative educational structures will
be commenced, and will continue over the next three years. These trials will be carefully
monitored and evaluated, and the results used to guide further developmental work on
curriculums and structure. They include two pre-school to Year 7 schools at Northview,
which is near Mackay, and Kurwongbah, which is just north of Brisbane, which will
open in 1986; an intermediate school (Years 4 to 10) at Roma, to open in 1987; and
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two colleges for the immediate post-compulsory years, one at Hervey Bay, to open in
January 1986, and the other at Alexandra Hills, to open in January 1987.

The trials of those alternative educational structures will enable my department to
explore ways in which the richness and breadth of educational offerings in State schools
and colleges might be improved and extended. While the present offerings in our schools
and colleges are already both rich and comprehensive, there is always scope for
improvement, and it is important that current offerings be continually adapted to ensure
that they really do meet the needs of our students and our society, and are responsive
to the demands of society, which itself is rapidly changing.

Project 21: Teachers for the 21st Century

In addition to the department’s Education 2000 initiative, during 1985 and 1986,
the Board of Teacher Education will be undertaking a review of teacher education and
registration in the State, under the title Project 21: Teachers for the 21st Century.

Over half of the teachers currently teaching in Queensland schools will not reach
the present retiring age until ten or more years beyond the year 2000. Teacher education
courses designed now will be producing graduates who will serve the greater part of their
teaching career in the twenty-first century. It is timely, therefore, to look towards the
needs of the schools and of the teaching profession, and to consider how teacher education
and the teacher registration system may best meet those needs.

The review is being assisted by a special project grant of $30,000. The Government
is confident that this Project 21 initiative will further improve the quality of teaching
and learning in Queensland schools over the next 25 years.

Review of School-based Assessment (ROSBA)

The third and final phase of the introduction of school-based assessment following
the ROSBA recommendations is taking place over 1985-86. Thus, for the first time, all
secondary schools in Queensland will be included in the scheme.

Following recommendations resulting from an evaluation carried out in 1984 by
Professor Campbell of the University of Queensland into the implementation of ROSBA,
the 1984-85 Budget provided funds for additional support services for the Board of
Secondary School Studies. These additional support services comprised an assessment
unit responsible for refining the concept of achievement-based testing; the secondment
of State review panel representatives to co-ordinate review procedures and assist teachers;
and an increase in the number of research staff working within the board. A further
enhancement of $150,000 has been allocated in this financial year to continue those
support services.

While our education authorities must prepare to meet the challenges of the future,
they must also, at the same time, meet the needs of the present. Meeting present needs
is often less exciting and less spectacular than preparing to meet the challenges of the
future, but it is no less crucial. The 1985-86 Budget provides for a substantial allocation
of resources to meet present needs, one of the most significant being an adequate number
of teaching staff for schools and colleges.

Meeting the Need for Teaching Staff

A total of 1 259 teaching positions have been added to my department’s establishment
for 1986 as a result of the 1985-86 Budget. Of these, 135 are to provide for the assumption
of responsibility for the schools previously operated by the Endeavour Foundation, and
16 are to cater for the transfer of responsibility for schools in the outer Torres Strait
from the Department of Community Services to my department. This means that, in
1986, my department will have a net gain of 1 108 teachers, a figure far greater than
any additional teacher provision announced in other Australian State Budgets for the
current financial year. Of the 1 259 positions, 35 will be allocated to pre-schools, 396 to
primary schools, 422 to secondary schools, 234 to special education, 37 to the Hervey
Bay college, and 135 to technical and further education.
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Meeting the Challenge of Reducing Class Sizes

Clearly, a major feature of the additional teaching staff for State schools is a
continuation of the class size reduction program. Members will recall that this program
was announced in the 1982-83 Budget, as a four-year undertaking to achieve the class
size targets recommended by the parliamentary Select Committee on Education. The
achievement of those targets would result in maximum class sizes of 25 in Years 1 to
3, 30 in Years 4 to 10, and 25 in Years 11 and 12. Since the inception of the program,
considerable progress has been made towards achieving these targets. The progress which
has been achieved in the primary area is shown in Table 1, which is one of four which
I now table for the information of members, and seek leave to have incorporated in
Hansard.

Leave granted.
Whereupon the honourable gentleman laid on the table the following documents—

TABLE 1. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF SINGLE-TEACHER PRIMARY CLASSES
EXCEEDING PARLIAMENTARY SELECT COMMITTEE TARGETS

Year Number Percentage
1882 4283 57.0
1983 3257 419
1984 2454 32.1
1985 1758 22.6

Mr POWELL: The table shows that the percentage of single-teacher primary classes
exceeding select committee recommendations has decreased each year since 1982, the
year immediately prior to the implementation of the program, until, in 1985, only about
22.6 per cent of primary classes exceed select committee targets. Furthermore, most of
the classes now exceeding targets are only marginally in excess of the parliamentary
select committee’s recommendations, a situation which certainly did not exist in 1982.

TABLE 2. DISTRIBUTION OF SINGLE-TEACHER PRIMARY CLASSES EXCEEDING
PARLIAMENTARY SELECT COMMITTEE TARGETS, 1985

Number of students

by which class exceeds Percentage of all
Select Committee targets Number of classes classes in the State
1 659 8.5
2 485 6.2
3 272 3.5
4 165 2.1
5 94 1.2
greater than § 83 1.1
Total 1758 22.6

Mr POWELL: Table 2 shows how close the 1 758 primary classes exceeding targets
in 1985 are to complying with select committee recommendations.

TABLE 3. MEAN SIZE OF SINGLE-TEACHER PRIMARY CLASSES

Single Year Level Classes Composite All single-teacher
Yearl 1§vels Yeaf1 17evels classes primary classes
1982 28.0 30.1 23.1 28.1
1983 26.0 29.2 22.3 26.9
1984 25.0 28.4 21.6 25.9
1985 23.8 27.4 21.1 24.8

Mr POWELL: Table 3 demonstrates the remarkable reduction in the mean size of
single-teacher primary classes that has occurred since 1982.

Next year represents the final stage of the primary class size reduction program,
and it is expected that, through careful planning, full compliance with parliamentary
select committee recommendations will be achieved in State primary schools.



Supply (Estimates) 17 October 1985 2095

In State secondary schools it has not been possible to effect reductions in class size
of the order planned, because of the unprecedented increases in enrolments that have
occurred, particularly at the Years 11 and 12 levels. Between July 1982 and July 1985,
there has been a 52 per cent increase in Years 11 and 12 enrolments in secondary
schools. Whereas only 49 per cent of the 1981 Year 10 students progressed to Year 11
in 1982, by 1985 the progression to Year 11 had jumped to 65 per cent of the Year 10
enrolment. Progression from Year 11 to Year 12 has remained very high (currently, 84
per cent) and, as a result, Queensland now ranks second only to the Australian Capital
Territory in retention of students to Year 12 in State secondary schools.

Despite the dramatic increases in secondary enrolments, in 1985 only a very small
percentage of secondary classes exceed the targeted levels. Less than 9 per cent of English
classes exceed targets, and across all subjects the percentage is considerably lower.

Although progress in class size reduction in secondary schools has not paralleled
that achieved in the primary area, the performance has nevertheless been creditable,
particularly at the Years 8 to 10 level. This is demonstrated in Table 4.

TABLE 4. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF SECONDARY ENGLISH CLASSES EXCEED-
ING PARLIAMENTARY SELECT COMMITTEE TARGETS

Years 8-10 Years 11-12 Years 8-12
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
1982 462 14.1 169 16.5 631 14.7
1983 236 6.7 205 17.1 441 9.3
1984 276 7.3 206 14.7 482 9.3
1985 245 6.2 241 15.0 486 8.8

Mr POWELL: I hope that honourable members look closely at those tables.

The large increase in enrolments at the Years 11 and 12 level is reflected in only
a very small reduction between 1982 and 1985 in the percentage of Years 11 and 12
classes exceeding select committee recommendations. In years 8 to 10, however, the
percentage of classes exceeding select committee recommendations has decreased from
14.1 per cent in 1982 to 6.2 per cent in 1985. This is particularly impressive in view of
the fact that there has, of necessity, been a diversion of teachers from Years 8 to 10
levels to the Years 11 and 12 levels to cater for the growth in student numbers in the
senior years.

The class size reduction program will continue in State secondary schools in 1986.
Although every effort will be made to achieve the class size targets in all year levels in
secondary schools, this may not be possible, owing to increases in enrolments and the
difficulty in recruiting suitable teachers. That last statement is most important.

Difficulties have been encountered in recruiting secondary teachers who are willing
to serve wherever required in the State, especially in fields such as mathematics, science,
manual arts and commercial subjects. The demand for secondary teachers has increased
greatly, in response to the large influx of migrants from interstate, particularly from 1980
to 1982, the unprecedented increase in the number of students who are remaining at
school until Year 12, and the class size reduction program.

Since the early 1970s, Queensland has strenuously sought to balance teacher demand
and supply, and this has been largely successful. The orderly preparation of secondary
teachers in Queensland was upset, however, in the late 1970s by the repeated media
reports about an impending Australia-wide teacher surplus and the attention paid to
statements of the then Federal Minister for Education with respect to lack of job
opportunities for teachers. Untold damage was done when quotas of intakes into courses
preparing secondary teachers were not filled from 1979 to 1981. It took time and a great
deal of effort to overcome the impact of such publicity and to convince Canberra that
the national embargo on the funding of additional enrolments in teacher education was
totally inappropriate in Queensland.
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The supply and recruitment of teachers has been managed extremely well in this
State, given the great increases in demand for teachers. Indeed, the situation has been
managed in as orderly a fashion as interference from Canberra allowed.

Meeting the Need for Technical and Further Education

TAFE enrolments are expected to maintain a trend of high growth during the 1985
and 1986 academic years, with expected annual increases of 10 per cent. In 1985-86,
major advances will be made in the provision of new facilities and the development of
new courses to keep pace with the needs of Queensland communities. TAFE will continue
its commitment towards established programs such as adult education, apprenticeship
services and para-professional courses.

The most recently completed colleges—the Central Highlands college at Emerald
and the South Burnett college at Kingaroy—will have their first intake of students in
the 1986 academic year, whilst growth will continue at the newly established colleges at
Grovely and the College of Tourism and Hospitality. Other major capital projects
currently under construction at Rockhampton, Townsville, Ipswich, Mackay and South
Brisbane are expected to become operational during the 1985-86 financial year.

It is envisaged that, in 1986, a pilot project of traineeship in selected industries will
be introduced in Queensland TAFE colleges, along the lines suggested in the Kirby
Report. The number of colleges offering the tertiary and vocational preparation programs
will also be expanded.

As mentioned previously, it has been necessary to increase the full-time teaching
numbers within the division to meet the demands for tuition and, during the coming
year, an additional 135 teachers will be engaged.

I think that it is important to note the very significant role that technical and further
education is playing in preparing young people for employment and, consequently,
increasing their prospects of employment. This role is constantly expanding, as the
introduction of new and extended courses in such diverse areas as horticulture, tourism
and marine studies testifies. TAFE’s contribution is not only a contribution to education
but also a contribution to the State’s economy and to the State as a whole.

Meeting the Challenge of Technological Development

We live in an increasingly technological world. Our schools and colleges must,
therefore, produce students who fully understand the impact of technology on society
and have the necessary skills and confidence to function effectively in a society which
is making greater and greater use of increasingly sophisticated and powerful technology.

Probably the most obvious and pervasive impact of technological progress on our
society comes from computers, and the 1985-86 Budget makes further provision for
Computer Education Programs, which were also given a high priority in the 1984-85
Budget.

Computer Education Program

In 1985-86, the department will continue the provision of class-room sets of
microcomputers to high schools and secondary departments. In 1985-86, the allocation
for this, the second year of a three-year program, will be $2,941,000. By the end of this
financial year, it is expected that the majority of secondary schools will have received
some allocation of microcomputers.

Other activities to be supported within the Computer Education Program will
include—

continuation of assistance to enable primary and special schools to purchase
computer equipment;

the development of curriculum materials to support the introduction of computers
into secondary schools;

studies and inquiries to support curriculum revision, development and
implementation in computer education; and

the development and support of regional computer centres and advisory services.
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In all, a total of $4,988,000 will be spent on the Computer Education Program in
1985-86, of which the State Government will contribute $4,232,000. The balance will
be provided by the Commonwealth Government. Contrary to popular belief, this means
that the State Government is providing 85 per cent of the funding for the Computer
Education Program, while the Commonwealth is providing only 15 per cent.

Utilisation of the Domestic Satellite

Queensland schools, colleges and universities are implementing Australia’s first trials
of educational applications of satellite technology. Australia’s domestic communications
satellite, Aussat, has the potential to provide those living in remote areas with an
outstanding array of high-quality educational services. Because the Queensland Government
is the only State Government to lease a transponder, the educational institutions of this
State have the opportunity, once again, to lead Australia into a new era.

The best known of these trials is the Mount Isa School of the Air distance education
trial for 1986. A Year 6 class of eight students will be linked with their teacher in Mount
Isa and will also view a regular television program transmitted from the Brisbane studios
of the Department of Education. In addition, the satellite network will carry computer
data between the students and their teacher.

Other trials planned involve almost every level of the educational spectrum. The
department’s Technical and Further Education Division plans to use the satellite to
encourage further study and to present structured TAFE programs leading to some form
of certification. In addition, the Darling Downs and Capricornia Colleges of Advanced
Education intend transferring existing land-based communications systems, such as
telephone tutorials for their off-campus students, to the satellite for trial.

Electronic Learning Centres

Another major initiative relevant to technological development in this financial year
will be the establishment, throughout the State, of the first of a network of electronic
learning centres, which will offer learning programs that are studied primarily through
information technology. The centres will employ systems and devices, such as computer-
aided learning courseware, authoring systems, computer-managed learning, interactive
video discs and automated office equipment.

An allocation of $220,000 has been made to establish the first centre at the Ithaca
College of TAFE during 1985. Initial programs to be offered at the centre will include
literacy and numeracy for adults and microcomputer applications software training. The
network of electronic learning centres will be established progressively throughout the
State, with the size and services of each being determined by community needs. It is
expected that the resources and expertise associated with those facilities will be made
more widely available in order that Government and business organisations may conduct
their own training and staff development programs at the centres.

Application of Technology to TAFE Courses

In 1985-86, there will be further applications of technology to TAFE courses. The
development of resources-based materials will enable self-paced learning programs to be
implemented at selected colleges of technical and further education throughout the State.
Initially, metal-fabrication programs will be trialled at Ipswich, and trials will later be
extended to catering and hospitality programs.

Technology Services Unit

Meeting the challenges of technological development is clearly an onerous task for
a department whose chief function is to educate children for life in the world both of
today and of tomorrow. In recognition of this, a Technology Services Unit has been
established within my department to strengthen and streamline the mechanisms by
which technology could be introduced most effectively into the operations and
responsibilities of the department. In its initial months of operation, the unit has focused
on issues related to the applications of satellite and computer technology to the education
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process. However, it is also vitally concerned with the development of technological
policy in education and of productive relationships between industry and education,
including the tertiary sector.

Meeting the Challenge of Pupils with Special Needs

Within the total school population, many students have special needs, and meeting
the needs of those children has again been accorded a priority in the 1985-86 Budget.

Special Education

In the area of special education itself, two significant developments have given
impetus to the need to extend and enhance services. Firstly, the Education Act Amendment
Act of 1984 extended ministerial responsibility to two new client groups: children from
0 to 5 vears and handicapped students of 15 to 18 years of age. Secondly, from the
beginning of 1986, my department will accept responsibility for the schools previously
operated by the Endeavour Foundation. An additional 135 teaching positions have been
added to the establishment of my department to enable the teachers presently employed
by the Endeavour Foundation to be transferred to my department.

My department now also undertakes to provide educational services to more severely
handicapped children. Following the extension of both age range and degree of handicap
in special schools, and a policy of integration of the less-handicapped children, increased
special education support to both primary and secondary schools will be required.

Evidence of that increased support can be seen in the increase in the number of
special needs units in secondary schools. Those units cater for the requirements of
students who experience significant difficulty in coping in the conventional class-room.
Thirteen additional units will be established in 1985-86, and will be staffed by 52 teachers,
comprising 13 special education remedial teachers and 39 secondary teachers. A further
45 teachers have been provided for specialist services in the areas of remedial resource
support, guidance, communication, and special education, visiting and advisory services.

Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Education
Transfer of Schools on Outer Torres Strait Islands

In May 1984, the Government determined that responsibility for education in
Aboriginal and Torres Strait island communities would be transferred to my department,
with full control being assumed by 1 January 1987. My department assumed control for
the recruitment, placement and management of teachers for all Government schools and
pre-schools on Torres Strait and on Aboriginal communities from January 1985. Thirteen
schools were transferred from the control of the Department of Community Services, as
well as one former Anglican mission school, St Paul’s School on Moa Island.

My department, in conjunction with the Department of Works, has developed a
program to upgrade facilities at those schools. The total value of the works involved is
estimated at $15.5m. The program is to be undertaken in stages, for completion in 1989,
and it is proposed that it will be jointly funded by the Commonwealth and the State,
with the State bearing approximately two-thirds of the costs.

My department’s main concern is for the quality of education that the schools and
pre-schools provide and, with this in mind, it has started a program to staff the schools
with appropriate numbers of qualified teachers. This approach has been sought by all
the local communities.

It is planned to have at least a qualified principal at every school by 1987. At
present, there are only six such principals. A total of fourteen is planned. In addition,
the number of qualified class-room teachers will be increased from the current two
teachers to a total of 20.

Already, $3.1m has been committed to provide a replacement school at Mabuiag
Island and 11 houses for qualified teachers on 10 other islands. Construction of additional
houses is planned in 1985-86, and this will enable the posting of appropriate numbers
of qualified teachers to all schools in 1987. In addition, work on five more replacement
schools is proposed for 1986.
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Co-operation between the divisions of pre-school and technical and further education
will lead to the commencement of an early childhood community teacher education
program in Cairns during 1986. This course is being designed to prepare indigenous
staff to work in pre-school facilities on Torres Strait islands and in mainland Aboriginal
communities.

Far Northern Schools Development Unit

To support and develop the provision of educational services in schools on the
Torres Strait islands and in the Cape York area, a Far Northern Schools Development
Unit is being established on Thursday Island. The unit will be responsible for the
development and dissemination of a range of curriculum materials for use in schools
on the outer Torres Strait islands. It will include curriculum officers and an additional
advisory teacher, be managed by a supervisor and a deputy supervisor, and come under
the control of an inspector of schools located in the Peninsula regional office in Cairns.

An amount of $300,000 has been allocated in the 1985-86 Budget towards establishing
the Far Northern Schools Development Unit.

Allowances to Assist Isolated Children

At the beginning of 1985, a new scheme of living away from home allowances was
introduced to rationalise assistance available for isolated students who must live away
from home in order to attend school. A remote area tuition allowance, a remote area
hostel allowance, and an extension of the remote area travel allowance scheme were
implemented. In 1986, the rationalised scheme will continue.

Remote area tuition allowances are available to assist parents whose eligible children
incur tuition costs in boarding schools. The assistance is designed to complement State
and Commonwealth per capita grants and also to relate to the level of fees paid.

The 1986 tuition allowances will be—

$945 (primary) and $1,261 (secondary) for students at schools with the highest
fees;

$473 to $944 (primary) and $632 to $1,260 (secondary) for students at schools
with modest fees;

$472 (primary) maximum and $631 (secondary) maximum for students in
schools with low fees (based on actual tuition fees payable).

Remote area hostel allowances of $369 for each eligible student will be available in
1986 on behalf of students boarding at student hostels. Remote area travel allowances
apply to all eligible isolated students, and the amount of the assistance varies according
to the location of the home and the distance travelled to the boarding facility. Assistance
to students will range from $53 to $475 in 1986.

Meeting the need for university and higher education

The recurrent and capital funds to be appropriated for Queensland’s three universities
and six colleges of advanced education represent funding for the second year of the
1985-87 triennium. This triennium has seen a modest return to growth in higher education
but, unfortunately, this has been accompanied by increased demands for specificity by
the Commonwealth Government in relation to where and how the additional funds
provided are expended. Queensland’s share of Australia’s higher education funding is
still less than 15 per cent, although its share of the population is in excess of 16 per
cent.

Mr Simpson: Shame! They are short-changing Queensland.

Mr POWELL: As always.

 There has, however, been a gradual improvement in our relative share of the funding
1n recent years and we might, one day, achieve our due entitlement.

In recent years, this State has been continually pressing the Commonwealth for
additional student places and funding to allow our young school-leavers the opportunity
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to undertake higher education. Against this unmet need, it is disappointing to note the
emphasis being given to attempts by the Commonwealth Departments of Education and
Trade to market our education overseas. Presumably, the possibility of attracting foreign
dollars to Australia means more to the Commonwealth than the education of our young
people. The Federal Government must accept that its primary responsibility is to provide
adequate places for suitably qualified Australian students.

Let me stress that I am not opposed to the overseas marketing of our educational
expertise. On the contrary, I support fully such initiatives, and Queensland’s tertiary
institutions are currently involved in a number of developments in this area. The Darling
Downs Institute of Advanced Education, for example, is currently offering a degree
course via external studies to full fee-paying students in Hong Kong. I believe, however,
that while the Federal Government should be encouraging marketing initiatives, it should
also be taking positive steps to increase the number of tertiary places available to
Australian students.

I assure honourable members that I will continue to make forceful representations
to the Commonwealth authorities to ensure that Queensland secures its rightful share
of Commonwealth funds for tertiary education and that the need for additional tertiary
places for Queensland students is met as soon as possible.

Meeting the Needs in Special Subject Areas

I spoke earlier of the richness and breadth of our present educational offerings in
schools and of the desirability of increasing those qualities even further. Much of that
richness and breadth is provided through special subject areas. But, all too often, those
special subject areas are overlooked in our consideration of the level and quality of our
educational services. I take this opportunity to redress such oversights and to draw the
attention of members to some of the specialist subject services provided through my
department.

Health and Physical Education
School Camping

In the course of the financial year, school camps will be conducted for approximately
25000 children at various venues throughout the State. They will range from camps
conducted in residential sites to camps in wilderness conditions. All regions participate
in these programs and, in the 1985-86 financial year, to remove disadvantages produced
by distance the Government will provide an additional $20,000 towards the cost of
transporting children from outlying areas to camps on the coast.

Learn-to-swim Classes

About 83 000 children attending State and non-State schools are provided with free
transport and free admission to school, public and private swimming-pools throughout
the State at a cost of $581,000. A further $280,500 will be provided to operate 138 State
school swimming-pools for the 1985-86 swimming season. Cleaning and maintenance
costs will also be provided. The essential aim of these learn-to-swim classes is to provide
an opportunity for all children in the State to attend swimming lessons in class groups
until each can swim a distance of at least 25 metres and become familiar with water
safety procedures.

Art Education
Artists in Schools

During 1985-86, $15,000 has been allocated to extend the Artists in Schools Program
to all educational regions of the State. Under this scheme, practising artists are
commissioned to work in schools to provide to students living exemplars of artists at
work. Projects will include writing, ceramics, crafts and music.

Australia-Japan Exchange

Under the terms of agreement on the sister relationship between the State of
Queensland and the Prefecture of Saitama, Japan, of 1984, an exchange exhibition of
children’s art works has been arranged. The Queensland work will be shown in various
locations in Japan and the Japanese work in the education regions throughout Queensland
during 1986.
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Music Education
Secondary Music
Music teachers were employed in 129 State secondary schools in 1985.

The Queensland Symphony Orchestra continued its program of concerts for secondary
students.

An achievement in 1985 was the introduction of an exciting new course, musician
practice, which opened up the study of music to a broader base of students who are
interested in the more practical aspects of music.

Primary Music

The major challenge of 1985 was the need for the expansion of music classes into
more State primary schools. This challenge was partially met by several regions through
the implementation of the interim staffing policy of sharing music resource teachers
between several schools. A continuing in-service program was assured by the training
of selected music resource teachers to become leaders in their prospective areas.

Along with the annual Queensland Symphony Orchestra concerts, other performances
for schools were arranged by the Queensland Arts Council in liaison with my department.

Plans for a primary music block have been completed and construction on the first
building is proceeding.
Instrumental Music

The instrumental program has grown from one instructor in 1972 to 161 instructors
serving 111 secondary schools and 344 primary schools throughout the State. Approximately
16 000 students are involved in the program. The number of requests for inclusion in
the program necessitates a substantial expansion for 1986.

In 1985, a number of eminent music educators provided clinics and master classes
for instrumental music instructors.

Schools have been very active in providing performances for audiences throughout
the community. Two Brisbane secondary schools undertook interstate visits, on which
performances by their music groups were met with critical acclaim.

Special Events

Funding of $30,000 has been allocated towards the residential program for musically
outstanding students (MOST), to be conducted at Griffith University. Seventy young
musicians selected from throughout the State will participate in this intensive musical
development program.

The festival of bands and orchestras, Fanfare ’85, was successfully launched in May
this year at regional festivals throughout the State. Groups competed for selection to
represent their region at the State festival in Brisbane in October 1985. The State festival
will culminate in a performance at the Queensland Performing Arts Centre tomorrow
evening. An allocation of $70,000 has been made to support this program. If honourable
members are able to attend that function tomorrow night, I am sure that they will enjoy
a feast of really good music.

Agricultural Project Clubs and Associated Activities

Demand from both primary and secondary schools for the services of organisers
from the Agricultural Project Club Branch continued at high levels during 1985. Organisers
made more than 1 150 visits to primary schools, and 35 000 students again visited field-
study centres. Interest in agricultural studies remains high, with increased numbers of
secondary schools wishing to introduce agricultural subjects.

Project Clubs
More than 530 schools were involved in project club activities. The Edwin Butt
Award for environmental education projects in Queensland schools was again strongly

supported. Most popular activities included environmental studies, native trees, bee-
keeping, gardening, poultry, citrus-growing, nature trails and practical scientific studies.
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Selected club members participated in the 1985 RNA farm camp and the 39th Annual
Summer Agricultural School at the Queensland Agricultural College.

Agricultural Sections—State High Schools

A new agricultural centre was established at Gordonvale State High School, and
construction and preliminary work is nearing completion on the new Wilsonton Agricultural
Centre, which will open in January 1986 and service the three State high schools in the
Toowoomba area.

Agricultural subjects, including animal husbandry, agricultural mechanics, animal
and crop production, agriculture, and agricultural science, were offered to Years 8 to 12
students in 44 State high schools, 31 of which have field laboratories for teaching and
practical experience. Those laboratories, which are funded by the department, usually
include sections housing poultry, bees, cattle, goats, sheep, nurseries, orchards and
agricultural crops.

Field-study Centres

Centres continued to be fully booked with long waiting-lists. The upgrading of
facilities has proceeded with completion of eating areas at Amarook, Paluma and
Numinbah Valley. Accommodation units have been relocated at Jacobs Well and Stanley
River. The Jacobs Well marine studies trawler was launched recently, and will begin
full-scale operation in early 1986. A highly successful co-operative venture by Gold Coast
TAFE, secondary education and the field-study centre has resulted in the construction
of three accommodation huts at Numinbah Valley. Further units are under construction.

Concluding Comments

In conclusion, I acknowledge the contributions of the officers of my department
and of the various statutory authorities within the portfolio to education services in this
State. I believe that the people and students of Queensland are well served by those
officers, and I thank them for their efforts.

Too often, contributions and achievements pass unnoticed, and I have been concerned
that this has been so in my department. I have decided, therefore, that, in future,
meritorious service with the department will be acknowledged in two ways. Firstly,
teachers, public servants and other Crown employees who complete 25 years’ service
with the department will be presented with an appropriate certificate of commendation.
Secondly, after 35 years’ service, a commemorative medallion and certificate will be
presented. Normally, this presentation would occur on retirement.

I have also decided that, from next year, schools celebrating the 50th, 75th or 100th
anniversaries of their establishment will be presented with an appropriate wall plaque
to commemorate the event. I hope that, in these ways, pride in achievement and a sense
of historical worth can be fostered.

I spoke just now of the retirement of officers, and I acknowledge the forthcoming
retirement of one of the senior officers of my department, Mr E. R. (Ted) Duke, regional
director of the Brisbane South Region. After many years of outstanding service as a
teacher, principal, inspector of schools, and regional director with the department, Ted
Duke will be retiring in February next year. That service has taken Ted throughout the
State, and I know that his contributions to education have been highly valued wherever
he has been. Without doubt, Ted has been one of my department’s most successful and
capable regional directors, and I thank him for his long and loyal service, and wish him
well in his retirement.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I desire to inform honourable members that, on the Vote
proposed, I will allow a full discussion on all of the Minister’s departmental Estimates
(Consolidated Revenue and Trust and Special Funds).

For the information of honourable members, I point out that the administrative
Acts of the department are open to debate, but the necessity for legislation and matters
involving legislation cannot be discussed in Committee of Supply.
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Mr UNDERWOOD (Ipswich West) (12.47 p.m.): Firstly, I endorse the Minister’s
remarks about Ted Duke, and wish him well in his retirement.

The quality and the cost of education are the two prime concerns of parents in the
education of their children. Ten years ago the State Government introduced a policy of
nil growth in the public service. That policy is now having a serious effect on the
education of children and on the administration of schools and of the Education
Department itself. The extent of that effect can be demonstrated by the fact that, at the
beginning of this year, several new schools were opened without clerical support staff,
and it was five months before the staff became available. In the meantime, the principals
and teachers of those schools were required to perform the tasks of clerks and typists.
They were probably the most highly paid clerical staff in Queensland schools. This
inefficiency is a matter of grave concern to parents and educators alike.

According to the Budget figures, in 1977-78, the teacher staffing level was 20 592.
In 1984-85, it rose to 25 246. In the same period, the public service component of the
work-force in our schools did not increase or remain static—it actually decreased. Given
that, in that period, school curriculums and administration systems have become more
sophisticated, resulting in additional duties, it is disappointing that clerical and admin-
istrative staff levels have dropped, not only in the schools, but in the regional offices
and other administrative sections of the Education Department as well. Clearly, additional
administrative staff are needed to back up the clerical and typing staff so that the
maximum benefit is gained from the education dollar expended in this State.

This Budget has made provision for 1 000 additional teachers, which means that
there will be more pays to sort out, more transfers and transfer appeals to be decided,
more telephone calls to be handled and more records to be kept. It all adds up to more
paperwork. Who will do this extra work? For the first five months of this year, the
teachers and principals in the new schools were performing those functions.

In education, it is time for the Government to modify the nil growth policy in the
public service, so that teachers and principals can go back into the class-rooms to do
the job they are paid for and trained for.

As I mentioned earlier in this session, this year’s Budget reveals that the Government’s
promise on class sizes is phoney and broken. It is broken this year, because 1985 is the
year in which the class size promise was to be honoured in full, that is, that Years 1 to
3 and Years 11 and 12 were to have a maximum class number of 25 and classes in
Years 4 to 10 were to have a maximum number of 30 students. Today the Minister
made not one mention of the Government’s promise on class sizes. He has not even
bothered to answer the points raised in my earlier speech. He knows quite clearly that
he and his Government have broken their commitment given to the parents, teachers
and students of this State in the class-size promise made four Budgets ago.

Mr Powell: Didn’t you listen to what I was saying?

Mr UNDERWOOD: I have been listening.

It is not only Labor electorates that are affected by the broken promises on class
sizes—it affects all electorates. As proof of that, one has only to look at the Redlands
area, where up to 15 per cent of primary school classes bear testimony to the Government’s
broken promise on class sizes. In some schools, that figure is down to 5 per cent or 10
per cent; in others, the staff have agreed to compromise to have one bigger class in
return for composite classes. The clear-cut fact, however, is that the Government has
not provided the staff even where those arrangements do not apply.

I move on to the cost to parents of education. This Government has made no real
changes to the financial support for p. and c. associations within the State school system.
In the middle of last year, the p. and c. associations waged a great campaign that brought
pressure to bear on the Government to do something about providing financial relief
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for the parents who raise money for the State’s schools. Nothing has been done in that
area. On 16 May 1984, the editorial of The Courier-Mail stated—

“The Government has been loafing at the expense of parents. It has been
prepared to sit back, let others raise essential funds—between $22 million and $25
million every year—and spend the money elsewhere. Against the splendour of
members’ facilities at Parliament House, most state schools are shabby indeed.
Against the collected wisdom in the members’ library, most school collections are
paltry and inadequate. Education is the poor relation in Queensland, and it shows.”

That is an editorial from the conservative friends of the Government down at Queensland
Newspapers. Not one thing that the Minister has said today or is contained in the Budget
papers has changed that. Of course, Mrs Galtos is no friend of the Labor Party; in fact,
she tends to support the conservative side of politics in this State. The Minister cannot
say that that was a campaign by Labor supporters.

The Education 2000 documents are most worrying for parents, educationally and
particularly financially. In 1982, research carried out for some newspapers revealed that
it cost $600 to send a child to school. Extrapolating the figure by using the rate of
inflation, one finds that these days the figure would be of the order of $800. That is a
significant cost to parents. Admittedly, they get some financial relief, but it is not enough.

In relation to costing and funding, the four major areas that are untouched by the
Minister in Education 2000 are staffing, capital works, equipment and cash grants and
allowances. The documents made public by the Minister do not touch upon those matters.
The documents do not explain how the Government intends to fund Education 2000,
however, in a moment I will refer to other material that has been widely circulated
throughout Queensland.

The Education 2000 documents as produced for public scrutiny and discussion are
gobbledegook to most people. Even educationists, who are used to the style of language
used in the education field, have had difficulty understanding them.

Mr Stephan: You must admit that it did create subjective discussion.

Mr UNDERWOOD: “Subjective” is the right word. Objectivity is what we are
really after.

The Education 2000 documents were described, in a submission by the Association
of Independent Schoois in Queensland, to the committee set up by the Minister as Alice
in Wonderland. That is what the Association of Independent Schools—not the Queensland
Teachers Union, but the schools themselves—thought about it. The association was
critical of the Education 2000 documents. It goes without saying that honourable members
have read the material produced by the two major teaching associations or unions in
the State and the material produced by the parents and citizens associations, which were
also critical, in part, of the Education 2000 documents.

It is interesting to note that the Minister has not yet released the report of the
Working Party Appointed to Examine Implications of the Proposed Re-arrangements in
Schooling, dated November 1984, which is commonly known as the Matheson report
and is stamped “Confidential”. Had the Minister presented that report to the Parliament,
he would have found himself not making that slip-stream tour round Queensland
propagandising his incomplete documents that are full of gobbledegook and incomplete
statements. Had that document been presented to the people of Queensland for discussion,
the people would have found that, contrary to what the Minister said in the presentation
of his Estimates, in which he said that Education 2000 was not a blueprint for change,
the document was not Government policy but a document produced for public consultation.

The Matheson report states on page vii—

“The Working Party considers that the recommendations provide a blueprint
for action.”
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That contradicts what the Minister said today. Perhaps the Minister has thrown that
document out. I will be interested to learn whether he has. What has been put in its
place? The Minister is laughing. I take it that he has not put anything in its place.

Mr Powell: You are so stupid with the things that you bring up.

Mr UNDERWOOD: I think that I will buy the Minister a copy of Roget’s Thesaurus
so that he can find another word for “stupid”. Every time someone introduces an issue
into a debate, the Minister calls him stupid. Although he is the Minister for Education,
he is fairly illiterate.

Opposition members sat in silence and listened to the Minister’s lengthy presentation.
He did not provide very much, other than self-praise for himself. He is now interjecting.
That is fine by me.

The Minister has not refuted any of the public criticisms made by me and others
in the press about the contents of the Matheson report. The Matheson report outlines
clearly that the Government will be using that report as a blueprint for action to renege
once again on its promise to decrease class sizes. The report states clearly that the
question of increasing class sizes is up for grabs. It states clearly that the awards for
teachers working in the schools will be renegotiated. Hours, conditions and pay rates
are all up for grabs and renegotiation.

The industrial record of the Queensland Government to date means simply one
thing—worse pay and conditions for people working for the Education Department. If
it is contrary to that, it is a mark on the wall for the Government. Mr Powell will be
the first Minister to reverse totally the Government’s policy on pay and conditions for
teachers in this State.

Sitting suspended from 1 to 2.15 p.m.

Mr UNDERWOOD: One of the most serious, and miserable, actions taken this
year by the Education Department is in regard to teacher aides in Endeavour Foundation
schools. At the beginning of this financial year, it was originally intended that the salaries
of those teacher aides would be changed from a full-time basis to a casual basis. However,
that has been postponed until the beginning of the next school year. As honourable
members are aware, the Education Department has taken over the Endeavour Foundation
schools.

That action is a very retrograde step in the education of the students attending
Endeavour Foundation schools. The teacher aides in those schools are not really teacher
aides; they are virtually teachers by virtue of the work that they do. The students who
attend those schools require a great deal of supervision and attention, which is provided
by the teacher aides. The teacher aides in Endeavour Foundation schools are faced with
health hazards over and above those faced by other teacher aides in ordinary State
schools because of the particular physical problems of the students who attend Endeavour
Foundation schools. Those teacher aides are more prone to illness, and they require
more sick leave and time off than other teacher aides in order to overcome the illnesses
that they contract as a result of following their occupation.

I cannot understand why the Government is changing the rate of pay of those
teacher aides from a full-time basis to a casual basis. It is not as though it will save the
Government a great deal of money. The teacher aides willingly met with an officer of
the department in the belief that they would receive a reasonable reception. In fact, they
were spoken down to and sent packing.

The teacher aides in Endeavour Foundation schools do a magnificent job. The
Minister and his Government are kicking them in the head, so to speak. I call on the
Minister to revise the Government’s decision and ensure that the teacher aides who are
currently working in Endeavour Foundation schools continue on at full-time rates of
pay. A casual rate of pay for some teacher aides will mean a loss of up to $2,000 in
annual income. That is a very serious prospect for people on set incomes who have a

69062—70
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set family budget. The loss of that amount of money will cause severe economic hardship
for such families.

If the Government wants to press on and introduce casual rates for teacher aides
in other schools, let it do so. However, let the Government do it to the teacher aides
who are appointed after the introduction of casual rates, so that when people take on
the job, they know exactly what they are facing. The teacher aides who are already
employed should be allowed to continue on at their current rate of pay until they retire
or resign from the service of the department.

This penny-pinching by the Government is in contrast to what has happened at
the Hervey Bay senior school, particularly in regard to the appointment and enlistment
of staff and negotiations with the Queensland Teachers Union in relation to wages. In
fact, the department has given an open cheque to the Queensland Teachers Union. It
has made the offer so good that the Queensland Teachers Union cannot refuse it on
behalf of its members. As all honourable members are aware, Queensland Teachers
Union policy is against the senior school concept. However, the financial offer is so good
that it cannot be refused.

The teacher aides in Endeavour Foundation schools, who are very small in number,
cannot fight for themselves, industrially. They do not have the political clout of the
Queensland Teachers Union. Because of its political clout, the Queensland Teachers
Union has been given an open cheque by the Minister so that his senior school—his
show-piece, for which $9m has already been allocated—will go ahead without any ripples.

What sort of a Government is it that will kick the teacher aides of Endeavour
Foundation schools and, at the same time, pork-barrel the Hervey Bay senior college?

Mr Scott: You see the similarity with their treatment of the workers in the electricity
supply industry.

Mr UNDERWOOD: That is right. The little people get kicked and the people with
the political muscle get all the bikkies from this Government.

I will examine in detail the expenditure on that Hervey Bay school. I have mentioned
the figure of $9m, and $1.1m has been allocated in the Budget for the running expenses
of the school. By July 1986, $666,000 will be expended on salaries alone. That means
that the figure will have to be topped up in the next Budget. That sort of expense is
totally unjustifiable pork-barrelling by the Minister in his own electorate, particularly
when one considers that the Budget has allocated approximately $6m for three new high
schools. In other words, if the Hervey Bay senior school—that show-piece in the Minister’s
own electorate—had not been built, an additional three State high schools could have
been built in other parts of Queensland.

Redlands is calling out for a high school. Ipswich, Townsville, the developing areas
on the north and south sides of Brisbane and other areas in south-east Queensland are
calling out for high schools. High schools in those areas are all seriously over-populated;
but, no, the Minister pressed on with grandiose pork-barrelling in his own electorate.
That is totally unjustifiable. He may laugh, but the facts are available for all to see. He
needs to answer to the people in the remainder of the State.

The Hervey Bay school was claimed to be the initial project of Education 2000.
What does the Minister intend? Are we to have $9m educational edifices all over the
State? Of course not. The education budget could not sustain it. The Government cannot
afford to build $3m high schools, let alone $9m senior schools.

The academic aspect of Education 2000 is very serious indeed, particularly for those
in the schools who have a working-class background. By being streamed into either
academic or industrial courses, students will have their future employment and social
options limited. In other words, some of them will be shunted off into dead-end sidings.

It was naive of the Minister to say that Education 2000 is all about updating the
curriculum. Honourable members may not realise it, but for some time the department
has been engaged in updating all facets of the curriculum. Already, science is in place.
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A review of the music curriculum is under way. Mathematics is already streamed from
Years 1 to 10. A review of language and arts is also under way. Those new curriculums
that are not already in place will be in place over the next couple of years. It is obvious,
therefore, that it is not necessary to have Education 2000 to update curriculums.

The Minister made much play of his committee of review. It was the Opposition
that made the announcement. Mr Matheson had the temerity to comment on it. He let
the cat out of the bag and was hauled up to the Minister’s office and scolded. Much
later, the Minister made a statement to the Parliament about the review. Because the
news had already been made known to the public, his statement was not reported. He
may hiss and boo now, but the facts are reported in The Courier-Mail.

The cost of implementing Education 2000 will be immense to the private schools,
which will have to raise their fees. That will impose an even greater hardship on parents
who send their children to private schools. For the same reason, it will impose hardships
on those who send their children to State schools.

Time expired.

Mr STEPHAN (Gympie) (2.23 p.m.): It gives me much pleasure to join the debate
and to congratulate the Minister on the handling of his portfolio.

Mr Scott: You never forget congratulations.

Mr STEPHAN: No; but does the member for Cook not agree that the Minister’s
efforts are worthy of congratulations? If one believes they are, it does not hurt to say,
“Well done.” If one feels otherwise, it does not hurt to express those feelings, either. I
do not hear many members opposite extend congratulations.

Mr Scott: He is a keen Minister; I will say that about him.

Mr STEPHAN: He is a keen Minister and he handles his portfolio very well. I
congratulate him on that.

Because the Minister is a former teacher, he had to overcome the hurdle of jealousy
of him that existed in the department. However, he has proven by his ability that he is
worthy of his ministerial position.

I extend my thanks to his personal staff, also—Ron and the two Craigs. Their help
and assistance are always very much appreciated.

Education has the largest allocation of funds from the Budget. That alone imposes
a responsibility on the Minister. Often it is felt that education covers only those between
the ages of four and 18 or 19. The report presented by the Minister shows that education
covers a wider field than the provision of instruction in schools. For instance, special
education is designed to meet the very real needs of an increasing number of students.
The department administers programs that enable projects to be undertaken in the field
of agriculture, and the music and art sections cater for cultural needs.

The provision of transport can sometimes be a problem and is often the source of
criticism by members of the public. Most of the criticism relating to education centre
on transport. Some of the complaints are that school bus routes are not far-reaching
enough, that school buses do not pick the children up at the correct place and that
school buses are either leaving the bus stop too early or delivering the children home
too late.

I would like to spend time commenting on the response of the Department of
Education to the needs of rural areas by the provision of training and the construction
of colleges and, in particular, the special schemes that are provided for rural youth. The
department’s responsibility in rural areas is very important. I begin by turning my
attention to the location of kindergartens. I note that the honourable member for Ipswich
(Mr Hamill) is in the Chamber, and I remind him of comments that he made a couple
of weeks ago when he attempted to justify the cut-back in financial assistance provided
by the Federal Government for kindergartens and creches in the community. I inform
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him and other honourable members that the State Government has maintained its grants
to kindergartens, despite the withdrawal of financial support to Queensland by the
Commonwealth Government to the tune of approximately $6m. The responsibility
accepted by the State Government is very important not only for the people who make
use of the kindergartens but also for everyone in the wider community.

Members of the Creche and Kindergarten Association of Queensland appreciate the
assistance offered by the State Government and realise that the Government has taken
up the leeway, and has made it so much easier for families to have their children looked
after. Mr Keith Hayes has written a letter, and I wish to read a small segment of it.

Mr Hamill: Do you know that Mr Hayes was a candidate for the National Party
at the last State election?

Mr STEPHAN: I am not sure whether he was or not.

I point out that he is the president of the Creche and Kindergarten Association of
Queensland and that he has written to me expressing views on the aspect I have just
mentioned. I have no doubt, however, that any person who is given responsibility in
the field of education would be a supporter of the National Party. I also believe that
that could be said of 70 or 80 per cent of the people of Queensland.

The letter states—

“We have just received details of the 1985/86 State Budget presented by the
Premier, and we were very pleased to learn that the State Government has, in fact,
provided the necessary additional funding to maintain the existing levels of financial
assistance for kindergartens.

I can assure you that the Association and the Community Kindergarten
Movement sincerely appreciate the special consideration which we have received
on this particular occasion, and for the continued support which we have enjoyed
from the State Government over so many years.

The maintenance of the grant levels should enable committees to confidently
plan for the future, and to maintain fees at levels which will be affordable by a
majority of families.”

Mr Davis: In my room, I was listening to the proceedings in the Chamber, and I
heard you mention something about hurdles.

Mr STEPHAN: I did not say I had any hurdles at all. The honourable member
for Brisbane Central has come in a little late. He should not sleep so long after lunch.
It would be of great assistance if he was in attendance in the Parliament.

I conclude the point that I was making by giving the assurance that the State
Government will maintain the present level of kindergarten and pre-school services by
increasing its own contribution to approved staff cost by 59 per cent to 80 per cent.
That will ensure the continuing viability of those services in the community.

I now deal with the increases in the number of children who attend schools at the
various levels provided for under the State’s education system. For example, the number
of children who attend State schools has increased by 441 and now totals 29 977.
Enrolments in special schools and units showed a rise of 110 and have now reached
5 482. Enrolments in State primary schools continue to show the effects of a decline in
births in the 1970s and a slowing of migration to Queensland and have dropped by
5 427. The number of students enrolled is now 232 313. The number of State secondary
school students increased by 4.7 per cent in 1984, and that followed a rise of 6.4 per
cent for the period 1983-84. Although at a reduced rate, the number of secondary school
enrolments was expected to continue to rise until 1987.

It is impossible for the State Government to carry the burden of significant numbers
of additional students without the receipt of matching financial assistance from the
Federal Government. Senator Susan Ryan has endeavoured to impress upon the Federal
Government that Queensland lags behind the other States in the field of education. She
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has pointed out that the determining factor is not merely the amount of money provided
and that the standard of education is determined more by the way in which a particular
amount is spent. For a long time now, the Minister has been saying that it is not the
amount that is spent but the way in which it is spent and the way in which teachers,
studerts and parents actually react to the money that is spent. Even the Federal Minister
is beginning to realise that.

Mr Hamill: Are you reporting what the Federal Minister is saying?

Mr STEPHAN: I am saying that at last she is realising that it is not only money
that is influential in education, although that was what was said a few years ago.

I now refer to the enrolments in Years 11 and 12. There has been a large increase
in the numbers of students going on to Years 11 and 12. The increase has been of the
order of 11.7 per cent, and that reflects a State-wide trend which has become evident
over the past few years. That is obviously a response to the generally higher standard
of qualifications being demanded in the work-place and the greater overall competition
for jobs.

There has been a broadening of the curriculums in secondary schools and the
introduction of link courses involving TAFE. Plans have also been set in motion to
build new style junior colleges, to which the Opposition spokesman referred. For example,
Pialba was specifically designed to cater for Year 11 and Year 12 students. It has to be
recognised that there are changing needs in the educational program, and no longer can
it be expected that students wishing to go on to tertiary education will be able to find
a place in a tertiary college. A great many students who are very well educated will in
fact not be able to find a place in a tertiary college and, for that reason if for no other,
there is a need to look at other more practical methods of education.

Mr Hamill: What is the shortfall that you see?

Mr STEPHAN: I cannot give the honourable member the exact number, but there
is a shortfall, and it has grown in the past couple of years.

It is for that reason that the increased availability of TAFE courses is very important.
Emphasis should also be placed on developing new courses that keep pace with the
needs of the Queensland community. There has been a wide variety of TAFE courses
available in the past, but that does not mean to say that they will be sufficiently varied
for future requirements.

TAFE enrolments are expected to maintain a trend of high growth, with anticipated
annual increases of about 10 per cent. Further activities leading to the construction of
additional TAFE facilities will continue for projects currently at an advanced stage of
planning.

To be a little parochial, as I am from time to time, I point out that, although a
number of TAFE colleges have been built in centres adjacent to Gympie, there is a very
real need for the construction of a TAFE college in Gympie itself. The rapid growth of
the Gympie area has meant that the number of students, including adults, wishing to
undertake TAFE courses has reached the point at which the construction of a TAFE
college has become necessary. It should be borne in mind that, because Gympie is the
centre of a very large horticultural and agricultural area, courses in land use and rural
management should be made available. For example, at present no college offers a course
in farriery, although I understand that such a course will begin in Brisbane next year.
Because of the number of horses in Queensland, such a course is necessary for persons
living in rural communities. Other courses are available in mechanics, leatherwork,
wood-working and leadlighting. If ever an area deserved a TAFE college, it is Gympie.
I understand that such a college is in the planning stage at present, and I thank the
Minister very much for his support. I understand that the college will begin offering
courses in 1989-90.

The value of training for the older members of the community should not be
underestimated. Training for rural youth and junior farmers is also very important to
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the rural community. The rural youth organisation played a big part in International
Youth Year. It takes part in overseas and interstate youth exchange visits. The benefit
of those visits should not be underestimated. Last year, I was fortunate to be closely
involved in the selection of youth exchange students. The quality of youth taking part
in these schemes is extraordinarily high.

Mr Comben interjected.

Mr STEPHAN: I am sure that the honourable member would also learn a lot.

The participants certainly gain a great deal from overseas exchange trips. When
they return to Australia, they have a completely different outlook on life. I was privileged
to be an American International Farm Youth exchange participant in 1959. I certainly
learnt a great deal from that. If the honourable member for Windsor had grasped the
opportunity to travel in parts of Australia and the world, he, too, would have his feet
on the ground and know a little more about what goes on in the world, and he would
know what goes on beyond the last street light.

Mr McPhie: He did not get very far.

Mr STEPHAN: No, he did not. I believe that a couple of years ago he took part
in a horse ride. I think it was in the Ride for Democracy. When he got two miles past
the last street light, in amongst a few gum trees, he lost his way.

Mr Powell: He got lost on the Bruce Highway in my electorate.

Mr STEPHAN: He was about 100 yards from the railway and 200 yards from the
road.

Mr McPhie interjected.

Mr STEPHAN: He has not absorbed very much. He has not learned much about
catching eels, either. However, if we give him time, another 15 or 20 years, he will be
able to get past the first gum tree.

The rural training schools are very important and highly appreciated by the students
who attend them. The school at Emerald was one of the first. The students who pass
through those schools come out far better equipped to take their places in the rural
community.

Plans are on the drawing-board for a horticultural college close to the north coast
area. For many years, growers in the Gympie area have been producing horticultural
crops and sugar-cane. It is very important to have such a college to help the horticultural
industry.

I referred earlier to the instrumental instruction given in schools, its importance to
the schools and its effect on the community. This instruction is greatly appreciated by
the students and the community generally. The Minister told us that schools have been
very active in providing performances for audiences. In this context, he referred to two
Brisbane secondary schools from which students went on interstate visits. Many schools
organise community concerts both in and out of school hours. The school bands and
community organisations virtually depend on the instrumental instructors. My only
criticism relates to the inability of the smaller and more remote schools to take part in
the instrumental program. That is much to their disadvantage. People in the areas in
which the program operates really appreciate it.

One of my greatest criticisms concerns school bus transport. Hardly a week goes
by without parents somewhere across the State having difficulty transporting their children
to school. Another aspect of the same problem concerns the bus-operators themselves.
I note that the rates payable to bus-operators for their school services will be increased
by 6.3 per cent. Despite the fact that the Prime Minister (Mr Hawke) said eighteen
months or so ago that there would be no increases in the price of fuel, it has increased
from 30c a litre to over 50c a litre. That increase in cost must be borne by the operators,
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as must the cost of tyres and wages, and the 6.3 per cent increase does not cover those
increased costs.

In addition, buses do not last for ever and eventually need to be replaced, which
is not a cheap operation; it is a big investment. I feel sorry for the bus-operators, and
I hope that the Government can help them to overcome their problems, because it
would be a sad state of affairs if many bus-operators were not able to continue and
decided to close down their operations.

On a concluding note, I mention student allowances. Until the early part of this
year, a grant was made available to some students based on very strict means test guide-
lines. Many people really appreciated that grant of about $50—I am not sure what the
actual figure was. These people, who have fairly tight financial constraints placed upon
them, have found it very difficult without the student allowance, which is now not
payable. I suggest that, if it is at all possible to restore the grant, it should be restored,
because it does help to alleviate the problems. The allowance does not involve the
Government in a large sum of money but, at the beginning of the school year when a
lot of money has to be found by parents to get children settled into school, the grant
was appreciated.

All in all, I congratulate the Minister on his handling of his portfolio. I wish him
the very best for his future and I know that, if the performance of the Education
Department over the last three years is maintained, the community can rest assured
that the education of our children is in good hands.

Mr Davis: He has to be an improvement on the last Minister.

Mr STEPHAN: I did not say that things need to be improved; I said that they
need only to continue along the same lines.
Time expired.

Mr HAMILL (Ipswich) (2.43 p.m.): It is pleasing to be able to debate the Education
Estimates. One of the criticisms levelled at the Queensland Parliament, not only in
recent times but in the past, is the fact that the Estimates of every department are not
debated each year. That is a major failing, because large sums of public money are
expended through a variety of departments. If the expenditure that the Committee
debates in any one year was tallied up, it would represent only a very small portion of
total Budget outlays.

This year, it was not expected that the Committee would debate the Estimates of
the Minister for Education. According to the draft issued by the Leader of the House
(Mr Wharton), the Estimates for Transport; Water Resources and Maritime Services;
and Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs were to be debated. I thought that the
Estimates for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs would make a very interesting
debate, particularly as it is International Youth Year. Certainly, education has some
input from youth. However, although the ill health of one Minister, and the untimely
death of another presented some difficulty in debating their Estimates, there seems to
be no good reason why the Estimates for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs
cannot be debated this year. Maybe the program has been changed because the Govern-
ment feels that the Minister for Education is more competent in this Chamber than his
colleague the Minister for Welfare Services, Youth and Ethnic Affairs. It is a question
of relativities, and I will leave that subject on that note.

Mr Davis: He shakes head and smiles inwardly.

Mr HAMILL: I know that the Minister is a modest man, and I am sure that he
will take my comments to heart.

Certainly this Estimates debate is a good opportunity to discuss what I might
describe as one of the burning issues in education in this State.

Mr Comben: Arson!

Mr HAMILL: From time to time, schools do go up in flames, and not much has
been done about providing adequate safeguards.
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I was not about to mention arson; I wished to speak about Education 2000.

Mr Cahill interjected.

Mr HAMILL: Mr Booth, I should draw your attention to the fact that there is a
fugitive in the Chamber. I know that the Americans are looking for a terrorist in
Yugoslavia; I think that he has turned up here—I am sorry, it is the member for Aspley,
who is hiding behind dark glasses. It is a case of mistaken identity.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr Booth): Order! I remind the member for
Ipswich that he is debating the Education Estimates. Initially, he claimed that he wanted
the opportunity to do so. I would like him to do so.

Mr HAMILL: Thank you, Mr Booth. The terrorist over there distracted me
somewhat from my notes.

I want very much to discuss Education 2000.
Mr FitzGerald: Handwritten notes, again?

Mr HAMILL: The honourable member can have a look at them.

That document contains a number of very important points. As the Minister has
already said in the debate, there has been widespread public comment on it. I point out
that much of that comment was not widespread support; in fact, the document stirred
up much animosity in the community.

I submit that the document was not found by many in the community to be easy
to comprehend, couched, as it was, in convoluted terminology, often using the sort of
jargon that one expects to find in documents on education and sociology. It should have
been in terms that would be readily comprehended by the majority of the community.
After all, it is a very important document.

The document contains a number of points that are worth while considering. One
of those is the P-10 continuous curriculum. The honourable member for Ipswich West
(Mr Underwood) said that in a number of areas the Department of Education has
actually been developing continuous curriculums, so it is not necessarily a new concept.

However, one of the points made in Education 2000 is that a problem of transition
between primary and secondary schools exists in the education system. Much was made
of that in the context of endeavouring to restructure the school system into three
segments. To substitute one transition for two transitions seems to me to be somewhat
lacking in logic. Presumably, if the argument is that there is discontinuity between Years
7 and 8 and if the department is developing a continuous curriculum, surely that is
meant to overcome that sort of problem. However, what Education 2000 is heralding
is two periods of discontinuity—between Years 3 and 4, and between Years 10 and 11.

Education 2000 is also lacking in its proposal to set up a committee for curriculum
management and accreditation. The brief of that committee was to determine the
philosophy of P-10 education. Again, that is a classic case of putting the cart before the
horse. The department is saying that it will have P-10 education and then it will
determine a philosophy to justify that position. The usual way of going about these
things is to discuss a variety of alternatives, have some philosophical underpinnings and
then give effect to that philosophy by determining a course of action.

Another point that obviously has alarmed many people in the community is the
provision in that document for the preparation of syllabuses and curriculum guide-lines
by, in the terms used in the report, “appropriately constituted groups”. Like so many
other aspects of Education 2000, the whole message has not been spelt out. What is
meant by the word “appropriately” is not known. The report uses the term “appropriate”
frequently, as it does the term “relevant”. However, there is no real definition of what
is deemed by the authors of the report—and presumably by the Education Department—
to be meant by “appropriately constituted groups”. I believe a number of groups in the
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community would see themselves as having a very important input into curriculums,
but whether they would be appropriate groups to be doing so is quite another question.

Another issue that is of some concern is TAFE vis-a-vis Years 11 and 12. One of
the great flaws in the document that was distributed to the public is the failure not only
to determine the philosophy in P-10 edcuation but also to determine exactly what the
roles are for schools and technical and further education. Lack of definition is a problem.
A blurring has been allowed, and it is perpetrated further by the report in arguing strongly
for integration between TAFE and Years 11 and 12. If the report is an indication of
some of the thinking within the Government, it would appear that, in education, two
institutions have quite separate roles to play and ought not to be run together in the
fashion that is suggested.

What I consider to be a retrograde step in education is an over-emphasis in the
report in favour of specific vocational training instead of general education. A fallacy
that is perpetrated by many of the conservatives in this country, and others, is that
schools should churn out square pegs to put into square holes in the labour force. That
has never worked; it will never work, and it is not the role of schools to do that. I am
not saying that students ought not to enter the labour force, or whatever they want to
do after they leave school, without basic skills that are applicable to their later life. If
it is a case of slotting people into vocations, that is not the role of a general education.
If people are going to be placed into vocational training very early in their education
or very early in their life career, there will be not a skilling of the labour force but rather
a de-skilling, in which people do not have the general skills that give them mobility in
the labour force in later life.

I would suggest that every member of this Assembly had another occupation or
another vocation before he entered Parliament. That is commonplace. A person will
change his vocation many times during his working career. That is why the acquisition
of general educational skills is most important.

Mr Stephan: Did you put in a submission along these lines?

Mr HAMILL: I had a number of things to say when the report was issued. They
are on the public record and they are there for all the world to see. This afternoon, I
am taking the opportunity to make a number of other submissions. I do not know
whether every other submission that will be received in relation to this matter will be
made fully public.

This afternoon, the honourable member for Ipswich West (Mr Underwood) referred
to the working party, which made a number of interesting points about the role of the
teaching profession. One statement related to the caring function of teachers. That also
has generated some alarm in the community. If teachers are to become just generalist
teachers, as a large section of the Education 2000 report would seem to indicate, teachers
will become glorified child-care officers rather than educationists.

That leads me to a very important and related point, which is staff mobility and
specialisation. One very strong point made in the Education 2000 report is that greater
mobility among primary and secondary staff is needed. That is based on an assumption
that there ought to be general teaching skills. That assumption seems to lose sight of
the fact that there are very specialist areas of study, particularly in the maths and science
arena, which, because of their specialist nature, are not within the capacity of every
teacher to teach. As Queensland’s education system is demanding greater efficiency in
maths and science from students at an early age, particularly those with a view to further
tertiary studies, it is unreasonable and impractical to expect every teacher who is presently
teaching in the upper classses of a primary school to be competent and confident to
teach the specialist areas of maths/science, which are creeping down further and further
from matriculation age.

That problem has been addressed by the academic board of the University of

Queensland. It expressed a concern that delayed specialisation, particularly in those
areas, will perhaps be detrimental to tertiary studies. The threat is being held out that
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if the standard of matriculators falls back, the universities may well have to institute or
reinstitute their own entrance examinations. That also would be a retrograde step.

Community relevance has also been raised. I liken it to what was said earlier about
appropriate people being part of the curriculum bodies. The terms of the report are
vague. The report holds out a threat of undue influence from extemists and vocal, well-
organised minorities who, in the past, in this State have had the ear of the Minister for
Education or, if not his ear, the ear of the Premier. One does not have to go too far
back to find organisations such as STOP and CARE, the associates of Mrs Joyner, and
$O on—— :

Mr Comben interjected.

Mr HAMILL: I do not know. I dare say that she is still round the place.

Those organisations are endeavouring to turn education in this State back to the
Dark Ages, governed by a sort of code based upon the dogmatic excesses of their religious
fundamentalism. A similar threat would seem to loom in relation to any move to restrict
teacher-training, say, to one type of institution. I hope that the situation will continue
in which teachers can be readily recruited through the universities and other tertiary
institutions as well as institutions that specialise in teacher-training.

Country areas have also expressed concern about the feasibility and practicality of
having senior colleges drawing students from a very large area. Of course, other schools
are very concerned that, if the restructuring proposal goes ahead, the lack of funding
would put the availability of resources, particularly in laboratories and libraries, out of
the reach of the department and indeed the education system in this State.

Honourable members have already heard that Queensland schools, particularly in
the secondary school sector, are notoriously underresourced. The education budget
constitutes about 23 per cent of consolidated revenue outlays and has in fact had a real
increase over the last year. The Opposition welcomes that. Nevertheless, compared to
funding levels prevailing in other parts of the nation and, indeed, compared to funding
levels which prevailed in education even 10 years ago, an enormous backlog of funding
has been necessary to catch up. The backlog occurred as education outlays in this State
contracted very much in the latter 1970s. Of course, this present outlay today does not
redress that very large backlog.

As I have said, a number of matters are of concern in relation to the concept of
Education 2000. I will make a couple of concluding remarks on this particular aspect
before moving on. The working party report from which the honourable member for
Ipswich West (Mr Underwood) quoted was stated to be a blueprint for action. This, of
course, has been disavowed by the Minister. I wonder whether, when the report came
forward, there was something of a bandwagon effect in the Government with some
enthusiasm for it until such time as the full depth of community reaction was ascertained.
Maybe the Minister took the tiger by the tail and is now a little chastened by the fact
that the tiger is rearing up at him.

I will deal with another aspect of education, that is, advanced education. I notice
that, in his introduction of his Estimates today, the Minister was less than totally candid
about tertiary places in this State. The Minister has been consistently playing politics in
this regard, and today was no exception.

I was very interested to read the report of the Board of Advanced Education. The
following is a passage from that report—

“There is in Queensland a determination to improve participation rates in
tertiary education, a determination which is being frustrated by Commonwealth
funding policies which perpetuate past inequities, whereby Queensland continues
to receive a proportion of the total available funding much lower than its proportion
of the Australian population.”

That statement gives an indication of the reality. Certainly, Queensland needs additional
tertiary places. In fact, the same report indicated that, had places been available in 1984,
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about 1 800 qualified students may have found places in the tertiary institutions of this
State. It is a tragedy that that shortfall exists.

The report itself gave an indication of the reason for this. The reason is quite clear.
It is that there were approximately seven or eight years of non-growth in tertiary
education in Australia. In support of this contention, I read from a very learned document
which was presented to the annual conference of the Australasian Political Studies
Association in Adelaide this year by Smart and Scott et al—

“Fraser kept Commonwealth education spending in real dollars stationary for
seven years—"

that is the Government that the Queensland Government supported—

“However, whilst the total educational cake remained static, the sectoral shares
of the cake did not. There was a very significant redistribution of shares away from
the universities and colleges towards the TAFE sector and away from the government
schools sector towards the non-government sector.”

What has been the record of the Federal Labor Government in the short period
that it has been in office? For the first time in almost a decade, the tertiary education
sector has experienced real growth. The number of places available for students desirous
of tertiary education in Queensland has been increased. Those figures ought to be on
the record. Again I read from the report of the Board of Advanced Education—

“To be fair, it must be acknowledged that the need has been recognized by
Commonwealth authorities in a practical way by the allocation of a large share of
the additional available places to this State...”

In real terms, in 1984, Commonwealth outlays for tertiary education increased by
4.6 per cent and, in 1985, by 4.7 per cent. What has that meant for Queensland? In
1984, of the 3 000 new places funded for tertiary education in Australia, 700 were
provided for Queensland. In 1985, of the 1 300 additional places funded by the
Commonwealth Government for tertiary education in Australia, Queensland received
400. It is quite clear, therefore, that Queensland has received the lion’s share of new
places. That is the initiative of a Labor Government, after seven or eight years of total
neglect by the Liberal and National Parties that resulted in no growth in the tertiary
education sector.

Of course, we must all strive to achieve additional tertiary places; but, in doing so,
we must not be misled by the cheap political point-scoring indulged in by the Minister
for Education. That is not only my contention; it is embodied in the 1984 annual report
of the Board of Advanced Education, which was tabled in the Chamber this year.

One other aspect of the report that is instructive relates to restructuring of education.
The possible blurring of the roles between the universities and the colleges of technical
and further education is a matter of concern in the advanced education sector. That is
similar to the comments I made in relation to schools vis-a-vis TAFE—a matter at issue
in Education 2000. I stated that that represented a fundamental flaw in Education 2000.
Quite frankly, if those who argue that there ought to be role definition in the advanced
education sector are the mandarins in the bureaucracy who are advocating the blurring
of roles in the secondary and immediately post-secondary area, they ought to take note
of that report.

I conclude with a remark about Education 2000. The universal value of the good
foundation created by a general education ought to be recognised. Schools provide that
foundation. I refer to a comment on Education 2000 that is apposite. It comes from the
Association of Independent Schools of Queensland—

“In summary, the document Education 2000 lacks any basic philosophy and
thus is intellectually bankrupt.”
It holds out the threat that mediocrity will prevail under the Education 2000 proposal.
Once the department addresses the important matter of role definition, Queensland
should have a far better education system.

Time expired.
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Mr ELLIOTT (Cunningham) (3.4 p.m.): I support the Minister’s presentation of
the Estimates. I support also the activity in the department since he has been responsible
for it. He has achieved a progressive lowering of class sizes, which must be applauded.
I thank him particularly for what he has achieved in my electorate.

As one who has, for the first time, a child in the education system, although only
at the pre-school level, I am beginning to understand that system better and taking a
greater interest in it. The standard of teachers in my electorate is very high. I refer
particularly to the standard of the person teaching my child. Unfortunately, she is to be
married and will be moving over the border to Moree. I make a personal plea from my
wife and me that the Minister find an equally astute teacher next year.

All jokes aside—the standard of teachers in the country is excellent. Rarely is there
a dud. In view of today’s state of technology and community standards and life-style,
education is all-important. If the Government is not able to provide a system of education
that outfits children so that they may cope with society as it is today, it will create real
problems.

I thank the Minister for Works and Housing (Mr Wharton) for the building programs
that are carried out by his department in conjunction with the Department of Education
in my electorate. In the main, the people of my electorate are well served. I look forward
to the provision of additional facilities that are needed, and I have already mentioned
some of them in my speech on the Estimates presented by the Minister for Works and
Housing.

However, the Oakey High School has developed problems associated with an
expanding enrolment. The Minister for Works and Housing has previously supported
me by the provision of land in areas where present facilities have outgrown demand.
The administration block at the Oakey High School is the recycled Dalby Court House.
The former member for Condamine bequeathed us that second-hand court house from
Dalby, for which I was very grateful at the time. At this stage of the game, however, I
feel that, to meet the increased need, it may not be unreasonable for the people in that
district to be provided with a new administration block. I should like the Minister for
Education and the officers of the Department of Works to look very closely at that
matter.

There is also a need for a science-room. As well, library facilities could be provided
by utilising a veranda at the school. By having the veranda enclosed by glass, a library
could be provided quite cheaply. I ask the Minister to give some consideration to those
two matters also. '

Associated with the provision of an administration block is the necessity of a sick
bay. An unsatisfactory situation exists. It must be remembered that the area would be
used by children and, at present, they are left in a room on their own when they are
ill. I do not think that that is satisfactory, and facilities should be provided so that
someone can attend to them when they are distressed. I look forward to the Minister
taking steps to redress that problem.

The tuck-shop facilities at Millmerran have been condemned by the health inspector
of the local council. Apparently, the tuck-shop is not up to scratch. That problem needs
to be redressed and, with a bit of luck, the provision of a new tuck-shop may soon be
under way.

Having asked the Minister for extra facilities, I should now like to thank him for
what has been provided in my electorate by the department. Over the past 12 months,
a building program has been in operation in the Jondaryan district. Since the establishment
of the Jondaryan Woolshed as a tourist attraction, many people have moved to the area.
The population has expanded. A reticulated water supply system has been introduced
by the town council, and a new pre-school has also been constructed.

As all honourable members would know, Jondaryan is an old, settled area. In years
gone by, as many as five hotels were located in the district. Many more people lived
there in the past than live there now, and among those who settled the area must have
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been some very good drinkers. Much of the former productive areas have been subdivided
and, with the ready availability of a water supply, people have moved in and resettled
the area. In addition to that, employment has been provided at the Woolshed, and 1
have discovered that people commute from Toowoomba to Jondaryan on a daily basis.

Mr Davis: That is not a great distance.

Mr ELLIOTT: That is true. Army personnel who live in Oakey commute to
Toowoomba, and that is only 12 miles away.

I thank the Minister and the officers of his department for the new pre-school at
Jondaryan. I understand that a new Early Special Education Unit will also be provided,
and that will be of great benefit to the young children.

Mr Davis: You have not got it yet.

Mr ELLIOTT: The Department of Education is in the process of providing it.
Mr Davis: But you have not got it yet.

Mr ELLIOTT: The concrete has been poured, and that is not a bad start.

Mr Powell: I know where concrete should be poured.

Mr ELLIOTT: I could think of a good spot to drop a blob of concrete—on the
honourable member for Brisbane Central. That may quieten him. People tell me that
some people can talk under water with a fish in their mouth; the honourable member
could talk under wet concrete with a fish in his mouth.

Mr Davis: How is it that you are speaking on an educational matter?

Mr ELLIOTT: Because I am slightly better educated than the honourable member
is—but not much.

Mr Henderson: You went further than Grade 3.

Mr ELLIOTT: Yes, I went just a little further than that.

I was about to refer to Education 2000. It is important that the Minister continue
to get the message through to the community that educational planning is an ongoing
process that requires input and discussion, so that a decision can be reached relative to
how education will be handled in the coming years.

I thank the Minister for his offer to come to my area and discuss the matter with
the public, teachers and members of p. and c. organisations. I look forward to his coming
to Kingsthorpe so that people can discuss with him all the other problems facing the
area. A great deal of development has been occurring in the area——

Mr Davis: Kingsthorpe has about four people and a cow.

Mr ELLIOTT: That shows just how out of touch ALP members are. That remark
is typical of their attitude towards and understanding of country areas. The member for
Brisbane Central has an understanding of the country that extends back to Steele Rudd’s
days. His best contacts with the country are through his ancestry.

Mr Turner: He has not been off the concrete footpath.

Mr ELLIOTT: He has not been off the footpath lately, unfortunately, and so has
missed the amazing development that has occurred in the Kingsthorpe area. Kingsthorpe
is about 25 miles from my home, and at night it looks like a major city. From my
home, one can see the lights of Toowoomba glowing over the top of the mountains, but
one can see the lights of Kingsthorpe before Toowoomba. They glow at about the same
intensity as those at the Army Aviation Centre at Oakey, where about 1 000 people live.
An incredible number of people have moved into the area.

The growth of Kingsthorpe has created a great need for further education facilities.
The Minister has promised to come to the area to discuss the problems, particularly
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those relating to bussing. At present, some children travel to Toowoomba to go to school;
others travel to Oakey. It seems that the consensus is that the children should go to
school in Oakey. Only recently, I again checked that claim, and I understand that that
is still the position. I look forward to the Minister’s visiting Kingsthorpe to sort out
that problem.

Other members wish to speak in this debate, so I will not take up very much time.
However, I do want to refer to training colleges for tourism. I was delighted to hear an
announcement by the Minister for Education after the presentation of the Budget that
training colleges would be established all along the coast. The college at Gatton——

Mr Littleproud: The Federal Government has put the hospitality service in jeopardy.

Mr ELLIOTT: My colleague from Condamine is correct. I was about to move on
to that point. It is something about which I feel very strongly, because over the past
five years, I and a number of other members have put a tremendous amount of effort
into trying to get the Government to realise the great potential of the tourist industry,
and to legislate for and work towards getting facilities of that sort on stream. The recent
announcement by the Federal Government of taxation measures related to the hospitality
industry really upset us.

To give credit where it is due, at times the Federal Minister for Tourism (John

Brown) has done some very useful work in relation to overseas promotion. It ill behoves
the rest of the Federal Government not to support John Brown.

Mr Davis: John Brown——

Mr ELLIOTT: The honourable member hates him because he is a businessman,
and probably even makes a profit. That would really upset Opposition members. John
Brown even gets up early. He runs a meat-packing business, and I have seen him get
up at 4 o’clock in the morning——

Mr Henderson: That is obscene!

Mr ELLIOTT: Yes, Opposition members would consider that to be almost obscene.
As I said, John Brown has done some good promotion work.

The State Government has run with the ball and provided facilities at Gatton,
South Brisbane and TAFE colleges. The Government has received much community
support. In Cairns, the business people did something for themselves. They bought the
Adobe Motel and educated people there under practical, day-to-day conditions. No better
training could be provided. I compliment the people of Cairns on what has been done.

It is incredible that Labor, having seen the results of the work done by so many
people, because of its ideology and hatred of people making money or getting anything—
John Brown is always being accused of having free lunches—should introduce legislation
under which people will be unable to get a job.

Mr Davis: What has this got to do with education?

Mr ELLIOTT: It has a great deal to do with tourism and the young people whom
we have been training throughout the State. The State is committed to providing facilities
to train 5 000 people for the tourist industry.

Mr Davis interjected.

Mr ELLIOTT: The honourable member for Brisbane Central is always talking
about pollution and the environment. I put to him that the restaurant trade is probably
the least-pollutant of businesses. It employs many young people and, more importantly,
it employs young people close to where they live.

Mr Scott:‘ What has this to do with education?

Mr ELLIOTT: It has everything to do with education. The Minister has had the
foresight to work in with the tourist industry and provide colleges to train people. Next
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year, the State will be able to train 5 000 people, but there will be no jobs for them.
That is an absolute shame—an utter disgrace! Opposition members should hang their
heads in shame for being associated politically with the Federal Government’s move.

The restaurant trade in Toowoomba is already down 30 per cent and it is down
about 50 per cent in Brisbane. That will knock out——

Mr Davis interjected.

Mr ELLIOTT: Opposition members will be laughing on the other side of their
faces. I predict that this move will bring down the Federal Government. All of the young
people to whom I referred, together with many people in the motor-car industry, will
be without jobs.

The Government must now consider whether the Minister for Education is doing
the right thing. The Minister will have to look closely at his budget and ask whether he
should have so many facilities for training young people for the tourist industry when
they could well be trained and then have to go on the dole. It is absolutely incredible.
Opposition members are terribly negative. They cannot bear to think that people might
make a profit or have some enjoyment.

I have a few comments to make about taxes on road transport. Recently, in the
Adjournment debate, I spoke about a road tax to be levied by way of a metering device.
I forecast that it will not be long before those devices are fitted to school buses. The
ordinary trucks will be the first to be taxed; the tourist buses will be the second; and I
predict that school buses will probably be in third position.

I commend the Minister’s Estimates. I am delighted to have taken part in the
debate.

Mr SMITH (Townsville West) (3.20 p.m.): If one were to accept blindly the
pronouncements of the member for Cunningham (Mr Elliott) and the Government’s
propaganda about the State’s educational status, which appears to be so sound, debate
would be superfluous. Regrettably, that utopian situation does not exist and, although
considerable achievements have taken place, for which I give the Government credit,
there is no cause for complacency and, in many areas, disquiet is justified.

The document Education 2000 has attracted its supporters and its detractors, which
is to be expected with any proposal that signals yet another change in education. Although
Opposition members have outlined their concern about it, my brief contribution will be
mainly in respect of the post-compulsory area. The concept of a P-10 curriculum is
highly desirable. The principle of delayed specialisation is educationally sound and it is
something that the public has wanted for some time.

The present situation, in which Year 8 students have to make decisions that will
determine or cut off their employment paths for life, is unsound and inappropriate for
the latter half of this decade. Because it is the first year of high school and means a
change of environment, Year 8 is a traumatic year. The Minister made mention of that
in his speech, and I have mentioned it over the last couple of years in this place, but
there has been very little improvement. Regardless of the fate of Education 2000, that
situation will continue for some time, and I again remind the Minister of the need for
more resource teachers, particularly for Year 8 students, so that the present wastage
brought about by poor transition from primary to secondary school and the inadequate
development of some students, resulting in their inability to pursue the higher streams
of study in Years 9 and 10, can be averted.

Justifiable concern has been expressed that some breadth of education will be lost
in Years 11 and 12 under the Education 2000 proposal, and to some extent I share
those concerns. However, I agree that some of the streams of study proposed will
undoubtedly find favour with conscientious students who lack top academic ability but
seek meaningful career paths. I note that a number of the proposed streams of study
closely mirror those in place or proposed in Victoria. With more detailed planning and
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some modification, they will adapt well for integration into the Australian Government
Priority 1 Program, which has been mentioned today.

Because of the way in which the Education 2000 proposal came into being, and
regardless of its virtues, an odium is attached to it. In all other States in which a review
of the education system has been undertaken—and there have been quite a number—
input has been received from a wider catchment of opinion and experience, including
contributions from across State borders, than was the case in Queensland. My criticism
is not of the talented people—I stress that—who served on the committee of review,
but rather of the Minister who effectively excluded people who could also have made a
valuable contribution. Therefore the suspicion remains that the basic form of the
recommendations was decided before the review was officially launched, and it was only
the details of the options and not the fundamentals that were open to comment by
contributors.

Today, I repeat my greatest concern: unless the overall level of commitment to
education by this Government takes a jump in quantum, any action by the Minister
and his department will have only inconsequential effects on education in this State. In
my view, the Minister has behaved in a cavalier fashion in response to frequently
expressed concerns about the restructuring of the school organisation. For example, he
has repeatedly denied that the P-10 curriculum will mean changes—to use his words—
to the bricks and mortar. The Hervey Bay senior college contradicts that statement,
because its establishment was a clear and fundamental departure from existing practice.

There is no doubt that a junior college was to be built at Alexandra Hills. After
the Minister held a public meeting down there, the late John Goleby sensed the community
resentment and the project was quickly upgraded, firstly, to a high school and, more
recently, to a senior college.

The Minister is certainly adept at using semantics to overcome some of the serious
questions put to him. In one example, he was at pains to refute that a number of projects
that could be seen as evidence of physical reorganisation within the school and TAFE
systems were not in fact pilot projects but were trial projects. With the hard evidence
of the closed-shop attitude on the preparation of Education 2000, most people find that
explanation unsatisfactory.

Another concern about the Hervey Bay senior college is that it is located within
the electorate of the Minister, and although people expect it to enjoy educational success—
I make no secret of that; I believe it will have community approval—one cannot be left
with other than a real concern that the inevitable inadequacies—I say that quite
deliberately; there will be some—and any unsatisfactory concepts may not be revealed
to the same extent as they would be if the college was located elsewhere. I also express
my concern that, because the Minister’s reputation hangs on the performance of this
college, it may be selectively and very favourably resourced—that is to say, the staff
appointed may be hand-picked. For instance, I know that the principal who has been
appointed is an excellent choice—I know the man; he is a top educator. However, that
indicates to me that the staff selected may not be a fair average of the staff that will be
available if similar colleges are to be established elsewhere.

The same thing could arise with respect to the level of material resources. In all,
the results of this college should come under exceptionally close scrutiny, because they
may not be representative of what may be achieved in other colleges that are otherwise
identical.

Having regard to Queensland’s relatively poor position in relation to education
expenditure, the Opposition is entitled to put the proposition: How can large expenditure
outlays be justified on multi-sector institutions as a means of broadening the curriculum
base for post-compulsory education? I would be surprised if some of the Government
members who represent country electorates are not concerned about the Hervey Bay
model, because, if it is adopted as a standard model for the future of State education
institutions, country areas will be clearly disadvantaged. Frankly, such facilities will not
be feasible in areas with small populations.
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I am rather interested in the future of the Maryborough college, because, even
though it is very close to the Minister’s territory, it is a college in relation to which
people have been screaming for improvements. I would be very interested to learn
whether, in the very near future, an attempt is to be made to spend a great deal of
money on that college.

The Australian Government has shown its concern about, and awareness of, the
educational needs of the young people of this country, and it has previously attempted
to bridge the gap between what was needed and what has been provided within the
State system. One example is the Participation and Equity Program (PEP). I will be
very frank about that program. When it was announced, it was applauded by everyone
except the Queensland Government. This Government followed up its initial criticism
and lack of support by not properly controlling the program and by further criticising
it. It wanted the Federal Government to hand over the money with no strings attached
and, of course, with no accountability. I notice that, last week, in answer to a question
by a Government member, the Minister stated as the reason for the cut-backs in a
particular program—I cannot remember what it was—that in 1986 the funds available
under PEP would be substantially reduced. In effect, the Australian Government was
criticised for supplying funds; now it is criticised for reducing them. In his answer, the
Minister also neglected to mention that the reason for the cut-back in PEP was the
commitment to the new traineeship program.

As 1 said, the Government has agreed to the traineeship program. In my view, in
some ways the PEP program was valuable. In many instances, though, it was inappropriately
applied and poorly administered. The Federal Minister for Education would have been
well advised to have restricted funding under the program earlier, until there was evidence
of a more co-operative attitude from this Government. To put it quite bluntly, instead
of being given the full credit for the PEP initiative, the Australian Government has to
withstand criticism, which I think is justifiable, from the schools and general community
as end-users in the program.

As early as 3 April this year, as reported on page 4843 of Hansard, in referring to
the report of the Commonwealth Grants Commission released earlier that week, I drew
the attention of honourable members to the fact that, although the six-State average per
capita spending on education was $484.91, Queensland’s expenditure was the lowest of
all the States at only $422.74 or 87 per cent of the all-State average. As to technical and
further education—expenditure per capita in Queensland was $36.92, compared with the
Australian average of $55.46. In other words, Queensland spent only 65 per cent of the
all-States average.

I believe that the Federal Governments of Australia, both present and past, have
every justification to take the Queensland Government to task for its present and past
misrepresentations about the level of Federal support. Only a week ago, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition (Tom Burns) asked for a break-down of Commonwealth and
State contributions to the Queensland education system. By way of answer, all that he
received were the details of the recurrent funding, highlighting the fact that the TAFE
sector had only a 20 per cent Federal contribution. What the Minister did not say was
that, in the 1981-82 financial year, before the Hawke Government came into office, the
TAFE contribution by the Federal Government was in fact 16 per cent.

Mr Powell: I gave an answer to the question I was asked.

Mr SMITH: The Minister could have broadened his answer. I am coming to the
reason for that. I think that the Minister well knows what is coming. Because I interjected
and asked about the capital contribution, the Minister was fairly hostile.

In overall capital terms, from 1980-81 to 1984-85, for all primary, secondary and
TAFE areas, the Federal contribution was in fact 56.7 per cent of the State contribution.
When one examines the figures for TAFE—this is where the Minister claimed a
contribution of only 20 per cent by the Commonwealth—one finds that the State
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contributed about $28m, compared with the Federal Government’s contribution of $51m.
In percentage terms, the State contributed' only 35.5 per cent of total expenditure.

Before anyone runs for a calculator, I point out that, during the luncheon recess, I
made some calculations using the Minister’s figures. In the last financial year, the highest
percentage of State funds went to the Kingaroy college, whereas most of the other TAFE
colleges were starved for funds. Those funds were directed to that college simply because
the Commonwealth would not agree to fund it.

I turn to the record of the Hawke Government in the area of capital expenditure.
For 1983-84, the State contributed $6.5m and the Commonwealth contributed $15m.
The State’s contribution was therefore only 30.2 per cent of the total expenditure. In
1984-85, the State contribution was $8,735,000, while the Commonwealth’s contribution
was more than $17.5m. The State’s contribution was only 30 per cent.

There is no doubt that figures and statistics can be misused. I have taken the
precaution of using the figures quoted by the Minister before the luncheon recess. I am
so sure that what I am saying is correct that, if the Minister can show in any way that
I am incorrect, I would be willing to apologise.

I do not claim that the Federal Government is always correct. More honesty by
the Queensland Government, particularly in respect to funding, would certainly be helpful
for serious discussion about education in this State. As I have travelled round the State,
it has become evident to me that a very regrettable reduction has occurred in the level
of commitment to the formal vocational training in TAFE. I sincerely hope that the
new training program will remedy that.

I will make a few comments about my own electorate, and I will mention a couple
of matters in relation to the TAFE sector. I will have to skip a couple because I do not
have sufficient time to deal with them all. I am concerned that there does not appear
to be any country representation on the Board of Adult Education. I will not go into
that in detail; I simply ask the Minister to consider it.

I am still concerned about the decentralisation of management. Year after year,
long delays occur in the payment of wages to part-time teachers, particularly in TAFE.
I have raised that problem previously in this Chamber. It has been remedied once.
However, I understand that the same old problem has recurred. It causes those teachers
difficulties.

From the time a TAFE teacher with a technical background takes up a position,
his or her skills tend to wane. The situation is similar to that of an engineer coming
out of a practical position and entering an administrative position. In three years’ time,
the engineer finds that he or she is well and truly behind the eight ball. The same thing
is happening to TAFE teachers, so more attention should be paid to in-service training.

I turn to my own electorate. Naturally, I am delighted with the new college opened
recently by the Minister. It is great to see that the institute of technology will open
probably next year. However, a major problem has arisen in that the adjacent Pimlico
school, which previously used the facilities of the TAFE—I am speaking now of the
refectory—has now been denied access to them. It is not really a matter of asking for
something new; I am asking that that facility be restored. I believe that the Education
Department has asked the Works Department to include it in the program; however, at
this stage it has not been done.

The Pimlico school certainly has many students. It is a top school in Townsville,
regardless of whether it is a private or public school. More children desire to attend
Pimlico than it has places for; but the department’s zonal requirement forbids them
from doing so. The Government has agreed to build a new school at Condon. I do not
oppose that. The locals thought that the school should have been sited in Murray, but
I accept the findings of the demographers who studied the region. Tremendous growth
is also taking place on the southern outskirts of Townsville, and that will have to be
considered seriously in the future if the Government does not want to run into grave
educational difficulties.
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The Minister mentioned the computer program. Undoubtedly, the State Government
has spent a great deal of money in capital terms, as has the Federal Government—
although the Minister tries to play that down. I have been informed from a variety of
sources that, because of the shortage of money for purchasing software and for the
training program generally, the computers are not being utilised to anywhere near the
fullest extent. The hardware facilities are very impressive, but their operation presents
a pretty poor picture.

I remind the Minister that, last year, I asked that TE scores be released much
earlier so that Queensland students would have as good an opportunity as interstate
students, whose scores are released earlier, to enter tertiary education or the work-force.
I would welcome a commitment from the Minister that a much-improved effort will be
made this year to get the TE scores out to give the kids a better opportunity than they
have at present.

Last year, a Government member spoke with pride about the centres of continuing
education round Brisbane. He spoke about the facilities available. I have had the
opportunity of visiting a couple of them, as the Minister is well aware, because I sought
his permission to do so. Quite frankly, I was appalled that the facilities are so poor in
those centres. I hope that the Minister pays personal attention to that matter.

Time expired.

Mr CAHILL (Aspley) (3.40 p.m.): As anyone reasonably conversant with education
knows, the stronger a State Government education system is, the stronger a non-
Government system has to become. The Queensland Government recognises that.

It is my pleasant duty to support the Minister’s presentation of the Education
Estimates from the point of view of the Government’s backing of what are generally
termed “non-Government”—that is, non-State—schools. Perhaps “non-Government” is
the more accurate, because all the schools in this State are supported by this Government,
whether they be controlled by the Education Department or not. The Bjelke-Petersen
Government—and specifically the Education Department under the direction of the
Minister (Mr Powell) —has been, as always, generous in its support of education as
supplied by systems other than that of the State.

Queensland has about 400 non-Government schools, with an enrolment of over
100 000 and a teaching strength of almost 7 000. The Government regards it as its duty
to support those schools and the parents of the children who attend them.

The State Budget contains an increase of $2,691,000 in per capita grants for students
in non-Government primary and secondary schools. That follows real increases of
approximately 6 per cent in the 1984-85 State Budget. Per capita grants for primary and
secondary students in non-Government schools have increased as follows—

$p.a.

Primary (existing) .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 384
(mew) .. .. .. .. ... 411
Secondary (existing) .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 621
(mew) .. .. .. .. ... 666

Increases will be effective from the third term of 1985, which is now.

In the last six years, per capita grants have risen from $22.5m for the financial year
1979-80 to almost $59m for the financial year 1985-86. As the Minister has said, this
reflects the high priority given to education by the Government and its recognition of
the right of parents to educate their children in a school of their choice.

On the subject of increases—the State Budget has provided an additional $530,000
for increases in the textbook allowance rate for students in Years 8, 9 and 11. Naturally,
it is an across-the-board increase, so students in non-Government schools are catered
for as well as those in State schools. The Minister has announced that the new rates of
allowance are as follows—
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Year Alloy;ance
8 48
9 58
10 35
11 98
12 40

That increase follows an average increase of 12 per cent in last year’s Budget. The total
cost of the textbook allowance for 1985-86 is estimated to be more than $10.5m.

It can be claimed accurately, therefore, that the level of support by this State
Government to non-Government schools is generous. I support the Minister thoroughly
when he says that the non-Government school sector plays a very important role within
the general school community, which explains the very supportive attitude of the
Government to the independent school system and its contribution to education.

The Government believes that each non-Government school is entitled to an equal
amount of money per student, irrespective of where the school is situated and regardless
of who operates it. However, I, with the Minister, am disturbed with the so-called “needs
base” for funding that the Federal Government seems intent on pursuing. The Minister
has said also that the 12-point scale on the needs base is open to too much manipulation
and patronage.

The Queensland Government’s policy of funding independent schools based on an
equal amount per student is the fairest way. That, surely, is unarguable. Also, the State
Government assists independent schools to the extent of many millions of dollars, by
subsidising interest payments on capital costs. If the Federal Government were to be
fair to the non-Government sector, it would pay a straight-out per capita grant so that,
together with the State Government per capita grant, the schools would receive at least
50 per cent of the current costs of a Government school.

On the other hand, the Federal Government has taken the first step towards gaining
control of all non-Government schools, the 12-category system for funding being the
thin edge of the wedge.

There is no doubt that many honourable members opposite are privately supportive
of the non-Government school sector. Indeed, some of them—perhaps many of them—
at some time attended a non-Government school. But there can be no argument that
the Australian Labor Party is opposed philosophically to non-Government schools.
Philosophically, it follows slavishly the policies of the Australian Teachers Union, which
is so strongly opposed to the existence of such schools that it would abolish them.
However, even Senator Ryan, the Federal Minister for Education, knows that all have
been told by the Prime Minister (Mr Hawke) that the taking over of the administration
of those schools would be politically disastrous. But there is no doubt that this is the
ultimate goal of the Labor Government.

When I say “abolish”, I do not mean knock down the buildings; in fact, there was,
some years ago a suggestion—a very sneaky suggestion—that the Federal Government
take over the payment of salaries of teachers in non-Government schools. That is a very
tempting suggestion for a headmaster who is faced with the payment of, perhaps, $1m
in salaries. That is obtaining control through the back door, in my view, because he
who controls the purse-strings ultimately can control the curriculum; and when he
controls the curriculum, he controls what the teachers may or may not teach and what
the students may or may not learn. Private schools will not fall for those tactics.

The Federal Government is using the age-old tactic—in fact it is as old as Julius
Caesar—of divide and conquer by giving the so-called needy schools more assistance
than those that are deemed to be rich. Categorising of schools on financial grounds
achieves nothing but the penalising of those which attempt to raise their own funds.
Whilst I am on the subject of divide and conquer—it could appear to be working, from
the recent reports in the newspapers.
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The Anglican Church has protested strongly to the Federal Government about its
funding, but it seems that, in that protest, it is making a veiled attack on the schools
owned or operated by the Catholic Church.

As many people would know, Anglican schools are, to a great extent, independent
of themselves, whereas other systems, such as the Catholic Education Office, are systemic.
But there are more Catholic schools outside that systemic system than there are schools
controlled by any other religious persuasion: For example, within the Brisbane Catholic
Archdiocese, there are at least 20 schools outside the direct control of the Catholic
Education Office,—that is, non-systemic. Of course, they all follow the same theology,
but they are independent of themselves, and so fall into the same category as any
Anglican, Presbyterian or Methodist school.

I am not saying this to cause further friction. Indeed, my wishes are exactly the
opposite. I really mean to point out to those honourable members of the Anglican
persuasion, who are criticising the Federal Government, that they are criticising it for
the wrong reason. They are being seen as being part of a squabble between controllers
of schools in the non-Government sector. Those people, such as the Australian Teachers
Union, who would destroy this system—this freedom of choice—will win, while this
squabble keeps up.

The Queensland Government will not be changing its policy of equal assistance to
all non-Government schools irrespective of their location or of their governing authority.
It is absolute nonsense to say that families sending their children to private schools are
among society’s so-called “elite”. Approximately 1 in 4 Queensland children are in non-
Government schools. That means that almost a quarter of Queensland families, who are
already paying through their taxes to maintain the governmental education system, place
high priority on education to the extent that they are willing to pay twice in exercising
their right of free choice.

Socialist politicians throughout Australia make no secret of their desire to abolish
private or non-Government schools in the interests of socialist conformity and in
furtherance of their unremitting war on freedom of choice.

What would be the cost to the tax-payers of Queensland if the socialist side of the
ALP was successful, or if every parent with a child in a private school decided to enrol
that child in a Government school? That would mean an increase of approximately 30
per cent in the number of students enrolled at Government schools, and there is every
reason to expect that the Education Vote would have to be increased commensurately.
It is already over 25 per cent of the State Budget.

I have mentioned the attempts by the socialists to divide and conquer by categorising
some schools as “wealthy”. In the creation of so-called “weaithy schools”, there is one
very important factor that I ask honourable members to note quite carefully. That factor
is the high level of bequests and donations made by past ladies and old boys—persons
who remember with gratitude the benefits they received from their school.

Instead of exhibiting jealously and resentment, persons who are opposed to non-
State education would be better advised to inculcate a similar feeling of loyalty and
appreciation in the graduates from State schools, most of whom are top people. As I
said at the beginning of my speech, parents who exercise their right of choice in a
different way, and choose the State-school system, actually receive a major benefit from
the existence of non-Government schools.

This Government believes that all parents have a right to expect Federal Government
support for their children’s education in return for what is paid to Canberra in taxes.
In other words, this Government is living up to its promise; its continued promise of
supporting a freedom-of-choice society.

I congratulate the Minister and the Government on their support of the non-
Government sector, and I have much pleasure in supporting this area of the Education
Estimates.
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Ms WARNER (Kurilpa) (3.52 p.m.): I also wish to talk about the matter of choice
within education, and how, even given budgetary constraints, this Government has not
seen fit to implement that idea in as good a manner as it could have done. I want to
talk about the Government’s preference for listening to what could be described as
fundamentalist groups and being very sympathetic to their points of view and dictates.
Of course, I am talking about those notorious organisations STOP and CARE, which
have had such an influential role to play in Queensland’s education policy over the past
few years. Unfortunately, in my opinion, they seem to be having an increasing influence.
I will explain why later.

One of the problems that emerge when groups such as those are allowed to influence
education is that the variety and range of educational ideas and programs in schools are
restricted. Of course, the community has seen the notorious banning of material for
many years—starting off with SEMP and MACOS—the less obvious but nevertheless
influential tinkering with curriculum development, and the outright banning of material
from the Human Rights Commission, the Red Cross Society and peace studies and
suchlike.

There has already been much debate in this Chamber on those matters, and even
on the work done by the department’s own religious studies curriculum development
section. They have been sifted and sorted out to promote the idea of that fundamentalist
sect which has the ear of the Cabinet—to the detriment, I believe, of the education of
children in Queensland and of the progress that could be made in that area.

Let me look at this insidious and creeping fundamentalism that is taking over
Queensland education. Because of the attitude of the Minister, it is seemingly unable to
be prevented. I do not believe that he is as blinkered as the groups to which he listens.
Nevertheless, he must agree with me that the aim of fundamentalists such as Mrs Rona
Joyner is not to educate in a critical manner, where all ideas have equal tenancy within
the market-place of the school and where children can make up their own minds about
what are correct and what are incorrect attitudes.

They do not seek to encourage in young children a critical appraisal of knowledge,
and only by the critical appraisal of knowledge do we learn anything. Only in that way
has humanity advanced since the beginning of time. If that critical element in education
is denied, progress is also denied.

I suggest that that is what fundamentalist groups wish to do. They wish to deny
progress and change for the people of Queensland. They wish to maintain the inequalities
that exist in our society. All the matters that Governments are supposed to address—
the social problems, the difficulties that individuals experience in their daily lives—in
an open and frank way to better organise society so that more people may feel more
secure and live happier lives will not come about when progress and change are denied.
When beneficial change is denied, that can never happen.

It is unfortunate that the influence of this ideology is present in the Education
Department. I do not say that it is present throughout the whole system but, unfortunately,
it is cropping up more and more as these groups gain more and more credibility with
the Queensland Government.

Fundamentalist thought emerged with the label “fundamentalism” out of depressed
and beleaguered communities in rural America in the last century. Those communities
believed that living in society was so bad for them that they could maintain their
optimism only in the belief that the second coming of Christ was just round the corner.
They adjusted their thinking to purify themselves in such a way that they would be
ready for the second coming. The many false predictions of a second coming caused
these people to revise their thinking. Nevertheless, they persisted, and one of their tenets
was that the literal interpretation of the Bible was the correct one and that any kind of
educated analyses of contradictions in the Bible were to be eschewed because they did
not lead to a feeling of security.
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These people used the Bible as a blinker or security apron. Their thinking was not
accepted by the whole of society. Honourable members should realise that the whole of
society, since the time of capitalism—which I am sure this Government strongly
supports—has changed radically and quickly. Technological changes have produced
enormous social changes and will continue to do so irrespective of the efforts of the
fundamentalist groups. However, by actually preventing new ideas from coming forward,
they tend to make the changes less beneficial rather than more beneficial in terms of
sorting out social problems in society.

We have witnessed a rather ridiculous situation in Queensland in which, in the
name of pluralism, the Minister has ordered that creation science be taught. Creation
science is such a hidebound, dogmatic version of the beginning of humanity that it
leaves no room for pluralism. People who accept that God made the world like this in
seven days—although that defies the credulity of the average child—actually prevent
further thought on the subject. Yet the Minister is introducing fundamentalism into our
schools under the guise of pluralism. Therein lies the incredible hypocrisy at the heart
of what he is doing. In the name of introducing more and more ideas, he is preventing
ideas from gaining currency in schools. He is introducing creationism and, at the same
time, is banning materials developed by humane societies who look at social development
and life as they really are, or as they see they really are. I would like to hear the
Minister’s arguments as to why materials are banned from schools if creationism is to
be accepted in the spirit of pluralism, as he has suggested it should be.

The ideological roots of fundamentalism must be looked at very carefully, because
it has attracted a group of people who are very inward-looking and who see that change
is necessarily bad, even if it is motivated by a desire to create a better world for the
people who live in it. The ideology is that, theologically speaking, it is best to hang on
to some outdated notion of what was considered by the previous generation to be right
rather than to critically evaluate theology, which, of course, takes place in many religions
that have survived and are good for society.

Among all the religious sects that exist today, fundamentalism is morally bankrupt.
That is because it does not see that it is important to make our society a better society.
It takes no responsiblity for the human condition, and it would rather shape its concerns
round the salvation of the individual soul than the betterment of society. As I said, that
is predicated on the notion that the second coming is just round the corner.

This particular theology attracts an essentially authoritarian personality, and it
permits the injustices and inequalities that exist today, which are perpetrated by the
powerful and by those who have a vested interest in their maintenance and who
exacerbate them, to continue unabated. It allows people to be exploited; it reinforces
the attitude that the powerful are always right; and it has little concern for what more
enlightened Christians would call God’s children—the poor, the lonely, the widowed,
the children, the lame, the blind and the imprisoned. That is a biblical quotation. Of
course, all honourable members are aware of the attitude of this Government towards
those who are imprisoned—it cares not one jot!

On the basis of that theology, throughout the Department of Education, fear and
intimidation are developing among the professionals who have been educated and who
know what the notion of critical inquiry is. They have taken time out to do some
independent research and they know what they are talking about; yet their advice and
professional opinion is trampled on by directives from the department. That occurs in
a very covert way. One of the problems faced by the Opposition, not only at this level
but at other levels, is that the people who implement Government policy are so frightened
and intimidated about their jobs that they are not prepared to give a frank, open and
professional opinion about what the department does.

One of the subjects that I wish to address today—I have raised it in this Chamber
time and time again—is the very important question of the development of programs
for equality. The Federal Government has addressed the question, and I will quote from
Government in Focus.
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Mr McPhie: Queensland is the only State in which there is no discrimination.

Ms WARNER: The honourable member should take another look at that statement,
because it can be demonstrated clearly that this Government does not believe that
discrimination exists. On several occasions in this place, the Minister for Education has
stated that girls are not discriminated against in education and that there is no sexism
in education. Last week, in answer to a question from me, the Minister for Employment
and Industrial Affairs (Mr Lester) said that there was no discrimination against women
in employment in Queensland. That statement is not borne out by the fact that women
in Queensland are an exceedingly disadvantaged group, even though we make up 51 per
cent of the population. Instead, women are treated as a disadvantaged minority, and
that is a gross injustice.

I will quote from the Government In Focus Commonwealth introduction to the
Participation and Equity Program (PEP) from Senator Susan Ryan who said—

“We live in a society which is both diverse and unequal. It is no longer
sufficient to argue that equal opportunity comes from giving all students access to
the same kind of curriculum in the same kind of school.”

What she is saying is that if disadvantaged people are treated on an equal footing with
others, and if they have the same skills and ability, they are being done a disservice,
and that the disadvantage they already suffer is being compounded.

There needs to be an equalisation of levels. If that position is taken, the assumption
is that all people start from the same point. What I am suggesting to the Committee is
that society is so fundamentally unequal that children entering schools do not begin
from the same point; they begin from different points. Those differences have to be
accommodated within the system, otherwise the system itself perpetuates that disadvantage
and that disservice to those children. That is where inequity exists, and that is how
inequality is perpetuated.

I have mentioned on numerous occasions that the Australian society has an innate
sense of fair play, an innate sense that life should not be different for different people
when that is beyond their control—whether because of their parents or because of where
they live; whether they are born girls or whether they are disabled. People themselves
are not to blame for those disadvantages. It is our responsibility—and it is the Government’s
responsibility—to take notice of those disadvantages so that they may be corrected. I
do not say that all people should be the same; I say that they should be given an equal
chance. To do that, existing disadvantages must be taken into account.

One of the things that the Participation and Equity Program in secondary schools,
as outlined by the Federal Government, is committed to is the removal of the barriers
to full and equal participation by young girls, people from lower socio-economic groups,
Aborigines, students from non-English speaking backgrounds, the disabled and others
for whom there has not been a fair go and who have been excluded from many areas
of Australian life. This Government is more interested in the dictates of the fundamentalists,
to whom I have previously referred, and prefers to ignore the Federal Government’s
attempts to address the inequalities that exist within the system.

I will give one brief example from many examples that I have of the way in which
that federally funded program has been subverted by the State Government. Seventy-
five per cent of the funds that the Commonwealth Government has made available
should be spent on the ground in schools. One of the problems is that although many
people within the education system know what is going on, they are incapable, unwilling
or frightened to give actual times and dates, but they will say—given the circumstances
and the record of the Government, I believe them, because it is quite plausible—that
some of those funds that should have been spent on the ground in schools have been
spent in other ways, one of which was to fund the International Youth Year discussion
on Education 2000. That is not spending money on disadvantaged children in disadvantaged
areas. It is also reliably rumoured that that money has been used to fund the secondary
operations unit, which is a curriculum-based unit. Because it is in the schools that the
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disadvantage exists and it is in the schools and on the ground that the money should
be used, that is a scandal. I have not very much time left, so I will simply point out to
the Committee that PEP will need considerable monitoring by the Federal Government.

One entertaining, if rather bizarre, incident occurred recently. It was decided within
the Education Department that the issue of Quest, which is sent out by the department
to schools, would deal with the subject of education of girls. When the copy went to
the departmental officials, it was savagely censored. All reference to the Commonwealth’s
funding initiatives was deleted, as well as reference to the teachers’ unions and the equal
opportunity resource units. Quite laughably and ludicrously, the department was so petty
that the photograph on the front of that magazine, which was of a girl student apparently
in class, with her hand raised to answer a question, was changed, on the ground that it
was too militant to depict a girl with her hand raised, to a photograph of a girl sitting
passively looking over her shoulder. They are the lengths to which the department has
to stoop——

Mr Powell: What are you talking about?

Ms WARNER: I am talking about Quest, the magazine that is sent to schools by
the Education Department. That is what actually happened. Censored and uncensored
versions of that magazine are available. The lengths to which the Minister allows that
type of thinking in Queensland today are ludicrous.

Time expired.

Mr LITTLEPROUD (Condamine) (4.12 p.m.): I rise to speak in support of the
Estimates for Education. Some of the comments by the previous speaker left me
dumfounded. I could not give any credence to them.

It is my intention to outline in some detail the role of primary education, its
achievements and its likely development in the future. Primary school education rep-
resents the first seven years of compulsory education. It can be said that primary school
lays the foundation upon which individuals develop their specific talents for later life.
Primary schools develop the basic skills of communication and computation and begin
the spiralling process of learning about our society, science and other skills. The
Queensland Education Department has served the State extremely well for many years.
Its worth can be judged by comparing the attainment levels of our children with those
of children in other States. It can be said that, in all standardised attainment tests used,
the children in Queensland perform as well as or better than their counterparts in other
States.

The amount of money spent per capita in education is often used to gauge the
worth of a State’s education system. It is true there is some relevance between money
and quality, but I insist that such a relationship is only a guide. Such a system does not
take into account the efficiency with which the money is expended. It does not take into
account the difference in costs of buildings, heating and cooling of buildings and many
other factors. In fact, a great number of factors must be considered when drawing
comparisons and these same factors prove completely the inaccuracy of the comparison
between education quality and per capita expenditure.

It is my own personal opinion that the theory that the more one spends on education,
the better the education, results in ill-advised expenditure. In the private sector, the
method of ensuring economic profit or even survival is to attain quality at the lowest
possibe price. If that maxim is true in the private sector, surely it must also apply in
education. Bearing that in mind, if our schoolchildren are shown, by way of standardised
tests, to have attainment levels equal to any in Australia, yet our level of per capita
expenditure is lower than that in most States, it clearly indicates that the Queensland
Government is able to produce the same level of education more efficiently.

I would offer the same advice to school principals and parents and citizens
associations. A tremendous number of teaching aids are available on the market. Some
are most effective; some I regard as pure gimmickry.
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In my experience as a primary school teacher, I visited a number of schools, and
I could say in all sincerity that, in every school, I saw expensive teaching aids lying idle
in cupboards, in stock-rooms or on class-room shelves. It is very easy for a teacher to
substitute expensive gimmickry in the form of teaching aids for well-prepared and well-
presented lessons using a minimum of aids but depending upon sound teaching techniques
and the persuasive powers of a strong personality. The substitution may not be deliberate;
nevertheless, it occurs. That being the case, I am of the opinion that parents and citizens
associations and principals should examine seriously their expenditures on equipment
and expendables to determine whether cost savings could be made. The cost of duplicating
paper in schools is astronomical, yet I can state confidently that, in many cases, whereas
a duplicated sheet is handed to a child, a simple piece of work on a blackboard or the
use of an overhead projector could be substituted at much lower cost.

As a parent of school-age children, I am very much aware of the costs involved in
education. Parents are constantly asked to pay for art equipment, work pads, school
uniforms, bus fares, new shoes and so on. Add to that the urging of the p. and c.
association to generously support school functions, and one soon realises the concern of
the average parent about the cost of education today.

It is a fact that parents do not want to deny their children the best education that
they can afford. However, the average parent also wants money to be spent wisely and
efficiently.

I firmly believe that the Education Department is using its funds efficiently. I have
previously demonstrated that the attainment levels of Queensland children compare
most favourably with those of children in other States, yet this State’s per capita
expenditure is lower. That proves my point.

I believe that in the area of intraschool expenditure by principals, staff and
p. and c. associations, further trimmings may be possible without necessarily jeopardising
educational standards.

I turn now to teacher-training. I am of the opinion that teacher-training colleges
should place greater emphasis on teaching techniques. As teacher-training is now in the
hands of autonomous colleges, the department can no longer direct. However, I hope
that the colleges are willing to listen. Complementing this is the absolute necessity on
the part of principals to ensure that young teachers are given explicit assistance and
direction to enable them to become part of a co-ordinated staff that provides a continuous
learning experience for children from Year 1 to Year 7.

In recent years, the tendency has been for schools to closely co-ordinate once again
the efforts of all year levels. That is to be commended. Prior to that, in an era when
individual professionalism was the in thing, I saw evidence of teachers going off in all
directions. Those teachers were probably teaching a very worthwhile subject-matter, but,
unfortunately, it was perceived by the parents as not bearing much relationship to what
was being taught in the previous year or what would be taught the following year.

I note that the present policy of the department is to have considerable in-service
training aimed at the principals of schools. They have the very important role of being
the agents of change within schools. I fully support such a policy, because it creates a
situation in which the principal introduces overall changes in a subject and ensures that
innovations are carefully co-ordinated throughout the school.

I spoke earlier about the danger of teachers using gimmicky teaching aids at the
expense of sound teaching techniques. In defence of the teaching profession, I must state
that I firmly believe that, if this has happened, it is largely because such a practice has
been forced upon teachers.

Education theory says that each child is a unique individual with quite distinct
abilities and needs. That being the case, he or she must receive special attention. That
sounds quite logical, but it was my experience as a teacher that to put such a theory
into practice perfectly was impossible.
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Bearing in mind that lessons in primary schools usually last 30 minutes, I found it
impossible to set a number of different individual lessons in progress, to give individual
instruction to each child and then to adequately correct all the individual work in that
short time.

Mr Comben: You were a bit slow.

Mr LITTLEPROUD: I could handle fellows like the honourable member for
Windsor pretty well.

Teaching is a very difficult profession. It drains a person mentally and emotionally.
The pressure of providing individual care for each child places tremendous pressure on
the teacher—too much pressure, I believe—and can lead to the inevitable burn-out
syndrome that is spoken about in teaching circles today.

Smaller classes will reduce the pressure on teachers, and the Education Department
has reduced class sizes considerably. I admit that as yet it has not achieved its aim of
having all classes at the level it deems ideal. However, great progress towards that end
has been made.

It is my opinion that, although reducing class sizes is admirable, it is only one area
that needs to be addressed to ensure that our education standards remain high and that
the teachers of the department are not overtaxed.

I believe that the volume of content in the curriculum should also be carefully
examined. It appears to me that the department is pressed to include new subject-matter
into the curriculum, but finds it difficult to exclude matter, because it is difficult to say
that something is irrelevant. The times allotted to various subjects are also worthy of
close scrutiny. I believe that some subjects are given time far in excess of their true
worth. However, that is a personal opinion.

No doubt the Minister’s officers continually address such matters, but I mention
them today because I feel that they are worthy of further consideration.

Mr Comben: Which subjects are you talking about?

Mr LITTLEPROUD: I would rather not mention them here; I can discuss them
with the Minister privately.

The 1985 school year saw the beginning of a new educational region—the Peninsula
Region—which is functioning well. It has some unique challenges, namely, distance
education and providing education to the Torres Strait Islanders. Previously, those
children were under the control of the Department of Aboriginal and Island Affairs.

I note that the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander consultative committee has
been set up to advise the department on the needs of the indigenous people. I understand
that, as a result of consultation with that committee, special curriculums are being
developed to suit the needs of the Islander population. In particular, bilingual programs
and mathematics suited to the local community are innovations. Without doubt, as the
region has been under the department’s control for less than 12 months, much still
remains to be achieved in the Torres Strait area; but I have confidence that, given time,
the educational services provided to the children in that area will be equal to those
elsewhere in the State.

Curriculum developments continued during 1985. At the beginning of 1985, a new
handwriting program was introduced in Year 1. The new method, more efficient in hand
movement and claimed to improve legibility and style, was carefully researched. It was
obvious that such an innovation had to be introduced in Year 1. Given time, it will
become the norm at all levels. I have every confidence that, in the meantime, the teachers
of Queensland will gradually develop the skill throughout their schools as the present
Year 1 students progress through their schooling.

It is the intention of the Education Department to have syllabuses in language, arts
and maths that will provide a continuum of learning from Years 1 to 10. Those syllabuses
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have been further planned and assessed during the last 12 months. I noted wherever
Education 2000 meetings were held that that concept was readily accepted by the public.

In social studies, new resource materials are being developed. In this subject area
lies a great opportunity to develop an awareness of our Australian life-style and an
understanding of our social controls. There also exists the opportunity to develop positive
attitudes about such matters. If our young people up to Year 10 are able to learn how
our society works and to appreciate our heritage, as adults they will be able to exercise
their democratic rights without the danger of being influenced and manipulated through

ignorance.

During the last 12 months, 10 new primary schools have been built. It is noteworthy
that a sports oval is now a standard facility at all new schools. I commend the Minister
for that initiative. It has been proved that a child’s scholastic achievements improve if
his physical fitness is improved. Therefore, facilities for sport and physical education
are essential. I was pleased to learn also that a principal is appointed to a new school
well in advance of its opening, allowing him to organise before the arrival of students.
That is a commonsense move.

I commend the practice of forming p. and c. associations prior to a school’s opening.
The role of a p. and c. association is invaluable. It is no mean task to create that body
for a new school. Any steps that the Education Department is able to take for its
formation are to be encouraged.

Mr Comben: Unpaid tax-gatherers; that’s all they are.

Mr LITTLEPROUD: The member for Windsor has no regard for his children,
evidently, and does not want to be part of their education system. He is not prepared
to make any contribution. He expects the State to do it all.

Mr COMBEN: I rise to a point of order. As the honourable member ought to
know, I have no children—that I know of.

Mr LITTLEPROUD: I accept the first part of the honourable member’s statement.
I am not quite sure about the second part.

I note in reports emanating from the department that library resources continue to
be expanded. The grants provided by the Government to help stock libraries with such
aids as video tapes, blank audio tapes and audio-visual hardware highlight the fact that
the very nature of school libraries has broadened considerably. All schools receive a
library resource grant, the size of which is calculated on a per capita basis. All schools
with an enrolment in excess of 300 have a library staffed by a trained teacher/librarian.

I am pleased to note the emphasis placed on teaching library skills in all their
forms. Without doubt, the need to continually educate ourselves beyond formal schooling
will increase. It is vital that children are taught the skills of research, recording and
reporting, so that, in future, they are able to gain access to various sources of information
to educate themselves in whichever field they choose.

The department has continued to expand the number of teachers, though not at a
rate some would desire. Those detractors must realise that the department is limited by
budgetary constraints, which are set by the Government in answer to a call from the
electorate at large for reduced Government spending. Members of the Opposition are
in the fortunate position of being able to highlight areas needing more funding and of
being free of the realities of Government. It could be said that members of the Opposition
are often hypocritical in their approach, because, on the one hand, they charge the
Queensland Government with being excessive in its imposition of governmental charges
and, on the other, they allege that the Queensland Government does not spend enough.
If the Queensland Government is to keep governmental charges at a minimum, as it
has done, logically it must limit its expenditure.

At present, the allocation for education is the largest of those in the State Budget
for all areas of government. The amount set aside for education has been increased
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continually over the years, and I feel sure that the Government will continue to incregse
the allocation within its budgetary constraints, ever mindful of the need to give quality
in education on a cost-efficient basis.

I notice in the data supplied by the department on staffing that of more than 11 000
primary school teachers employed by the department, 2 390 are now four-year trained.
The percentage of teachers who have obtained a degree is also rising, and that is to be
commended. However, I am keen to see occur a growth in the level of inspectorial
involvement of the department that will ensure that people who are most effective in
the class-room are recognised and receive due consideration when promotions are being
offered. I mention that, particularly in respect of those whose formal qualifications might
not be as high as the qualifications deemed necessary.

I have no argument to offer against the consideration of education qualifications
when appointments are made, but I believe that people who do not hold high academic
qualifications often possess outstanding abilities in teaching techniques, and have a good
influence on the formation of character in children. Such people sometimes go unrewarded
because the inspectorial staff do not see enough of the abilities they possess, and tend
to rely instead on the listing of a teacher’s tertiary qualifications when they make decisions
about promotion. An increased inspectorial staff would also assist greatly the administration
of schools by disseminating new techniques and subject-matter throughout the schools
system.

In conclusion, I again highlight certain initiatives announced in the 1985-86 State
Budget that add weight to the Government’s contention that the Queensland Department
of Education caters for present educational needs and is already planning for the future.
The education Vote in the State Budget is $1,174,784,700, which represents an increase
of approximately $102,200,000, or 9.5 per cent, on the Vote in the 1984-85 Budget. The
primary education sector will gain a further 396 teachers of the 1 087 new teachers who
will be employed. In addition, eight new primary schools will be established. In a
separate area of primary education, $120,000 has been allocated to upgrade School of
the Air facilities. There will be a continuation of the Computer Education Program in
the amount of $5m. Further development in this field includes development of curriculum
material, regional support centres and assistance to primary schools in the purchase of
computer equipment.

Non-Government schools in the State received an increase of $2,691,000 in per
capita grants. The previous grant for primary schools was $383 per annum for each
student. This year, the rate has increased to $411 per annum for each student, and that
increase is effective from third term in 1985.

Remote area allowances have also been increased. The remote area tuition allowance
will range from $472 to $945, and the hostel allowance will be $369 per head for students
who live in remote areas. The rate for a travel allowance depends on location, and it
ranges from $53 to $475. The travel allowance will be payable at the beginning of 1986.

The achievements and initiatives I have listed, which pertain to primary education,
provide evidence to substantiate the claim that the Queensland Department of Education
is doing a splendid job. I pay tribute to the Minister. As a member of his parliamentary
committee, I have been made acutely aware of his capability and his positive practical
approach.

I also congratulate the Director-General of Education, Mr George Berkeley, and his
departmental officers on the role they have played. During my speech, I have offered
specific comments, and I wish to point out that they were offered in a constructive sense
so that they may be considered by the Minister.

In conclusion, I declare my strong support for the Education Estimates for 1985-
86.

Mr FOURAS (South Brisbane) (4.29 p.m.): I have pleasure in joining in the debate
on the Estimates of the Department of Education. Because education is being discussed
in the Chamber today, I have to say that, insofar as election campaigns are concerned,
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members of the National Party are among the best educated people I know or have
come across for some time. Their high standard of education can be seen in an instruction
that was issued by senior police officers to police officers in the Wynnum district very
recently. That instruction suggested that they should make a thousand arrests before
Christmas in that district, but they should not arrest anyone from Redlands electorate
before the by-election. That shows what an educated group members of the National
Party are, and it shows that, when talking about education, the cunning and smartness
of people such as the Government members should not be underestimated. It is pretty
clever not to arrest people prior to a by-election campaign if one wants their votes.

Mr Powell: I think you might be joking.

Mr FOURAS: I am not. What I have said is absolutely true. I can inform the
Minister that a direction has been issued by senior police officers at police headquarters
outlining what the quota is for the next three months, but specifying that no-one from
the Redlands electorate should be arrested before the by-election. My credibility is on
the line, and I state quite clearly that what I have said is true.

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN (Mr Menzel): Order! The honourable member
for South Brisbane must return to the subject-matter of the debate.

Mr FOURAS: 1 certainly will, Mr Menzel. I assure you that, from now on, my
comments will be strictly related to the Education Vote.

When one talks about the role of the Government in education, one has to look at
two aspects. Firstly, the Government has to fund and resource educational units. It has
to fund and resource pre-schools, primary schools, secondary schools and TAFE colleges.
Secondly, it has to have regard to factors relating to the curriculum and the aims of
education at all levels. That raises a question that I want to develop today about who
controls curriculums—whether it is the professionals in the Education Department or
the politicians. Considering what has been happening in Queensland for some time, that
question has to be asked.

There is no doubt that all the schools I mentioned come under the control of the
State. Tertiary institutions are not controlled by the State because they are totally funded
by the Federal Government. That has given tertiary institutions some sort of safety
valve by way of autonomy, so at least academic freedom exists within them. It ought
to continue to exist, because surely the State ought not have any control over a system
in which the people being taught are adults. Surely adults in the tertiary system should
be able to think for themselves. I am concerned about some other aspects of tertiary
education to which I will refer later.

A problem exists at the Griffith University with regard to a bachelor of arts course,
the proposals for which outline some optional parts of the course which could make up
a maximum of one quarter of the undergraduate degree. Much heat is being generated
at the university by this National Party Government’s trying to interfere in the system.

To return briefly to funding—it has been well catalogued in this Chamber that the
funding of schools in Queensland has continued to be parsimonious. Queensland has
the lowest funding on education per capita. I will not cite statistics because they bore
people, but it is a fact——

Mr Powell interjected.

Mr FOURAS: They are, because every day people are told how little the Government
spends on education.

I refer to one area of funding that has really upset me, and it relates to this
Government’s stopping the student allowance at the beginning of this year. There had
been no previous announcement of that change. Poor families, including single mothers,
were told by the schools before the school year started of the abolition of the miserable,
paltry $54 student allowance that they had been receiving so that they could send their
children to secondary school with the proper books, uniforms and other basic essentials.
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It covered only a very small fraction of the cost, but at least it was something. At that
time, the Minister said quite clearly that he saw the allowance as a welfare measure. I
say quite sincerely that the decision was not in the interests of children, who should
have equality of opportunity. How can they achieve equality of opportunity if they turn
up at school without the proper books and uniforms and are penalised from day one?
They have no chance of achieving equality of opportunity in the education process. The
Minister and the Government should be ashamed.

The Government is sick and twisted if it cannot find at least as much money as is
found in other States to help children from poor families. For example, the New South
Wales and Victorian Governments find in excess of $200 a year for children in Years
8, 9 and 10 if their parents receive maximum social security benefits. That is done so
that children can be given what we on this side of the Committee believe is an equal
opportunity. If children from poor families go on to Years 11 and 12, the Federal
Government gives them quite a good deal of money. They receive a tangible amount
to enable them to stay at school. But what is the point of the Federal Government’s
making thousands of dollars available to children from poor families if they are to drop
out before they reach Year 11?

At a school in my area, a child used to turn up with a piece of wood wrapped in
brown paper because he did not want the other children to know that he had a single
mother who could not give him enough money to buy lunch. He did not want to be
embarrassed; he did not want to be different. He did not want to be the scapegoat; he
did not want to be different. At the beginning of every school year, a dozen or so
distraught people come to my electoral office. They are worried because they cannot find
the $200 needed to send their children to high school. If they were in southern States,
they would get that money. Their position would be assessed prior to their children’s
attending high school and they would get the money.

I am advised by the Auditor-General that the Government has $58.8m in the
Consolidated Revenue Fund. The Government is crying poor, and it really does not
care about the plight of these people. If it was fair dinkum, if it was committed, the
welfare programs would be better funded.

I am concerned about other areas of funding that affect the constituency that I
represent in this Parliament. I might add that it is very well represented. Queensland
suffers from a lack of State funds for multicultural education. The Queensland Government
is the only State Government that does not believe in having community languages
taught in school. Queensland is the last bastion of monolingualism. For some reason,
the Government is frightened about people learning their own languages. In interstate
schools, community languages are taught. Surely in my electorate, Greek, Vietnamese
and Italian could be taught. At the New Farm School, surely Italian and Vietnamese
could be taught to all the children. If that were done, prejudice and discrimination would
be eliminated. The children would learn to value their language and their culture.

The money for disadvantaged schools comes from the Federal Government, just as
multicultural legislation comes from the Federal Government. It is very unfortunate that
the Queensland Government under-resources Queensland schools, and it performs
shockingly in the special areas.

I return to the discussion on curriculum control. In recent years, the Government
has tried to exert reactionary ideology on the curriculums for both primary and secondary
schools. The attempt began in earnest with the banning of MACOS in primary schools
from 1978. That was followed by the banning of SEMP from secondary schools in 1979.
Since then, honourable members have witnessed a litany of Government interference in
school curriculums. There was the banning from Queensland secondary schools of the
Curriculum Development Centre’s human rights materials; the banning of references in
the multicultural kit; the banning of the Curriculum Development Centre’s antisexism
materials; the banning of peace education; the refusal to allow children to participate in
the flag competition; the banning of popular theatre troupes from performing in Queensland
secondary schools.
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The Government’s attempted control is operating in many diverse ways. For
example, sex education in school hours is denied to all Queensland secondary students.
Certain science is being imposed in all Queensland science courses. Pressure is sought
to be placed on teachers relative to the use of certain books in literature courses. A
climate of fear has been set up amongst many teachers. That has become part and parcel
of what schools are about—a climate of fear and a climate of intimidation among

teachers.

Since the banning of MACOS and SEMP, anything progressive in Queensland
schools with regard to curriculums and practice is under suspicion or is banned. The
Premier’s famous comments were quoted in The Courier-Mail of 23 February 1978,
following the banning of MACOS and SEMP, in this way—

“There is someone over there (he meant the Education Department) who does
not seem to know what the Government wants taught in schools. The trend in
recent years seems to have changed in certain areas to what it was. We expect the
department to be alert to what the Government wants.”

That is what the Premier said, and that is what the Minister supports. Since then,
department officials have ensured that school curriculums contain what the Government
wants, and that has much to do with standards, ideology and interference.

Anything progressive in education comes from Canberra, either from the Hawke
Labor Government or from previous Governments. It is then rejected out of hand or
watered down in Queensland. Queensland children are denied many of the opportunities
available to children in less authoritarian States. They are denied opportunities to become
active and critical social participants in grossly under-resourced schools.

I turn now to discuss the interference by the State Government in tertiary education,
and I will refer specifically to the current debate that has become a cause celebre at
Griffith University.

Tertiary education is fully funded by the Federal Government, and there has been
an increase in real terms in that funding. That contrasts with the State Government’s
funding for education, which has decreased in real terms.

Courses at colleges of advanced education are controlled to some extent by a
statutory authority, that is, the Board of Advanced Education. In the last few years, the
State Government has sought to interfere in the curriculums and operations of CAEs,
and it has denied any notion of academic freedom. It must be emphasised that a
democratic society requires the existence of groups of people who have the opportunity
to think deeply, and often critically, about society as well as to develop and exchange
ideas. The State Government has attempted to restrict such freedom in the CAEs, and
I will give the Committee a number of examples.

In late 1983, the Queensland Government, through the Board of Advanced Education,
attempted to impose a set of uniform and very restrictive by-laws upon all the CAEs in
Queensland.

Mr Powell: What by-laws?

Mr FOURAS: I am referring to sections 3 and 4 of the draft by-laws as outlined
in a letter in my possession, which I will not read because it will take too much of my
time.

Mr Powell: Do you mean the Financial Administration and Audit Act?

Mr FOURAS: No. That draft by-law dealt with how people could be sacked or
removed from teaching in schools for statements that they made or for activities in
which they were involved outside of the system. That was the draft by-law that the
Minister refused to accept.

Following the amalgamation of James Cook University and Townsville College of
Advanced Education, the State Government attempted to impose restrictive, anti-
academic-freedom by-laws on the amalgamated institution. At various times, pressure
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has been brought to bear on college-directors, particularly at the Brisbane CAE, rqu}rding
the political involvement of academic staff in anti-Queensland-Government activity.

As has already been said, people with ideologies that are very similar to those of
this Government have attempted to interfere in the curriculums and in the direction of
universities in this State. With the banning of the MACOS concept, STOP and CARE
appeared. Then there was Rona Joyner, who is a member of the National Party, and
now we have Women Who Want to be Women, led by Jackie Butler, who is also a
member of the National Party. That group is circulating a petition at Griffith University.
I think that those women should have called their group “Women Who Want to be
Doormats”. My wife, who is far from being a feminist, on hearing the title of the group,
said to me, “Surely I wouldn’t want to be a woman; I know I am one.”

A petition has been circulated at Griffith University by those who spell out the new
Right ideology. They believe in flat-rate taxes and deregulation and do not want a just
and equal society. They want the State Government to investigate all courses that
consider women, the family or sexuality; they want control over such courses.

The petition, of which I have a copy, gives two telephone numbers for those who
want further information. I rang one of the numbers—I did not say who I was—and
asked what the group was about and whether there was any political ideology behind it.
I was told that the Premier and the Minister for Education support the group, and that
all they want is for me to sign the petition so that the group can influence the structure
of the courses at Griffith University. These people are supporting Professor Caton, who
addressed a branch meeting of the National Party about a course at Griffith University.
I have read that speech, and I found it to be absolutely astonishing.

The report of Professor Caton’s address reads—

“I reluctantly concluded that the course vetting mechanisms were unlikely to
sustain the objections of a single individual. . .

The pertinent question for us is how Parliament should respond to petitions
for an inquiry into teaching on the family in Queensland tertiary institutions. The
petitions express the apprehension that the tertiary classroom is used to undermine
family values.

Politically they are a plea that the government honour the National Party’s
commitment to uphold the family.”

He expressed some phenomenal ideas. He spoke about the conservative position.

The report of his address continues—

“It then began to dawn on some that the changes wrought by a half _century
of the welfare state had so altered the metabolism of the body social and political
that its continuance in equilibrium appeared to be in doubt.”

He went on to speak about what I call the new Right ideology.

The report continues—

“They are proposing innovating measures such as industrial deregulation and
the flat tax. They will need to be equally bold in the field of social policy.”

He speaks about some fascinating aspects, which are the views th