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The SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the Chair
at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

SWEARING-IN OF MEMBER

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): I have received
a notification from the Clerk of the Writs which I
shall now ask the Clerk at the Table to read.

The Clerk of the Assembly read the writ.
Mr Gavan John Troy took and subscribed the

Oath of Allegiance and signed the Roll.
Government members: Hear, hear!
[Applause.]

SOUTH KOREAN MINISTERS AND
OFFICIALS

Bombing Outrage: Condolence Motion

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [2.16
p.m.]: I move-

That this House expresses it abhorrence of
the tragic killing of senior South Korean
Cabinet Ministers and senior Government
officials in Rangoon on the weekend, and ex-
tends its deepest sympathy and condolences
to the families of the victims and the people
of South Korea.

I feel sure that members on both sides of the
House will join me in expressing total abhorrence
of the outrageous act which decimated the South
Korean Cabinet and its key economic policy
group in Rangoon at the weekend.

The Deputy Prime Minister and Economic
Planning Minister (Mr Suh Suk-Joon), Foreign
Minister (Mr Lee Bum-Suk), Commerce and In-
dustry Minister (Mr Kim Dong-Whie), Energy
and Resources Minister (Dr Suh Sang-Chul), and
Senior Presidential Adviser for Economic Affairs
(Dr Kim ine-Ik) were killed and many others in-
jured.

On behalf of the Government and the people of
Western Australia, I extend to the families of the
victims our deepest sympathy and condolences.
For Western Australia, the loss is indeed a very
personal one because many of these senior
ranking Government officials were well known to
members on both sides of the House.

Over the years, successive Western Australian
Governments have strengthened the bonds be-
tween the Republic of South Korea and this
State.

Very soon after the State election this year, the
Deputy Premier and the Minister for Mines, and
for Fuel and Energy led a senior delegation from
Perth to Seoul to assure the South Korean
Government of the new Western Australian
Government's determination to maintain the close
relationship between the peoples of Western Aus-
tralia and South Korea. The Deputy Premier will
leave for Seoul today to represent Western Aus-
tralia at the memorial and funeral services for the
victims.

I would like to express my disappointment that,
understandably, in these tragic circumstances,
President Chun has had to cancel the rest of his
overseas mission which would have brought him
to Perth this weekend.

This indeed is a testing time for the people of
South Korea, with these most recent events fol-
lowing so soon after the shooting down of the
Korean passenger airliner-an event which
brought so much sadness and distress to so many
people in that country.

On behalf of the people and the Government of
Western Australia, I extend our condolences to
the President and to the Government, and our
deepest sympathy to all the people of the Repub-
lic of South Korea.

Members: Hear, hear!
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Leader of the

Opposition) [2.20 p.m.]: I rise to support the con-
dolence motion moved by the Premier. Indeed, it
is a sad day, not only for Korea, but also for the
people of Western Australia, that this incident
has occurred in Burma. On behalf of the Oppo-
sition, I have already sent a letter to the President
and to members of the Korean Government
indicating our sorrow at what has happened so
closely following the tragic air incident that oc-
curred some six weeks ago.

I personally knew three of the five people who
were killed in the bombing. They were people who
took a great interest in Western Australia and I
believe they would come to the fore in endeav-
ouring to improve relations between their country
and Australia and certainly to improve trade. The
Bunbury aluminium smelter is one of the areas in
which those people were closely involved. I repeat
that it is a very sad day for the people of South
Korea who have already suffered a great deal over
many years. Few countries in the world have had
the trauma that South Korea has had over many
decades. That country is trying to build and it is
doing a good job of it.

It is a pity that these two incidents have oc-
curred, one on top of the other. We, in Oppo-
sition, support the condolence motion moved by
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the Premier and I am pleased to note that the
Deputy Premier has gone to South Korea to rep-
resent this State at the memorial service.

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [2.23 p.m.]: I
support the Premier in his remarks and, as the
Leader of the Opposition has already said, some
of those persons who were killed were known to
some of us and were associated with the economic
development of the Republic of Korea. Since June
1981, when I first visited Korea. and on sub-
sequent visits, I have come to know a few of the
Ministers, and in particular, Dr Kim Jae-Ik who
was referred to by the Premier and who, as the
Senior Adviser for Economic Affairs in the
current Government, played a key part in that
Government's programme. More particularly, he
was one of dhe architects of the Repubiic of Korea
in promoting the idea of considerable offshore
negotiations rather than continuing to bring raw
materials into the Republic of Korea. When in
Government, we were trying very hard, as the
Government is now, to take advantage of that
programme.

The loss of Ministers and their senior advisers
in any situation puts a country in a very difficult
position and, in this case, for a country such as
the Republic of Korea to lose so many of its key
men from the Deputy Prime Minister to seni .or
advisers and Cabinet Ministers is a very serious
blow.

Those members who have visited Korea will ap-
preciate that its people live in a conti .nuing state
of war. As far as the country is concerned, it is
still at war with North Korea. What has hap-
pened will do nothing to lessen the situation and
will only make it far more difficult in ongoing as-
sociations and further economic development of
that country. It will have an added flavour which
will further limit the way in which our two
countries can have a close association.

I join with the Premier in his condolence mo-
tion.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [2.25 p.m.]: The
National Party joins with other members of the
House in supporting the motion moved by the
Premier. We share his Government's abhorrence
of such a cowardly action and I also commend the
Premier and his Government in so promptly send-
ing the Deputy Premier to the Republic of Korea
to represent all Western Australians at the mem-
orial service.

The SPEAKER: I call upon members to rise in
their places to signify their support for this mo-
tion.

Question passed, members standing.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY

Presentation to Governor. Acknowledgment

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): I have to an-
nounce that, accompanied by the member for
East Melville, the member for M urray-
Wellington, the member for Scarborough. and the
member for Whitford, I attended upon His Excel-
lency the Governor and presented the Address-in-
Reply to the Speech His Excellency made when
opening Parliament.

His Excellency has been pleased to reply in the
following terms-

Government House
Perth, 10 October 1983.

Mr Speaker and Members of the Legislative
Assembly:

I thank you for your expressions of loyalty
to Her Most Gracious Majesty The Queen,
and for your Address-in-Reply to the Speech
with which I opened Parliament.

RICHARD TROWBRIDGE,
Governor.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY: MICROPHONES

Testing: Statement by Speaker

THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): I also an-
nounce that during the proceedings of this after-
noon's sitting, Mr John Inns will be inside the
Chamber testing the relay system, the speaker
system, and the microphones that we have in this
House. I have granted him that permission.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS

Job Security Test Case: Petition

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Deputy Leader of
the Opposition) [2.27 p.m.]: I present the follow-
ing petition-

The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly of the State
of Western Australia in Parliament as-
sembled.

We, the undersigned residents of Western
Australia, wish to make it known that we do
not support the application known as the Job
Security Test Case, which the ACTU has
brought before the Australian Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission.

We believe that if implemented, the pro-
visions of the application would have devas-
tating ramifications on the free enterprise
system, including an increase in unemploy-
ment.
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Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that the Western Australian Government re-
ject any similar application in Western Aus-
tralia and that you will give this matter earn-
est consideration and your petitioners, as in
duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 10 signatures and I have
certified that it conforms to the Standing Orders
of the Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table or the House.

(See petition No. 34.)

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS

Job Security Test Case: Petition

MR WILLIAMS (Cltarf) (2.28 p.m.]: 1 pres-
ent a petition from 12 residents of Mosman Park
praying that the Western Australian Government
reject any application similar to the job security
test case which the ACTU has brought before the
Australian Conciliation and Arbitration Com-
mission.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No. 35.)

TOWN PLANNING

Lake Goollelal: Petition

MRS WATKINS (Joondalup) [2.29 p.m.]: I
present the following petition-

The H-onourable the Speaker and Mem-
bers of the Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled.

We, the undersigned being persons con-
cerned with Lake Goollelal and its environs
PROTEST and OBJECT to the proposed or
any rezoning of the areas immediately sur-
rounding the Lake bounded by Wanneroo,
Hocking, Goollelal and Hepburn Roads for
residential or any commercial or industrial
uses and respectfully PETITION AND RE-
QUEST that such areas be preserved and re-
tained for all time in a state fit and suitable
for passive, quiet and tranquil recreation, for
all to enjoy.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 951 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No. 36.)

TOWN PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Planning) (2.33 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The amendments proposed in this Bill predomi-
nantly relate to administrative matters and are
intended to introduce improvements to the
planning system and to rectify some deficiencies
in the present legislation. In general terms, the
new provisions concern the introduction of state-
ments of planning policy, the procedures in the
making of interim development orders, increased
penalties for contravention of interim develop-
ment orders, and clarification and confirmation of
appeal rights.

The amendments have arisen as a result of the
continual examination and administration of the
Act. I do not believe that any of them are conten-
tious so I will explain them fairly briefly.

Section 7 deals with the final approval of a
town planning scheme. The modifications pro-
posed are only to clarify and improve existing pro-
visions. The first change refers to the occasion
when a town planning scheme is presented to me
for final approval. Rather than continue to use
the words "refuse to approve a scheme except
with such modifications, and/or such conditions,
etc", the new phraseology introduced by the
amendment wording is to reflect more clearly the
intent of such a decision; namely, that the scheme
will be approved once the specified modifications
have been carried out by the local authority.

The second amendment concerns the incorpor-
ation of statements of planning policy, prepared
under section 5AA of the Act in town planning
scheme texts. The amendment proposes that such
policies will be able to be introduced into town
planning schemes by reference rather than by
their entire contents being repeated in every
scheme. It is also intended that schemes will not
need to be amended whenever policies are
amended, unless the local authorities concerned
particularly desire to do so.

It is especially appropriate to introduce this
amendment now, as the first statement Of
planning policy concerning the residential
planning codes is due for ratification in the near
future.
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Changes to section 78 concern interim develop-
ment orders, which nowadays are used only out-
side the metropolitan region. The present require-
ment is that the Governor makes the order at the
request of the Minister. This is unnecessarily
cumbersome and the amendment removes the
need for the Governor's approval, giving the Min-
ister the responsibility for making interim devel-
opment orders.

AL present, interim development orders remain
valid for only one year and are designed to pro-
vide interim planning powers during the prep-
aration of a town planning scheme. However,
schemes often lake several years to prepare be-
cause of the necessary investigations, consul-
tations, and public examination. Consequently, a
life of three years for an interim development
order with the opportunity to renew annually
thereafter, will reduce the need fur repeated re-
newals and, of course, reduce associated adminis-
trative matters which are generally unproductive.

It is intended that the maximum penalty for
contravention of an [DO be increased from $100
to $1 000 with $100 as the maximum for a con-
tinuing daily offence. The present figure provides
little deterrent. Experience has shown that it Is
rarely invoked, but the proposed penalty is nearer
the maximum penalties for a town planning
scheme which arc $2 000 and $200 respectively.
The need for new provisions regarding the right of
appeal against a discretionary decision has been
shown by recent decisions of the Town Planning
Appeal Tribunal. Under part V of the Act, there
is reference to the kind of appeal which is an ap-
peal against the use of a discretionary power by a
local authority under its town planning scheme. It
was previously believed that the reference under
part V was sufficient' to create a right of appeal
whenever a local authority exercises a discretion-
ary power under its town planning scheme.

Recently the tribunal has determined that the
referec in part V does not automatically convey
a right of appeal and it is also necessary for the
town planning scheme to contain suitable appeal
provisions. Unfortunately, a number of scheme's
are deficient in this regard and the best and
quickest way to overcome the problem is to insert
suitable provisions in the Act. The new provisions
ensure that a right of appeal against a discretion-
ary decision of a local authority will exist even
though its town planning scheme is silent in this
regard. Where a scheme contains appeal pro-
visions, these remain effective provided they are
consistent with or only supplement the provisions
of the Act.

A validation clause is also provided since ap-
peals have been entertained in the past by the

Minister or the tribunal where there may not
always have been specific provision in the relevant
town planning scheme. Finally, it is necessary to
include in section 37 a definition relating to the
new category of appeal.

The change to section 20 is only to make it
clear that the approval of the Town Planning
Board is not required for the granting of an ease-
ment. The board has always held that its approval
is not required under the Act for an easement to
be granted by one owner to another, but it is ap-
parent that the wording is not sufficiently specific.

Section 32 deals with the subject of consul-
tation by Government departments. Whereas the
Act presently states that nothing shall interfere
with the right of the Crown to undertake, con-
struct, or provide any public work or to take land
for the purpose of such works as long as, so far as
is possible, such work is in keeping with the de-
sign and intent of every town planning scheme,
there is no specific direction to ensure that prior
consultation takes place between the public auth-
ority proposing to carry out the public work and
the local authority administering the scheme.

A number of local authorities have become con-
cerned over an apparent lack of consultation by
Government instrumentalities. Consequently, de-
velopments have occurred which contravene local
schemes. The amendment will ensure that consul-
tation must occur prior to any development taking
place. Such consultation is to be undertaken at
the time when proposals for such public works or
for the taking of land are in the formative stage.
This is, of course, because it is not appropriate for
such consultations to happen after it is too late to
take account of town planning considerations.

Finally, a minor modification is necessary to
the wording of section 6(b) of the Town Planning
and Development Amendment Act 1982, which is
to be promulgated as soon as necessary regu-
lations have been linalised. The intention is to re-
place a reference to "preliminary approval" in re-
spect of town planning schemes and to insert in
place thereof the words "consent to public sub-
missions being sought".

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr H-assell

(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

AGRICULTURE AND RELATED RESOURCES
PROTECTI[ON AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for
Agriculture) [2.40 p.m.J: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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The purpose of this legislation is to amend the
provisions of the Act as it relates to the issue of
direction notices by the Agriculture Protection
Board and the system of levying rates on pastoral
properties, the tightening of procedures to be fol-
lowed in the import of seeds into the State, mak-
ing vendors liable to ensure prohibited plant ma-
terial is not spread within the State in fodder or
other goods offered for sale, empowering the mak-
ing of regulations for the issue of permits for the
Movement Of such fodder and other goods, and for
the introduction and keeping of certain animals
and birds.

For many years it has been the practice of the
APB to publish "blanket" notices to require all
land-holders in an area to carry out control of a
declared plant or animal known to be widespread
in that area, and to stipulate the period within
which the control work must be done. It has now
been ruled that such notices are not legal unless
an inspector of the APB has inspected each prop-
erty in the area defined in the notice, and satisfied
himself that the declared plant or animal was
present on each. This would not be practicable, so
the object of the amendment is to empower the
APR to issue blanket notices for the purpose of
co-ordinating control drives in an area, and still
permit inspectors employed by the board to issue
personal notices on individual land-holders when
an inspection has shown this to be necessary. Pro-
vision is also made for an owner, who considers a
direction notice to be unnecessary or
inappropriate, to use this as a defence.

The rate imposed on pastoral lands since 1976
has been based in most instances on the rents Set
in 1916 by the Pastoral Board. A number of vari-
ations which have occurred since that time have
resulted in some lessees paying higher rates than
their neighbours and in some paying less. A group
particularly disadvantaged has been the pastoral-
ists in the Kimberley, where the rents are gener-
ally higher than in other parts of the State.

After discussions with the Pastoralists and
Graziers Association it has been agreed that from
I July 1984, the rate should be based on the rent
charged for the year concerned. To overcome the
disadvantage of the Kimberley lessees,' a separate
rate is to be imposed on the stations in that re-
gion. and on six or so other stations bordering that
region the rents of which are calculated according
to the same formula. The overall area is defined
in the schedule to this Bill, and by agreement with
the Pastoralists and Graziers Association the
amount of the rate to be collected from these
leases is not to exceed one-third of the State total.

Money collected from the rate is matched by
the Government on a dollar- for-dollar basis and
(89)

the fund is used wholly for the control of declared
plants and animals on pastoral leases. To allow
for increases in future control costs, the maximum
which may be rated has been increased from 4.5c
to Bc in the dollar on the unimproved values of
properties. I must stress this is purely a maximum
level, and the actual rate is set each year by the
Agriculture Protection Board after consultation
with the zone control authorities which are bodies
made up of representatives of local authorities
and the pastoral industry in the areas concerned.

As a result of the amendment. of other legis-
lation, at present there is no requirement that
seeds being brought into WA must be submitted
for inspection to ascertain whether they may be
carrying seeds of plants which may endanger
agriculture in this State. This legislation requires
that, in common with other items such as sacks
and animal skins which may carry undesirable
seeds, prior notice must be given of this import
and they shall be submitted for inspection.

The Act requires that the purchaser of fodder,
woolpacks, and other items which may carry pro-
hibited plant material shall examine these things
and, if he finds undesirable material, report the
matter to the APB. The legislation before the
House will place the onus on vendors to ensure
that items being moved from one part of the State
to another shall be clean of such material, unless
he has had it inspected by the APB and obtained
a permit to move it to that part of the State. Such
permission would be given, for example, if fodder
contained seeds of a weed which already occurred
commonly in the district to which it was being re-
moved.

Section 94A of the Act contains an incorrect
reference to the "Chief Protection Officer". Pro-
vision has been made for the correction of the title
by removing the word "Protection".

I have mentioned the inspection of fodder and
other goods which may contain undesirable plant
material, and the issue of permits to allow their
removal to other parts of the State. (t is necessary
to empower the making of regulations for the
issue of such permits and for the charging of fees
for them and the inspections required before they
can be granted. Provision has also been made to
extend the present regulatory powers to cover the
charging of fees for the issue of permits, for the
introduction and keeping of certain declared ani-
mals and birds, and for making a charge to cover
the costs of inspections associated with the issue
of such permits.

I commend the Bill to members.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Old.

2817



2818 [ASSEMBLY]

TOBACCO (PROMOTION AND SALE) BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 29 September.
MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [2.47

pin.]: One of the points of conjecture in my mind
about this Bill is precisely what objectives the Bill
seeks to achieve. I wonder whether the Bill is
intended in particular to stop children from com-
mencing to smoke or whether iL is aimed at
reducing the overall level of tobacco smoking
within the community. It is important that the ob-
jectives arc clearly identified because I am not at
all sure that the implied objectives of the Govern-
ment's advertising programme are necessarily the
ones which the Bill might achieve. 1 indicate at
this stage that I have no difficulty in accepting
the medical evidence as to the harmful effects of
the smoking of tobacco. Similarly, I do not have
any difficulty accepting expert medical evidence
as to the harmful effects of the consumption of al-
cohol. I do not have any difficulty accepting ex-
pert medical evidence as to the potentially harm-
ful effects of overconsumption of soft drinks and
products containing high levels of sugar. I accept
that the claims made in each of these cases have
resulted from painstaking research and, in some
cases, are based on scientific evidence, and that,
as such they deserve consideration.

However, given that I accept that smoking is
harmful, I query the manner in which the com-
munity can be persuaded to progressively move
away from indulging in this particular habit. I am
not at all convinced that this Bill makes
significant headway in this regard.

It has been my impression that the community
generally over the last 10 years has had a much
higher level of health consciousness than in pre-
vious times. This has been exemplified by a gen-
eral reduction in the consumption of many of the
products that are harmful-and they include
tobacco and alcohol-and an increase in occu-
pations that are known to be beneficial to health
such as the playing of sport, regular exercise, and
a sensible balanced diet. It seems to me that the
"Life. Be in it" programme has done a great deal
to help influence adult thinking and community
attitudes in this particular way and that this has
been reinforced by the health education pro-
grammes that have been provided for children at
school. I certainly believe that this is the way in
which problems of a health nature which result
from choices of individual lifestyles should be ap-
proached.

Certainly I applaud the provisions of the Bill
which deal with an increase in penalties for the
sale of tobacco to those under the legal age. This

is a very sensible provision, if the Government's
objective is to reduce the availability of tobacco
products, and thus make it more difficult for chil-
dren to obtain them. Similarly, I applaud the pro-
posal to have signs displayed on counters and
vending machines indicating the legal age at
which tobacco products may be purchased and
the prohibition about the purchasing of these
products or the use of those machines by people
under that age. What I find very difficult to
understand, if the objective is to inhibit the com-
mencement of smoking in children, is that, at the
same time as introducing this particular provision,
the Government seeks to reduce the legal age for
purchasing tobacco from 18 years to 16 years.

What concerns me is the difficulty in
prosecuting someone for selling a prohibited prod-
uct to a person under the legal age if that person
appears to be above the legal age. It seems to be
very difficult to establish clearly, for instance,
that a publican is at fault in supplying alcohol to
a person who appears to be close to 18 years 'of
age. Such a person might be 17 years-just under
the legal limit-but he or she may look to be 18
or 19 years. If we reduce' the legal age for the pur-
chasing of tobacco products from 18 to 16 years,
it will be a problem to prosecute successfully and
fairly a person who sells a tobacco product to
someone who appears to be 16 years of age. Many
children of 14 years of age look, and even act, as
though they are much older than 16 years of age.
By reducing the age limit by two years, we will
reduce also the age of those children who are
likely, even if under the legal age, to be able to
procure the products.

If the objective is to effectively reduce the op-
portunity for children to commence smoking, why
has the Government taken this particular step of
reducing the minimum legal age? Certainly, the
propaganda being put forward by the Government
in favour of the Bill has stressed that the Govern-
ment is out to protect children. That is a laudable
objective, as I said, and I have no query about it.
However, to reduce the legal age from 18 to 16
years, in the same Bill seems to fly counter to that
intention to a very considerable degree.

I also find it difficult to see that the banning of
cigarette advertising would effectively achieve the
objective that the Government is saying, through
its advertising, it is setting out to achieve; that is,
the reduction of smoking by young people.

The result of the research evidence I have seen,
and particularly that carried out in Australia, has
indicated that the two principal determinants of a
child taking up smoking, are the pressure from his
or her peer group and the exemplar attitudes of
his or her parents. Those -matters determine far
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more than any pretty pictures as to whether or
not the tobacco habit may be taken up.

I certainly do not deny, and the research would
indicate, that given pressure exerted from the peer
group, and given conducive parental attitudes, ad-
vertising may help to reinforce a decision to take
up smoking, but I do not believe there is any
scientific evidence to indicate that it is a prime
motivator in that decision. By and large the most
important motivator is community attitude-the
attitude of the peer group and the attitude of the
adult community.

From the results I have seen of the research, I
understand that there is very little difficulty get-
ting children under the age of 10 years, to agree
almost unanimously to the harmfulness of smok-
ing and to say categorically, that they do not
intend to take it up. Yet those same children, two
or three years later, are among those who com-
mence the habit. What happens to their attitude?
One of the things that happens is that those two
or three years bring about a big change in the way
the young people. reel about the world. They start
wanting to be identified as adults, and that wish
to be identified as adults leads to their wanting to
adopt the habits that adults adopt, and particu-
larly the habits of successful adults. Unfortu-
nately. one of those habits is the smoking of ciga-
rettes-or it certainly has been in the past-and
another habit is the consumption of alcohol.

It is unfortunate that the wish to identify with
adults leads those young people to adopt the adult
attitudes to the smoking of tobacco and the con-
sumption of alcohol. This is not because they see
pretty pictures advertising either of those two
products, but because they want to be thought of
as adults, and they want to achieve the acceptance
of those other children of the same age who say
and who believe they are growing up because they
smoke and because they drink.

As I say, all the evidence I have seen tends to
reinforce the point of view I am putting forward,
and none of the evidence I have seen would run
counter to it.

In the long run, ihe only way that we will see a
reduction in the number of young people taking
up smoking is by a reduction in the level of smok-
ing across the community. We will need to see a
change in community attitudes towards the con-
sumption and use of tobbaco. It is not enough for
a person to say, "Do as I say, not do as I do", be-
cause young people growing up look for
modls-the kind of people whom they wish to be
seen to be like. When young people see smoking
people whom they consider to be successful in
executive positions or in high public positions,

they make the link: "Those people smoke. If I
want to be seen as at the top, I should do what
they do. They might tell me, 'Oh, look, you don't
want to do that. It is not good for you', but be-
cause they are people to be looked up to, they
must know secretly that is something to do if you
want to get ahead". That is the insidious attitude
being expressed.

As adults, we have a responsibility not to say to
young people, "Do as I say, but don't do as I do".
We have a responsibility to say, "Do as I do". The
community standards are the pattern that these
young people wish to follow. if they see a ma-
jority of successful people who do not smoke and
who will not have a bar of smoking, then and only
then will they not be induced by peer group press-
ure to take up the habit.

Certainly things can be done to help; I applaud
the Minister's extension of the educational pro-
gramme on smoking currently being undertaken
in the schools. It is valuable to put over the facts
concerning what the smoking of tobacco entails in
terms of the health of the individual. However,
that programme will not be successful if that is all
that is done. That level of health education in the
schools, coupled with the banning of the advertis-
ing of cigarette or tobacco products, will not
achieve the worthwhile objective of reducing the
number of children who take up smoking tobacco.

The people should have a choice. That is what
our free society is about. The people in our society
should be in a position generally to make in-
formed choices. If we are to see a long-term
reduction in the smoking of tobacco products, and
if we are to see a long-term reduction in the dis-
eases which can be directly attributable to tobac-
co products, we must encourage the trend of mov-
ing away from the social acceptance of smoking.
Kowever, it must be done on the basis of choice.
As with the "Life. Be in it" programme and the
"Skipper" promotional programme to encourage
people not to drive when they have been drinking
alcohol, if the Government were serious about its
objectives-that is, the health of the community
overall, and a reduction in smoking by chil-
dren-it would be prepared to plough back con-
siderable quantities of the increased taxation rev-
enue it is receiving from the cigarette tax into
promotional information to reinforce positive atti-
tudes about non-smoking in the community. It
would provide continuing scientific evidence as to
the harmful effects of smoking. By not doing that,
the Government brings into doubt its desire to
achieve its objectives.

On several occasions, it has been said that more
than 1 000 Western Australians die from tobacco-
caused diseases each year, and I do not dispute
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that. However, by trying to stop children from
smoking, it will probably take 30 to 40 years be-
fore a significant effect on the number of deaths
from tobacco-related diseases is felt, even if the
programme is successful. If the Government is
trying to prevent children from smoking, its pro-
gramme will have no effect on the people who
smoke currently; they will continue to smoke.
However, if its aim is to encourage people gener-
ally to adopt a more responsible and healthy atti-
tude towards the use of tobacco, it could have a
considerable effect.

I understand that, if a person ceases smoking
tobacco, after a period of two years the risk of
death from the majority of tobacco-related dis-
eases is reduced enormously; so the more people
whom the Government can convince to make the
choice not 10 smoke tobacco-related products, the
quicker and better will be the effect on the
number of people suffering terminal diseases re-
lating to the consumption of those products. The
more people whom the Government can encour-
age to make the choice not to smoke, the more ef-
fect will it have on the modelling process on
young people wanting to be successful and want-
ing to copy their elders. That will prevent them
from taking up smoking, which at present they
believe to be part of the process of growing up.
That is the nitty-gritty of this matter.

Another aspect of concern to me in this Bill
dealing with the banning of tobacco-related prod-
ucts, if we are to be intellectually honest, is which
products will be next on the banning list. A
number of other products are equally as harmful
as tobacco to the health of the community. If we
are to be intellectually honest-and that was the
phrase used by the Premier in his speech-we
must accept that the consumption of alcohol plays
a very great part in the death toll in our com-
munity, and not just from the deaths caused di-
rectly by diseases related to the consumption of
alcohol.

Certainly, the figures the Minister provided are
significantly low. The figures show 400 alcohol-
related deaths compared with more than I 000
deaths related to tobacco products. However, al-
cohol has a secondary effect-a secondary com-
munity health problem-because it affects the
people who do not consume it. We see deaths
through road trauma caused by or instigated by
someone who has consumed alcohol.

Mr Hodge: The same applies to tobacco.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I have niot yea heard of a
serious road accident being caused by someone
who was under'the influence of tobacco.

Mr Hodge: Tobacco causes trauma for other
people. It causes trauma to the whole family if
someone is dying, or has his leg amputated, or
something like that.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I take that point. If some-
one is dying from a disease caused by tobacco-re-
lated products, or any other products, that has an
affect on the family; but that is nothing compared
with the trauma faced by the family of an al-
coholic. Absolutely nothing else causes that sort
of pain and trauma which can continue for many
years, in some cases. It affects the children from
the moment of their birth until they leave home.
It can mark them for life. That is the effect of al-
cohol .

If we are looking at deleterious effects, we find
that the consumption of alcohol plays a
significant role in a large proportion of violent
crime, including rape. If this Government intends
to ban the advertising of tobacco products be-
cause of the effects they have on the health of the
community, and if it is to be intellectually
honest-those are the words used by the Prem-
ier-it must logically consider that the same ar-
gument applies to the advertising of alcohol. I
wonder whether alcohol is next on the list of prod-
ucts the advertising of which shall be banned.
Public calls have been made already by some
people for the banning of the advertising of al-
cohol.

Mr Bertram: You obviously think it should be
banned.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I do not think it should be
banned. The point I am making is that I do not
think tobacco advertising should be banned in the
way this Bill seeks to ban it, because I believe
people should have a choice. If the Government
were to be intellectually honest, it would have to
agree the public health and community welfare
problems created in our community by alcohol
rank very close to, if not equal to, the problem
created by tobacco smoking. Indeed, the problem
of alcohol consumption in the community might
even be worse than that of tobacco smoking.

If we are talking about the health of children,
and if the Government is prepared to be
intellectually honest, I wonder whether it should
consider in detail the effects of the consumption
of beverages and food which have a high sugar
content. Good scientific evidence exists to indicate
the bad effects on teeth, the likelihood of the de-
velopment of hyperglycaemnia. and the possibility
of obesity with all the inherent long-term ills that
entails which result from the consumption of food
and beverages with high sugar contents.
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1 would not seek to have the advertising of cool
drinks or sweets banned, even though those prod-
ucts are directed precisely at children. If members
have ever watched afternoon television, they will
know that most of the advertising which is
screened then is directed precisely to that market.
If the Government were intellectually honest, ob-
viously it would have to consider the serious pub-
lic health effects caused to children by their over-
consumption of products with a high sugar con-
tent. However, I suspect the Government will not
do that, because it is not intellectually honest.

I would certainly see a considerable danger in
our adopting the action taken by the Government
in this Bill towards any product, because it seems
to me such action seeks to undermine the rights
and needs of the community to make informed
choices.

There are two sides to advertising: Advertising
is used by manufacturers both to increase the
market for their products and to maintain their
share of an existing market in relation to their
competitors. However, each of those manufac-
turers advertises in a market to ensure that as
much of his product is sold as that of his competi-
tor.

It seems to me at the present time the majority
of advertising or so-called advertising that is car-
ried on under the voluntary guidelines of tobacco
advertising in this country is aimed primarily at
maintaining a market share or encouraging
existing smokers to switch brands.

I certainly would not maintain that part of the
effect of that kind of advertising is to induce
people to increase the number of cigarettes they
smoke. However, I do not believe that sort of ad-
vertising is aimed-indeed, it could not be argued
that it is aimed-to have a specific effect on the
section of the market at which we are looking;
that is, our children.

If members compare the advertising carried on
at present by cigarette companies with that of soft
drink companies, sweet manufacturers, and chil-
dren's toy manufacturers, they will see the differ-
ence immediately. They will see immediately
where those products are being sold purposely to a
particular age group, in the case of soft drinks,
sweets, and children's toys, quite legally and re-
sponsibly and where, under its own self-regu-
lation, the tobacco industry purposely avoids most
of the motivators used in selling those other prod-
ucts; the Motivators it uses are designed almost
exclusively to appeal to existing smokers.

I can testify to that, because a few months ago,
before this Bill was introduced to the House, I
was talking about advertising and a person said to

me, "Have you seen the advertisement for a new
kind of cigarette which has been introduced by a
cigarette company to try to expand its variety of
products on the market?" I said, "No", and the
person said, "Rut those advertisements are all
around the place". I said, "I am not aware of
them". The person described the advertisements
and from then on I saw them. I may have seen
those advertisements previously, but because I am
not interested in tobacco products, the message
the advertisements contained had not registered.
However, once those advertisements were pointed
out to me, because 1 was interested in the process
of advertising, I did see them.

That is the point I am making; the decision to
take up smoking is not a result of someone's see-
ing a cigarette advertisement. It is a result of
pressure and encouragement by a person's friends.
Peer group pressure plays a large part in a per-
son's taking up smoking. His friends will say,
"Come on, have a fag. Have a cigarette". The im-
plication is that, by doing so, the person involved
will achieve better acceptance in the group and be
considered to be more adult. That is the prime
motive behind a person's taking up smoking.

Only when a person begins to smoke does ciga-
rette advertising become important in both con-
firming him in the habit and trying to induce him
to change from one brand to another.

A number of my constituents have contacted
me about this Bill. I guess probably equal
numbers have been for and against it. However, I
remember the comment made by one person who
telephoned me and wanted me to support the
legislation. I explained my reservations about
these other products and said that, if the logic for
this Bill held true, those products would be the
next on the list. In a straightforward manner that
person said, "Well, I agree with that. I think we
should ban the advertising of those products be-
cause of the deleterious effects they have on the
community". I respect that person's position, be-
cause it is maintainable; it is intellectually honest.
He believes it and I do not, but I think he is
intellectually honest when he says, "It is quite
true that if I say tobacco advertising should be
banned, I should say also the advertising of al-
cohol should be banned".

Mr Burkett: But since you don't believe what
your constituent said, you are admitting that you
are not intellectually honest.

Mr TRETHOWAN: No, I am quite
intellectually honest, because I do not support the
banning of advertising of alcohol, tobacco, soft
drinks, or sweets. However, the Premier supports
the banning of advertising of tobacco products
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and says. "Currently we have no intention to ban
the advertising of any, other product". That com-
ment rang rather like the comment made by
someone 50 years ago just after he had invaded
Sudetenland that, "We have no further territorial
ambitions'

If we are to be intellectually honest-those are
the words used by the Premier-I can say, ac-
cording to my standards, I do not believe we
should ban the advertising of tobacco products:
however, nor do I believe we should ban the ad-
vertising of alcohol, soft drinks, sweets, or any
other product. I do not believe the Government is
being intellectually honest in its attitude.

I will give members an indication of the com-
munity attitude towards the banning of the adver-
tising of these products, and I will quote from the
June 1983 report of the Australian Advertising
Industry Council under the heading "Advertising:
the people have their say". Under the word
"Research" we find the heading "Additional re-
strictions" and the question was asked, "Do you
think the Government should place any restric-
tions on advertising?" Of the total population, 53
per cent answered, "No". they did not think any
restriction should be placed on advertising. Of
those who said "Yes, there should be restrictions
on advertising" 15 per cent indicated there
should be restrictions on advertising of alcohol, 14
per cent said there should be restrictions on ad-
vertising in general, 10 per cent said there should
be restrictions on advertising of tobacco products,
seven per cent said there should be restrictions ont
advertising of children's products, and Five per
cent said there should be restrictions on advertis-
ing of sugar products, soft drinks, Cast foods, etc.
The highest percentage of the people who believed
advertising should be restricted was 15 per cent,
and they believed the advertising of alcohol
should be banned.

Of the total population, 53 per cent said they
did not believe any restriction should be placed on
advertising. I believe that 53 per cent have the
correct attitude and are aware of how the indis-
criminate banning of advert isi ng-once we start
with one, where do we stop?-will affect the free-
dom of choice of individuals in the community. I
certainly respect that position, and that is the
reason I am not prepared to support the banning
provision in this Bill.

Government members have said during this de-
bate that there is something inconsistent in the at-
titude of the majority of Opposition members to
the banning of tobacco advertising provision con-
tained in this Bill-they have referred to the ma-
jority of members on this side because they are
aware that we have a free vote in this matter.

They have said that our attitude is inconsistent
With the attitude or our Federal colleagues of even
a few years ago, and they have referred to the
Senate health and welfare committee report
known as the Baume report. I intend to put the
record straight and to indicate that certainly my
attitude and the attitude of the majority of mem-
bers on this side are in complete accord with the
attitude of our Federal counterparts.

As early as 1980, Senator Guilfoyle gave the
Federal Liberal- National Country Party coalition
Cabinet's considered response to the recommen-
dations of the Baume committee. Recommen-
dation No. 43 read-

That the Commonwealth Government ban
the advertising of tobacco products, whether
by way or corporate advertising or by
exhibiting of the brand name of such prod-
ucts in a planned fashion, on radio and tele-
vision and in areas under direct Common-
wealth control, such as in the Territories and
at airports.

Her response was-
Not accepted. The Commonwealth De-

partment of Health already monitors observ-
ance of the exiscing voluntary code and will
continue to report, as necessary. In addition,
the Australian Broadcasting Tribunal and
the Trade Practices Commission play import-
ant roles in this area.

Recommendation No. 44 read-
That, until a total ban has been im-

plemented. the question of substantial com-
pliance with the voluntary code for the adver-
tising of cigarettes by manufacturers and re-
tailers be reviewed annually.

The response was the same as that for recommen-
dation No. 43. Recommendation No. 45 read-

That State Governments and local govern-
ment authorities be encouraged to ban the
advertising of tobacco products.

Her response was-
The Government will refer this recommen-

dation to the states, with a statement of
Commonwealth action on Recommendation
43 and 44.

OF course, her response to recommendation No.
43 was that it be not accepted.

So, I do not see any inconsistency between what
Senator Guilfoyle said in 1980 on behalf of the
Federal Cabinet in relation to the Baume com-
mittee report and the attitude of the majority of
members on this side of the House in relation to
this Bill. In fact, there is an incredible degree of
concurrence in those particular attitudes.
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Again, we on ibis side are being intellectually
hottest int our attitude towards this legislation, as
we were in our previous attitude to this sort of
legislation, and as we will be to any future pro-
posal to extend this kind of banning to any other
product as is proposed here for tobacco products.

Again, if the Government were really serious
about encouraging a positive community attitude
towards the nan-use of tobacco products and
towards decreasing the risk to health these prod-
ucts cause in the community, it would not have
suggested reducing from I8 to 16 years the age at
which these products can legally be obtained.
Further, it would have adopted a positive ap-
proach providing a choice through public infor-
mation on the deleterious effects of tobacco prod-
ucts on health and encouraging a positive attitude
to their non-use rather than its adopting a very
negative and. 1 fear, totally ineffective position of
endeavouring to ban them altogether without
trying to change the community's attitude
towards their use.

I oppose the second reading of this Bill.
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) [3.28 p.m.): I

oppose the second reading of this Bill and point
out, firstly, that the Minister in his second read-
ing speech indicated that the Bill was important
for three reasons. One was that it dealt directly
with children, and I think he was partly right on
that score; the second was that it dealt with the
health of our community, and he was totally right
on that score: and the third was that it dealt with
personal freedom, but he was totally wrong on
that score. He has some convoluted ideas if he be-
lieves there are any personal freedoms in this Bill,
which tends to take away freedoms fromn members
of this community. I do not blame the Minister
for saying this, but he should niot believe that his
comments will cut any ice with me; they do not.

I do not smoke, so I am not in favour of other
people smoking. Members of my family do not
smoke. In fact, they do not like people smoking,
and nor do 1.

However. I believe there are such things as
legalities, and cigarettes are legal products. The
advertising industry is an important one in our
community. If the Government were to come for-
ward with a proposition to make the product il-
legal and therefore unable to be advertised, I
might look at the legislation in a different light.
While the sale of the product is legal, and adver-
tising is a legal form of business activity in our
community, I will not support the restrictions to
be placed on the tobacco industry by this Bill.

As a non-smoker, I have noticed that I am
joined more and more by other non-smokers in

the community. Major changes have taken place
in the thinking of our society in relation to this
subject, and I believe those changes have been of
tremendous importance in recent times. At most
gatherings I attend 1 find that, compared with the
situation some years ago when there was a pre-
ponderance of smokers, the number of non-
smokers now forms the majority. Non-smokers
are now more strident and more vocal in their de-
mands upon smokers. Once upon a time, smokers
believed they ruled the world in so far as they
could smoke at any place without obtaining the
approval of the non-smokers around them.
Smokers now ask for permission from non-
smokers to smoke, which has been a tremendous
change for the better in our community.

This change could be fostered if further funds
were spent on antismoking education. It would
have been completely appropriate for this Govern-
ment to expend on antismoking education all
funds obtained from the tobacco excise and, in
particular, the funds obtained from the recent in-
crease in that excise. It would have been a positive
move indeed. I could not support the imposition of
a prohibitive form of tax in order to try to dis-
courage people from smoking, but the Govern-
ment took that course. When that measure was
debated, the Opposition tried to get the Govern-
ment to commit a certain proportion of the antici-
pated revenue to an antismoking education cam-
paign. In fact, it would have been acceptable if all
those funds were used in that area. However, I do
not blame this Government for not taking that
course, because previous Governments did not,
and put those funds into the Consolidated Rev-
enue Fund. Only a small portion of the excise has
been used in an antismoking campaign; the
Government has not taken the option of using al
those funds for such a campaign.

An antisnmoking campaign is one means of pro-
moting non-smoking, or persuading people not to
take up smoking. Another means would be to
negotiate with tobacco companies in order to per-
suade them to agree on specific forms of tobacco
advertising, and in that way people could be edu-
cated against smoking.

Most of the points that should be raised in this
debate have been raised by previous speakers, but
because we on this side have a free vote on this
issue, I want to make my views known.

Mr Cowan: I thought you always had a free
vote on this side of the House.

Mr LAURANCE: I am sure the member is
aware-

2823



2824 ASSEMBLY]

Mr Cowan: I think there is a paragraph in your
platform which says that every member of your
party has a vote according to his conscience.

Mr LAURANCE: The member has distracted
me, but I think his point highlights the fact that
nothing 1 have signed says that I will abide by the
rules of the Jay party I represent, which is not
something that can be said about members op-
posite.

Mr Cowan: You made the point about your
having a free vote on this Bill, and I made the
point that you have always had that vote.

Mr LAURANCE: The term "free vote" was
related to social questions, and I thought the
member would have understood that point.

Mr Cowan: I know what you mean. It is just
that you don't have a free vote all the time.

Mr LAURANCE: We have a free vote by ac-
cess to party roomi discus;sions where we have a
free entitlement to express our opinions to influ-
ence the result of the party decision before we
come to the Parliament. It is a system of which I
am very proud. This matter does not relate to a
political question;, I believe we are talking about a
social issue, and members on this side have ap-
proached the debate in that way.

My view about cigarette advertising is that the
sorts of advertisements to be seen at theatres,
which show an heroic, rough, and tough customer
dashing along on his pony and approaching a
glamorous female to offer a cigarette, would en-
courage some people to smoke. I do not agree
with that form of advertising, yet I cannot for the
life of me understand the objection to a
company's name being displayed on a banner at a
cricket or other sporting ground. I cannot accept
that such advertising will encourage people, par-
ticularly young children, to smoke. No-one can
make me believe that would be the case. It is ap-
propriate that tobacco companies advertise their
company names at these venues.

These companies are associated with many
fields of sport and other forms of endeavour in
our community. The display of their names does
not influence me, and 1 do not think it would en-
courage others to smoke. A smoker may be per-
suaded to use another brand, and I guess that is
why tobacco companies want to be associated
with that form of advertising.

A distinction between that form of advertising
and the advertising at theatres could be achieved
by self-regulation within the industry. Already
there exists a considerable amount of self-regu-
lation in the advertising industry, in particular,
related to tobacco products. I am sure that the
Government could arrange for further regulation

of the advertising industry in relation to tobacco
products if it were prepared to negotiate with the
induscry.

Already there exist some classical examples of
the non-advertising of tobacco products. During
the last few days I was made aware that corn-
munity newspapers, a powerful medium in our
community today, will not accept advertisements
of tobacco products. I read a number of the com-
munity newspapers produced in my electorate and
the metropolitan area, but because I am not a
smoker I had not realised that tobacco advertise-
ments are not displayed in those newspapers. This
was pointed out to me at a recent meeting with
the editors of community newspapers. Individu-
ally, these newspapers adopted a policy of not ac-
cepting tobacco advertising, and then together
made it a collective policy. 1 commend them for
that stand.

Mr Hodge: The Sunday Independent will not
accept tobacco advertising.

Mr [AU RANCE: I was not aware of that. The
stand taken by these newspaper editors was not
brought about by legislation in this Parliament; it
was brought about as a result of their consciences.
It is possible to obtain desirable changes in the
community by sensible negotiation.

Mr Cowan: Do you think The West Australian
would give up that right?

Mr LAUJRANCE: The member would have to
ask the proprietors of that newspaper to deter-
mine the answer. I oppose this Bill because it will
prevent the advertising of a legal product. If the
product were illegal, the question of its advertis-
ing would not have been raised. While it is a legal
product, for better or for worse, it should be al-
lowed to be advertised. Those words sum up my
reaction to this legislation, and I intend to vote
against it.

Members on this side of the House are not
bound by any decision made by other members of
their party, and have been given the opportunity
to express a conscience vote. 1 am concerned and
most upset about the coercion and pressure ap-
plied to members of Parliament from many quar-
ters. It has been quite unfair. People such as I
who want to exercise a free vote or personal and
individual decision, have been quite unfairly co-
erced from a number of quarters.

As this subject has been given some attention
recently, I want to comment on it. It can be de-
scribed only as "'dirty pool". The coercion of me
personally has not come from the tobacco
companies. It is true that I have had a number of
representations and a tremendous amount of ma-
terial from tobacco companies, but that has
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usually just been delivered to my ~office here in
Parliament House or to my electorate office in the
normal way, and only once during the last few
weeks has a tobacco company representative tele-
phoned me to say that, rather than send any more
written information, he wanted to speak to me
personally. I readily agreed to that interview be-
cause it had reached the stage where I was receiv-
ing such an enormous amount of written material
that it started to not have any impact; so I wanted
the opportunity to speak to a representative of the
tobacco companies to let him put to met personally
his view from that industry about the effects of
this legislation. At all times this man was cour-
teous and he did not at any stage make sugges-
tions to me which were in any way improper. That
has not been the case with some other sections or
factions which have been involved in this matter.

It is my entitlement to be able to make up my
own mind about this matter without any unfair
interference, but that has not been the case. I
have been coerced and pressured from a number
of areas not, as I indicated, from the tobacco
companies which, from my point of view, have
played the game straight down the line, but from,
Firstly the Government. In recent weeks, we have
seen the Government launch a quite despicable
campaign over this legislation. Children have been
used in a very emotive way. It is wrong of the
Governmcnt to go out and use a substantial
amount of taxpayers' funds-in some ways I
guess my own funds are involved there-to try to
put across a message to the people of this State
that, if I exercise my free vote to vote against this
legislation I am in some way anti-children, I am
putting children at risk, or I am putting them out
to play on the freeway. The campaign has been
most despicable and it is most unfair that the
Government has chosen this method. It has not
used its own party funds to try to put me under
that sort of pressure; it has used the taxpayers'
funds.

Mr Tom Jones: Do you remember a Minister
by the name of Bob Pike?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes.
Mr Tomn Jones: Dld you ever see his photo 0o1

Government advertisements?
Mr LAURANCE: I-e did not attempt to tell

one what he had to do in the Parliament; be fair
about it. I know the point the member is making.
He did not attempt to tell a person what he
should do in the Parliament. He did not, for in-
stance, have a Cull-page advertisement in the
newspaper which stated, "Ring your member of
Parliament and get him to vote for this Bill,
otherwise he is in some way not in favour of chil-

dren". That is quite an unfair coercion; it is quite
despicable. The Government should have thought
about where it was going when it used taxpayers'
funds for that purpose. I do not mind advertising
generally, but I believe the Government is being
quite unfair in trying to pressurise members or
Parliament by getting people to ring them to say
that the members are not in favour of children,
that they put children at risk, or that they put
them out to play on the freeway if they do not
agree with this legislation.

I like children as much as does any member of
this House. I have children of my own. They do
not smoke; I do not smoke. I try to bring them up
in the correct way. 1 try to give utmost attention
to the children of the electors I represent. I resent
very much being told every day in full-page ad-
vertisements in the newspaper that, if I vote
against this legislation, in some way I do not have
the best interests of the children of this State at
heart.

Mr Blaikie: On that very point, there were
three and four one-page advertisements in the
paper every day. I just wonder, now that die
Mundaring by-election is over, whether the
Government will continue to advertise to the ex-
tent it did during the election campaign.

Mr Burkett: Come on, boor let the intelligent
member speak!

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: The member for Vasse

raised an interesting point. It would be interesting
to see what happens with the level of advertising
now.

I want to take this matter one step further. I do
not want to just point at the Government for its
doing this and spending taxpayers' funds in this
way; I want to direct my remarks particularly to
the Premier who the other day made quite a
paranoic attack on some members of this side of
the House who indicated that they intended to op-
pose this measure..

It is scurrilous for a Premier who smokes to do
this. He can smoke; I do not care whether he
smokes. I just indicated that I do not smoke and I
think it is quite scurrilous for him and his Govern-
ment to use public funds in this way to try to
denigrate me, a non-smoker, For taking the stance
I intend to take.

The last member who spoke hit the nail on the
head when he said that one of the biggest influ-
ences on young people is the example that we
adults set. He said it applies particularly to people
who are dominant in the community. The Premier
occupies a very dominant position and he is often
photographed; a few days ago he was even shown
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in caricature with a cigarette in his hands or
mouth. The responsible position he occupies
causes him to influence young people in this com-
munity to believe that it is acceptable for people
such as the Premier of this State to smoke. He
has said that we should not associate cigarette ad-
vertising with sport. Why should it come into poli-
tics? Why should members such as 1. a non-
smoker, and others on this side of the House, be
denigrated because we take a conscience vote on
this measure against a Premier who smokes and
who uses public funds to attack members on this
side of the Parliament? In doing that, he is acting
quite illegally under his own legislation.

I am very, very annoyed at the level of advertis-
ing that has been conducted by the Premier who,
for his own reasons, smokes. He can smoke as
much as he likes. He, probably better than anyone
else, knows the dangers of smoking. It is wrong
for him to say that others cannot advertise these
products when he continues to smoke and then
seeks to denigrate other people because they take
a particular stand on this legislation.

The second area I want to discuss concerns the
member for Subiaca who cast a slur on the
integrity of many members on this side of the
House. He made a derogatory statement in this
Chamber and I was very, very upset about it be-
cause I examined my conscience when I looked at
this legislation I tried to look at all the infor-
mation I had which came from the medical pro-
fession andi others who are in Favour of or support
the legislation. 1 also read all the information that
came from those people who were opposed to the
legislation and I tried to make up my own mind
on where I thought we would be heading if we
adopted this legislation and it became law.

In searching my conscience, I came to the clear
conclusion that I should oppose this legislation.
For taking that stance, I have been denigrated by
the Government in public advertising, and by a
member of this side of the House in a derogatory
way. I am not complaining about this. I did not
come into the Parliament and take a role in public
life because I believed it would be a bed of roses. I
was aware it would be tough and that one would
need a tough exterior. I think in the last 10 years,
1 have developed one.

These attacks both from the Government side
and from a member of the Opposition have been
unfair. If a member wants to take that sort of ac-
tion against his colleagues, so be ii. I believe a
precedent has been set by a Cabinet convention.
For some years I had the great privilege to serve
in the Cabinet and I always understood that,
under the Westminster convention, if I did not
agree with a decision made in that room, I was at

liberty to go out publicly and dissociate myself
from that decision.

However, there was one condition; chat is, that
I would tender my resignation at the same time. I
did not have to agree with a decision made. but if
I did niot want to agree with it, 1 was no longer
part of the body that made the decision.

I believe the decision was clear for the member
for Subacio. If he wanted to Come Out against his
colleagues and indicate publicly chat he did not
want to be associated with them, he had the re-
sponsibility to take the only manly action he
could; that is, resign. He did not seek to do that
and I believe he is a much lesser person for not
doing that.

Finally, I point to another area where I believe
there has been unfair pressure on members of
Parliament who intend to oppose this legislation.
It grieves me to think I am using this opportunity
to raise a matter in the Parliament. I have not at-
tacked this body before, and, in fact, 1 am a great
supporter of it. I believe it was most unfair and I
was very disappointed to read in The West Aus-
tralian recently that the Anglican Archbishop of
Perth had entered publicly into this debate.

I point out once again that I am not a smoker,
but I am a Strong supporter of the Anglican
Church both financially, and in every other way,
and particularly in the community in which I live.
I was very disappointed to Find that my own
church was acting in the way of the worst type of
single issue faction that we 'have seen develop in
Australian politics in recent times.

A number of good members of Parliament from
both sides of the political fence have been re-
moved-particularly Federal members-by a
single issue group who have made their point
known in this way. It is unfair, and I believe a
travesty of justice that our democratic system can
be used in that way.

I never thought that the Anglican Church
would become involved in such a tactic. I refer to
the comments made by the Anglican Archbishop
in his column and as reported in The West Aus-
tralian. He said-

I hope that all responsibly minded
Anglicans will scrutinise the voting of parlia-
mentarians, when the Hill is considered.

He went on to say-
Their performance will condition our own

decisions when we vote at the next elections.
That is a very subtle form of political blackmail
and I disassociate myself from that remark made
by the leader of the Anglican Church in this
State.
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Mr Bertram: It is a proper attitude, is it not?
Mr LAURANCE: In my view, it certainly is

not,
I will make my commcnts known and I have

every confidence that when I go back to the mem-
bers of my congregation in my electorate and say
that I oppose what the Archbishop had to say
they will support me as thcy have done in the
past, not only with regard to this measure, but
also with regard to others. I believe that the
consituents in an electorate vote [or a person for
many reasons and in particular because of the
way he represents his area and its people. This
point should be paramount in electors' minds
when they go to the ballot box and I will remind
them of that.

If I find that the words of the Anglican Arch-
bishop are noted in my electorate. I will be asking
my congregation to look for a new Archbishop be-
fore looking [or a new member to represent them.

I am sorry I had to refer to the Anglican
Church in this debate, but it is unfair that the
Government has used an cxtensive advertising
campaign and that the member for Subiaco has
made scurrulous attacks on members of his own
party; and it is regrettable that the church has be-
come involved in the way it has. I oppose this Bill,

MR CRAYDEN (South Perth) [3.55 p.m.]: We
are dealing with legislation which is primarily a
health measure. While I share reservations about
some aspects of the effectiveness of the legis-
lation, I support it because it is an integral part of
a package of measures necessary in any serious
attempt to reduce the incidence of smoking in our
community. The Pact that it will apply only to
Western Australian publications or to those
printed for distribution in Western Australia and
not to interstate newspapers and periodicals, will
limit the effectiveness of the legislation. There are
other shortcomings. However, the legislation is an
attempt on the part of the Government to face up
to a form of drug addiction which is seriously af-
fecting the health of this nation, and I support it
for that reason.

I believe implicitly that any serious attempt to
improve the health of the community should be
supported and minor shortcomings or imperfec-
tions in the means by which that improvement is
obtained must be regarded as subsidiary to that
main objective. The shortcomings or imperfec-
tions in this legislation are of little import. In fact,
they are insignificant indeed when measured
against the frightening, but thoroughly docu-
mented toll in lives and illness which tobacco
smoking exacts. It has been said frequently that
restriction on advertising is a threat to free

speech, and that if a thing is legal, there should be
no restriction on its promotion. Those arguments
are without any doubt spurious.

Could we really accept as reasonable a society
where pornography, deviant human behaviour,
and similar legal forms of entrepreneurial effort,
were glorified by saturation advertising in the
media? Of course, we could not. Ours would be a
decadent society indeed if we were to do so.
Neither should we accept tobacco promotion, em-
ploying as it does the most advanced techniques of
advertising expertise coupled with the diversity
and technical excellence of media forms plus the
infinite resources of money aimed at ensnaring
into tobacco addiction the young, the insecure,
and the troubled in our society. The huge amount
of money spent in tobacco advertising is not spent
in order to sell the odd packet of cigarettes. No
business in this country or in any other country
could afford that. Those huge amounts arc poss-
ible because a convert, as a result of such adver-
tising, means so often a lifelong addiction by the
convert to the tobacco habit. Those huge amounts
of money for tobacco advertising are spent for
that reason and for that reason alone.

At present, tobacco has a place in our com-
munity only because it became firmly entrenched
and entwined in the commerce of this and other
countries before its harmful effects were fully re-
alised.

Approximately 200 years ago the British East
India Company, which had a monopoly over the
opium trade, was busily engaged in the profitable
export of opium from India to China, in spite of
the efforts of the Manchus of China who were at-
tempting to discourage opium importation and
use. The British East India Company's monopoly
was eventually abolished between 1939 and 1942,
but the friction increased between the British and
Chinese, and traders from other nations, who had
also started to take advantage of the situation,
and begun taking in increased quantities of
opium.

Finally, the M~anchu Government required all
foreign merchants to surrender their stocks of
opium for destruction. The British objected and
the opium war between the Chinese and the
British followed. The Chinese lost and they were
forced into a series of treaties with England and
other countries that took advantage of the British
victory. In 1858, the importation of opium into
China was legalised by the Treaty of Tien Tsin.
Thoughout the I1800s, the Chinese regarded
opium as an important moral question, but it was
not until early this century that China was able to
obtain the international help necessary to restrict
the trade.
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That was an example of the unacceptable face
of free enterprise and entrepreneurial effort in
this world. British and Chinese lives were lost in
the opium war which was fought to foist that drug
on the Chinese. In Western Australia, 1 300 lives
are lost each year, and in Australia, 16 000 lives
are lost each year from tobacco-related diseases.
Many thousands of patients suffering from tobac-
co-related diseases clog the hospital system in
WA each year. Yet, at the same time, the West-
ern Australian newspapers contain page after
page of advertisements glorifying the habit, or
alternatively resisting curtailment of the pro-
motion of tobacco. The parallel between the ac-
tivities of the British East India Company and
those of the tobacco companies is obvious.

The immorality of using the most advanced ad-
vertising techniques and the opportunities
available today through the media to promote a
drug that has justified the description of being the
world's largest avoidable cause of death and dis-
ease should be clear to all.

I will not go now into the detailed arguments
relative to this issue. The facts in respect of all
those arguments are there for all those who wish
to see. They have already been canvassed, not
only during this debate, but also when a similar
Bill was introduced last year. Suffice it to say
that, as far as I am concerned, smoking is a
serious health problem.

Some 279 or so people are killed on the roads
annually in Western Australia. That is a hor-
rifying total, but it is less than one-quarter of
those who die in Western Australia each year as a
consequence of tobacco-related diseases. Australia
lost 400 soldiers in 10 years during the Vietnam
war; in the same 10 years, 160 000 Australians
died as a consequence of tobacco-related diseases.

Mr Burkett: Well spoken.
Mr GRAYDEN: The contention that tobacco

is a health hazard is not something new-it is
almost as old as is the use of tobacco. In
1604-379 years ago-King James I of England
issued the first official condemnation of tobacco.
A report entitled "A Counter Blast to Tobacco",
published in 1859, showed that of 68 patients in a
hospital in Montpelier, France, who had cancer of
the lips, tongue, tonsils, or other parts of the
mouth, all used tobacco, and 66 of them smoked
short-stemmed clay pipes.

Recently a seminar was held in Perth on the ef-
fects of tobacco smoking. Dr Kjell Bjartveit of
Norway attended that seminar. He is one of the
people closely connected with the Scandinavian
measures to restrict smoking. Dr Bjartveit is
Chairman of the Norwegian National Council on

Smoking and Health and is a consultant to the
World Health Organisation.

The salient point that emerged at that seminar
and in subsequent discussions I had with him was
that although we in Western Australia have infi-
nitely better health education than Norway-and
Dr Bjartveit was adamant about that-the inci-
dence of tobacco smoking in Norway is declining,
whereas in Western Australia and Australia gen-
erally it is on the increase. One major difference
exists between Scandinavian countries and Aus-
tralia-in those countries there is a ban on all
forms of tobacco advertising and promotion. Thai
ban does not exist in Australia.

The morality of this issue and the commitment
which we all should have to the improvement of
health are the two basic reasons I support this
Bill. For me to do otherwise would be to betray
the objective inherent in the concluding verse of
that Australian poem-one I have not seen for a
long time-to the effect that "our sons shall be
stronger, our homes more fair, when we go down
to the dead". We are striving to ensure our sons
and daughters will be stronger, and that our
homes and our nation will be more fair. We can
never accomplish that objective until we first rec-
ognise fully the importance of health and the
necessity for a complete commitment to its pro-
motion. We must realise that when legislation of
this kind comes before the House, the health of
our people and not the greed and avarice of a few
is the issue of paramount importance, and the one
we must invariably and unhesitatingly support.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.08 p.m.]: It will
not be necessary for me to speak at length in view
of the long debate that has taken place. I want to
indicate my very strong support for this measure.
It is a simple measure aimed at protecting, or as-
sisting to protect, the health of the public, and
children in particular. In my opinion, those who
have opposed the Bill have not been very convinc-
ing. I do not think the member for Clontari was
very convincing on a radio session last Friday
week when he tried to indicate it was a consumer
measure and not a health measure. The thought
went through my mind that when a Bill similar to
this was brought forward as a private member's
Bill by the member for Subiaco, the Government
spokesman on that occasion, when the Liberal
Party was in Government, was the Minister for
Health. It would indicate the Liberal Party has
changed its ground now it is in Opposition. The
Liberal Party said it was a health matter when
this came before us in a private member's Bill and
with the same principle being advanced; now it
happens to be a consumer matter. I do not think
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that was very convincingly advanced during the
radio programme.

The issue is quite clear; smoking is definitely a
threat to health, and not only to health, but also
to life itself, as the previous speaker indicated. It
accounts directly for more than 1 200 deaths a
year in Western Australia alone. Even if this
measure were not 100 per cent successful, any-
thing that reduces human suffering would be
worthwhile.

We must also take into, account, of course, the
economic loss which smoking causes the com-
munity. I refer to a letter received from the Aus-
tralian Council on Smoking and Health Incorpor-
ated in which it is indicated that the tobacco in-
dustry now costs the Australian community
nearly $1 000 million a year in hospital costs, loss
of production, and the like. That is $100 million
more than the tobacco industry contributes by
way of excise, taxes, advertising promotions, and
other measures. It will be seen, therefore, that the
people of Australia are disadvantaged economi-
cally by the tobacco industry. The argument may
be advanced that as smoking is such a risk to
health and life the Government should ban it. I do
not think in this day and age that is a practical
proposition so, therefore, measures that will per-
haps reduce and, hopefully, in the long term,
phase out smoking are worthwhile. Obviously a
ban on advertising of tobacco products is a step in
the right direction.

Reference has been made in the debate to
censorship and it has been suggested that the pro-
posed Bill is a form of censorship. However, when
restrictions were placed on advertising in the elec-
tronic media I understand those restrictions had
the support of both the Liberal and Labor Parties;
what we are discussing now is only an extension of
that ban.

Other goods which are legally capable of being
sold cannot be advertised; I refer to contracep-
tives. A Bill before this House in 1972 sought to
amend existing legislation with regard to contra-
ceptives to enable family planning clinics to ad-
vertise their existence and the services they
offered. I quickly scanned the debate which took
place at the time and not one member raised the
question of infringement of the right to advertise
goods which were legally available. T find it rather
strange that this argument is now being advanced.

Restrictions are also in existence with regard to
obscene and indecent publications. yet no member
has ever criticised those restrict ions-and quite
rightly so.

Another matter which has been given great
prominence by the tobacco lobby has been the

sponsorship of sport. I believe this sponsorship has
been limited because it is largely directed towards
the professional sector whereas in the interests of
health we should be encouraging participatory
involvement by all of the population. More reward
would be gained from that area. The Government
is moving in the right direction towards greater
participation by contributing money to sporting
facilities and hopefully it will increase the contri-
bution. Certainly sport sponsorship in itself-I do
not know the full figure but I understand it
amounts to something like $90 000 per year in
Western Australia-is not sufficient justification
to continue promotion of smoking, which is defi-
nitely a health hazard. Virtually the whole medi-
cal profession have condemned the continuation
of the advertising of tobacco and related products.
Only today I received a letter from the dental fra-
ternity of the University of Western Australia
seeking support for the legislation before the
House. It may be argued that dentists have an
interest in promoting actions which create dental
problems in order to ensure the continued exist-
ence of the dental profession, but that is not the
case. The letter is signed by nine people associ-
ated with the dental profession and they all sup-
port the legislation. Comments from people who
will suffer economic loss if the legislation is im-
plemented are far more worthwhile than the op-
inions being advanced by the tobacco lobby which
has a vested interest in making economic gains.

With further reference to the sponsorship of
sport, we are being asked to permit advertising of
tobacco products purely on the basis of sponsor-
ship of sport, yet there is medical evidence to
prove the harmful effects of smoking.

From my own reading on the subject I under-
stand that marijuana does not cause any more
problems than tobacco. Far be it from me to
suggest legalisation of marijuana, but if we accept
the argument of the tobacco lobby that the spon-
sorship of sport is a great thing, then we could
also accept the argument for marijuana
monopolies, and profits from them would provide
more finance than the tobacco industry. I advance
that extension of the argument to indicate the stu-
pidity of accepting the proposition that we should
allow the promotion of smoking just to enable the
promotion of sport.

Countries such as Sweden, Norway, and
Finland which have already taken action in the
banning of advertising of tobacco and related
products, have statistical evidence to demonstrate,
nearly eight or nine years later, that there has
been a reduction in the per capita consumption of
tobacco. There has been also a reduction in the
number of children who are taking up smoking. If
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the latter result only were achieved I believe the
proposed legislation would be exceedingly
worthwhile.

When speaking earlier in the debate, the mem-
ber for Baleatta enumerated a number of mem-
bers of Parliament who were in marginal seats be-
fore the last election-one or two of them not so
marginal-and who opposed the private member's
Bill last session. At the subsequent election, these
members lost their seats. The member excluded
the then member for Murray, Mr Shalders, who
voted against the Bill and who also lost his seat.

1 refer now to the member for Murchison-Eyre
who supported that legislation. I think it was gen-
erally accepted before the election that he would
be the first Liberal member to lose his seat. It is
interesting to note that that member won his
seat-he still sits in this House.

Mr Gordon Hill: Tom Herzfeld opposed it, too,
and he was beaten twice!

Mr STEPHENS: Mr H-erzfeld was among
those enumerated by the member for Balcatta the
other day. The really interesting point is that all
the electoral experts considered that the member
for Murchison-Eyre was the member most at risk
in the last election. It was thought that the seat of
Murchison-Eyre would be the first seat lost by the
Liberal Party. H-e won the scat again, and he was
a Government member who supported the private
members' Bill here last year.

Mr Watt: You are not suggesting it was for
that reason though, are you?

Mr STEPHENS: 1 am not suggesting it was for
that reason alone. However, it is very interesting
to note that the six Liberal members who lost
their seats were six who opposed the private mem-
bers' BillI last yea r to ban t he advertising of tobac-
co products. Another member lost his seat, the
then member for Pilbara. (Mr Sodemari), but he
resigned from this House and cannot be con-
sidered in this context. It would be interesting to
speculate on what may have happened if he had
stood for the seat of Pilbara this year. Certainly
the member for Murchison-Eyre beat the political
odds and still has the pleasure of sitting in this
House. It is a very interesting point to relate, but
I do not know whether it proves anything other
than that it is exceedingly interesting.

As I said at the beginning of my remarks, 1 do
not intend to speak at length. The issue is very
clear-cut: Do we want to try to protect the health
and lives of the people of Western Australia? The
answer to that must be, "Yes".

The evidence from other countries that have
taken this step is that it has reduced tobacco con-
sumption and that it has reduced the number of

children taking up the habit. Thcerore, I believe
the legislation is worthwhile, and I am pleased to
support it.

MR CRANE (Moore) [4.22 p.m.): In rising to
speak to the second reading of this Bill, I would
like to make two main points, both of which have
been canvassed during the debate and both of
which are pertinent to it.

The First relates to a question of philosophy and
freedoms and we have heard many good argu-
ments on this particular point. The other refers to
health. Many persuading arguments can be put
forward from the points of view of freedom and of
our free enterprise philosphy. However, at some
stage it comes to this: We must make a decision
as to the most important point. It is not easy to
make a decision on such a difficult matter, but it
is so easy for people outside this place to make the
decisions for us-to say what we ought to do.
However, we are the decision-makers, and when
faced with this responsibility. I hope that most of
us do not make these decisions lightly.

Last year, when this same matter came before
the House, it was in the form of a private mem-
ber's Bill introduced by the member for Subiaco.
I supported the legislation, and I suffered a great
deal of criticism from a few people and a great
deal of commendation from a few people, but the
vast majority of people said nothing. In this par-
ticular instance, I have received about a dozen let-
ters, telephone calls, and personal approaches. I
am discounting, of course, the letters I received
from the tobacco or cigarette companies and
members of the medical profession. Apart from
that correspondence, I have received about a
dozen approaches all told.

We all know the saying that it is an ill wind
that blows no man good, and I would say that the
news media have had a wonderful time Over the
last few weeks because of this legislation. They
must have made a fortune from people sup-)orting
both sides of the argument. Despite the fact that a
number of Press advertisements quoted our tele-
phone number-322 1344-and asked people to
telephone their members of Parliament, I have
not received many telephone calls. I do not know
whether other members have received many tele-
phone calls, but I have not.

As I said, 1 would have received no more than a
dozen approaches in all. Therefore it comes back
to this: While it is always a help to hear the views
of one's electors when making a decision, when I
consider that I have over 9 000 electors and only
12 of them have given me an indication of their
views, I realise that the responsibility for making
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a decision rails squarely on my shoulders. I accept
this responsibility-this is why I am here.

In weighing up all the arguments, the counter
arguments, the claims, and the counter claims, we
find that it comes down to a choice between Free-
dom and health. On the subject of freedom, it is
right ror us to have freedom to advertise the com-
modities we produce. However, it has been
pointed out quite adequately that the law does not
permit the advertisement of many of the com-
modities we produce. Just as an aside, I point out
that this whole problem could have been solved by
a simple amendment to the Poisons Act 1964-
1981. I believe that had we listed nicotine in the
second schedule of the Poisons Act, we could have
solved the problem effectively and satisfactorily.
For very obvious reasons, poisons are not permit-
ted to be advertised. With a few strokes of the
pen, the problem could have been solved. I do not
suppose anybody ever thought of doing it that
way. Perhaps it would not have been as politically
exciting as the way we are following at present.
However, that would have solved the problem,
and I believe our greatest responsibility in this
world is to solve problems. I merely bring that
matter to the attention of the House; in the future
we may consider that Act as useful for such pur-
poses.

In speaking of the first argument which is put
forward-freedom and our great free enterprise
philosophy-we must remember that while we
stick rigidly to our philosophy-and I do not be-
lieve we can break faith with that-we have to ac-
cept that in this lifetime there need to be rules.

We have a philosophy here where we are free to
do as we wish, and yet if I were to drive along the
right-hand side of the road, I would not last for
very long. That is contrary to our philosophy on
freedom-I ought to be allowed to do that. But
we must have rules. The same principle applies in
relation to seat belts- I ought to be free to choose
whether I wear a seat belt, but this is another one
of our freedoms which has been eroded. The
reason for the erosion of this freedom is to protect
our health. It was proved a number of years ago
that injuries as a result of accidents could be
lessened by the wearing of seat belts. So we find
that, while we stand by our freedoms, sometimes
we are controlled by certain rules. That is why we
are debating this legislation. It has been suggested
a rule should be established which is contrary to
our freedom to advertise tobacco products and
this rule is that the advertising shall be banned.

Another freedom exists and that is the freedom
for everyone to breathe free air. That is our right,
and yet how often are we denied it? How often do
we go into public places and find we are denied

the right to breathe free air because other incon-
siderate people fill the place with smoke? The
medical evidence suggests that the smoke one in-
hales as a result of other people smoking is quite
damaging.

Therefore, when we refer to freedom, we should
remember that freedom has one limitation; that
is, one shall not harm other people. I believe that
is a very important limitation on our freedom and
if we abide by it and do not harm other people, we
can exercise our freedoms within that constraint.

I return to the issue of health. Many arguments
have been put forward in this place in relation to
this matter, and I shall not enumerate all of them.
Claims have been made by the medical profession
that the consumption of tobacco products affects
people's health. I received a booklet from Dr John
Hobday of the Asthma Foundation of WA Inc. I
knew Dr Hobday a few years ago as the president
of a country branch of the Liberal Party. He
would stand very firmly for the philosophies of
the freedom of the individual and of people's
rights. However, Dr Hobday has written this let-
ter, a copy of which I presume all members have
received. He forwarded the letter and a booklet
titled "Cigarette Advertising and Children" to
me. This is really what the whole matter is about.
In no way does the legislation attempt to prevent
people from smoking.

The legislation contains restrictive clauses,
which I support, designed to prevent children
from purchasing cigarettes, and it sets out penal-
ties to be imposed on those who sell cigarettes to
children. Those penalties were contained in the
relevant Act many years ago, although they were
never implemented.

Many people made contributions to the prep-
aration of the booklet to which I referred and one
organisation which was involved in 1980 was the
National Heart Foundation of Australia (WA
Division), with the co-operation of the WA Edu-
cation Department. The booklet is important, be-
cause it brings the issues into focus.

A survey of children was conducted and the
booklet sets out a number of responses made by
children to questions which were asked. In one
case the children were asked to write down the
cigarette advertisement which first came to their
minds. That is an innocuous and legitimate
question. The children responsed as follows-

Per cent
Winfield ............................ .... so
Marlboro.....................
Benson and Hedges ...............
Alpine...............................
All other brands combined.......
None/Don't know.................

22
8
.7

I0
2
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It is interesting to note that the four brands which
account for 87 per cent of the responses to the
question are among the ive top selling cigarette
brands in Australia, which suggests that advertis-
ing is finding its mark.

Another question asked of the children was,
"What is the most popular cigarette children
smoke?" The children's responses ranked the
brands in the following order: Winfield-,
Marlboro; Alpine; and Benson and H-edges. I
think we have seen all those brands advertised
quite freely over the last few years.

Another question was, "Why do you think
these are the most popular?" The answers were
very interesting-members should wait for the
punch line! Nine out of 10 children who re-
sponded to this question stated, "Because they are
the most advertised". That suggests the advertise-
ments are getting their message across.

Attention is drawn also to arguments against
this lobby which indicate cigarette smoking is
harmful. We have heard the following argument
quoted frequently;, indeed, it has been used by our
[earned colleague in the House. It is, "There is
still no positive link between smoking and any dis-
ease". That is absolute rubbish. That argument is
contrary to the strongly expressed opinions of
every major medical organisation in the world and
over 30000 medical and scientific publications
provide evidence of those opinions. That should be
reasonably conclusive.

Another line is advanced, and we often hear it
put forward as an argument, to the effect that ad-
vertising only aims to encourage smokers to
switch brands: it does not encourage people to
take up smoking. That is rubbish also, as has been
evidenced by the answers to the questions directed
to the children- to whom I referred earlier. It is in-
dicated also by the fact that, when companies are
selling greater numbers of packets of cigarettes,
somebody must be smoking them, because people
do not buy cigarettes and leave them on their
shelves.

Another argument is advanced to the effect
that a ban on tobacco advertising will cost jobs.
When the member for Clontarf opened the debate
on this issue on behalf of the Opposition he men-
tioned that 90 jobs were in jeopardy as a result of
the proposals in the Bill. It may well be that 90
jobs would be in jeopardy were this Bill to be
passed. I will not argue against that, because I do
not have the statistics to advance a satisfactory
argument.

Mr Davies: It is probably more than 90. What
about the undertakers and people like that?

Mr CRANE: I was about to suggest that
mainly the jobs which would be in jeopardy would
be those of doctors and dentists. A while ago the
member for Stirling mentioned a letter we re-
ceived from the dental profession only today. Un-
dertakers and nurses will be out of work also. All
these people realise that will be the situation, yet
they support the legislation purely on health lines,
and I believe that is honourable.

When one takes into account the answers which
have been given, the arguments advanced by the
people who oppose the Bill are quickly torn to
shreds. Another argument which is advanced fre-
quently by these people is that, if it is legal to sell
a product, it should be legal to advertise it. I have
the Poisons Act here if any member wishes to
read it and it is clear that many poisons may be
sold, but they cannot be advertised. Indeed, a
number of commodities may be manufactured,
but they are not permitted to be advertised. The
member for Stirling drew attention to a number
of these commodities also. Contraceptives may be
sold, but they cannot be advertised. Therefore,
that argument can be shot to ribbons.

A number of years ago, in my early farming
days, we had a great deal of trouble with foxes
and we used to eradicate them by using strych-
nine. Strychnine cannot be advertised, but it is
used a lot in medicine. I remember one occasion
on which my wife went to the road board, as it
was then called, in Moora, and said to the sec-
retary, "Could I have a bottle of strychnine,
please? I want it for my husband."

Mr Blaikie: I thought you were going to say she
wanted to get rid of the "old fox".

Mr CRANE: The secretary said, "I hope you
are not going to administer it to him". My wife
was able to get t.he bottle of strychnine and I used
it and eradicated many foxes. However, one must
be careful in one's use of strychnine. I do not like
using it and I have not used it on the farm for a
number of years, because it is not an easy poison
to get rid of. Animals eat the strychnine and die
and if another animal comes along and eats the
bones of the earcase. the strychnine may well still
be in the bones. It can cause brain damage to
cows, and a number of other problems.

I used it with parrots. I would shoot a couple of
parrots and poison them. I would bury one a few
inches under the ground, and leave the other par-
rot on top of the ground above the one buried. If a
fox found the parrot on top of the ground he
would eat it and then dig far the second one. By
the time he got to the second parrot he would be
puffed out, the strychnine would have the best ef-
fect, and I would have the fox where I wanted
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him, not out in the bush. As I have said, some
commodities which can be manufactured are not
permitted to be advertised.

Many of the arguments on this legislation have
caused me a great deal of concern. The one that
has caused me the greatest concern was men-
tioned in this place only last week. I refer to the
tactics used by the managers of cigarette
companies in promoting the sale of cigarettes.
One manager was quoted as saying to his rep-
resenitatives, "Go out and get the kids. Sell it to
the kids, because once you have got them hooked,
you have customers for life". As responsible legis-
lators we ought not to allow this sort of advertis-
ing to occur, and if it does, we should not allow it
to continue. Those sorts of selling tactics agai nst
our children are the lowest form of selling that
can be used. People who resort to those tactics are
so low that they could sit on a tram ticket and be
able to dangle their legs. Yet they use those tac-
tics-Gct the kids hooked and we have got them
for life". Those managers ought to be ashamed of
themselves, although I am sure not all the man-
agers of tobacco companies resort to those tactics,
and I give credit to those who do not.

The point has been made that this legislation
will cause people, such as those who erect bill
posters, to lose their jobs, but I do not believe they
will. The companies which manufacture cigarettes
manufacture a number of other commodities. I
have details of the companies involved, and details
of some of the offshoot companies. For example,
Amnatil Itd.-members would remember it was
British Tobacco--controls W. D. & H. 0. Wills
(Aust.) Ltd., the Benson and Hedges company,
TPD Distributors Ltd., Fiji Tobacco Co. Ltd.:
and Solomon Islands Tobacco Co. Ltd.

One may think that tobacco manufacture is the
only business conducted by Amatil, but it has a
number of divisions. It has a beverage division
which includes a couple of companies associated
with Coca-Cola, and companies such as Shelleys,
and Osbornes-the latter a Brisbane company. Its
snack foods division includes APD Snack Foods
Pty. Ltd. and Snackvend Pty. Ltd. Amnatil is
involvcd with overseas companies through its
printing and packaging division, such as with
Leigh-Mardon Pty Ltd., Fibre Containers Ltd.
and Asher & Co. Ltd. It has a meat division, in-
cluding T.A. Field Pty. Ltd., and the Monfair
Company of the USA. We know it is involved
through its meat division with a number of
companies in Western Australia, and has been
quite active in that area over a number of years.
We know that Amatil is tied up with its poultry
division. It has a partnership operation with
Golden Poultry Farming Industries Ltd. It is

involved with food store chains, etc. The list con-
tinues on.

As at4iJanuary 1982 and 4January 1983, four
of the companies listed as major shareholders in
Amatil are the Australian Mutual Provident So-
ciety, T & G Mutual Life Society Ltd., Mutual
Life & Citi7ens Assurance Co. Ltd. and City
Mutual Life Assurance Society Ltd. The types of
businesses involved contradict one another; on the
one hand there are companies taking out life
insurance, and on the other, companies promoting
death-it is contradictory.

Mr Hodge: It is good business!
Mr CRANE: It probably is good business. I

will not bore members by reading the rest of this
list of shareholders of the various tobacco
companies such as Rothmans of Pall Mall (Aust.)
Ltd. The list is like a Who's Who of the business
world.

Tobacco companies have diversified interests,
so they will not suffer continuing harmful effects
from the banning of cigarette advertising. The
member for Clontarf believes a number of people
will lose their jobs as a result of this legislation,
people such as those erecting posters, but those
people will be able to be employed in erecting
posters for Coca-Cola, Golden Poultry Farming
Industries, or whatever other commodity or
business forms part of these business empires.

It has been said a number of times in this place,
and I have read these comments in the Press and
heard them on television, that the ban will have a
detrimental effect on sport. A pertinent point
must be made. When people think of cricket they
think of sport, but only 22 players take part in
each game, whereas 22 000 people, at least, sit on
their bums watching the game. Many more thou-
sands of people sit in the comfort of their lounge
rooms to watch the television broadcast, and we
call that the participation in sport. Sure, the
cricket is sport, but the performance is entertain-
ment. The television broadcasts do not promote
sport, they promote entertainment. I am all for
the promotion of sport participation. The distinc-
tion between sport and entertainment must be
forcefully brought home to everyone.

The member for Clontarf said that cigarette
smoking was on the increase behind the Iron
Curtain. I thought it was extremely difficult to
obtain statistics about Russia, but apparently
someone has penetrated the Iron Curtain. In fact,
I do not believe it is possible to get those statistics.

We have heard the argument that the banning
of cigarette advertising in Scandinavian countries
where it was first implemented, has not been ef-
fective, but we have already received irrefutable
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evidence that it has been effective. The important
point to be brought forward is that the decreased
consumption has been brought about not only by
the banning of the advertising of tobacco prod-
ucts, but also by a well-documented programme
to encourage people not to smoke. No facet of the
antismoking campaign can be effective on its own.

If the Government bans advertising alone, I do
not believe it would be as effective as it would be
with the advantage of these very carefully docu-
mented programmes to discourage people from
smoking. I understand that this is what the
Government proposes to do.

One criticism of the Government I would
make-but I suppose it is only countering the
tobacco companies-is that I am a little tired of
the expense and the concentration of the advertis-
ing which one reads in the paper today on every
other page. I do not know what it is costing us,
but it must be tremendous. I believe that perhaps
the Government has gone a little overboard and at
times the advertisements have been a little
emotional. Here again it is the Government coun-
tering the emotionalism of the tobacco companies.
However, two wrongs do not make a right and the
public have been subjected to a heavy barrage of
smoking and antismoking propaganda.

In the letter I received from Dr Hobday, he
made a very important point. No doubt other
members received the same letter and read the
quotation therein from the late Hon. Eric
Robinson from his second reading speech to legis-
lation in 1976 which proposed the barring of ciga-
rette advertising on television and the radio. The
Hon. Eric Robinson was a strong Liberal who es-
poused the philosophies of private enterprise, free-
dom, and other things with which we all agree.
However, it is interesting to know what the Hon!
Eric Robinson said, and I will quote it for the re-
cord as follows-

Reputable medical evidence indicates that
cigarette smoking is causing a growi ng
pernicious death toll including facts that ap-
proximately 90 per cent of lung cancer which
could cause some 4,000 deaths annually in
Australia are related to cigarette smoking as
are 25 per cent of deaths from coronary heart
disease. I am sure Honourable Members will
agree that the Government would be negli-
gent in its duty if it did not take action to
ban the advertising of such products in areas
where it has constitutional power.

I believe also that the Government would be neg-
ligent in its duty if it did not recognise its
responsibilities in this area.

I would remind members of a very prominent
man, Benjamin Disraeli, who said in 1872-there
are many members on this side of the House who
have been Ministers, and this is aimed particu-
larly at Ministers-that-

The first consideration of a Minister
should be the health of the people.

That is just as true today as it was when
Benjamin Disraeli uttered those words.

We have a strong argument on one side for
freedom and a strong argument and tremendous
responsibility on the other side for the health of
our nation and particularly of the children who
are not yet able to make decisions for themselves.
Have members ever heard an adult decision come
from the mouth of a juvenile? I do not believe
that members have, unless the words have been
put there by somebody else.

While I try to weigh up the merits and disad-
vantages of the legislation, I believe that its main
responsibility concerns health and for this reason
I support the legislation, even though my decision
is contary to the wishes of the majority of those
on this side of the House. In supporting the Bill. I
believe I should remind members of a few well-
chosen words from the lines of Lord Alfred
Milner-and I believe they apply to all members
of Parliament. In 1909, he said-

If we believe a thing to be bad and we have
a right to prevent it then we have a duty to
try to prevent it and damn the consequences.

I believe that smoking is bad for one's health and
therefore, I consider I have a right to attempt to
prevent or discourage children smoking. While
many of us do this and we damn the conse-
quences, we do not suffer electorally as a result of
our decisions. In fact, it has been suggested that
perhaps my previous stand on the private mem-
ber's Bill may have been of electoral advantage to
me, but I do not believe it made any difference. I
strongly support the legislation for the reasons I
have given.

I do not subscribe to the philosophy that, be-
cause an item is manufactured, it should be ad-
vertised. I believe that overriding that philosophy
is the great responsibility to guard the health of
our children. There is no doubt that tobacco ad-
vertising does encourage young people to take up
smoking. However, when we consider that I 300
people die each year in Western Australia from
tobacco-related diseases, we must weigh that as-
pect against the claim that 90 people may lose
their jobs as a result of this legislation. Do we
suggest that the 90 people who may lose their jobs
are more important than the 1 300 people who
will die? I do not think it is a bard decision to
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make when we weigh the facts fairly and
squarely. I know we will not convince many
people to subscribe to the views we have put for-
ward today, and this is unfortunate.

We. on this side of the House, have an oppor-
tunity to exercise our opinions in this place. I do
not refer to the free vole which is given today on
this matter, but to the vote on any matter which is
of considerable importance. Any issue of
significant importance is entitled to a free vote,
and I always give it-I always have done and I
always will do. I have no hesitation in supporting
this legislation for those reasons.

I am reminded, also, of our philosophy of deter-
mination and of the stupidity of some people who
will drive blindly on believing they must be right
because that is their philosophy.

There is an epitaph in a cemetery some-
where-I do not know where-and perhaps it
would be appropriate for me to quote it now. it
reads-

Here lies the body of Nelson Gray,
Who died defending his right of way.
He was right; dead right, as he drove along,
But he is just as dead as if he had been
wrong.

MR BLAII(IE (Vasse) [4.58 p.m.]: I do not
intend to repeat what previous members have said
or the statistics that have been given during this
debate. Suffice for me to say I am now a non-
smoker and I am also one of those people who op-
pose smoking. If anyone wishes to come to my
office, he will find it extremely difficult to locate
an ashtray because I discourage anyone with
whom I associate from smoking.

As far as my family is concerned-and this is
for the information of the member for
Scarborough-none of them smokes and this
certainly would not be as a result of parental
example because only a few years ago I used to
smoke 100 cigarettes a day.

Having made those comments, I do not support
the Bill the Government has introduced. The
Government Sill is. in fact, a Bill relating to
censorship to stop the advertising of a product. I
would have liked to hear the argument that would
have been put forward had the Government pro-
ceeded with its proposal to make the product il-
legal and thereby barring it altogether. If that
were the case I could have found more sympathy
for the move.

As far as the lobbies are concerned, I have been
approached by people from both sides of the de-
bate-people supporting the Bill and by people
opposing it. I have a strong objection to the way
the Government has conducted its campaign in

relation to this Bill. I believe the Government has
been quite scurrilous in the way it has used tax-
payers' funds-

Mr Gordon Hill: Which Government are you
talking about-this Government or the last
Government?

Mr SLAIICIE: I am talking about this Govern-
ment which has been scurrilous in the way it has
used taxpayers' funds and in the campaign it has
waged in this regard particularly over the last two
weeks. I relate the advertising campaign to the
Mundlaring by-election.

Mr Hodge: I would have thought you would be
trying to forget that by-election.

Mr BLAIKIE: I certainly will not forget the
Mundaring by-election and I will not forget the
amount of advertising that was paid for by the
Government in its effort to encourage the com-
munity to lobby their members of Parliament to
support the Government's Sill.

I have no doubt of the Minister's deep-seated
belief in what he is doing. I challenge the Govern-
ment to deny that it has used this lobby as part of
a political exercise to get a political message
across to the people of Western Australia. I will
be interested in the level of advertising over the
next few months compared with that during the
last two to three weeks, to see whether the
Government continues with at least three full-
page advertisements every day in every newspaper
circulating or originating in this State.

I would appreciate the Minister's indicating in
his reply whether the Government intends to keep
up with the programme of advertising.

Mr I-odge: Even you are not that naive.
Mr Brian Burke: Don't you remember the job

bank advertisements costing hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars just to get yourselves re-elected
and you could not do that?

Mr BLAIKIE: I take it that the Premier is say-
ing the Government's advertising programme in
relation to this Bill-the full force of the advertis-
ing-was for the duration of the Mundaring by-
election. Is that what the Premier is saying?

Mr Brian Burke: You can take it any way you
like and any way you take it is likely to be wrong.

Mr Gordon Hill: Have you seen the advertise-
ment in today's paper?

Mr BLAIKIE: I gave the Minister for Health
the acknowledgment of saying that I recognised
his belief in what he is doing. However. I chal-
lenge the Government on its campaign and on the
programme on which it embarked particularly
during the two weeks leading up to the by-elec-
tion. After the level of advertising on which the
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Government embarked during that period; the
Government would be hollow and quite insincere
if the level of advertising dropped off, and I will
be judging the Government's performance in this
regard over the next few months. I am entitled to
have that point of view and to express it.

Another matter which gives me concern-and
mention has already been made of the activities of
the various lobby groups-concerns the Premier's
statement that the tobacco industry was waging
an unprincipled and dishonest campaign of half-
truths. That was the Premier's comment. Yet
never before has a campaign been waged against
members of Parliament in the same vein as that
waged by the Government. I refer to advertise-
ments placed by the Government asking for con-
tact to be made with the Premier or with a mem-
ber of Parliament requesting support for the legis-
lation before the House.

That advertising campaign was extensive and it
was a propaganda move by the Government
which has been using the legislation for its own
purposes.

Mr Wilson: You would like to go unchallenged.

Mr BLAIKIE: On this issue, it ill-behoves the
Minister for Housing to make that sort of com-
ment. I parallel the actions of this Government in
its media advertising and propaganda with those
of Goebbels in the 1930s.

Mr Pearce: Who is paying for the tobacco
company advertising?

Mr BLAIKIE: It is paid by the smokers. The
Government's campaign is paid by the taxpayers.

Mr Pearce: The smokers are paying for the
tobacco industry advertisements and the Govern-
mnent advertisements.

Mr MacKinnon: The taxpayers are paying.

Mr BLAIKIE: I crave the indulgence of the
Minister, who appears to be reading an advertise-
ment at the moment, to indicate in his reply
whether those people involved in the Govern-
ment's newspaper campaign gave their permission
to be involved. By the Minister's silence, it would
appear that he did not make any arrangement.

I quote now from an advertisement appearing.
in a newspaper on 4 October 1983 which read,
"Exposing your kids to cigarette advertising is
like sending them out to play on the freeway!" I
regard that sort of advertising as being sick and
pathetic in the extreme.

Mr Pearce: What do you think of the advertis-
ing pushed out by the tobacco companies? Do you
think that is acceptable?

Mr BLAIKIE: It certainly does not influence
me or any members of my family as far as I am
aware. Has it had any influence on the member?

Mr Pearce: It has needled me. If the advertise-
ments do not influence, why do cigarette
companies advertise?

Mr BLAIKIE: The advertising put forward by
the Government has been in very sick form. I will
be looking with keen interest at the level of the
Government's antismoking programme over the
next few months to see whether it continues at the
same level. The Government's sincerity will be
judged on that basis.

A Goverment member: The member for South
Perth has no doubt about our integrity. He spoke
brilliantly.

Mr BLAIKIE: This is not a Bill to stop ciga-
rette smoking. It is a Bill to ban the advertising of
a product which is currently legal and legally
available. I strongly defend the right of choice by
people who are able to make their own determi-
nations. It would have been very interesting to see
the arguments put forward if the Government had
proceeded to ban smoking. Of course, members
on this side realise the Government would not do
that. Only two or three years ago, the then mem-
ber for Gosnells. now the Minister for Education,
got into very heavy weather in his own party when
at an ALP conference he attempted to bring a
move to legalise the smoking of marijuana.

Mr Pearce: That is untrue. The records will
show that I have never done such a thing, not in
an ALP forum or anywhere else; nor did I
introduce a Bill to legalise marijuana as the mem-
ber for Karrinyup previously alleged.

Mr BLAIKIE: I never said anything about a
Bill.

Mr Pearce: You said I attempted to bring in a
move to legalise the smoking of marijuana. That
is not true.

Mr O'Connor: Were you involved in a support-
ive march at Armadale or out that way?

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister for Education will
need to change the record of the daily newspapers
in that regard.

Mr Pearce: If you bring in the daily newspaper
that says that, I will seek the corrections required.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have referred to this in a pre-
vious speech. I will bring the newspaper in for the
Minister before this evening is Finished.

When one considers cigarette advertising and
the figures given on the increased consumption in
certain countries, one inds it interesting to note
that, without any form of advertising, marijuana
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has proliferated and is relatively freely available
in ever increasing quantities.

Mr Pearce: It does not cause lung cancer,
either.

Mr BLAIKIE: I challenge the Minister for
Education on that point. He believes it does not
cause lung cancer. For the Minister's edification,
I indicate that smoking of any kind can be a cause
of lung cancer. The Minister is wrong on that
count, too.

The Government has shown lack of sincerity
because it has not banned smoking in Government
buildings and I ask the Minister for Education:
Why has he not taken action to prevent school
children from smoking in schools? Only recently
on "Nationwide" one of the schools under the
Minister's jurisdiction was shown permitting
children to smoke provided they were over the age
of 16 years and had their parents' permission.

Mr Pearce: If this Bill passes through both
Houses. I will arrange for this ban to be put in
place.

Mr BLAIKIE: I suggest the Minister does I .t
right now, whether or not the Bill is passed. I also
believe it is important to ban smoking in other
areas.

Today's Daily News indicated that the Premier
will have to mend his ways in relation to the ad-
vertising of cigarettes. The Langoulant cartoon
captured the Premier, cigarette and all. That will
not impress many young people; the Government
may have to ban Langoulant and his cartoons.
The cartoon shows the Premier talking about the
Argyle diamond contract, and he has a cigarette
in his hand. That is how farcical the legislation is.

I have had discussions with many people, and
many others have contacted me, including doctors
who have strongly supported the legislation. I also
had a very interesting discussion with Rodney
Marsh, who put forward a valid point-the right
of choice. He spoke of the right of an individual to
make a decision about various means of advertis-
ing. He also made the point that sponsors should
have the right to advertise products which are
legally available. That point or view sums up a
problem in this argument.

The Government's campaign to stop the adver-
tising of tobacco products on television in West-
ern Australia will not succeed. If Western Aus-
tralia were to lose Benson and Hedges as a spon-sor of the cricket because of the Government's ac-
tion, I have no doubt the cricket would be played
in other States, and the people of Western Aus-
tralia would still see the same amount of cigarette
advertising beamed into the State. The Minister
will have no control over matters under Federal

jurisdiction. All he will achieve will be the loss of
cricket matches with tobacco advertising from the
State. Those matches will be played in the other
States, and the people of Western Australia will
still be subjected to the same advertising content.

The same could be said of other sporting fix-
tures. It will be interesting to see what will hap-
pen with such things as the James Hardie 1000, a
car racing feature which is sponsored heavily by
tobacco companies. Whether such events occur in
Australia or outside Australia, the Minister and
the Government will not be able to prevent those
programmes from coming into the State; so this
Bill will be an exercise in futility.

Yesterday afternoon the mother of three chil-
dren came to my office. She had saved the series
of full-page advertisements inserted by the
Government. She said that she was opposed to
smoking, and she was concerned for the future of
her children; but she was opposed to the Govern-
ment's proposal to stop cigarette advertising. Her
attitude was that it was the responsibility of the
parents: she believed that parental guidance was
by far the most important aspect in bringing up
childen and teaching them the rights and wrongs
of society. As far as peer group pressure was con-
cerned, she believed that parental guidance was
most important.

That is yet another example of a person's ex-
pressing a point of view opposed to the loss of the
right of choice. We cannot express that point of
view too strongly.

The Bill removes a basic individual freedom,
and that is the right of choice. It removes effec-
tively a means of offering a choice through adver-
tising. That principle is important to me. The Bill
removes from the individual the responsibility to
make his own decisions. It will mean that the
Government will make decisions for the individ-
uals who will have no right to make decisions.

Therefore, we have two areas of concern. One is
the right of choice, and the other is the right of
decision-making. Everybody knows the problems
associated with smoking. However, everyone has
the choice of making a decision as to whether to
smoke or not to smoke. If somebody wanted to
swim to Rottnest Island tomorrow, I could not see
the Government's passing a law to prevent people
from doing so. Is it the Government's intention to
control everything everybody does? I do not be-
lieve it is.

The Bill will provide for censorship, and the
control of censorship will be in the hands of the
Government. I am not prepared to give this
Government, or any Government, that degree of
control over me or the people I represent. The
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principle of the Bill is wrong: its philosophy is
wrong. It attempts to prevent the advertising of a
legal product. and it is the thin end of the wedge.
It will give the Government the opportunity to
move to all forms of censorship and control of
people in this State.

With those comments. I oppose the Bill.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [5.22 P.m.]: I wish to
indicate where I stand in this debate which has
been interesting because different opinions have
been expressed on this issue. The differences of
opinion, of course, conic from the Opposition
benches, because Government members are
united in their approach. That comes about be-
cause of the Caucus which makes it easy for
Government members because they do not have to
sort out their consciences. They have a unified
and directed conscience, and that puts them in an
easy position.

The approach being taken on this Bill,
irrespective of what the voting might be, shows up
very clearly the difference between the socialist
Government approach and the private enterprise
Opposition approach. On the Government side,
members have had no trouble at all in dealing
with this issue: but members of the Opposition
have had a traumatic experience in reaching their
individual decisions on this Bill. This should be
understood clearly by all.

I am a non-smoker: but I well remember, that
at about the age of eight years, at parish socials
we used to enter putting contests, and I think I
won a packet or two of Presidents-Michelides'
Presidents. I think that is the right name.

Mr Clarko: They were dreadful, weren't they?

Mr RUJSHTON: Added to that experience, I
was influenced by my senior colleagues, who must
have been of the age of I I or 12 years. We used
to roll homemade cigarettes using pine needles
and dried horse manure wrapped in toilet paper.
That combination put me off cigarettes for the
rest of my life.

Mr Pearce: Half your luck!

Mr RUSH-TON: That was part of my experi-
ence.

My father did not smoke until the age of about
23 years, and then, because of a tragic happening
in his family before I was born, he began smok-
ing. During my father's lifetime, he was a reason-
ably heavy smoker, but he reduced the number of
cigarettes he smoked and took to a pipe and
cigars. Not one of his eight children and more
than 20 grandchildren smoked which indicates the
change in our society today.

What has caused difficulty in this matter is the
pressures being brought to bear on members. The
Government has urged people to make approaches
to their members. Not a huge number of ap-
proaches have been made to me, but the people
believe that this is a very important issue. The ap-
proaches made to me have been balanced evenly
between the two sides.

I have had the traumatic experience of receiv-
ing approaches from some very dear friends
-very sincere friends-with opposing viewpoints.
They are people I have known for many years,
and they are people I respect. I cherish their
friendship, and they have put to me their different
points of view in lengthy correspondence.

Members have had to take every opportunity to
learn about this subject, and to read as much as
possible about it. I am a layman on the question
of health, but I am positive on the question of civil
rights. On the side of private enterprise, civil
rights is a very strong plank in our platform: so
we have difficulty in going along with the Govern-
ment in its proposal.

The pressures that have been brought to bear.
of course, have come from the Government. We
have seen a political approach to this question. I
have read the Premier's speech in Hansard, and
he has attacked members of Parliament by saying
that if they do not believe what he has put for-
ward, they are motivated by greed or something
else. I reject that attack upon us.

I found it interesting that the Premier used this
legislation and the funds generated by the extra
tax on tobacco to take a strong stand during the
Mundaring by-election campaign. That approach
by the Premier was recognised as a purely politi-
cal ploy, and I will deal with that in a moment.

I would like to mention, in brief, the member
for Subiaco's despicable utterances of nearly a
fortnight ago. I found dishonourable and dis-
graceful the attack he made on his previous col-
league. who was not in the House. and he made a
general slur upon the rest of his colleagues in the
House. That is a very cowardly act, and one rep-
resenting dirty politics.

The SPEAKER: Order! It is unparliamentary
to make a comment like that about a member.

Mr Gordon Hill: Withdraw!

Mr RUSHTON: Mr Speaker, I did not hear
any interjection-

The SPEAKER: When a member is not here, it
is my job to protect him.

Mr RUSHTON: I am sorry. I did not realise
he was not here. However, he can hear what is
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going on. He is around the building, and most
probably he can hear. IHe did not have much-

Mr Davies: You had better read his speech
again, because he did not say what you are
claiming he said.

Mr RUSHTON: Well the Minister may
protect him-

Mr Davies: Have a look at his speech again,
and be fair. He did not say what you are claiming.

Mr RUSHITON: If he had been in the party of
the Minister, he would have been out before now.

Government members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr RUSHTON: I seek leave to continue my
remarks at a later stage of the sitting.

Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.
Sitiing suspended from 6.00 p.m. to 7.15 p.m.

BILLS (2): RECEIPT AND FIRST READING

I . Highways (Liability for Straying Animals)
Bill.

2. Dog Amendment Bill.
Bills rcceived from the Council; and, on

motions by Mr Tonkin (Leader of the
House), read a first time.

TOBACCO (PROMOTION AND SALE) BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sit-
ting.

MR RUSHTON (Dale) [7.18 p.m.]: Before the
tea suspension I mentioned a few points relating
to my own non-smoking habits and the fact that
this Bill had a considerable public opinion re-
sponse. I mentioned also the pressures that have
been brought upon members of Parliament, the
deplorable presentation by the Premier of this Bill
and the member for Subiaco's association with
what I Find an unsavoury situation.

I have already mentioned that I support very
strongly the educational aspects of the Bill relat-
ing to influencing children against smoking. We
all know that it is illegal to sell cigarettes to
people under the age of I8 years and it is pro-
posed under this Bill to reduce that age to 16
years. I suppose in that move the Government in-

dicates that children should acquire their de-
cision-making freedom after the age of 16 years.
Of course, that would be debated at length if it
were a prime issue and no doubt it will be men-
tioned in the Committee stage. I would suggest
that if the Government could find it an advantage
to move towards reducing the voting age to 16
years it would do so.

I make it clear to members in this House, es-
pecially the Minister, that the aspects of the Bill
relating to the influencing of children from smok-
ing is an advance and one which I support. I find
it difficult to support the Sill in its entirety, and I
will refer to a number of points. The Govern-
ment's advertising campaign has had its emphasis
in the media. The legislation has been spoken of
very ardently by the Minister for Health and to
be fair to him one has to acknowledge that point.
The Government did not have to rely on advertis-
ing to have the Bill passed, I am sure this would
be found to be the case if a survey were conduc-
ted. The advertising campaign was politically ad-
vantageous.

The Premier's speech was motivated by politics
and if one looks back through the history of this
place and at the speeches made by various leaders
one would not find a speech as unsavoury; it was,
in fact, an attack on the personal integrity of
members of this House. This shows the imma-
turity of the Premier, and I would hope as he
gains more experience he will desist from that sort
of habit.

Mr Pearce: That is patronising coming from a
reject Deputy Premier who could scarcely win his
own seat.

Mr RUSHTON: I do not wish to become
involved with a member who makes such out-
bursts. I am stating the facts.

We had an indication before the tea suspension
of the way in which the Premier is protected by
his party. For a man who initiated the Argyle
move, he did not know much about the subject. It
was interesting to see that demonstrated to the
House. It has been a political ploy-

Mr Pearce: Why wouldn't your party hold your
position open until the recount was out of the way
in your seat?

Mr RUSHTON: I was not there to ask them.
That interjection shows the sort of personal attack
people on the other side of the House want to
make.

M r Hodge: You just attacked the Premier.
Mr RUSHTON: No, I did not.
Mr Pearce: You were accusing the Premier of

being immature; he was not here at the time.
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Mr RUSHTON: Why is he not here?! He could
have been listening to my remarks in his room
over the speaker system.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will come to

order.
Mr RUSHTON: An advertising campaign has

been mounted and pressure tactics used to dis-
credit Opposition members. Thai was part of the
Premier's speech. He implied malpractice had oc-
curred-an unbecoming remark for a Premier to
make. It is unbecoming of him to make such an
implication and such an attack.

The Government's action in using children in
its advertising to evoke an emotional response
should be condemned. I am looking at one of the
advert isements-t hey were intense during the
time of the Mundaring by-election, but they are
not so frequent now-which is headed "The de-
fenceless minority-who is going to fight fa r
them?" It has a picture of a number of children,
and 1 believe complaints have been made by
parents of some of those children that they did not
give their authority for their children to appear in
the advertisement. It shows the depths to which
this Government will go in using children as pol-
itical fodder in its advertising. It is a deplorable
situation.

To prove the point I made about the advertising
campaign being politically motivated, I refer to an
article written by Peter Terry which appeared in
The Australian on 7 October, headed "Anti-
smoking ads banned as political". It states-

The Australian Broadcasting Tribunal has
imposed a temporary ban on the West Aus-
tralian Government's anti-smoking campaign
on television because of its possible influence
on tomorrow's State by-election.

The article went on to make quite a few points.
Mr- Hodge: Will you tell the whole story, that

they also stopped thc tobacco lobby's advertising?
Mr RUSHTON: I am saying that.
Mr Hodge: You didn't mention that.
Mr RUSH TON: I indicate it stopped both

sides. I am saying it shows the political motivation
of the Government.

Mr Hodge: Of course it is a political issue.
Mr RUSHTON: The Go'ernment is cam-

paigning with the taxpayers' money.
Mr Hodge: No-one is trying to say it is not a

political issue.
Mr RUSHTON: It is a party-political issue.
Mr Hodge: No, not a party-political issue- It is

before the Parliament.

Mr O'Connor: It is party-political from your
side.

Mr Hodge: No, it is not. What rubbish!
Mr RUJSHTON: The Government's tactic was

no doubt well thought out in terms of the effect it
was likely to have on the Mundaring by-election,
and it had some result. The Government feels
proud to have spent hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars of the caxpayers' money towards winning that
by-election. I do not think it is any credit to the
Government.

We have to take heed of the fact that this cam-
paign will continue. There is another side to this
of course, and that is the huge campaign the
Government is funding from taxpayers' money
has a big influence on the media-the companies
who run the media. All these advertisements at-
tacking the tobacco companies which obviously
have a bias towards their product, are also aimed
at influencing the media. In passing I might add
that the tobacco companies' campaign relating to
sponsorship does not have much impact on me be-
cause if a health hazard existed to the extreme de-
gree that required banning of the product, one
could say the sponsorship money would come
from another source. The Miniscer and his
Government are saying it can come from another
source, but that is hardly an issue.

What is upsetting is that this Government is
using the Wran Government theme or tactic of
marshalling the media and influencing it by di-
recting extremely large sums of money towards
advertising. That is hardly a task or role for a
Government-a creditable Government-which
does not seek to take advantage of using huge
sums of taxpayers' money.

Mr I-odge: We are seeking to counter the mis-
leading statements and half-truths of the tobacco
companies.

Mr RUSH-TON: The Government is spending
$6 million over a period of time. The Minister
cannot tell me that does not have an influence on
the media. The Government is charging the
tobacco companies with acting in a biased way
and it is using scurrilous terms about their ethics.
The Government's ethics are deplorable.

if the Government showed fairness in its ap-
proach one would see the Government's interests
are certainly as biased as those of the tobacco
companies. The Goverment is trying to win politi-
cal points. It had some success last Saturday in
getting over the by-election hurdle and its adver-
tising campaign made a major contribution to
that success.

Mr Court: It is not your money that you are
throwing away; it is the taxpayers' money. There
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were three advertisements this morning and more
this afternoon.

Mr Gordon Hill: Tell us about your advertise-
ments for job bank; you are absolute hyprocrites.

Mr RUSHTON: We will have no end to this
sort 0f approach because there are no bounds to
which the Government will not go.

I think the Government is playing with fire
moving in this direction because it will know no
bounds and there will be no restraints. The
Government will have no standards to abide by or
ethics to retain if it takes such steps. Most mem-
bers acknowledge and accept that from a health
point of view there are advantages in people not
smoking. I speak as one who does not smoke but I
do not feel I have the right to say to a Person who
does smoke that he does not have the right to
make his own decision.

Mr Pearce: Nobody is stopping an adult from
smoking.

Mr Clarko: Why not?
Mr Bertram: Why should we? If they want to

put themselves in a box 10 years ahead of sched-
ule that is up to them.

Mr RUSHTON: There are two sides of the
tobacco debate; one is the right of individuals to
make their own decision and the other is the
health issue. No-one would stand against the ef-
forts being made to prevent the influence on chil-
dren to take up smoking. The same principle
could be applied to alcohol. I understand from my
reading on the subject that the road accident
trauma, which is strongly influenced by the
drinking of alcohol, is responsible for more deaths
and serious injury than the tobacco industry.

Mr Hodge: You have not done much reading.
What did you say the figures are?

Mr RUSHTON: I have questioned the authen-
ticity of the statement and I am told that road
trauma is responsible for the greatest infliction of
damage on people in Australia, not smoking.

Mr Bertram: You should bring in a Bill on that.
Mr RUSH-TON: The Government's enthusi-

asm for taking away people's rights will probably
lead it in that direction.

Sexuality which one sees in the newspapers
every day in the form of women's undressed
bodies encourages acts of harassment, and so on.
This type of thing is given prominence in the
newspapers but the Government does nothing.
The Government is not consistent.

Mr Tonkin: I do not think the member is con-
sistent in his approach.

Mr RUSHTON: The Government is taking up
the issue of tobacco advertising for political pur-
poses because it can see the advantages to be
gained.

Mr Tonkin: You have an evil mind.
Mr Bertram: Of course you have, you can see it

written all over your face.
Mr RUSHTON: The Government does not

mind the exploitation of people.
Mr Tonkin: We are trying to improve the

health of people.
Mr RUSHTON: I believe in the rights of the

individual, I do not believe in taking those rights
away.

Mr Bertram: What about my voting rights?
Mr RUSHTON: The member's voting rights

have not been taken from him.
It is an easy decision for Government members

to make because they have a common conscience.
No individual member on the Government side
has another point of view. That is a common oc-
currence in the socialist Labor Party and so we
would not expect anything different this time. Of
course, private enterprise members have problems
when it comes to a question of social issues such
as this. That has been demonstrated tonight by
members putting forward different points of view;
some have pushed the health aspect very hard and
others have pushed for the rights of the individ-
ual. I suggest that very dirty politics have beers
presented to this House; members have been
intimidated and threatened by the Government,
and huge media pressure has been placed on indi-
vidual members by the Government.

Mr Pearce: There has also been a suggestion of
bribery of members.

Mr RUSHTON: That does not become the
Government does it? That really is dirty politics
when the member utters such suggestions.

Mr Pearce: I have not made those allegations, I
am saying they have been made.

Mr RUSHTON: I am suggesting the Govern-
ment has reached a low ebb in credibility when it
conducts this sort of campaign, and the Premier
comments that members' credibility is in question
because they have a point of view which is differ-
ent from the Government's. The comment re-
ceived full media coverage and it does not demon-
strate a very high standard in the House at the
present time. One can only hope with the passing
of time that standards will return to a more credi-
table level in the future. The standards in the
House which have prevailed since the present
Government took office have been deplorable, and
we will rue the day if a quick change of Govern-
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meat is not made. The Government has a duty to
take strong steps to educate children away from
smoking and I have indicated that to the Minister.
However, the Government does not have the right
to take fromt adults the right to make their own
decision in relation to smoking.

Mr Bertram: Nobody has done that.

Mr Hodge: The Government has not sought
that right.

Mr RUSHTON: I am not saying the Govern-
merit has: I am saying it should not.

Mr Pearce: You arc implying we are trying to
do it.

Mr RUSHTON: The Government i s getting a
bit touchy. I am suggesting the Government will
destroy the character of our people by taking
away their initiative and independence in decision
making. The Government is saying that people
are not adult enough or educated enough or do
not possess the know-how to make a decision on
smoking.

Mr Hodge: Do you think children see the ad-
vertisemnrts as well or only adults'?

Mr RUSHTON: I believe that parental influ-
ence should have the biggest impact on the chil-
dren. That is wvhere the responsibility lies and the
day we take that responsibility away from adults
we go ai long way towards destroying society as it
is today.

Mr Hodge: You might give parents a chance if
you stop the multi-million dollar advertising
aimed at the children.

Mr RUSH-TON: The Government's advertising
is directed towards political advantage.

Mr I-odge: You were talking about tobacco ad-
vertising.

Mr RUJSHTON: The tobacco industry's adver-
tising, as far ats I am concerned, is directed
towards protecting its situation.

Mr I-odge: It is directed at getting children to
smoke.

Mr RUSHTON: I do not see the advertising as
being against children. The Government is mak-
ing deplorable statements which we are supposed
to believe arise from its concern for children. It
would be a pretty dull person who believed that.

Mr Hodge: We will watch how you vote.
Mr RUSHTON: There is no need to watch, I

have told the Minister how I will vote. Freedom of
choice is important in relation to adults making
up their own minds on wvhether to smoke.

Mr Bertram: Like the freedom of choice you
have in the upper House.

Mr RUSH-TON: I have said that I do support a
number of clauses which are directed at
influencing children away from smoking but I
certainly do not support the taking away of free-
dom of choice.

One last point about advertising: We should
have legislation to ban the utterance of untrue
statements.

Mr Stephens: That would be a good idea. I will
ask the Government to consider it.

Mr RUSHTON: After reading the literature
that went into the Mundaring by-election, the un-
true statements made on behalf of the member,
and those made by the Government, I believe the
present situation is certainly to be deplored. As
far as I am concerned one of the highest priorities
is a return to a state of conduct in this House
which is not contemptuous of the rights of individ-
uals, as we are finding exists at the present.

For the reasons given I oppose the Bill.
MR WAT (Albany) [7.40 p.m.]: I do not wish

to-
Mr Hodge: He is the twenty-first speaker who

has said the same thing.
Mr O'Connor: Don't you want people to ex-

press their point of view?
Mr Tonkin: The Minister sat down as soon as

be stood up.
The SPEAKER: I gave the member for Albany

the call.
Mr Pearce: We just keep thinking that we will

finish with this measure some time this century.
Mr WATT: I take exception to the Minister's

saying that I am the twenty-first speaker to say
the same thing when I have not had the chance to
commence my speech.

Mr Pearce: I would put money on it just the
sa me.

Mr Clarko: It would be the first time we have
seen any of your money.

Mr WATT: The only reason I want to make a
few comments in regard to this Bill is because I
feel I have something of an obligation to explain
my position in regard to it, so that the reasons for
my action will be on the record. In introducing
the Bill the Minister quite rightly defined the
three important areas that it deals with: Children.
the health of our community, and personal free-
dom. He went on to say that some 40 000 children
under the age of 16 are smoking already, an ad-
ditional 8 000 started smoking in the first eight
months of this year, and 10000 more children
will commence smoking at the rate of 23 children
a day if we do not do something now. The source
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of those statistics is claimed to be the Australian
Council on Smoking and Health.

I must confess I have some difficulty in coming
to grips with those statistics. What evidence has
been produced to show that the number will in-
crease by 40 per cent in four months? If that is
the current rate of increase it follows perhaps
reasonably but not logically that every child in
Western Australia will be smoking in the next few
years or so. It is always terribly dangerous when
we start to quote statistics, opinion polls, and sur-
veys to try to make at point, because they do not
stand up to scrutiny. I happen to be one of the
most dedicated antismokers there is. Tobacco
gives me a personal problem, as I suffer from hay
fever and sinus. If I am in a room full of smoke it
causes me considerable personal discomfort and,
at times, even distress. My whole family reacts
badly to cigarette smoking.

So in opposing this Bill I can say that I have
given the matter a considerable amount of
thought. It has not been an easy decision to make
because of my commitment to antismoking, but I
guess it comecs down in the end to the situation
where one has to weigh one side of the argument
against the other, and inevitably, one has to make
a decision.

I was impressed by the Minister's sincerity in
his approach to the Bill. I do not think there is
any doubt about his dedication to it, but perhaps
"dedication" is not quite the right word-I think
he has probably developed almost a paranoia
about it. I think that was demonstrated by some
comments the Premier made about his attitude to
the Bill. If he thinks I am being harsh on him,
perhaps he should speak to his leader as well. I do
not necessarily criticise him for his commitment
to it. All the arguments he made throughout his
speech were very interesting, but they were all
medical arguments. While they were interesti ng
and convincing about the effect of smoking on
health-and I accept all those arguments-he did
not put forward any argument to convince me
about the connection between advertising and
children taking up smoking. I have not seen any-
thing to convince me of that fact.

Earlier in the evening, when the member for
Moore was speaking, he chose to quote from a
little booklet which is titled Cigarette Advertising
and Children-Do You Care? This publication
was produced by many medical associations in-
cluding the Australian Medical Association, the
various Royal Australian colleges of medical pro-
fessionals, and many other people. The member
referred to some of the surveys that had been car-
ried out and the questions asked of the children of
their attitude to different cigarette brands and the

advertisements connected with them. This booklet
has been used to try to demonstrate that cigarette
advertising does have an effect on encouraging
children to take up cigarette smoking. Quite
frankly, it seems to me that it falls down in that
regard. I would like to quote from one part of the
booklet, which states-

Another survey of a representative sample
of randomly selected high school students in
Sydney, New South Wales mirrors the
findings of the Perth study.

The Sydney study reveals that "of 130 dif-
ferent brands of cigarettes available in Aus-
tralia in 1980, just four brands (Winfield,
Benson and Hedges, Alpine and Marlboro)
account for the large majority of cigarette
smoked by the sample" of children surveyed.

It goes on to state that the brand preferences
among the children who are smoking are as fol-
lows-

W infield ......................
Benson and Hedges ............
Alpine................ .........
Marlboro.....................

Per cent
48
9
6
4

I tried to relate these brands with the sort of ciga-
rette advertising I could recall. I admit that I
have not gone out of my way to try to study ciga-
rette advertising. In fact, if I see a full page
colour spread in The West Australian, I turn the
page over without knowing what brand is adver-
tised. The survey says that 48 per cent of the chil-
dren who are smoking choose the Winfield brand,
but all I can think of as being sponsored by
Winfield is Claremont Speedway. I do not think
the speedway has a particularly big following or
interest amongst young children.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: But Paul Hogan advertised
it-anyhow!

Mr WATT: Those advertisements have not
been around for quite some time. The Benson and
Hedges Co. Pty. Ltd. has been the major cricket
sponsor in Western Australia and one might think
that cricket is a game played by a large number
of young children. If cigarette advertisements
were influencing children, I am surprised that
only nine per cent of the young smokers choose
Benson and Hedges.

I cannot think of any major advertising of sport
which is carried out by Alpine, yet six per cent of
the young smokers choose this brand. Marboro,
which is the major sponsor of league football in
Western Australia and also of motor racing, has
attracted only four per cent of this young market.
The Marlboro-Holden dealer team, and in par-
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ticular Peter Brock, enjoy enormous popularity
right throughout Australia.

Mr Barnett: They are dreadful cigarettes-you
would not smoke them.

Mr WATT: The member is absolutely right-I
would not smoke them.

Mr Barnett: So your argument is illogical.

Mr WATT: I just tried to demonstrate that the
relationship between sports promotion and ciga-
rette consumption by young people does not ap-
pear to be as great as we are led to believe.

Mr Tonkin: Because it is not a one-to-one cor-
relation. No-one ever suggested a one-to-one cor-
relation.

Mr WATT: And neither did 1.

Mr Tonkin: Are you suggesting we did?
Mr WATT: No. All I am saying is that those

cigarette brands which appear to be the most ac-
tive in their sponsorship and which support sport-
ing activities appear to enjoy the least response
from the children according to the statistics in
this booklet

Mr Tonkin: But there are so many other fac-
tors.

Mr WATT: That is precisely the point I made
at the commencement of my speech. In presenting
this Bill, the Minister has given us the result of
various opinion polls, surveys and statistics, and
the leader of the House-and I thank him for
it-has demonstrated directly that we cannot rely
on those statistics because many other factors are
involved.

Like every other member, I have been in receipt
of numerous submissions from various medical
people. I can only say that everything they have
said about the relationship between smoking and
health is very compelling, and I agree with that;
but they have missed the point. Nobody has come
up with anything in relation to cigarette advertis-
ing and health.

Just about everyone, including the Minister,
has said that one of the issues involved is freedom.
My thoughts are more eloquently expressed in the
editorial in, The West Australian of 27 September
where d'e ban was described as dangerous,
cynical. and inconsistent. The editorial con-
tinued-

The ban is dangerous because in seeking to
outlaw advert ise ments for a product that is
lawful to grow, manufacture, sell and con-
sume it strikes at the vital principles of a free
Press and free speech.

They are the two things that we have valued enor-
mously in this country, and I hope we will con-
tinue to value them.

Mr Hodge: It is bad for newspaper profits, too.
Mr WATT: They have been quite frank and

honest about that.
Mr Hodge: That does not alter the fact that

they have a vested interest.
Mr Rushton: But you have a vested interest in

what you are doing.
Mr Hodge: I have. I am sworn to uphold public

health, and I am taking that seriously.
Mr WATT: I have already said that I recognise

the Minister's sincerity. I hope he will give me the
same recognition.

Mr Hodge: I have. I am just saying the news-
papers are hypocritical. They have a vested
interest-a very substantial Financial interest in it.

Mr WATT: They also have a vested interest in
free speech.

Mr Hodge: Their freedom, yes.
Mr WATT: Members on the Government side

of the House have frequently enjoyed the favour
of the Press, and they think that is pretty good. If
they felt strongly about an issue and the Press
were opposing it, I am sure the Government
would not want its freedom of expression denied
by the Press.

Mr IHodge: No-one is suggesting that.
Mr WATT: 1 suggest that that is what is hap-

pening here, but not in editorial form.
The deciding factor ought to be whether a

product is legal or illegal. If it is legal to grow
something-

Mr Hodge: We have heard that argument 20
times.

Mr WATT: We have the situation in which the
Federal Government-a Government of the same
colour as this State Government-supports tobac-
co farming by way of subsidies. Surely that is in-
consistent.

Mr Evans: And supporting hospitals, too, by
way of subsidies.

Mr WATT: I thoroughly endorse the clauses
dealing with the sale of cigarettes to children. It is
a matter of great disappointment, on reflection,
that the Act, dealing with under-aged children
smoking, that has been in force for a long time,
has not been policed. I do not know if there are
legal difficulties which have made it difficult to
police that Act or to enforce it, but if there have
been such difficulties, I worry what will be the
situation if this Bill is passed.
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Mr Hodge: That was a lack of political will by
your Government.

Mr WATT: If that is the case, I do not endorse
or approve of that. That would not apply only to
the previous Government; it would apply to
Governments of all colours. Since the time I was a
kid-

Mr Hodge: It was enforced in my day. You
could never go and buy a packet of cigarettes for
your parents when I was a child.

Mr WATT: The Minister might be much older
than I am, because when I was a kid one had no
trouble buying cigarettes.

I endorse and support the positive aspects of the
Government's antismoking campaign. Some of
the present measures were started by the previous
Government- The move towards the banning of
cigarette smoking in public transport and in pub-
lic hospitals was made by the previous Govern-
ment. I would like smoking to be banned in more
public places; that would be an active way of dis-
couraging people from smoking. More people are
not smoking in restaurants these days, and that is
an encouraging sign.

I will make a very brief reference to the re-
marks which have been attributed to the member
for Subiaco. I did not hear them personally, but
as they have been reported, they include me along
with everybody else. Certainly I have never had
any offer, let alone any sort of gift or inducement,
and I do not know of anyone else who has.

-Mr Stephens: Would they admit it if tbey had?
Mr WATT: Probably not. I am just making it a

matter of record. I have never had as much as an
offer. Perhaps I am one of the people who do not
rate.

I have nothing to complain about. My only
complaint is that, in making such a sweeping as-
sertion, the member for Subiaco included me with
everybody else- In this place today he said, "Have
a look at Hansard. That's not what I said".
Clearly many other people, including the Press,
heard him saying something else. Even as recently
as this morning, when he was being interviewed
by Jerry Maher on the ABC news, he said, "Well,
if they suspend me, then I'll be able to go into
Parliament and say everything about everybody".

Clearly the member for Subiaco's recollection
was that he has said something intended to hurt,
and it was only when he came in here and had a
chance to look at Hansard that he changed his
mind.

I oppose the Bill.
MR COWAN (Merredin) [7.57 p.m.]: It is dif-

ficult for a person who is the second-last cab off

the rank to raise new material in this debate.
However, it is appropriate for members of the Op-
position to put their points of view, just as it is ap-
propriate for me to put mine in respect of the
legislation before the House.

Many members on this side of the House have
complained that the legislation imposes limi-
tations upon freedom of choice. That is quite true;
but so does every piece of legislation which comes
before the Parliament. I do not know why we sud-
denly should have objections to legislation be-
cause it places limitations upon people in terms of
their freedom of choice. All legislation does that,
and I cannot see why we should object to the
legislation for reasons relating to that fact.

One aspect of this legislation concerns me. The
previous Government introduced a sports-culture
instant lottery which provides a great deal of
money for sport.

Mr Court: When it is distributed, that is.
Mr COWAN: It is being distributed.
Mr Court: Slowly.
Mr COWAN: Of course it is being distributed

slowly, but it is still being distributed. The money
that is being distributed was not available 12
months ago. The policy decision was made by the
previous Government. I applaud that, and indi-
Cate that we, as a party, advocated that policy 12
to 18 months before it was implemented.

In the areas which I represent, most people
have sport as their only form of recreation. Their
leisure time is spent in playing sport. They are
participants in sport, and if they are not, their
preferred choice of leisure activity is to watch the
people who play sport and who tend to be spon-
sored by the tobacco companies-for argument's
sake, the top-class tennis matches, golf matches,
football matches, and events of that nature.

Those events arc unquestionably sponsored by
tobacco companies and I would hope that the
funds made available from the sports-culture lot-
tery will not only make a contribution to those
people who are active participants in sport, but
also will be made available for the sponsorship of
events which, when televised, will give the public
of WA an opportunity to see the elite perform.

Mr Watt: Not all the sponsorship is by tobacco
companies.

Mr COWAN: No, of course it is not. Some of
the tennis matches are sponsored by other
companies. I believe Alcoa of Australia Ltd.
makes a very big input into athletics; but a large
percentage of sports sponsorship was taken up by
the tobacco companies, and there was a very good
reason for that.
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Some timle agoi the Federal Government de-
cided it would ban the promotion of tobacco prod-
ucts on the electronic media and, of course, all
this legislation seeks to do is to complement that
ban on the electronic media and impose it on the
printed media, perimeter and outdoor advertising.
I have no argument with that, but when the
tobacco companies Were precluded from placing
their advertisements on the television media, they
immediately put the amount of money they would
normally have spent on television advertising into
sports sponsorship, and a good reason existed For
that.

The member for East Melville, and probably
every other member in this place who has spoken
about this legislation, said that smoking was a
habit which was acquired as a result of peer press-
ure. That is undoubtedly true and, in a nation
which is conscious of sport and spurting cham-
pions, what better way can be found to advertise
than to associate those people with tobacco prod-
ucts? That is what the tobacco companies have
done and they have done it very succesfully.

Nobody will convince me that all cigarette ad-
vertising is designed to achieve brand switching.
Advertising is designed to increase sales and ex-
pand markets. Certainly that may be done by
brand switching, but it can be done also by en-
couraging a greater number of people to smoke.
The only area in which one can encourage people
to smoke is in the younger age bracket; so for
every advertisement designed to encourage people
to switch brands, there was another advertisement
designed to encourage young people to emulate
their peers and pick up a packet of cigarettes and
become smokers. I do not think anybody could
dispute that, not even the tobacco companies
themselves.

When this legislation is in place, it will deprive
of funds some of the elitist athletes and sports
events which are usually televised because of their
national interest. I think an alternative source of
funds exists through the instant lottery. I should
like some reassurance from the Minister when he
replies to the debate to the effect that a pro-
gramme will be designed to allow bodies or
groups which promote these sporting events to
write to him and say, "We were anticipating hold-
ing this event in WA. Normally our sponsors are
these people: because of this legislation we are
going to be denied sponsorship; we cannot get
alternativc sources of sponsorship; can the
Government assist us?"

Mr Hodge: I have already said that. I said it in
my second reading speech and the Premier re-
peated it.

Mr COWAN: I hat is line, and I hope the
Government will carry it through, because it will
be an expensive process. I understand the tobacco
companies' sponsorship of sport ini Western Aus-
tralia represents a little less than $I million, Is the
Minister prepared to put up that sort of money if'
no alternative sponsor can be found?

Mr Hodge: We were told the Figure was
$500 000, but we are very confident that the bulk
of sporting bodies will Find an alternative

Mr COWAN: I certainly appreciate that-
Several members interjected.
Mr COWAN: I am glad the Minister has said

he is confident the money can be found and, if
not, I hope I understood him correctly and the
Government will put up the money; is that cor-
rect?

Mr Hodge: I gave that undertaking in my sec-
ond reading speech.

Mr COWAN: I am glad to hear that. In the
area I represent people participate in sport and
generally like to spend their leisure time in rec-
reational activities and active sport. When they
are not doing that, they are usually watching
events of a sporting nature on television. I would
be very disappointed if, because the vast cost of
placing a sporting competition on television was
unable to be met by sponsoring bodies, that event
were lost. A guarantee b9 the Government
that it would meet the cost would go a long way
towards allaying the fears of my constitutents.

Mr O'Connor: The Premier stated in the House
the other night that he would not give that
guarantee. I am just trying to clarify the position.

Mr COWAN: There is some conflict, but I
would be very interested to see what comes out of
it. I have had a guarantee from the Minister
handling the Bill and that is all we can ask for. I
must confess I was not present when the Premier
was speaking on this issue, so I can only take the
Leader of the Opposition's word for it.

Mr O'Connor: I was just clarifying what was
said.

Mr Hodge: I give you the same undertaking as
I gave in the second reading speech. It is there in
black and white.

Mr O'Connor: Are you saying you will guaran-
tee the payment?

Mr H-odge: I did not use the word "guarantee".
it is in the second reading speech. I shall read it
to you again.

Mr COWAN: I support the legislation. The
Minister has allayed the biggest rear I had. As far
as I am concerned, the measures in the Bill simply
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bring the State of Western Australia into con-
formity with the position that exists at the Feder-
al level. The Federal Government controls the
electronic media and the State of Western Aus-
tralia controls the printed media, perimeter, and
outdoor advertising. That area is dealt with in the
Sill.

The weight of the evidence put before me by
the people in the medical profession should be suf-
ficient basis on which all members of this Parlia-
ment support the legislation; and having been
given an indication that those areas of sponsorship
which are of great concern to a nation which is
very sport-orientated will be looked after, I am
prepared to support the legislation.

MR COYNE (Murchison-Eyre) [8.08 p.m.]:
Coming in at the tail end of the debate it is very
difficult to add anything new to it. However, I
shall canvass a couple of areas which I referred to
also when a similar debate was before the House
last year. I made a rather short speech on that oc-
casion and devoted most of my comments to the
effects the legislation would have on young chil-
dren.

At that time I mentioned I was infuriated by
the advertising which used to appear on television
when my children were between the ages of eight
and 13. That sort of advertising aroused bitterness
in me, because, as a parent, I could not contend
with it. I sympathise with the parents of today's
youth who experience the same problem, but to a
greater degree.

During the period to which I refer, we had only
black and white television. Colour has now
emerged not only on television, but also in news-
papers and everywhere else. As a result, advertise-
ments are much more attractive and appealing
and it is easier for the media to gets its message
across.

It is impossible for us to digest the great
amount of material supplied to us by the medical
profession through the media and other areas. It
has taken me a long time to consolidate my per-
sonal feelings on this issue.

I do not think anyone would be surprised to
Find that I support the legislation. I do so because
I believe the insidious type of advertising that per-
vades all areas of the media to the perimeter ad-
vertising does have an effect.

As a person who had been in business for quite
a number of years and who was very interested in
advertising, I happened to read a book written by
Vance Packard titled Hidden Persuaders. I must
admit that it was only after I had got out of
business that I learnt a little more about advertis-
ing. The book was a study of subliminal advertis-
ing and its effects. The fifth edition of the Oxford

English Dictionary defines "subliminal" as fol-
lows-

Below the threshold of consciousness, (of
sensations) so faint that subject is not con-
scious of them;-adverising, technique of
flashing an advertisement on a screen for a
fraction of a second, so that the image pen-
etrates to the viewer's subconsciousness
though it makes no impression on his con-
scious mind;-self, the subconscious mind as
a distinct part of the individual's personality.

That was something I used when selling
insurance. I would tell businessmen that advertis-
ing was a very important part of their business. It
helped me to cultivate a number of important
businessmen because I would point out to them
that this was the most desirable form of advertis-
ing-neon signs, either flashing or constant. Im-
agine a busy highway like the Great Eastern
Highway, where we might have a sign "Colin
Jamieson's Woodyard". Although we may see it
for a few times going up and down that road
dozens of times a week, we see it consciously only
for the first few times. After that we do not notice
it, but the message gets through to the
subconscious.

As a result, if someone is short of wood he will
ring up Colin Jamieson, because the relationship
is there-woodyard: Colin Jamieson. This is one
of the techniques used. I believe very much in that
type of advertising. It is very effective. For this
reason it is also insidious, and it is used particu-
larly on the juvenile community, because they
cannot resist it.

It still boils down to the fact that the arguments
which have been advanced tonight seem to be div-
ided into two areas: One is the freedom of choice
which we all enjoy, and the other is the health as-
pect, the cost of which has to be borne by the
State. When one gets to my time of life one re-
alises the effect of a lifetime of smoking, es-
pecially on those approaching their senior years.
This is something I am very conscious of, and I
have very strong reasons for supporting this legis-
lation.

The subliminal technique was supposed to have
been used in George Orwell's book titled 1984. In
that book he prophesied that in 1984 we would
become a different society altogether. We would
be governed by telescreens. Messages would be
flashed across them and the messages would
eventually control people's minds. He certainly
had something in his mind, because it is all
coming true. As a matter of fact my nephew is the
executive director of a company called "The 1984
Project'. It is a major international project by
Utopia Products Pty. Ltd. To get this production
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airborne will cost something like $3.25 million.
Some of those things in the book 1984 are
certainly mind-bending. If anybody has not read
it and would like to understand the techniques, I
suggest he read it.

There we have the two main areas I want to
canvass-the subliminal techniques and the ef-
fects of cigarette smoking on old people. Cigarette
smoking certainly causes a lot of traumas in later
life. I can understand some of the members on
this side of the House who have spoken very sin-
cerely about aborting the ordinary liberties people
are entitled to enjoy. We have to make a choice.
The member for South Perth made a very good
point when he compared the opium trade in China
with the present situation. The drug can be used
to captivate people, and once they are enslaved
they are victims of it forever. There are very few
people who can shake off the habit.

Like many other people, I am a reformed
smoker. I gave it up in 1945 when I was on a little
island off the Northern Territory, near Arnhem
Land. I lasted for 17 years before taking up smok-
ing again. One of the shops I ran went bust. I had
some stock left over which was drying out in the
storeroom. I took down a packet of President
cigarettes. They were in a white and gold packet.
and made by a local company. I wondered what it
would he like to smoke one of them, so I took one
out, lit it, and look quite a large drag. I almost
fell over. I had to sit down on a box for about rive
minutes to recover. I threw them in my golf bag.

* A week later I was going round the golf course
with a friend of mine, Bob Richards, and I offered
him one of the cigarettes. He lit it and said,
" Where the hell did you get this from?" I said,
'They are very special, you cannot get them now;
they have gone out of production". He threw it
away. Shortly after that he offered me a Craven
Special Mild. [ took a drag from it but found it
was too moist for me.

Thai little incident started me on ci garette
smoking for another two years before I could ac-
tually get the willpower or motivation to give it
away again. So it is a habit which enslaves people.
I would not like to be trying to give up smoking
now with all the attractive advertising which is
appearing in the media. It was not the advertising
that had started me off before but the fact that I
did not like to waste anything, and seeing the
cigarettes up there not being used, I started on
them again.

The thing that probably first started me smok-
ing when I was about 15 years of age was that it
was the "in" thing to do for young kids. Possibly
every one of us started smoking on that basis.

I tried to point out to my children that cigarette
smoking was not good for them. I must have been
too autocratic, because they all became smokers. I
had a ring-around a little earlier and found that
three were still smoking and one has not smoked
for 12 months. I did not want to come here and
malign them all by saying they all smoked.

It would be a good thing if young people could
be convinced that by not smoking they would have
enough money saved by the time they reached 60
years of age to buy a $20 000 house, because it is
certainly a very costly habit. If the compounding
effect of smoking cigarettes could be worked out,
it would show that cigarette smoking was not only
bad for one's health but also bad in terms of cost.
With those few comments, I support the Bill.

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Health)
[8.20 p.m.): I thank all the members who partici-
pated in this debate, the 23 of them. This Bill is
the first I presented to Parliament after becoming
a Minister, and it has evoked quite some enthusi-
asm and interest from the Assembly. In the six
years I have been in this place I cannot recall
their being 23 speakers on one piece of legislation.
I can claim also that almost every speaker sup-
ported the legislation, to varying degrees, and I do
not think any speaker opposed the legislation in
its totality. All speakers supported different as-
pects of the legislation, and supported them with
varying degrees of enthusiasm.

I will thank some members particularly for
their contributions. The member for Moore made
a particularly helpful contribution and answered
many of the points raised by earlier speakers. The
member for South Perth, the member who just re-
sumed his seat, and the members of the National
Party, applied themselves well to the debate and
answered many of the points that had been raised.

It is impossible for me to answer every point
raised by each of the 23 speakers. It is fair to say
that most of those who were opposed to some de-
gree to the legislation were opposed to the restric-
tions to be placed on the advertising and pro-
motion of tobacco products. All members seemed
to agree with the prohibition on the sale of ciga-
rettes to children. The opposition to the Bill boiled
down to four or five different themes, and I will
address those themes rather than try to answer in-
dividual points.

I was disappointed that the Liberal Party was
not prepared to allow its shadow Minister for
Health, the member for South Perth, to lead its
debate.

Mr Clarko: Where do you get the information
from that he wasn't allowed to?
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Mr HODGE: It was obvious. The member for
South Perth, the shadow Minister for Health,
would normally have handled a matter dealing
with health.

Mr Cla rko: That doesn't mean to say he wasn't
allowed to do so.

Mr HODGE: That responsibility was relegated
to the member for Clontarf.

Mr Clarko: What you say doesn't make sense.

Mr HODGE: The member for Karrinyup had
his opportunity to speak, and I now have mine.

Mr Clarko: But what you say is false.
Mr HODGE: Many of the comments made by

the member for Karrinyup were false. It is a
shame the member for South Perth was not per-
mitted to handle this legislation on behalf of the
Opposition.

Mr Clarko: I hope the rest of your argument is
better.

Mr HODGE: I suspect strongly that the reason
he did not handle the Bill was, as everyone knows,
that he is strongly committed to supporting this
type of legislation and that his support has indeed
embarrassed the Opposition.

Mr Grayden: I was going to support the legis-
lation; therefore, I didn't want to handle it.

Mr Clarko: That is a different point. You exag-
gerated, and you misled the House.

Mr HODGE: It was a great shame the member
for South Perth did not handle the legislation. I
know he enthusiastically supports it. It is a little
hypocritical of the Opposition to say its members
have a free vote on this matter when obviously it
brought pressure to bear on the member for South
Perth.

Mr Clarko: Where is the evidence for that
statement? Why don't you ask him?

Mr HODGE: I want to answer the point made
by the member for Merredin.

Mr Clarko: How dishonest can you get?
Mr HODGE: He sought the assurance that

sport will not suffer as a result of this legislation,
and I will make a number of comments about that
point. Firstly, the Government is concerned and
anxious to ensure that no sporting, cultural, or
social organisation is disadvantaged as a result of
the passage of this Bill. Therefore we have de-
ferred the coming into law of this legislation for
12 months to give ample time to most of those or-
ganisations-in my view it is ample time-to
make alternative arrangements for sponsorship so
that they will not be disadvantaged by the legis-
lation. The Government is quite confident that
most sporting and other organisations will be able
1901

to find alternative sponsors. We have already
heard that one of the major sporting organisations
in this State, the Western Australian Turf Club,
has had offers of sponsorship for its major sport-
ing event, and I heard news reports over the radio
that the R & I Bank has offered to sponsor
cricket in this State.

An Opposition member: With pressure.
Mr HODGE: Certainly no pressure has been

applied by me. The First I heard of the R & I
offer was from my car radio, and 1 was pleasantly
surprised by that offer.

Mr Peter Jones: You can be sure pressure was
applied.

M r HODGE: The member can be sure of what-
ever he likes, but the first I heard of this offer was
over the car radio and i was pleasantly surprised
by that offer.

The Government believes alternative sponsors
will step in to Fill the breach. As I said during my
second reading speech, and as the Premier reiter-
ated when he spoke, if the finding of alternative
sponsors proves not to be possible, we are pre-
pared to consider sympathetically any individual
application for assistance on its merits. That is a
quite good undertaking. This Government
strongly supports all sport, and there is no way in
which we will sit back and see any sporting, cul-
tural, or social organisation disadvantaged as a
result of the passage of this legislation. However,
we believe those organisations must make a genu-
ine and sincere effort to find alternative sponsors,
and should not sit back to wait for the Govern-
ment to pick up the tab.

Another argument to which I turn my attention
is the thin end of the wedge argument. It has been
said that if we ban tobacco advertising we may
ban all sorts of things next, such as motor cars,
salt, fast foods, alcohol, chocolates and all the
rest.

Mr Bertram: That's an argument when you
have no others left.

Mr HODGE: If we take that argument to its
logical conclusion it could be said that if we
banned drink-driving we might finish up banning
good driving. If all the nonsense talk is accepted
those further steps could be anticipated. The
Government does not have the policy or even the
intention to prohibit the advertising of any prod-
uct other than tobacco. Members opposite seem to
carry copies of the Australia Labor Party
platform around in their briefcases or pockets. If
they flip through it they will see no reference to
the prohibition of advertising of any other prod-
uct. No suggestion has ever been made by the
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ALP in ibis State or by this Government that we
will ban any other product.

Mr Peter Jones: Why not?
Mr HODGE: As I said in my second reading

remarks. there is no ocher product in the same
category as tobacco; there is no other product that
kills 1 200 Western Australians each year, and no
other product which causes so much suffering and
loss in the community.

I think I have made the point in the House-ir
not, through the media many times-that
although people are genuinely concerned about al-
cohol abuse, small amounts of alcohol consumed
sensibly are not hazardous to people's health, but
tobacco consumption in any quantity is hazardous
to people's health.

Mr Watt: An awful lot of hospital beds are
filled because of it.

Mr HODGE: There certainly are. I cannot
agree with the argument that many Opposition
members have tried to make that if we do not
tackle all of society's ills at the one time we
should not make a start. The most serious ill we
can tackle relatively easily is the death toll caused
by tobacco smoking. I do not buy the argument
that because we do not try to rectify all of so-
ciety's ills at the same time we should not act
against tobacco-that is a nonsense argument.
We have given a high priority to the campaign
against tobacco.

Mr Watt: You don't smoke.
Mr HODGE: One of the low points of the de-

bate was that when members spoke on the Bill
they told us whether they did or did not smoke. I
was not particularly interested in their personal
habits, or thc habits of their families. Members
are here to represent their constituents, and their
personal habits are quite irrelevant in respect of
whether they should support the legislation. It de-
means the argument somewhat to suggest that
people's voting patterns will be influenced by their
own personal habits, whether they smoke or do
not smoke. I do not think that was one of the high
points of the argument.

Mr Carr: Were there any?

Mr HODGE: Unemployment as a result of the
ban was touched upon a few times and has
certainly been canvassed fairly heavily by the
tobacco lobby. The Government believes that the
potential unemployment that people suggest will
be caused by the passage of this legislation has
been grossly exaggerated. Again, that argument
really does not hold water if it is extended some-
what. One could say that if action were taken to
reduce the road toll we would therefore have un-

employment amongst panel beaters, spray
painters, part manufacturers, etc.

I suppose the medical profession, more than
any other, might suffer a lack of employment
prospects if this legislation in a few years' time
proves to be as successful as we think it will be.
We hope that fewer people will require medical
attention and hospita lisat[ion. We have no more
enthusiastic supporters than the medical pro-
fession. I have been absolutely delighted with the
support given by almost all members of the medi-
cal and para-medical professions in this State. It
is a strange phenomenon that if a senior member
of the medical profession makes a very strong
statement about something, members of Parlia-
ment sit up and listen and accept that usually as a
matter of fact and as something that Parliament
should listen to and act upon; yet in this case we
have had the unprecedented.position ofrall 17 pro-
fessors of the WA Medical School making a very
strong statement urging members of Parliament
to take action and members have dismissed the
arguments on the grounds that they are not con-
vinced by them. They have quibbled about them.

Mr Peter Jones: That is not true. I raised the
fact that 1 had responded to those persons and not
one of them had had the courtesy to reply.

Mr HODGE: If the member for Narrogin
reads the letter closely-

Mr Peter Jones: I read it, and responded to
them.

Mr HODGE: -1 believe he could not fail to be
moved and feel compelled by it.

Mr Peter Jones: I was moved to write, and not
one of them had the courtesy to respond-not
one.

Mr HODGE: A lot has been said during this
debate about freedom of choice and the rights of
the individual. I want to relate only to the points I
made in my second reading speech. I see the bal-
ance between the freedom of tobacco companies
to maximise their profits through cigarette adver-
tising compared to the freedom of children to
grow up in an atmosphere unpressurised and
unpersuaded by tobacco companies. lf we must
make a judgment on the freedom of tobacco
companies to maximise their profits weighed
against the freedom of our children to grow up in
an atmosphere free from tobacco advertising,
there is no doubt which freedom we will come
down on. We wilt come down on the side of the
freedom of children in our society against tobacco
advertising.

Mr Rushton: You don't allow children to
smoke.
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Mr HODGE: I think the member for Dale
made the point that the responsibility to prevent
children from smoking rests basically with the
parents. It is hard to quarrel with that argument
except to say that it is a rather unfair battle be-
cause the tobacco companies are spending at least
$80 million a year in this country to promote their
products and are really trying to erode the influ-
ence and the battle of parents to control their
children. The whole thrust of the tobacco
companies' advertising is aimed at hooking young
people on the smoking habit. As the member for
Moore said, the tobacco companies believe that if
a child is hooked at a young age they have a
customer for life. They have to constantly recruit
new customers because they are killing their old
customers at a rate of 16 000 a year and if they
do not constantly recruit new people they will
soon put themselves out of business.

Mr Williams: That is absolute nonsense.
Mr IHODGE: If tobacco advertising and pro-

motion is prohibited, the parents of this State will
have some chance of influencing their children
and it will then be a fair battle. Parents will not
be up against the multi-million dollar glamorous
advertising campaigns that erode their parental
authority over their children.

A lot of publicity has been generated, particu-
larly emanating from the tobacco companies,
about a vocal minority trying to force this legis-
lation through Parliament. I hope that argument
has been put to rest by the lists of supporters that
I have been able to bring to this Parliament, and
that I have circulated in some of the advertising
that the Government has conducted in the media.
We have had an enormous response from com-
munity organisations and individuals supporting
the Government's stand. They are not a vocal
minority; if anything, they would be a vast ma-
jority. These organisations represent the majority
of Western Australians. When major org-anis-
ations such as the Anglican Church take such a
strong stand, of course it is nonsense to suggest
that is merely a vocal minority trying to push this
legislation through Parliament.

Members might be interested to know that each
time we publish the advertisement containing a
list of the organisations supporting the Govern-
ment the Public Health Department is flooded
with extra organisations asking for their name to
be added.

Mr MacKinnon: If you are paying for the ad,
why not? I'd do the same.

Mr HODGE: We could not include all organis-
ations and individuals who want to support the
Government in its stand.

One of the very prestigious persons who has
strongly supported the Government's stand, and
one who was recently quoted at length to me by
the member for South Perth, is Sir George
Bedbrook. I have niot heard any member quote
him tonight. Sir George is a very strong supporter
of the Government's stand. In fact, he wrote to
every member of Parliament reiterating his sup-
port for this legislation.

Mr O'Connor: Is that the one regarding Royal
Perth Hospital or Princess Margaret Hospital?

Mr Williams: You are on speaking terms with
him now, are you?

Mr HODGE: The member quoted him when he
said something critical about the Government. 1
think I have covered most of the major matters
.aised.

Mr Peter Jones: You said in your response you
would tell me why you are lowering the age from
18 to 16 years.

Mr HODGE: There is no mystery about our
lowering the age. There is nothing sinister about
it. I made the decision. I thought it would be good
to make this legislation similar to or in conformity
with legislation in all other States. A Survey that
we conducted in respect of all other States re-
vealed the age of 16 was uniform in their Acts.
Another reason was that t felt the age of 18 years
was unrealistic for this day and age. Young
people are now maturing at an earlier age. This
legislation was based on 1917 standards and these
days it is hard to imagine a 17-year-old as a child.

Mr Peter Jones: But you made it 16 years.
Mr HODGE: That is correct, because I

thought 16 was more realistic. That is why I say it
is hard to treat 17 or IS-year-olds as children.
These days they are so mature and worldly at that
age. Most young people of that age today have
the maturity and knowledge of an adult. I thought
it was unrealistic and a bit paternalistic for us to
treat juveniles of that age as children. This is not
a sinister move. I thought it was a sensible move
and I did not think it would invoke any oppo-
sition. I thought members opposite would adjust
to reality.

I think I have covered most of the points that
were raised. I have not attempted to cover every
point raised by all 23 speakers, but many of them
were repetitious, anyway.

Mr MacKinnon: You have another 25 minutes;
we don't mind.

Mr HODGE: Many were on the same theme.
Mr Speaker, I conclude by thanking again

those members who participated in the debate and
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I particularly thank the Government members for
the tremendous support they have given me.

The Opposition did try to suggest at one stage
that this really was a hobbyhorse of mine and that
I did not enjoy the strong support of the Premier
or the other members of my party. 1 hope that has
been put to rest. I enjoy almost unanimously the
support of every member of my party and there is
no stronger supporter in the Government of this
campaign than the Premier.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett) in

the Chair; Mr H-odge (Minister for Health) in
charge of the Bill.

Clause I put and passed.
Clause 2: Commencement-
Mr WILLIAMS: I ask the Minister to explain

to the Committee why he has decided on a 90-day
period in clause 2(l) and a 12-month period in
clause 2(2)?

Mr HODGE: The reason is fairly simple. In re-
spect of those sections that relate to the sale of
tobacco to juveniles and the sale of tobacco
through a vending machine the Government
thought thai 90 days was a reasonable period to
give shopkeepers and owners of vending machines
to adjust to the new law. They will be required to
display signs advertising the fact that it is illegal
to sell cigarettes to juveniles and they will also be
required to display signs on vending machines. As
this is a new law, certain signs will have to be pre-
pared and shopkeepers will need to be made
aware of the changes. Vending machines will re-
quire stickers and signs to be placed on them and
the Government considers that 90 days is a
reasonable period in which this can be done.

The 12-month period for the remainder of the
legislation has already been explained in my sec-
ond reading speech and in my reply to the debate.
The Government thought that 12 months was a
reasonable time to allow existing contracts to ex-
pire and to allow also sporting, cultural, and
social organisations to make arrangements for
alternative sponsorship and to remove advertising
material as a result of the passage of this legis-
lation.

The Government has been accused of adopting
extreme measures and the I 2-month period was
an effort on its part to try to accommodate its
genuine concern in implementing the new law,'
thus allowing the existing legislation to discon-
tinue in the course of events.

Mr CLARKO: I am surprised that the Minis-
ter should seek to support the 90 day hold in re-
lation to clause 2(I ) which says that the legis-
lation will come into operation 90 days after it has
been assented to.

Governments are quite free to bring in legis-
lation at any time they like. I am surprised that
the Government is not doing what is normally
done, that is to allow the same amount of time
and to advise the public that the legislation will be
brought in on a particular day when it will be as-
sented to.

This is the first time in the 10 years that I have
been in this place that legislation has been
handled in this way. I ask the Minister why this
clause has been included when he could achieve
the same objective by simply advertising that in
90 days the legislation will be assented to?

In relation to the period of 12 months the
Government could do the same thing. I do not
know why the Government cannot give everyone a
reasonable go and do what has previously been
done rather than using a backdoor method.

Mr HODGE: The member for Karrinyup is
really splitting hairs and being argumentative. I
am sure that if I had made the statement he
would have liked me to have made he would have
criticised me for not enshrining it in the legis-
lation so people could be certain of it.

There was no ulterior motive for including this
clause. The only motive is that the Government
is anxious to be reasonable and give people a fair
chance to understand the legislation. There is no
doubt about the Government's genuine concern
for those people involved and it will not go back
on its word. This clause has been written into the
legislation in order that people know where they
stand.

Mr HIASSELL: What is genuine about telling
people they cannot wear a T-shirt or a hat?

Mr Hodge: You are on the wrong clause.
Mr H-ASSELL: [ am not, we are on clause 2 in

which the Government is allowing people a
certain time in which to get used to the change.

Mr Hodge: It has nothing to do with T-shirts
and hats.

Mr HASSELL: It has to do with all the legis-
lation. I understand that this provision relates to
the coming into operation of the substantive con-
ditions of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: I will allow the member to
pursue his argument for I5 minutes, but I do not
think he is referring to this clause.

Mr HASSELL: I do not want I5 minotes by
any means. The clause shows up the Govern-
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ment's attack in relation to this matter. The
Government limits the people's right to go about
their lives in the way they want to by making it
some day later in time that the Bill will come into
operation. If the Government is dinkumn and pre-
pared to pick up the tab for what will not be pro-
vided by sponsorship and if it is prepared to take
over that responsibility without any question the
legislation would not have to wait.

The whole thing is objectionable. I do not see
what the Government is being reasonable about in
trying to put it off for a while. All it is doing is
making the strangulation a bit slower.

Mr CLARKO: We have before us a Bill which
argues it is an horrendous thing to permit the ad-
vertising of tobacco products in Western Aus-
tralia. This clause which allows for a delay of one
year means that in future one will not be able to
say to someone, "Have a cigarette" or, "H-ave one
of mine", and things like that. It contains pro-
visions which in effect mean that if someone is sit-
ting at the breakfast table with a newspaper from
every capital city and Canberra, that person will
be able to read tobacco advertisements in all
seven newspapers until one year after the Bill is
proclaimed. After that date six of those news-
papers may be full of tobacco advertisements,
only at the Minister's pleasure, because he can
ban them any time they displease him. The West
Australian newspaper will not be able to carry the
advertisements. That is supposed to save us in
some way from the evils of smoking.

The Minister is saying it is an evil thing to have
tobacco advertising in The West Australian, but it
is all right for The Australian and all the other
newspapers to carry them. The Minister is saying
he will allow people to send themselves to death
by reading all seven newspapers until the end of
the 12-month period when the public will be able
to see tobacco advertisements in only six news-
papers.

I have never seen provisions such as those in
clause 2 in the 10 years I have been in the
Chamber. The Minister can achieve this objective
by having assent given to the Bill on any day he
chooses. He is free to do that; he does not need
this tortuous piece of legislation and, in particu-
lar, the provisions in clause 2. 1 think this clause
is indicative of the whole Bill. It is draconian
legislation and it has never previously been ap-
plied in Western Australia. [I seeks to control the
minds of men by not allowing them to read some-
thing while allowing them to do it.

A person will be allowed to smoke 10 Havana
cigars while he reads The West Australian, which
will not contain any tobacco advertising. The

Minister has said he will be gracious and for the
first year people will be able to read tobacco ad-
vertisements in the newspaper. It makes no differ-
ence to the man who smokes cigars at breakfast
time whether the advertisement is in the news-
paper.

Mr BLAlKIE: Like previous speakers, I am
concerned about the Government's motive in re-
lation to clause 2 (2), which states that "sections
4, 5, 6 and 7 shall come into operation on the day
that is one year after the day on which it is as-
sented to by the Governor". Is it the Govern-
ment's intention to ensure that those people and
organisations with sponsors will have I12 months'
grace in which to find sponsors and advertisers?

Mr Hodge: I have already answered that.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister also has said the

Government will pick up the tab for those organ-
isations which cannot find sponsorship. That
being the case, I raise the situation of Claremont
Speedway 1977 Pty. Ltd.. which in part is spon-
sored by Winfield. So the Government passes
legislation and permits the organisation to carry
on advertising recklessly, in the Government's
view-

Mr Hodge: That is a company, not a sporting
organisation.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister now is differen-
tiating between a company and a sporting body.
According to the Minister, Claremont Speedway
will be treated differently because it is not a
sporting organisation. Is that correct?

Mr Hodge: I did not say that; do not put words
in my mouth.

Mr BLAIKIE: What did the Minister say?
Mr Hedge: I have said what I am going to say.
Mr BLAIKIE: Is the Minister going to assure

Claremont Speedway?
Mr Pedge: I cannot give any assurance on that.
Mr BLAIKIE: This is one of the matters we

would like to know.
Several members interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: If I may interject between

interjections-
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I hope the member

will relate his remarks to this clause.
Mr BLAIKIE: My comments are related di-

rectly to the clause because they come into the
context of the Government's implementing this
clause one year after the day on which it is as-
sented to by the Governor.

The Minister has said that this provision is to
give sporting organisations time to find new spon-
sors. He already has said he does not regard

2853



2854 [ASSEMBLY]

Claremont Speedway as a sporting organisation;
he said it is a company. If the Minister takes that
attitude, will he regard the Claremont Football
Club, for argument's sake, if it has tobacco
company sponsorship, as a company and not- as a
sporting organisation? I want the Minister to ex-
plain where he draws the line between what are
organisations and what are sporting companies.
This clause is now taking on a new dimension.

Let us look at motor sport and consider the
Wanneroo circuit. Does the Minister regard the
body responsible for race meetings as a sporting
organisation or a sporting company? Let us look
at various motor sports conducted throughout the
State, and the various speedway organisations,
many of which are voluntary organisations.
People become involved with them in the same
way as children play tee ball or softball. It will be
interesting to See whether the Government will
discriminate against those organisations. If it is
going to pick up the tab as it has said it will do,
Will it disfranchise some organisations because the
Minister has a whim against them?

Reference also has been made to wearing ap-
parel. The Minister is on record in the Daily
News of 28 September as saying that he will
allow a year for people to wear out T-shirts and
other items carrying tobacco slogans. I ask the
Minister to explain to the House-and this is the
importance of having Committee debates-what
the Government intends to do about shop adver-
tising. street advertising, and billboards which are
to be found in many parts of the State, and have
been there for many years.

They have been advertising brands of ciga-
rettes. Is it the Government's intention that these
advertisements should be painted out?!

Mr Hedge: Read the legislation; it tells you.
You obviously have not read it.

Mr Bertram: Read the Bill.
Mr BLAIKIE: Many people throughout the

State will want to know whether this legislation
will be enforced so that they have to paint out
billboards and posters currently in existence.

Mr Court: What if they have a neon sign leased
for six years?

Mr BLAlKIE: The member for Nedlands
raises an important point. Is this what the 12-
month period is supposed to do-to giv'e the
Government time to get warning notices out to
people to say censorship has been imposed and the
Government will censor a product and a store,
and that people must get rid of the advertising be-
cause it is now against the law? Clause 2 begs the
Minister to respond to this question.

I could raise a number of other matters, but 1
would like the Minister to answer the questions I
have raised before we proceed any further on
clause 2.

Mr PETER JONES: When I spoke earlier, I
referred to the question of what arrangements the
Government had made to assist or provide com-
pensation for those companies, organisations, and
persons who had contracts which ran longer than
the period of grace provided in the legislation. I
hope the Minister will respond to the questions
raised by the member for Vasse, and I ask him to
indicate what arrangements the Government has
made, or proposes to make, to assist with compen-
sation in cases where contracts already are in
force.

Some of them do exist and by way of
interjection the Minister referred earlier to con-
tracts in relation to advertising on Westrail or the
MTT which continued for a longer time. It was
intended that these contracts not be renewed at
the end of the contractual period. I am also con-
cerned with regard to longstanding ongoing con-
tracts for advertising and promotion and what
compensation the Government is proposing in
these areas.

Mr Williams: The Minister is not going to
answer those questions.

Mr Clarko: Orcourse he will; he is reasonable.
Mr WILLlAMS: The debate has covered a

wide spectrum. What concerns me is that if this
Government is genuine in wanting to cut out ad-
vertising, why does it not do so tomorrow using
taxpayers' money to compensate those affected?
If the Government is fair dinkum, it should stop
advertising tomorrow and immediately compen-
sate those people who will be affected. There is no
other way. The Government is not sure of itself; it
realises it has gone in deeper than it thought and
it is trying to scramble its way out. Even though it
is taxpayers' money, none of this is necessary be-
cause the tobacco companies have been doing an
excellent job for sport and are not having an ef-
fect on the number of children smoking.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have raised a series of
questions with the Minister relating to sponsor-
ship and I have also asked the Minister whether
he would indicate the Government's attitude in
relation to a number of organisations. In addition,
I asked the Minister what was intended in clause
2 in relation to shop advertisements, billboards,
etc., that had been in existence for some time. The
member for Narrogin asked the Minister what
the situation would be where people had entered
into contractual arrangements for the items I
have spoken of and the contracts had some
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time-perhaps three or four years-in which to
run out. The Minister was asked what the attitude
of the Government would be. It ill-behaves him to
adopt a dog-in-the- manger attitude, and to sit
back and ignore the questions put to him in a fair
and reasonable way.

Mr Bertram: How many times do you want him
to tell you'?

Mr BLAIKIE: I am pleased that the member
for Balcatta has heard. It ill-behaves the Minister
to act in this dog-in-the-manger manner. The
questions have been asked and there is a responsi-
bility on the part of the Minister to indicate how
he expects the legislation to be applied. That is
why we have a Committee debate.

Mr Brian Burke: So you can waste time.
Mr BLAIKIE: This is why legislation is dis-

cussed clause by clause. The Minister is aware
that we are passing laws that will have an effect
on the people of Western Australia for some ime.
The proposed laws need to be explained and the
questions asked need to be answered.

In earlier comments on the Claremont Speed-
way, the Minister indicated that it. was not a
sporting association, it was a company; therefore,
I assumed the Minister was saying it would not
come within the provisions affecting the sponsor-
ship of sport. If that is the case, I ask the Minister
what the position is in relation to the Benson and
Hedges cricket series held in this State. It has
already been indicated that the Rural and Indus-
tries Bank of Western Australia will pick up some
of the sponsorship, but will it become involved in
national advertising to ensure that Western Aus-
tralians are not disadvantaged? I again appeal to
the Minister to reply to the questions raised in re-
lation to clause 2; 1 appeal to the good sense of
the Minister to do so.

Mr HASSELL: We are not going to get very
far with this Bill if the Minister sits and sulks and
refuses to debate the issue. The Minister is gener-
ally treating the Chamber with the same con-
tempt as the Premier is making an increasing
habit of.

Mr Wilson: "Matking an increasing habit of"!
Mr HASSELL. The Minister for Housing can

join in. Perhaps he can give answers to the
questions that have been raised.

Mr Wilson: Not to your satisfaction, certainly.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister seems to imagine
since he got into Government that he is no ranger
called on to treat people-

Mr Wilson: I certainly do not think you can
enter into my imagination.

Mr HASSELL: The purpose of having Com-
mittee debate on a Bill is so that issues can be
raised on individual clauses, and a number of
issues have been raised which the Minister refuses
to answer. However many times the questions are
asked, it does not appear to move the Minister to
make any attempt to do the Chamber the cour-
tesy of giving an answer. The Premier's perform-
ance today in question time and the Government's
attitude generally is indicative of the fact that the
Government is becoming obsessed with its own in-
fallibility and sense of power. One would have
thought that even in terms of common decency.
the Minister responsible for the Bill would answer
questions that have been raised and I give the
Minister yet another opportunity to deal with the
points raised by members of this Chamber.

Mr Bertram: Getting an amnesty.-
Mr O'CONNOR: I am amazed that the Minis-

ter either does not know or does not want to give
information required by this Parliament. We have
seen despicable actions in this Chamber where the
Government has repeatedly avoided answering
questions which the public are entitled to have
answered. This clause is of concern to members
and quite frankly when I look at the time delays
in connection with it I believe the questions asked
by the member for Vasse and others should have
been answered.

For instance, does this clause preclude an indi-
vidual from using a pen with the name "Dunhill"
on it after a period of 90 days or a year? Does the
clause mean that if I had a pen with "Dunhill" or
"Benson and Hedges" on it, I would be commit-
ting an offence if I produced or used the pen?

I believe the Minister is required to give
answers of this nature, and if he does not do so, he
will have a hard time with this Bill. While mem-
bers on this side wish to be co-operative, unless
the Minister co-operates with us the Bill will have
as hard a run through as possible. The Minister is
bringing this upon himself. Either he does not
know or he is not prepared to provide the infor-
mation to members. He ought to do that and he
ought to do that now.

Mr MacK INNON: 1, too, would like to make a
couple of points on this particular issue, most im-
portantly, in relation to the Minister's attitude to
the aspects raised by members on this side of the
Chamber. I remind the Minister once again of his
words when he introduced this Bill. They were to
the effect that this is the most important issue
which has been raised before this Parliament this
year. if that is the case, Mr Chairman-and I dis-
pute that it is the most important matter; I am
only quoting the Minister's words-he then has
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the gall to sit in his chair and not respond to legit-
imate points raised by members of the Opposition.
Not only that, but he had the gall to stand here
this evening and say, -We have had 23 speakers,
and I cannot respond to all the points raised by
those 23 speakers", and then he sat down when he
had 25 more minutes of his time to spend answer-
ing some of the points raised by members on this
side of the Chamber. Can we assume from that
that the Minister does not know the answers, or is
he afraid to stand up because he is embarrassed
by what his answers might lead to? He has no
confidence either in his own abilities or in the
contents of this Bill.

Mr Hassell: He has reason for the former-and
the latter.

Mr MacKINNON: Perhaps the Minister can
explain to us, if it is such an important matter,
why the Government has to date spent
$257 285.58 of the taxpayers' money in support-
ing this most important issue? If this Minister has
not the ability to answer questions, he stands con-
demned by his own inactivity.

Mr Clarko: No he does not; he sits condemned.
Mr MacKINNON: A good point; he sits con-

demned.
The final point I would make-and this is not

going unnoticed by members of the business com-
munity in this State-is this: Questions have been
raised by the member for Narrogin and others
about commercial contracts into which business
people may have entered and which this legis-
lation will affect. What is the Government going
to do about those many businesses, small and
large, which the Government professes to support,
and on whose behalf we have raised very valid
questions? What he is going to do is to sit idly by,
saying nothing on their behalf, and nothing in re-
sponse to questions validly raised by us in the Op-
position. As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
has indicated, he is certainly not encouraging us
to give this Bill an easy passage through the
Chamber.

Mr COURT: I think it is reasonable for us to
expect the Minister to tell us what will happen
after that initial year. As the Minister is well
aware, many businesses use signs and similar
things, which are not cheap. Neon and fluorescent
signs are normally not purchased. Most
businesses, particularly small businesses, and in
fact most large businesses these days, lease those
signs. It is not unusual for these leases to be for
four or six years, and the lease must be paid for
the length of the contract. This is expensive. How
are these businesses going to get out of these con-
tracts?

Mr Bertram: You have not read the Bill.
Mr COURT: That might be the case, but the

Minister can simply explain to me what will hap-
pen.

Mr MacKinnon: It is not in the Bill.
Mr COURT: We are going through this Com-

mittee stage for these things to be sorted out; they
could become quite an horrendous problem. A
company might have premises at the showgrounds
where it has spent a lot of money on a particular
sign. It may find after a year that not only can the
sign not be turned on, but also it cannot remain in
place. So the company may be responsible for the
cost of taking it down, while still being committed
to a Contract to pay for it.

Mr Blaikie: This is the point the Minister
should explain: Is the Government prepared to
meet the costs in circumstances where it is com-
pletely beyond the company's control?

Mr COURT: If the Minister thinks that, by
ignoring it, the year will give him a little grace to
work out a way around those problemns, it is just
not on, because one cannot plan one's business,
one's budgets, and so on, if one does not know
what expenses will be incurred in the following
year. A year goes by very quickly. With a six-year
contract, one is paying out money month by
month and it does not go very quickly. I would
appreciate some clarification on that point.

Mr RUSHTON: I would like the Minister to
tell the Chamber the Government's plans in re-
lation to advertising with the MTT and Westrail.
As he has said from time to time in the media and
elsewhere, as has the Minister for Transport,
there is a big investment in advertising in
Westrail under contract, and it has another eight
years or so to run. The MTT has further contracts
which have some time to run. Obviously a cost is
involved to compensate those people. Quite a big
asset has been created, In fact, if one takes into
account the history of the situation, one knows
that attempts were made by previous Govern-
ments to clean up the railway reserves of tatty
signs. This is why the Australia Posters Pty. Ltd.
put up new signs which were much more accept-
able aesthetically. It is up to the Government to
set an example to private business as to what they
will do in compensation.

Taxis are now permitted to advertise also. and
the MTT, of course, generates quite a revenue
from advertising. Local government also permits
advertising at bus stations on the seats. These are
matters about which the Minister should advise
the Committee.

Looking at it as a continuing operation, one re-
alises that a large amount of money will be lost
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over a period. It would be interesting if the
Government would compensate these agencies for
lost revenue for a reasonable period ahead. It is
not just for one year that they are losing income;
they will be losing income for ever after. There
will be nothing to replace it. So the taxpayer is
actually making the payment, because it will be a
deficit which is increased which would normally
be reduced by the advertising payments. The
main advertisements on railway reserves have
been tobacco advertisements. The Minister should
indicate to the Committee what will happen in re-
gard to Australia Posters Ply. Ltd. and the rail-
ways. The MTT will want to know, and the tax-
payers will want to know what the situation is;
they would like to know what compensation will
be paid.

Mr LAURANCE: Some very valid points have
been raised in the discussion of this clause.' I have
been watching the Minster. He has obviously be-
come concerned with the turn of events in the dis-
cussion on this clause as he has become a little
green around the gills. Perhaps he is working out
some sort of reply. I would like to make a contri-
bution which will give him a few minutes to
gather his thoughts before making some response
to the points which have been raised.

We have a paradox here, because the Govern-
ment was obviously concerned about the impact
of the legislation when it included this clause.

Mr Bertram: It would be a Fine Government
that was not concerned for legislation of this im-
portance!

Mr LAURANCE: If it is so important, the
Minister should be discussing with the Opposition
the points it raises.

Mr Bertram: There is no Opposition. You have
a free vote.

Mr LAURANCE: That is the purpose of the
Committee stage. Perhaps I can remind the Min-
ister about that. It seems his mouth is a grave for
his tongue.

Mr Pearce: Your mind is a grave for your am-
bitions.

Mr LAURANCE: It is obvious the Govern-
ment was concerned about the impact of the legis-
lation because it inserted this clause to give a
period of 90 days or, in some cases, one year.

Mr Bertram: Thereby giving the Parliament far
more power than it otherwise would have.

Mr LAURANCE: Obviously this was inserted
in order to give the people in the community who
will be affected by it a period of grace in which to
make alternative arrangements. A number of
members on this side of the Chamber have

pointed out that this mag? leave some people in a
very difficult situation. If the Government were
concerned enough to allow for this delay, surely
the Minister would give us an answer as to the ef-
fect of the legislation at the end of that period.

If the Minister is prepared to allow this delay-
ing period, surely he will answer the requests put
to him as to what will happen with existing con-
tracts that will still be in force one year after the
date of assent by the Governor.

Mr Bertram: Perhaps you could make a few
suggestions,

Mr LAURANCE: This is the purpose of the
Committee stage of the Bill. It is not surprising
that the member, who was a former Minister,
does not understand the processes of the Parlia-
ment. I remind him that the purpose of the Com-
mittee stage is to discuss these matters clause by
clause.

Mr Bertram: It also calls upon the member to
read the Bill and to use some intelligence.

The CHAIRMAN: I suggest that the member
address himself to the Chair and ignore the
interjections, and we wilt make more progress.

Mr LAURANCE: Thank you. Mr Chairman. I
am only too pleased to adhere to your ruling.

I spoke during the second reading stage, and I
did not deal with the content of the clauses in de-
tail. I am sure that if I had, members on the other
side of the Chamber would have drawn the atten-
tion of the Speaker to that fact and we would
have been told that what we were covering more
properly should be raised in the Committee stage.
Therefore, I gave my attention during my second
reading remarks to the general issues contained in
the Bill.

Now we come to the detail of the Bill, clause by
clause. We are on clause 2, which relates to the
operation of the Bill. This is an appropriate time
for members to raise the questions that have been
raised. It seems that we will be a long time trying
to get something out of the Minister. It is
ludicrous that we should go on with all of this pal-
aver over six lines of the Bill when we have sev-
eral very detailed clauses to deal with. It would be
only right for the Minister to apply his normal
role in these matters and give us the information
that we request in respect of this clause.

If the Minister is in trouble, 1 will not be un-
charitable. No-one on this side would think any
the less of him if he were to ask that we report
progress so he can obtain the information and
come back on another occasion. I am sure the
members who oppose this measure would think
much more of the Minister if he did that.
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If the Minister reported progress on this clause,
we could move on to the other clauses which are
of importance. We would be in a better position to
discuss the Bill in detail.

I do not need to point out the importance of
this measure. When the Minister summed up the
second reading stage, he made a very good go of
pointing out how important the Bill was. If it was
important at that stage, obviously it is important
to discuss the clause in detail. It is frustrating, to
say the least, to have to deal with such an import-
ant matter when the Minister is mute,

Mr TRETHOWAN: I also express concern
about the existing contracts on the coming into
operation of this proposed Act. A number of
members on this side of the Chamber are con-
cerned that a contract for, say, a large illuminated
sign, may have some time to run.

[Quorum formed.]
Mr TRETHOWAN: I am glad that sufficient

members from the Government have now entered
the Chamber to provide a quorum and indicate
their interest in the Bill and the importance of the
legislation.

Mr Parker interjectcd.
Mr TRETHOWAN: I am interested in that

comment by the member for Fremantle. 1 take it
he is not interested in the effect of this Bill on
existing contracts. I take it that he and the Minis-
ter are not concerned as to how businesses, the
products of which may be advertised on illumi-
nated signs on long-terms leases, will be affetcted
by clause 2.

Mr Parker: I thought it was very generous.
Mr TRETHOWAN:, In what way?
Mr Parker: The period of 12 months.
Mr TRETHOWAN: I am afraid the Minister

for Employment and Administrative Services has
not been here to listen to the points raised, but it
was indicated that many of these leases run for
four, five, or six years because of the expense
involved in their construction, and the provision in
this clause is for only 90 days, which is no time at
all when one is losing a contract for which one
may have signed up for a considerable sum of
money over a long period.

I take the point that clause 13 protects the dis-
tributor of tobacco products against action should
he refuse to pay for those signs. It may well
protect him from civil action, but what does it do
for the person who leases the sign from him, who
does not own it, and who is not involved in the
sale of tobacco products? Who will compensate
him for the loss, because it seems to me that third
parties quite innocent-if that be the correct

term-of involvement in the tobacco industry
could be affected seriously as soon as the Bill
comes into operation. They may have no means of
redress should civil courts decide clause 13 pro-
vides protection against those people who are rich
and had entered into the contracts, who are dis-
tributors of tobacco products, and who would be
subject to the provisions of the Bill.

Several members interjected.
Mr TRETHOWAN: As pointed out by the

member for Nedlands, the cost of going to court
alone could be prohibitive to a small business.

There are many unanswered, important
questions in respect of this clause. What will hap-
pen to all these businesses when the Bill comes
into operation? Who will bear the responsibility?
Obviously the Minister for Employment and Ad-
ministrative Services has no interest in this mat-
ter, but I hope the Minister for Health will take it
Far more seriously, because it is important. Who
will bear the cost of those existing contracts which
may be nullified once the Bill comes into oper-
ation? Will it be the Government; will it be the
person who is prohibited from advertising-in
other words, the wholesaler or retailer of tobacco
products-or will it be a third party, such as a
finance company?

Mr Bertram: What is your guess?
Mr TRETHOWAN: I do not know; I am

asking the Minister, because a lot of businessmen
in the community will want to know the answer.
Will it be a third party who leases the sign to a
distributor or a hire-purchase company which has
been involved in financing the venture? Will they
be asked to bear the cost? We should have an
answer to this question.

Mr BLAlKIE: For almost an hour, members
from this side of the Chamber have been at-
tempting to obtain answers to a series of questions
we have put to the Minister in relation to this
clause. We arc seeking information from the Min-
ister as to whether the 12-month stay before the
Act will come into operation will affect contracts
people had entered into for billboard advertising.
What effect will it have on organisations such as
the Claremont Speedway, football clubs, sporting
organisations. and the like?

We are asking the Minister to give an indi-
cation of the way in which the Government will
interpret this clause. It does not do the Minister
or the Government any good to ignore Completely
the requests made by members of the Opposition.
We have a right to ask questions and the Govern-
ment has an obligation to answer them, yet the
Minister for Health has chosen to ignore all re-
quests made of him.

2858



[Tuesday, I I October 1983]185

In answer to a question raised by the member
for East Melville, the Government has indicated
the cost of its advertising programme in support
of this Bill to ban tobacco advertising has
amounted to $257 285, which is an extremely
large sum.

As we deal with the Bill clause by clause, we
shall be seeking information from the Minister as
to the ongoing level of expenditure of taxpayers'
money in this area. That is a reasonable request
as were the requests we have made up to date.
However, the Minister has chosen to ignore them.
I am enideavouring to place on record the repti-
tive requests we have made and the reasonable
nature in which we have made them. The Minis-
ter is ignoring us either as a result of the con-
tempt with which he holds the Parliament or be-
cause of his complete disregard for or lack or
understanding of his own legislation.

Mr Laurance: A temporary fit of pique.
Mr BLAI KI E: This debate has been in progress

for a considerable period, yet the Minister has
chosen to ignore completely all questions directed
to him.

I shall read part of the address made by the
Premier at the reconvening of the first session of
the Thirty-First Parliament a couple of months
ago, because it is germane to the argument I am
advancing now about the lack of co-operation of
this Minister which runs contrary to the under-
taking given by the Premier. The comment relates
specifically to the Minister refusing to answer the
questions we have asked him on a number of oc-
casions in relation to this clause.

At pageS8 of that speech the Premier said-
Let me conclude by saying that my

Government is committed to the persistence
of Parliament as a viable and vital
institution, rather than as a moribund rubber
stamp.

How hollow that now rings when one looks at the
Minister for Health and the way in which he has
ignored the questions asked of him in the Parlia-
ment and the manner in which he has treated the
Parliament with contempt.

Mr Hassell: He is nearly as bad as the Premier
at question time.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Premier went on to say-
The spirit in which we approach this Par-

liament is that we have no monopoly on wis-
dom. If our legislation is flawed or can be
improved, I hope members from both sides
will not hesitate to point out weaknesses and
possible improvements. Sensible proposals
put forward in a genuine spirit will never be

rejected by this Government simply because
they came from the other side of the House.

At the outset of this session, I offer mem-
bers opposite goodwill and co-operation,
trusting it will be returned.

Where is the co-operation tonight? Where is the
goodwill from this Minister who has repeatedly
ignored every reasonable request made of him?
The Minister is treating the Parliament and its
members with contempt. He has refused to
answer questions. He is obviously covering up,
either because he does not know his legislation--I
believe he does, because he claimed he wrote
it-or, far worse, he is treating members of the
Parliament with utter contempt.

The Government has had a tendency-this
Minister is continuing it tonight-to ride rough-
shod over Opposition members. Had members of
the public been here during question time this
evening they would have seen the farce created by
the Government and the way in which it now
treats Opposition members with contempt.

The Minister has refused to answer questions.
What is the Parliament all about? Members may
as well walk out, because the Government will
have its way. It is refusing to answer the questions
put to it.

Several members interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: It is all very well for the mem-

ber for Welshpool to make such comments. He
has been a Minister on previous occasions, but he
did not treat the Parliament in that way.

Mr Jamieson: I have never walked out of the
Parliament as you have.

Mr BLAIKIE: At least when the member for
Welshpool was a Minister, he handled the
questions asked of him and, indeed, he handled
himself very well. The member for Welshpool
should be ashamed of the way his colleague is
conducting himself. Again, I appeal to the Minis-
ter to show some respect for the Parliament and
answer the questions asked of him.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister continues to
disappoint by not answering questions asked of
him. We have put questions to him about how
people who have contracts, perhaps for advertis-
ing signs, will be placed after this one-year period,
and I now put another proposition to the Minister
for him to give some thought to it. Many pro-
motional signs, some of which are obtained on
lease, incorporate not just a message advertising a
particular business but also perhaps a Coke adver-
tisement or a tobacco company advertisement. It
would appear that under this clause these signs
would be outlawed.
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Most members would be aware that approvals
have to be granted by local authorities for signs to
be placed on buildings. I became aware of this in
an interesting way when I decided my electorate
office needed a sign. It was not to be on the build-
ing as such but in the form of a shingle-type sign
hanging from the building. 1 had the sign erected
and later found myself with a minor embarrass-
ment when the shire engineer came to my office
the next day and presented me with an
-application to hang the sign" form. I was sud-
denly made aware that one was not allowed just
to hang a sign on a building without the necessary
local authority approval. I apologised to (he focal
authority and duly put in my application, which
fortunately was approved. So, my sign is now
legal.

I mention that story to point out that it is the
responsibility of local government to provide ap-
provals for signs on buildings. I ask the Minister
to tell me whether this Bill will override the power
given to local authorities to provide these ap-
provals. If that is so, will it be necessary to re-
move the power from local authorities? Perhaps
the Minister for Local Government could interject
and indicate whether it will be necessary to
amend the Local Government Act. Certainly it
does impinge on his area of responsibility. Per-
haps the Minister for Health will consider this
matter and respond. The Bill indicates it will be
unlawful for a person to have a sign incorporating
a tobacco advertisement on a building a year after
the Bill is given assent by the Governor. Any per-
son with such a sign will offend under this pro-
posed Act. But that person will have received ap-
proval from the local authority.

Mr Bertram: What use will that be in the light
of this Bill?

Mr LAURANCE: I do not know. Will- this Bill
override the power of the Local Government Act?

Mr Bertram: What do you think?

Mr O'Connor: We want to know.
Mr LAURANCE: Was local government con-

sulted about the possible removal of its powers?
This Government has said it will give more power
to local government, but in this instance it is re-
moving power. In future, will the Minister for
Health give approval for signs or will local
authorities continue to give approval for signs
other than those containing advertising for tobac-
co products?

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The background
conversation has reached an excessive level.

Mr Bertram interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I am having diffi-
culty listening to the speaker and I am sure other
people who want to listen are also having diffi-
culty hearing him. Members should please keep
the background conversation to a more acceptable
level.

Mr LAURANCE: People who have received
the approval of their local authority to hang a
sign will have received a legal approval. Will this
Bill make that approval no longer apply? If that is
the case, have local authorities been advised that
this will be the position? Has the Government re-
ceived the agreement of local government for this
responsibility to be removed?

Mr Carr: The answer is not known to me at this
stage; it ls not something my department has con-
sidered.

Mr LAURANCE: I thank the Minister for his
interjection, and it does give weight to the argu-
ment we have been putting. I will ask local
authorities in my electorate whether they are
aware that in future it may no longer be appropri-
ate for them to give approval for certain signs to
be erected on buildings if those signs contain some
sort of tobacco advertising.

Mr Blaikie: Would the Minister explain
whether the Government will ensure the signs are
taken down or whether it will require the co-oper-
ation. of local authorities.

Mr LAURANCE: That is a good point. Pre-
sumably if local authorities have given approval
for a sign to be erected. that approval is now to be
overridden, so will it be the local authority which
has given the approval or will it be the person who
has had the sign erected who will be responsible
for having it taken down? The Minister should
give consideration to whether an amendment to
the Local Government Act is required.

Mr D. 1. Smith: What is required is for the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to give members
opposite a lesson in the law.

Mr Bertram: This is not a kindergarten.
Mr O'Connor: I am not sure.
Mr LAURANCE: It is very pleasing to see a

new member of Parliament helping the Minister;
1 am sure the member is embarrassed that his
Minister has been struck dumb. It is very good of
the member to make a contribution to the debate
on behalf of the Government. Apart from the.
interjection from the Minister for Local Govern-
ment and a couple from the member for
Welshpool, the member for Bunbury's contri-
bution is about the first we have had from the
Government side during this important Com-
mittee stage.
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The Minister for Local Government has indi-
cated he is not aware of the answer to my
question. Perhaps the Minister for Health will be
able 10 answer it. Certainly it would be entirely
appropriate for the Minister to seek leave of the
Committee to sit again to enable him to ascertain
the answer before we go on to further clauses.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is time the Minister came
clean and admitted the Bill is too complicated for
him and is beyond his understanding. This is obvi-
ously so from the way he has sat here tonight uin-
able or unprepared to give any details to the Par-
liament. The member for Vasse hit the nail on the
head when he said the Minister must have written
the Bill himself. If the Minister did so, it explains
why he cannot understand it.

The questions asked by members in this place
are important: they are important to people in
business, particularly the people involved in small
business. This Government is supposed to be a
Government concerned for small business people
but it has shown little concern for them. It is not
prepared to let small business people. local
authorities, this Parliament, or the community as
a whole know the Minister's feelings on how this
Bill will apply.

I have been in business, and I am aware of the
problems that confront business people. One prob-
lem relates to signs.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I draw the attention
of members to Standing Order No. 142. I will not
read it, but I will say that it relates to tedious rep-
etition by members in relation to their own
speeches or by members in relation to the argu-
ments already pursued by other members. I have
no intention to curtail the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in this speech;, I merely wish to point out to
members who wish to speak after the Leader of
the Opposition that there have now been 18
speeches on this clause, all of a similar nature,
and I believe we are very close to the reason for
Standing Order No. 142.

Mr O'CONNOR: I have not reflected on any-
thing mentioned by a previous speaker. I have
referred to my owning a business and to the Min-
ister's having written the Bill himself, which is
probably the reason for his not understanding it.

A person in business may sign up for a neon
sign to be maintained at his place of business, and
often the period of the contract is five or 1 0 years.
Any person who has entered into such a contract
in the last two or three years will be required to
continue with it for the full period of the contract.
What will happen in situations where the business
person cannot use the sign as a result of this legis-
lation? He will have to pay for it for a number of

years although it will have to be pulled down, and
that will send many small business people broke.
Those who have not been in business cannot
understand what this might cost the average indi-
vidual businessman.

The Minister should give the details to which
this Parliament is entitled. If he had done that
there would not have been tedious repetition, and
this clause would have been completed an hour
ago. It is a great pity he has sat here in the way
he has, unprepared to give details. Ttere are
times when we are entitled to know what is hap-
pening. If he cannot explain the clause he should
seek leave to sit again so that he can obtain advice
from his advisors and give us the information we
require.

Progress

Mr O'CONNOR: In order that the Minister
might seek advice, I move-

That the Chairman do now report progress
and ask leave to sit again.

Motion put and
lowing result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Mr Baseman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
M r Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Evans
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge

Ayes
Mr MeNee
Dr Dadour
Mr Coyne
Mr Spriggs
Mr Thompson
Mr Bradshaw

a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 17
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Tretliowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Noes 24
Mr .Jamieson
M r Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
M r Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
M rA. 0 . Taylor
"Mrl1. F. Taylor
M r Tray
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Noes

Mr Grill
Mr Bryce
Mr Read
Mr Davies
Mr Parker
Mr Tonkin

(Teller)

(Teller)

Motion thus negatived.

Committee Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: I want to take up the matter

of small business and the impact this legislation
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will have on it. I am sure the Minister has been
following the debate in the public arena. I refer to
letters to the editor of the various newspapers.
The Minister could not have failed to notice the
letter to the editor written by a service station
proprietor which I think appeared in yesterday's
The West Australian. That was an indictment of
his Government on the increased regulations that
will be imposed upon small business by these
measures.

I am not talking about just this measure, but it
is a good example with which to start. The person
writing chat letter indicated chat hope had been
held out by this Government when it was seeking
office that things would be simplified for small
business, that they wou ' d be able to cut away
some of the red tape and the demands made upon
them by Government regulations and legislation.
He was very upset to Aind that he had to learn a
whole new range of regulations to ensure that on
his service, station site he does not offend any of
those regulations by having signs and so on.

I have no doubt that he would be appreciative
or this clause which does provide a period of time
before he would have to comply with the require-
ments of the legislation; on the other hand, I do
not think he would be very impressed by the reac-
tion we had from the Minister tonight, in refusing
to give answers to my questions relating to cir-
cumstanccs which no doubt would be faced by
that service station proprietor and by other small
businessmen. If the Minister has read that letter,
it gives another reason that he should enter this
debate and give some assurances to these people
that these sorts of things are being considered and
taken into account by the Government.

It has been my intention to contact that service
station proprietor to let him know that here we
are raising the sort of issues that he has expressed
concern about in the media, and that the response
we got from the Government was complete
silence, a refusal to give any answers at all. This is
just not good enough. We have made the point re-
peatedly and I want to make the point again on
behalf of that member of the public, the small
businessman, who expressed his concern that here
we have a further set of rules and regulations with
which he will have to comply, or else break the
law. What do we see from a Government which
promised all sorts of things for small business at
the time of the recent election? Far from the
Government doing things for small businesses,
that sector of the community is now saddled with
more bureaucracy and their lives have been made
more difficult.

Tonight the Minister has not given any answers
as to the likely impact these measures will have

an small businesses. They would appreciate the
time that has been provided in the legislation, but
it does not really answer their other questions. 1
presume they could go to the tobacco companies
or write to the Minister and seek an answer. I ask
the Minister if he, perhaps by way of interjection,
could tell us what would be his reply if that small
businessman writes to him, as Minister for
Health, and says, "What happens about the signs
that we have that are illegal and for which I have
a lease arrangement which will not expire within
the one year period?" Will the Minister give me a
reply to that request?

Mr Blaikie: I think you had better ask again.

Mr LAURANCE: No answer was the stern
reply!

Mr O'Connor: You can see he is involved with
health; he is a dummy.

Mr LAURANCE: I have asked the question on
this person's behalf here in the Parliament at an
appropriate time during the Committee stage of
the Bill, and the Minister will not even answer by
way of interjection, but he is prepared to answer
written requests from members of the public and
small businessmen if they write to him and ask
the same sorts of questions which concern them
and which we have asked tonight. It would not
take a lot for the Minister to give some indication
or c- ':n just a nod of the head. I-e is struck dumb
on tnis occasion. Perhaps he could just nod.

Mr O'Connor: He might be asleep; do you
think he is?

Mr Blaikie: I think there is a flicker in the eye.
Mr LAURANCE: No, it looks as though rigor

mortis has set in. We need a doctor to help the
Minister for Health out of the Chamber!

Mr Blaikie: This would have to be one of the
most disgraceful acts of conduct by any Minister.

The CHAIRMAN: Order, the member for
Vasse!

Mr LAURANCE: We are becoming used to
being treated in this way. It is just not good
enough for members of Parliament or for the Par-
liament itself to be treated in this way. To
introduce some new material to the debate as the
Chairman requested, I raise the point mentioned
in the newspaper yesterday in a letter to the editor
by a small businessman about the impact on his
business of this legislation and the difficulties it'
will cause. As he said, it just heaps more regu-
lations upon all the other regulations that have
been imposed on him by a Government which
promised it would do something about those de-
mands on small business.
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What do we see here? Not only will the small
business sector be saddled with further regu-
lations, but also we cannot even get ant answer to
try to persuade some of the concerned small
businessmen about the impact of this legislation.
It is simply not good enough. We have given
ample opportunity to this Minister to give us some
answers. I am afraid I have used my three oc-
casions to talk on this clause; however, I am sure
other members will continue to press the Minister
because it is appropriate to do so. We see this as
the role of thc Opposition. The Minister should
answer our questions.

It is high time the Minister woke up to himself.
He was given a severe talking to by the Premier
during the last division. Perhaps we should have
another division and the Premier can use a big
stick to try to get him on his feet. It is disap-
pointing to think that the Premier, despite that
little bit of a jolly hurry-along, was not able to get
the Minister to respond. It is an indictment on the
Premier and the community that this Minister re-
fuses to respond even to requests of the Premier.
If we and the Premier cannot get answers from
him, who can?

Mr Blaikic: One or the most difficult areas of
implementation will be in the country, where
people have to remove signs that are painted on
their buildings. Who will do that, the Public
Health Department or local authorities?

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Vasse has made his three speeches.

Mr LAURANCE: It will be just that little bit
more difficult for people in the country than the
city. I have used the example of the city or sub-
urban service station proprietor, and I support
him and think the points he made were most ap-
propriate. I was trying to seek an answer from
this Minister. I was hoping he could give me the
answers here tonight. I ask him whether he will
respond to that person if he puts his queries i n
writing.

Mr Blaikie: You should direct your question to
the Minister for Local Government. He is a fairly
co-operative fellow.

Mr LAURANCE: He did interject last time.
That was the only response made by a Minister
although a backbencher responded earlier. It was
a serious response by the Minister for Local
Government, even though it was by way of
interjection, and I did not even ask that Minister
to enter into the debate. I just asked the Minister
for Health to give some indication by way of
interjection of what would be the impact on local
government.

Mr Blaikie: The other factor is, of course,
whether ibis will completely take away from local
government-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Vasse has had his three speeches. Will he please
stop interjecting.

Mr LAURANCE: They have been helpful to
me,' underlining and emphasising the difficulty we
are having with this Minister and the difficulty
that obviously the public will have.

The Minister pointed out how important this
action is to the community of Western Australia
and it would take very little more on his part to
enter into the debate in the spirit in which he is
supposed to in his position as a Minister of the
Crown. He has taken an oath to do the job and to
do it properly, without fear or favour, on behalf of
the citizens of this State. His first consideration in
carrying out that undertaking is to the Parlia-
ment. If he is not prepared to carry out that
undertaking for the Parliament he should not be
entrusted to that position.

When we next call for the opportunity to report
progress the Premier should take away the Minis-
ter's commission. It is the only thing the Minister
would understand. It is not a joke.

Mr Brian Burke: This sort of nonsense is mak-
ing a farce of Parliament.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I draw members' at-

tention to Standing Order No. 142 which relates
to the tedious repetition and it also says-

..a Member who persists in irrelevance or
tedious repetition, either of his own argu-
ments or of the arguments used by other
Members in debate ...

This part relates to me and reads-
... may direct him to discontinue his speech.

We have had 19 speeches on this matter and the
bulk of them have related to aspects which have
already been raised. I advise members who intend
to speak-I do not want to stop anyone from
speaking-that if they continue to relate to as-
pects which have already been raised and do not
raise new material, I will sit them down.

Mr RUSHTON: The Government has intro-
duced this legislation very hastily and without
working out the details. Evidence has shown that
this is what has taken place. We, as an Oppo-
sition, are entitled to know the details and to take
up matters with the Minister. This is what we
have been trying to do in the Committee stage.
We want to know how far the Government has
gone in its preparation in implementing the prac-
tical side of this legislation.
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I raised the questions relating to the Mrr and
Westrail. but I have not received any response
from the Minister.

We all know that this Minister was the person
who was most tenacious with his opposite number
tn our Government, the Minister for Health, who
was most courteous and gave a response on every
occasion. He was the previous member for
Scarborough.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The former member
for Scarborough has nothing to do with clause 2.

Mr RUSHTON: I was just saying that the situ-
ation is certainly different now.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! It is certainly differ-
enit, but it does not relate to the Bill.

Mr RUSHTON: I believe we should be pres-
ented with details as to what is to happen in re-
gard to the assent to this legislation. It is a serious
matter to many people who have a lot invested.
The information requested is of paramount im-
portance to us.

What has one to do to get this Minister on his
feet? There must be no detail available. Not one
interjection has been made about any query
raised. I believe we must accept that the Govern-
ment does not know what to do and that it has not
prepared anything further in regard to im-
plementing the Bill. Therefore, the public will
have to accept that at this lime there is nothing
that can be told to them and they will have to
await the Government's pleasure as to what it will
work out and that they must accept this legis-
lation on trust. If we were asked to do that and
were given reasons for accepting it on trust that
would be a different matter; but to have a dumb
Minister, or a Minister who is dumb-I am not
sure which-who is not willing to respond and tell
us frankly what the Bill is about is unacceptable,
and we should not proceed with the next clause.
One flicker of response from the Minister would
give us an opportunity to know the position, but at
the present time we have to accept it on trust, and
that is unsatisfactory.

Mr CLARKO: We are talking about time,
which is a temporal matter. Clause 2(2) states
that, "sections 4, 5, 6. and 7 shall come into oper-
ation on the day that is one year after the day on
which it is assented to by the Governor". The
Minister said earlier tonight that the Government
is anxious to be reasonable. I put it to him: Is it
reasonable that only sections 4, 5, 6 and 7 shall
not come into being? They concern the questions
of advertising, encouraging people to smoke and
things of that sort. All those matters are to be put
off for one year by a person who is opposed to
smoking, who considers that smoking is dangerous

to health and that advertising tobacco products is
evil.

The Government says that smoking is causing
hundreds of people to die and that we should ban
the advertising of it. The Government is prepared
to delay parts of the legislation for one year, yet
amazingly it will allow youths who are 16 and 17
years of age to buy tobacco products 90 days after
the legislation has been assented to. At present it
is illegal for anyone under the age of I8 years to
buy tobacco products. However, the Government
will not delay this part of the !egislation for one
year. It will rush hell-bent in to reduce the age at
which young people can smoke. I have never
beard of anything more incongruous. This legis-
lation purports to prevent young people from
smoking, but the 16-to-I 7-years age group is the
most critical time, a time when young people
change from having a casual cigarette to becom-
ing regular users of tobacco products.

I am amazed and flabbergasted that the
Government will allow 16 and 17-year-olds to buy
tobacco products from vending machines. The
Government is encouraging young people to
smoke by making it legal for them to smoke. The
Government will implement this part of the legis-
lation immediately, and it should at least be con-
sistent. This legislation will open the way for 16
and 17-year-olds. for the first time since 1916, to
purchase tobacco products.

Mr Bertram: Are you going to move an amend-
ment?

Mr CLARKO: The member would do well to
move an amendment. He has consistently ex-
pressed his opposition to tobacco products, and I
am surprised he has not spoken in the Committee
debate. All he is doing is opening his mouth while
sitting down, and saying that the solution to
people dying from the use of tobacco products is
to ban advertising. That is absolute nonsense. The
advertising of tobacco products has been banned
in the Soviet Union since the early years of this
century.

Mr Williams: Since 1917.
Mr CLARKO: There is no question but that

people there arc affected by smoking, but the
Government in its glorious smoke haze cannot see
that if it were genuine it would ban the use of
tobacco products. The good reason the Govern-
ment does not do that is that its members are hyp-
ocrites. The Government wants the extra $25
million a year it will get out of this to go into its
various nefarious socialistic schemes. The Govern-
ment is taking out $40 million and using it for
nefarious socialistic schemes. People in the gallery
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may hiss. I am told snakes and geese hiss and
neither are noted for their intelligence.

This Government will collect $40 million dirty
dollars from smokers in Western Australia. That
is the reason it is not prepared to go to the logical
conclusion and ban the use of tobacco products.
This Bill will give the Government millions of
extra dollars to use as it wishes. It does not care.
It has the choice of stopping people from dying
from smoke-induced disease, but it has decided to
put up a smokescreen and do nothing about the
root cause of the problem.

It is like the situation of a car with faulty
brakes being sold in Western Australia and caus-
ing most of the road deaths, and the Government
deciding to ban the advertising of the vehicle and
not do anything about ensuring the brakes are
fixed. Federal and State Governments collect $1
billion from tobacco excise and taxes; that is what
this Government wants to hang on to. Govern-
ments around Australia collect a total of $4
billion annually from tobacco products and al-
cohol. The Government does not want to give that
up. If it did, it would have to tax people in some
other way. The Government is not prepared to
face up to the core of the problem, which is to ban
the use of tobacco products.

All it is doing in clause 2 is saying "open
sesame" and giving an open invitation to young
men and women of 16 and 17 years to legally buy
tobacco products for almost the first time this
century.

Mr Blaikie: The Minister does not understand
his Bill.

Mr CLARKO: I absolutely reject the Govern-
ment's argument that it is concerned about young
people. The Government is not concerned about
anybody or it would ban the use of tobacco prod-
ucts. With a stroke of the pen, as well as holding
off sections 4 to 7 for one year after the day of as-
sent, the Government could have held off sections
8 and 9 and maintained the present situation
whereby a person cannot sell tobacco products to
anyone under 18 years of age. This clause is an
example of many others in the Bill where the
Government has used a bulldozer when it could
have used a small garden hoe.

Mr HASSELL: This really is a farce and a dis-
grace. The Government 'should be ashamed of
itself for what it is doing.

Mr Mclver- You have been a disgrace yourself
lately.

Mr HASSELL: We have a very serious Bill be-
fore us. People in the community are concerned
about this Bill in more than one respect. There
are those who are concerned about the impact it

will have in a number of areas, and there are
those who strongly support the legislation. Those
people are represented in this Chamber tonight in
the gallery-an unusually full gallery-and they
came to see a proper debate because they are
interested in the Bill. Parliament has an obli-
gation to debate it properly, and we in Opposition
are prepared to do that.

The Opposition took this Bill sufficiently
seriously as to give our members a free vote, so
they would not be locked into any party line as
the Government has done with its members.
Members on our side can choose independently of
any party decision the position they will take.
Some of our members are opposed to the whole of
the Bill, and some support it. Others have indi-
cated they will support parts of the Bill, and have
approached it in that way. They look at it on its
merits, clause by clause. It is traditional in the
Committee stage of a Bill for the provisions of the
Bill to be looked at on their merits, clause by
clause. Yet it is traditional also for the Minister
to respond to the points raised, whatever he thinks
of them-good, bad, weak, indifferent, important,
serious or flippant-and to give the Chamber the
respect it deserves.

What does the Minister propose to do with the
rest of the Bill? He has sat there for an hour and
a half and said nothing in relation to the points
raised. This is the opening clause and it has been
used as a vehicle for a general debate on some of
the broader issues and the Minister should have
replied as Ministers traditionally have done
through the ages.

The Minister has available to him all the re-
sources he needs. He has advice and officers, and
Committee notes. He has the people who drafted
the legislation for him: he claimed to have drafted
it himself, but I am sure it was drafted by the
Crown Law Department. He has all the resources
he needs to deal with the points raised;, whether
he thinks they are good or bad does not matter.
His obligation is to reply and he has not done so.
He has treated the Chamber with discourtesy and
contempt and he has treated the people who have
come to listen to serious debate with complete dis-
regard.

What is the Government trying to do? It is a
measure of :the extent of its arrogance that the
Minister can sit there as though everything said to
him can be ignored and everything he and the
Government want to say is SO important it can be
put forward without any response to counter ar-
guments. This really is the height of the arro-
gance we have seen in this Government since it
came to power. It has been evident in its
treatment of the Chamber at question time. in re-
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lation to various pieces of legislation, and in the
introduction of business, which is being done in-
creasingly without notice or the courtesy or advice
to the Opposition.

We anticipated the debate on the Committee
stage of this Bill would be completed within a
couple of hours, instead of which we have spent
nearly that whole time on this clause. It is not be-
cause the Opposition has sought to obstruct or
delay: it is because the Minister responsible for
the Bill will not respond and extend to us the
courtesy we are due. He will not treat this
Chamber in any way other than with total con-
tempt.

What is the Minister going to do with the rest
of the clauses? Are we to sit here for hours on end
during the night and tomorrow, going through the
clauses in the laborious, tedious, repetitious way
we have been forced to adopt on this clause be-
cause the Minister will not do his duty? What is
wrong with the Minister? Why will he not tell the
Chamber what he intends to do and whether he
will give answers to questions raised on the other
clauses? Is he so self-satisfied and arrogant that
he believes that his is the only point of view, as
the Premier thought when he spoke in the second
reading debate and accused everybody who did
not agree with him of lacking in morality?

If Parliament is not to be a farce it has to de-
bate its legislation and deal with it fairly and
properly even though there may be disagreement
and the Minister may think other members are
silly and wrong; even if the Minister thinks the
points being raised are frivolous, that the argu-
ments are tedious, or he is tired or wants to go
home. The Government must do its job. This is
the Minister's legislation; he has sought approval
of Cabinet and Caucus to bring it forward. HeI
has had battles to Fight on behalf of this legis-
lation. The Minister went to the Ministers' coun-
cil in the Eastern States and did not win its sup-
port. He has had trouble in his own Caucus and
Cabinet and many people in the community are
concerned with aspects of this Bill, although they
concede the Minister is genuine in bringing it for-
ward and attempting to deal with a health prob-
lem.

People in the community have views about this
Bill which are also perfectly genuine even though
they do not agree with the Minister; yet in the de-
bate in this Chamber, where representatives of
the different points of view are seeking to put for-
ward those points of view, the Minister will not
reply to questions asked. There is nothing we can
do to force him to reply except to keep putting the
points to him and to the Chamber. It is a sad day
for the Parliament when members of the public

are prepared to come here late in the evening to
listen to debate on important legislation and that
debate is being totally stultified and thwarted by
the sheer bloody-minded arrogance of the Minis-
ter. He should now give some answers, which is
all we have asked of him for the last two hours.

Mr MacKINNON: Last time I spoke I
referred to 5257 000 that the Government has
spent in, I think, three weeks trying to whip up
support for its campaign, to encourage the com-
munity to approach members of Parliament to
represent their viewpoint to us and ask members
to debate the issue in Parliament. It would appear
that the Government's purpose in spending that
money was no more that a political one otherwise
the Minister would be here this evening
participating in a reasoned debate of reasonable
length. If he were a responsible Minister for
Health he would be aware of many alternative
uses for the money, including health education,
improvements or increases in hospital staffing,
and improvements in hospital facilities to help the
people for whom he so often expresses concern.

For three weeks the Government has been
wasting taxpayers' money urging people in the
community to contact members and request their
participation in this debate. We are participating
in the debate; but, as all members are aware, it is
a one-sided affair. Why is it a one-sided affair? I
put it to members that the plan is patently clear.
The plan was spelt out this afternoon at question
time when the Premier arranged his stooges to ask
him several Dorothy Dix questions. What was the
basis of those questions, one of which related to
this legislation? The basis of those questions was
to enable the Premier to launch a vitriolic attack
on members of the Legislative Council accusing
them of using their numbers to block legis-
lation-members of Parliament who have been
democratically elected.

The Premier cannot have it both ways. He ac-
cuses members of the Legislative Council of using
their numbers blatantly, yet sits in his office this
evening, has his Minister for Health not
participating in any debate, and blatantly uses his
numbers to completely steamroll through legis-
lation without any debate. There is no doubt when
the legislation reaches the Legislative Council
members on this side will approach the legislation
as we have done on the basis of examination of
facts presented to them. It will be interesting to
see whether the Government is prepared to debate
the legislation. If it is not-and I would think it
will be consistent and will not debate the details
in Committee-the plan becomes even clearer.
The plan is to try to hurry this legislation through
the Chambr-and any other legislation that may
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meet some resistance in the Legislative Coun-
cil-in an effort to embarrass members who are
opposed to the Bill and through some devious
scheme claim this Parliament is frustrating the
business of the Government-

Mr Clarke: Do you think it is significant that
the Minister has left his seat?

Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: It is quite clear what the

Government is about. It is not sincere in its desire
to do anything about cigarette smoking, otherwise
it would be debating the legislation. It is cndeav-
ouring somehow or other to bring pressure on the
members of the Legislative Council for its own
political ends. We advise members opposite we
will continue to approach the debate in this
Chamber in a reasoned and reasonable manner
and we ask the Government to do the same.

Clause put and a division taken with the follow-
ing result-

Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bcrtram
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Dr Dadour
Mr Evans
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikic
M r Cla rko
Mr Court
Mr Hasseti
M r Peter Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes
M r G rill
Mr Bryce
Mr Read
Mr Davies
Mr Parker
Mr Tonkin

Clause thus passed.

Ayes 24
Mr Jamieson
M r Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
M r Pearce
"MrD. L.Smith
M r P.-i. Smith
Mr A. D. Taylor
M r 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tray
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
M r Gordon H ill

Noes 14
Mr Mensaros
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Trcthowan
Mr Wat
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr MeNee
Mr Tubby
Mr Coyne
Mr Spriggs
Mr Thompson
Mr Bradshaw

(Teller)

(Teller)

Clause 3: interpretation-
The C HA IR M AN: A mendments appea r on the

Notice Paper which relate to page 4, after line 24.
If a member wishes to speak on any section of
clause 3 prior to that stage, he should speak be-
fore the Minister.

Mr WILLIAMS: This clause is the
interpretation clause, and there are some aspects
which concern me; for instance, the interpretation

of the words "exempt newspaper". It would ap-
pear that the interpretation discriminates against
Western Australian publications. I take it that
publications coming into Western Australia can
advertise tobacco and cigarettes, but newspapers
and periodicals produced in this State are not al-
lowed to do so. This is detrimental in our own
publications and it is obviously unfair.

Then we turn to paragraph (b), which states in
part-

... persons as an incident of the supply or
distribution..

That needs clarification from the Minister. On his
past performance I do not know whether we will
get this clarification. I take it that a newsagent
cannot deliver an Eastern States newspaper which
contains cigarette or tobacco advertising at the
same time as he delivers a local newspaper. Many
of us get The West Australian together with The
Australian and The Bulletin, and this provision
would mean that the newsagent must make two
separate deliveries. That is the way it is
interpreted in the Bill and it is quite unfair. All
this will do, as we see it, is to increase the cost to
the small businessman once again.

We are concerned about the words "to publish"
in line 13 on page 3. Here it is intended to pro-
hibit the advertising of cigarettes and tobacco,
and the interpretation reads as follows-

(a) through the medium of-
(i) any notice, circular, pamphlet, bro-

chure, programme, price list, label,
wrapper or other document;

(i i) any poster, placard, notice, or other
documents affixed, posted up, or
displayed on any wall, billboard, or
hoarding, or on any other object or
thing:,

(b) through any medium involving the pro-
duction or transmission of sound or light
or any other signal or device from which
any sound or visual image may be de-
rived; or

(c) in any other manner whatsoever,
Paragraph (c) concerns me. This is the most

diabolical feature of this legislation which gives
the Minister immense powers. It is censorship at
its worst, and will deprive people of the right to
read. The most important thing of all is that it
discriminates against any periodical which dares
to print a tobacco advertisement. Advertisements
cannot be printed. Reference is made to television
and radio stations. Those come under the Federal
Act and should not be referred to in this Bill.
Smoking accessories also concern us. What is
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meant by smoking accessories, and how far will
the Minister go? These questions need to be
answered by the Minister. My comments are brief
because the hour is getting rather late, but these
are the things in this interpretation clause which
concern us on this side of' the Chamber. I would
simply ask the Minister in all decency to try to
answer those questions.

Mr HODGE: The member for Clontarf said it
was discriminatory for an Eastern States news-
paper or magazine to come into this State
carrying tobacco advertising when a locally pro-
duced newspaper could not carry those same ad-
vertisements. That is a fact, and no-one has
sought to deny it. In fact I probably included a
reference to it in my second reading speech. Obvi-
ously it is not within the power of the State
Government to prohibit newspapers from other
States carrying cigarette advertisements. We are
confident, of course, that once this legislation be-
comes law it will be only a matter of time before
the domino effect comes into play and other
States enact similar legislation. I understand the
South Australian Government has said legislation
which was debated in that Parliament recently
will become law when three other States enact
similar legislation. Tasmania is currently con-
sidering it. I understand the Australian Capital
Territory is looking at similar legislation. So when
the Western Australian Parliament passes this
legislation it will act as a powerful incentive on
these other States to pursue this matter vigor-
ously. It is my prediction that probably within I8
months to two years most Australian States will
have enacted very similar legislation. But it is true
that for the time being newspapers printed in this
State are discriminated against to some degree by
comparison with Eastern States' newspapers
coming into Western Australia.

That is the situation also in other countries of
the world which have enacted similar legislation.
Norway, for instance, has not attempted, nor is it
able, to prohibit newspapers and magazines from
other European countries and neighbours. Never-
theless this has not detracted from the effective-
ness of the antismoking campaign in Norway. As
I said earlier in the second reading debate,
Norway has had great Success.

The member raised a point that if some publi-
cation were delivered at the same time as another
newspaper printed locally, the newsagent would
have to make two runs. This was debated at great
length when the Bill of the member for Subiaco
came before Parliament. Everybody was fairly
clear what the position was. That prohibition
would apply only if the publication printed out-
side the State was printed exclusively to carry

tobacco advertisements in order to get around this
legislation. If it was a bona ide, genuine news-
paper, printed and distributed in every other
State, there would be no problem, it could be dis-
tributed. But if the object was to get around the
provision of this Bill by producing a special publi-
cation solely for the purpose of promoting tobac-
co, if it was printed in another State and distrib-
uted with another newspaper, that would be a
breach of the Act.

The member referred to the excessive power of
the Minister and quoted a part of the clause
which referred to the fact that it would be illegal
to have cigarette and tobacco advertisements at
drive-in and movie theatres, projected on screens,
and so on.

I do not see anything remarkable or unreason-
able about that. The Government's stated aim is
to bring about a prohibition of tobacco advertising
and promotion. It would be illogical if we
exempted drive-in theatres or other forms of
audiovisual displays from that prohibition, so
there is no mystery as to why that was included.

Mr CLARKO: I refer to that part of clause 3
which defines the words "to publish". Dr
Goebbels would have been proud of this defi-
nition. I take "any section of the public" to mean
any one person. If "any other means" is not open-
ended enough, it then goes through sub-
paragraphs (a) to (c) with further elaboration. Fi-
nally, in subparagraph (c), just to make sure it
has copped everybody, it says, "in any other man-
ner whatsoever".

In future, when two workmen are together
using noisy machinery and are a bit tired and
need a break after they have been working for a
couple of hours, if one of them gives his workmate
a nudge because of the noise, puts an imaginary
cigarette in his mouth and puffs something into
the air in an imaginary way, that evil person will
be guilty of an offence under this legislation.
What absolute nonsense! However, that is what
"to publish" means according to this definition. If
one communicates with any section of the pub-
lic-that is what that man would do to his
workmate-there is no question that that is
against the law. He could write a little note to
him saying, "Let's have a break for a cigarette",
"Let's have a Marlboro", or something like that.
Worse than that, it is a tremendous sin if he gives
his mate a nudge and goes through the actions of
smoking an imaginary cigarette.

This measure has very excessive fines attached
to it. For a first offence, a person could be fined
S1 000. One could be involved in a drink-driving
charge, and perhaps even kRill somebody, and re-
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ceive a. penalty less than the SI 000 that will
apply under this legislation. This Goebbels-like
action will stop a couple of Western Australian
workmates from saying, "Let's break off and have
a cigarette".

Mr Bertram: Where does it say that?
Mr CLARKO0: 1 have already indicated that;,

but the member for Balcatta. is in too much of a
smoke haze to bear what I said. He can read what
I said i Hansard, but I doubt whether he will
understand it.

These two men will not be able to nudge each
other and make signs about smoking cigarettes;
but when they go to the lunch room they will be
able to watch television actors smoking, as long as
the production comes from some other State of
Australia, which is likely. They will be able to
watch a film in which other people smoke; they
will be able to listen to a radio programme in
which an actor says, "Would you like a
Marlboro?"; they will be able to read novels in
which people offer cigarettes to each other; and
they will be able to watch cricket at the
Melbourne Cricket Ground and see signs advertis-
ing cigarettes on the perimeter of the ground. Of
course, that cricket will not be played in Western
Australia any more, because of the Government's
action.

I draw the attention of members to the defi-
nition of "to publish". The Government has tried
to catch everybody, coming and going. It has tried
to eliminate everything in regard to people using
tobacco products.

Points of Order

Mr HODGE: I have an amendment on the No-
tice Paper. I rose earlier for the call-

Mr Clarko: We are not ready to get to that yet.
Mr HODGE: It seems to me I should have

moved the amendment before we had this debate.
Mr Clarko: That is against the practice of the

Chamber.
The CHAIRMAN: An amendment appears on

the Notice Paper in the name of the Minister for
Health. I should have said at the beginning of this
debate that if any member had an amendment to
move to the part of the clause prior to that
covered by the Minister for Health's amendment,
he should move it.

It is appropriate for the Minister for Health to
move his amendment now, but that does not pre-
clude any member from speaking to the amend-
ment and then to the amended clause, if necess-
ary.

Mr BLAIKIE: You have indicated that you are
prepared to allow the amendment to be moved by
the Minister. You then said that that would en-
able members of the Committee to speak to the
amendment moved by the Minister and, if that
was carried, members could speak to the clause as
amended. It could well be that members may wish
to discuss other matters prior to the Minister's
moving his amendment.

Is it to be your undertaking that members
should speak to the clause prior to the Minister's
moving his amendment? It may well restrict other
members from making comments important to
the Bill at this stage.

The CHAIRMAN: As I have said, the situ-
ation is that if the Minister moves his amendment
to the part of clause 3 which immediately follows
line 24, all members will be entitled to debate the
Minister's amendment. They will then be entitled
to debate the clause as amended, which places
them in the position for which you have asked.
The part of clause 3 immediately before line 24
will not have been changd, and it could still be
discussed in exactly the same context as it may be
discussed now. However, after the Minister moves
his amendment, a member may not move an
amendment to any part of clause 3 prior to line
24. I ask again whether any member wishes to
move an amendment to the part of clause 3 prior
to that amendment foreshadowed by the Minister
for Health.

Mr CLARKO: As you know, Sir, I was the
Chairman of Committees from 1977 to 1982. 1
tended, as I know you have done, to interpret the
Standing Orders for the greater benefit and bet-
terment of the Chamber. In regard to clauses con-
taining interpretations, I dealt with them in the
sense that each interpretation is the equivalent of
a clause.

Your first decision was the better one, if I may
say so. You sought to hold back the Minister until
we had developed the arguments about each
interpretation prior to the point at which he would
move the amendment to page 4, line 24. Then the
only way a member could return to the earlier
interpretations would be if the Minister's amend-
ment impinged on them in some way. If it im-
pinged on them and gave them a new line of
thought, it would be logical to go back and deal
with them.

It is better to deal with the interpretations
seriatim so that we do not have the problem of
backtracking; otherwise a member could want to
deal with exempt newspapers in half an hour's
time.
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I suggest you would prefer that not to happen. I
suggest you would prefer us to go through the
interpretations in the way I have outlined. If you
accept my point of view, perhaps you will encour-
age members to speak now about those
interpretations prior to the one which the Minis-
ter seeks to insert.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Having considered
the points of order, I have decided to allow mem-
bers of the Opposition to continue the debate on
clause 3 and while my original ruling, in the
strictest form, was correct, it may well be that the
development of the debate leads to the possibility
of an amendment prior to that of which notice has
been given by the Minister for Health. Therefore,
in view of the points of order and in view of that
fact, I intend to allow debate to continue at this
stage on the parts of the clause prior to the
amendment about to be moved by the Minister.

Committee Resumed

Mr COURT: I shall cover a couple of points,
the first of which relates to newspapers. As the
Minister is aware, during my speech on the sec-
ond reading I referred to the fact that,' in the
morning, one reads The West Australian and The
Australian. I believe both those papers are printed
in Perth. Previously The Australian was printed in
the Eastern States and flown into Perth.

If it is desired to get around this legislation and
carry cigarette advertising in The Australian, the
company could revert to its previous practice and
have the paper printed in the Eastern States and
flown to Perth. Some disadvantages arc associated
with that; for example, procedure. The paper
would not be printed here and it would arrive
later than it does now. I believe it used to arrive
here about the same time as The Australian
Financial Review-about lunchtime-whereas
now it is delivered with The West Australian. The
Australian is a popular newspaper in Perth and its
late arrival would be just one of the problems
which would be created.

Secondly. I refer to the fact that we are dealing
with interpretation here and two previous
speakers mentioned the very wide definition of the
words "to publish'> In the advertising business,
the interpretation of what is allowable advertising
can be difficult and the advertising people have a
voluntary organisation called the Advertising
Standards Council which establishes some sorts of
standards for the type of advertising allowed in
the different mediums.

However, this Government is not capable of
even meeting those voluntary standards. The
Government is telling us that cigarettes cannot be

advertised and yet, in its own advertising, it is not
capable of meeting the voluntary standards laid
down. I refer here to the campaign the Govern-
ment has been running where children are used in
advertisements designed to "give kids a chance".

The Government must realise these advertise-
ments certainly do not meet the standards which
the advertising industry has set. The parents of
the children who appear in these advertisements
should have given their permission before the chil-
dren were involved. However, that permission has
not been obtained, and that is an absolute dis-
grace.

The Government should remove these adver-
tisements from the media, including newspaper
and television, straightaway and it should apolo-
gise to the parents for using their children in that
fashion. The Government should not again resort
to this cheap trick.

Mr Watt: Last night I visited some friends
whose child was forced into one of those situations
and they were most upset about it.

Mr COURT: This has caused a great deal of
concern among parents and the Government is
trying to tell us what should be advertised, the
standards that should be adopted, and the defi-
nitions as to what will be allowed. The advertise-
menit I am holding depicts grade two students of a
metropolitan school. I shall read what one of the
mothers had to say.

Mr Blaikie: I wonder what the Minister for
Education has to say about that.

Mr Pearce: No-one has complained about it.
That shows how sincere your members are, be-
cause no complaint has been made about it.

Mr COURT: That advertisement appeared on
Friday and it was repeated again at the weekend.
It is Tuesday today and I can assure the Minister
that many complaints have been made and I shall
be making a formal complaint to him as Minister
for Education.

I shall read what one of the mothers had to say
when she rang me yesterday. Although she feels
that what the Government is trying to do-that is,
stop children starting to smoke-is a good cause,
she believes that to try to achieve that by using
advertising in this way is not on. It is against our
rights, etc. She was infuriated-

PointI of Order

Mr PEARCE: I seek the tabling of !his docu-
ment when the member has finished his speech.

Mr Peter Jones: Come on!

Several members interjicted.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr 1. F.
Taylor): Order! I ask the member for Nedlands to
table, that document at the conclusion of his
speech.

Committee Resumed

Mr COURT: I ask the Minister not to reveal
the person's name because it was a confidential
phone call to me and I think that is a reasonable
request-or will that person be intimidated?

Mr MacKinnon: Probably.
Mr Pearce: Nobody has ever been intimidated

for making a complaint to me about the education
system. Nevertheless, I would question the sin-
cerity of any person who made a complaint of this
type to someone other than the Minister involved
and whose name cannot be used.

Mr COURT: She can ring me as her member,
can she not'?

Mr Pearce: That is right; but if you cannot pass
on her name to me, I would be a bit suspicious
about it.

Mr Clarko: There is a difference between pass-
ing it on to you, and your publishing it; that is
what he is saying.

Mr Pearce: I would not publish it.
Mr COURT: That is reasonable, is it not?

Mr Pearce: That is reasonable.
Mr COURT: This mother felt infuriated that

her child should be used. A child from grade two
would not even know what the fuss was about, so
why use the child in this way? The Mother is a
school teacher and she objected to the Govern-
ment's using school children and the education
system to press its point.

I bring it to the Minister's attention that, under
the advertising standards, before the Government
may use those children in that way, it must obtain
in writing the permission of the parents of each of
those children. We have seen page after page of
these advertisements in the newspapers. There are
27 children in that advertisement and it would
probably take weeks to obtain the permission of
all the parents and organise the advertisement;
but if the Government wants to use children i n its
advertisements, that is the, process it should fol-
low.

Mr Laurance: Is the ad illegal?
Mr COURT: It is a voluntary code, and we

might find it is illegal. We do not think children
can be used without their parents' permission.

Mr Bertram: What Act do you rely on for that?
Mr MacKinnon: He said, "I think".

Mr Blaikie: It would be good sense and good
decency.

Mr COURT: The interesting thing is that the
Government has spent $250 000 in three weeks on
the advertising campaign run by its advertising
agency, Odgers Advertising Pty. Ltd. This adver-
tising agency should know better than to conduct
a campaign in this way. The Government does not
seem to worry about this basic principle. it
certainly has not protected these children.

I have a somewhat embarrassing problem in
that when I was home this evening talking about
this use of children by the Government in its ad-
vertising campaign without their parents' per-
mission,' I was informed by one of my family that
he was in a television ad, having been bussed to
WAIT and filmed doing whatever the kids were
doing for the ad. I do not like one of my own chil-
dren being used in a Labor Party advertising cam-
paign. I was certainly not asked for my permission
and I certainly would not have given my per-
mission for this Government to use one of my
children in its advertisement.

Mr Bertram: You don't mind their being bom-
barded by the drug pushers.

Mr Clarko: Why don't you ban the smoking of
tobacco, if you are genuine?

Mr COURT: In an effort to get its message
across about banning cigarette advertising, this
Government has stooped to the lowest level poss-
ible. When someone in show business is at the end
of his career, the tendency is for him to bring the
children on stage in order to get a bit of sym-
pathy, because everyone likes children, and this
seems to allow the act to continue for a while
longer. This Government has stooped so low as to
use children of three or four years of age, singu-
larly or by the classroom, in its advertising cam-
paign.

I call on the Government to remove those ads
immediately, both from the Press and from the
television, and to apologise to the parents
involved.

Mr MacKinnon: And to the people of Western
Australia generally.

Mr COURT: This is a very serious matter.
Earlier I was asked to table this paper, but I do
not want the school teacher involved to receive
any retaliation.

Mr Pearce: If that is just a record of a phone
conversation, I withdraw my request.

Mr MacKinnon: At least we have one reason-
able Minister.

Mr Bertram: Did you explain to the lady that
you are opposing the Bill?
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Mr COURT: I explained my position at the
second reading stage. I very clearly explain my
position to anyone who contacts me. The point I
am making now is the totally unethical advertis-
ing campaign to which this Government has re-
sqrted.

Mr Mclver: To save lives.
Mr COURT: This person supports the Govern-

ment's Bill to ban cigarette advertising, but does
not support the use of her child in the Govern-
ment's advertising campaign.

I am told these ads took three days to put
together last week and they have now appeared in
the papers. However, it would take a good two
weeks at least to get the permission of all the
parents. I am sure the Minister for Education will
do something about this when he realises what
has happened.

Mr Williams: Were the children paid?
Mr COURT: An interesting point. When the

organisers of the "Keep Australia Beautiful"
campaign were arranging their ads and using chil-
dren, they got the written permission of all the
parents involved. I understand also that they had
to pay something to an organisation. Perhaps this
is something the Minister should consider.

Mr Mclver: When you were in Government
you would have used your mother-in-law's return
fare to achieve your aims. You have very short
memories.

Mr COURT: The Minister should not deni-
grate mothers-in-law; what his Government is
doing now with children is bad enough. I am ab-
solutely ashamed to see the depths to which this
Government has stooped to get its political mess-
age across.

Mr CLARKO: I refer to the interpretati on "to
publish", which includes "to communicate to the
public". I have already referred to this as being
Goebbelsian in that it tries to take out every con-
cept of the idea of smoking.

I want to refer now, in a way similar to that of
the member for Nedlands, to what I heard this
morning on the "Satler File", when Howard
Sater spoke to Noel Carter, the South
Fremantle footballer.

Mr Mclver: A good Liberal.
Mr CLARKO: I do not know, but that is

irrelevant because we are not talking about
whether people are Liberal or Labor supporters;
we are talking about publishing matter relating to
smoking. Noel Carter said this morning that he
had been deceived. He said on the radio this
morning that the advertisement which appeared
in the Press was not what he thought it would be.

He very clearly indicated that he would be com-
municating with the advertising agency and ex-
pressing his annoyance, and irritation, about the
words associated with his photograph which
formed one of the many Government advertise-
ments in today's Press.

Mr MacKinnon: Deceiving adults as well as
children.

Mr CLARKO: I ask the Minister for Health to
use the huge propaganda machine this Govern-
menit set up earlier this year, which enables it to
record every blink that takes place in any part of
the media in this State. to play back the Sattler
report of today and listen to what Noel Carter
said and then contact the Government's advertis-
ing agency to inform the people there that, in
future, there should be no deception, and no falsi-
fication of the position of any person being used
in the Government's advertising programme.

If the Minister puts my comments in with the
comments of the member for Nedlands, who
spoke about small children being used in the
Government's advertisements, remembering that
Noel Carter says he is not a smoker himself and
would prefer there to be less smoking, but objects
to the advertisement with which he was associated
and which appeared in this morning's Press, the
Minister will see there is a very serious and grave
responsibility on the Government to make sure
the people it is using are not being hoaxed.

Mr BERTRAM: It is extraordinarily disap-
pointing to find a member of this Parliament get
so upset and uptight about a particular facet of
advertising and yet be supportive of a mode of ad-
vertising practised by tobacco companies. One
does not object to the concern expressed by the
mother of whom the member for Nedlands spoke,
but one can just imagine her attitude.

She has indicated to the member for Nedlands
that she supports the Bill, and obviously that is
the main issue. However, the member ignored the
mother's attitude and spent time attacking the
Government over a matter of ever so much less
importance. He is one of those people who is
always in favour of voluntary codes in respect of
advertising.

Mr MacKinnon: Don't you think Governments
should comply with voluntary codes?

Mr BERTRAM: I do not see why they should
not. The member for Nedlands said that some of-
fence occurred, but he did not identify it. I asked
him to identify it, but as is customary for that
member when he is asked for particulars, he
failed to identify the offence.

Mr MacKinnon: He was quite specific.
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Mr BERTRAM: The situation was quite to the
contrary. If he alleges that some offence occurred,
he should be able to identify the offence when
asked. In this case he did not, If the offence came
under a regulation Or Statute, something could
have been done. It is well to remember that there
is virtue in codes not being voluntary, but in their
being embodied in regulations or in a Statute.

I know nothing about the Satier report so I
cannot comment on it. I can say that the member
for Karrinyup merely waffled on about the defi-
nition of the term "to publish". In fact, the defi-
nition is extraordinarily simple, and does not call
for comment.

Mr Clarko: Then don't comment.
Mr BERTRAM: The member will find that I

will not. The definition is merely for the purpose
of understanding the term when it is used later in
the Bill.

Mr HODGE: The member for Karrinyup made
a point some time ago by painting a picture of two
workmen communicating with each other in a
noisy environment, and one of them indicating to
the other that he intended to knock off work to
smoke a cigarette. Really, it was a nonsense argu-
ment. If he reads the Bill he will realise that what
he said is utter nonsense.

Mr Clarko: Clause 5 says that he would be
committing an offence.

Mr Tonkin: Do you know that he is busily mus-
tering numbers for a leadership challenge?

Mr HODGE: That may be why he has not read
the Bill; he is too busy counting the numbers. It is
obvious that for any offence to be committed by
someone, he must be in the business of promoting
the sale or consumption of tobacco products.

Mr Clarko: That's not true.
Mr HODGE: The member for Karrinyup

stretched the bounds of our imaginations.'
Mr Clarko: If you entice a person to smoke,

you will commit an offence.
Mr H-ODGE: The member for Nedlands raised

a point about The Australian being printed in
Western Australia. He said that if that publisher
was likely to be disadvantaged by printing the
newspaper in this State, it would have the paper
printed in the east and flown to We-stern Aus-
tralia. I suppose what he says is possible, because
if a newspaper is printed in Western Australia,' it
will not be able to carry cigarette advertisements;
however, I doubt very much that a reputable
major newspaper company, such as the company
which publishes The Australian, would seek to
thwart the provisions of this Bill or seek to
frustrate the intentions of the Western Australian

Parliament by printing its newspapers in another
State when it could easily print those newspapers
in this State, merely to try to get around this Par-
liament's wishes that cigarette advertising be
banned in this State. The member really did
stretch the bounds of our imaginations to the
limit.

Mention was made of the tobacco lobby's com-
plaint to the Advertising Standards Council about
this Government's advertisements. I received a
telex from the Secretary of the Advertising Stan-
dards Council, which asked us to comment on the
allegations made. We will comment, even though
we are not required to do so as the council is a
voluntary Organisation with no statutory power.
The tobacco lobby was pretty cheeky to complain
about the standard of the Government's advertise-
ments when the lobby has been responsible for the
most misleading and untruthful advertisements I
have ever seen.

Mr MacKinnon: Why don't you complain?
Mr HODGE: I might. In most cases the claims

by the lobby are completely untrue, and those
which are not are a misrepresentation of the pro-
visions of the Bill.

Mr Peter Jones: Give us an example. Where are
they wrong?

Mr MacKinnon: One example.
Mr HODGE: The claim by way of a radio ad-

vertisement is that people will be gaoled for wear-
ing certain articles of clothing. That is not true;
the Bill does not say that. I ask members opposite
to show me where there is in the Bill a penalty of
imprisonment for any offence. I would be
interested to see such a penalty. The advertise-
ments have suggested that The Bulletin and other
weekly magazines in Australia will not be able to
be sold in this State, but that is not true.

The member for Nedlands spoke as though the
Advertising Standards Council sat to adjudicate
on this issue and decided that the allegations
made against this Government were upheld. In
fact, it has not yet sat to hear the case.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you admitting that per-
mission was not obtained?

Mr HODGE: I will get to that point in a mo-
ment. The council has not even heard our side of
the story, and for the member for Nedlands to
suggest that somehow or other we have been con-
victed by that body, is quite untrue.

He feigned outrage about the use of certain
children in our advertisements. Certainly I have
received no complaints, and the member for
Nedlands has not complained to me about this
matter. No other members and no parents have
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complained to me about it, and if a complaint is
made by a member or parent. I will have it
thoroughfly investigated.

We have employed a professional advertising
agent to conduct the campaign. I understand that
Mr Odgers is a fully accredited advertising agent,
who would be well aware of the standards im-
posed by the Advertising Standards Council. I
have every confidence in his being aware of those
standards, and in his complying with them.

Members opposite speak as though Ministers of
the Government have personally made commer-
cials, but they have been made under a contract
through the Public Health Department by a pro-
fessional advertising agency. We have had no di-
rect control over their production.

Mr MacKinnon: Don't you approve of the ad-
vertising before it is finally published? Don't you
see a proof?

Mr HODGE: Yes, either I or the Premier sees
a copy.

Mr MacKinnon: It is your responsibility.
Mr HODGE: I do not deny responsibility. I am

proud of the advertisements, and I think they
have been effective.

The member for Nedlands made another
inaccurate and misleading point, but I think he
was prompted by the member for Murdoch. He
said we had spent $250 000 in the last three weeks
on advertising. In answer to a question asked re-
cently by someone in this place, I informed the
House that fronm the beginning of the Govern-
ment's advertising campaign, which commenced
about t hree months ago, about $250 000 had been
spent.

Mr WILLIAMS: I will take up several points.
In particular, I refer to one raised by the member
for Nedlands. He mentioned the Advertising
Standards Council and suggested that the indus-
try has self-regulation. What he says is quite cor-
rct; a voluntary advertising code exists for ciga-
rettes in Australia. I want to quote from an article
which, for the benefit of the Chamber, I am pre-
pared to table at the end of my speech, because I
think it is of interest. It reads as follows-

The code was authorised by the Trade
Practices Commission on December 20, 1977
and is effective immediately-

The code is subject to annual review by a
sub-committee comprising representatives of
health departments, manufacturers and
media and its implementation will be under
close and continual scrutiny; it is imperative
that both the word and spirit be observed.

It continues in that tone. The clauses are dealt
with in depth. In respect of cigarettes, it reads as
follows-

(1) Cigarette advertising shall be directed
only to adult smokers and intended to
effect a change of brand.

(2) Except in crowd or other scenes where
the background is not under the control
of the advertiser no characters shall be
employed in cigarette advertisements
who are under 25 years of age.

(3) No family scenes of father and or
mother handling cigarettes in front of
children may be included.

(4) No advertising for cigarettes may in-
elude persons who have major appeal for
children or adolescents under 18 years of
age.

(5) Where a cigarette packet is included in
advertising it will bear the health warn-
ing.

It continues in that vein. Self-regulation brought
about by the cigarette companies in conjunction
with the Trade Practices Commission and the
media has worked very effectively.

I take up a few points mentioned by the Minis-
ter when he said that several other steps were to
be brought in. He has a very short memory be-
cause he forgot what I said in my second reading
speech when I mentioned the ACT. Tonight he
mentioned that the ACT is bringing in similar
legislation. I think he needs to be reminded that
that Bill was introduced in the Senate by Jack
Evans on 6 September this year. He knows that a
clause states that if an advertisement contains the
brief of a tobacco product, that will be prima
facie evidence that the advertisement contains an
implied inducement to purchase and use tobacco.

This clause is unacceptable on two grounds. I
have to repeat this because it has not yet sunk in
to the Minister. Firstly, the Federal Bill creates
an absolute offence in respect of a person know-
ingly or unintentionally displaying an offending
advertisement; secondly, subclause (2) reverses
the burden of proof in that any advertisement is
presumed to be an implied inducement to smoke.
The committee talked about the Benson and
Hedges car sticker, which we know would consti-
tute an offence. The final conclusion of the com-
mittee was-

The committee draws the attention of
Senators to this clause in that it may be con-
sidered to trespass unduly on personal rights
and liberties.
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Under those circumstances, I assure the Chamber
that I doubt very much whether that Bill will be
passed in the ACT by either the Labor or the Liby-
eral Party. Bear in mind that that committe-I
hope I do not need to remind the Minister
again-has a Labor member as chairman, two
other Labor members, one Democrat, and two
Liberals, so certainly a preponderance of Labor
members condemn the Bill. I do not think it has a
cha ne.

In regard to subelause (5), the committee said
that sufficient people said that this was what was
needed. I argue that again and draw to the Minis-
ter's attention the Morgan Gallup polls conducted
in May and August this year. Nobody would be
critical of the bona fides of the Morgan research
centre. The first question asked was-

Should the Government ban sponsorship of
tobacco companies?

That is a fair question.
Mr Gordon Hill: That is not sponsorship of

cigarette companies, though.
Mr WILLIAMS: I repeat-

Should the Government ban sponsorship of
tobacco companies'!

Mr Gordon Hill: Sponsorship of what?
Mr WILLIAMS: Sponsorship of sport, obvi-

ously.
Mr Gordon Hill: It does not ask that though,

does it'?
Mr WILLIAMS: Yes, it does.
Mr Peter Jones: Or the arts.
Mr Clarko: This week everyone knows what

sponsorship by tobacco companies means.
Mr WILLIAMS: It is interesting to note that

20.8 per cent of Western Australians wanted it
banned.

Mr Gordon Hill: How big was the sample?
Mr WILLIAMS: The member can get up and

speak on this if he wants to. He is trying to dis-
credit the Morgan Gallup poll.

M r Gordon Hill I just asked you a question.
Mr WILLIAMS: Do not be critical of that re-

search centre because it is one of the best in Aus-
tralia. The polls are conducted on a professional
and proper basis. The next question asked was-

Should they allow the advertising bans on
tobacco to stay?

The answer was that 76.6 people said, "Yes, let
it stay". The next question asked was-

Will tobacco sponsorship of sport or the
arts be likely to cause any member of your
family to take up smoking?

Mr Gordon Hill: Were 30 people asked that
question? How many people were asked?

Mr WILLIAMS: I spoke to the member a little
while ago about co-operation. Do not be so child-
ish. I am not prepared to answer the member's
silly questions.

Mr H-assell: Good.

Mir WILLIAMS: The answers to that question
were:- Likely, 8.8 per cent; unlikely, 86.9 per cent;
and 4.4 per cent were undecided. Out of those two
returns a great percentage wanted advertising to
remain. The next question asked was-

If you are a non-smoker, would tobacco
sponsorship of sport or the arts be likely to
make you take up smoking?

That is a fair question. It is not a leading
question like some of the questions asked perhaps
by the Minister when at shopping centres. The
answer was that 0.9 per cent said it was likely to
ma ke peoplec ta ke u p s mok ing-

Mr Macl~innon: How much?

Mr WILLIAMS: -97 per cent said it was un-
likely; and 2.1 per cent could not make up their
minds. Gracious me, if that is not conclusive evi-
dence, I do not know what is. I refer to the
National Health and Medical Research Council
which I mentioned earlier, and which conducted a
survey in 1981. Advertising was not mentioned as
one of the reasons for children taking up smoking.
Half a dozen other reasons were given. The Age
newspaper conducted its own polls and discovered

t hat over 70 per cent of the people wanted adver-
tising to continue. What more does the Minister
want? He is trying to make out that the people
want this ban to be implemented.

The obvious answer is that the majority of fair
minded people in Western Australia realise that
advertising does not create a nuisance and is not
the cause of children taking up smoking. They re-
alise the benefits to be obtained from not refusing
tobacco companies' sponsorship of sport. They re-
alise that the money provided will help to build
healthy bodies and guard against those children
probably taking up smoking in later life. It is just
incredible that the Minister has the cheek to put
this Bill before us.

M r HODGE: I move an amendment-

Page 4, after line 24-Insert ihe following
interpretation-

"specified item" means-

(a) subject to section 5 (8) (b), an item
of wearing apparel; or
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(b) an item for the time being declared
under section 5 (8) Lo be a specified
item;

I put that amendment on the Notice Paper be-
cause the tobacco lobby was running advertising
both in the Press and in the electronic media
claiming that people could be arrested and put in
gaol for wearing an article of clothing such as a
T-shirt or a cap with a tobacco company logo,
emblem, or name on it.

I examined that matter fairly closely because I
was advised the Opposition would probably con-
strue the legislation in that way. The situation
was doubtful and the issue was not black or white,
and it could have been construed in that way in
respect of the wearing of T-shirts, hats, etc. No
term of imprisonment has been mentioned in the
legislation and it was dreadful for the tobacco
lobby to suggest that people would be imprisoned
if they were charged and convicted of committing
an offence.

To allay the fears of anyone who may have
been alarmed at the prospect of committing an of-
fence by wearing an article of clothing with a
cigarette logo on it. I asked the Crown Law De-
partment to draw up the amendment which is be-
fore the Chamber. It includes a new definition of
-specified item" and paragraph (b) relates to
other items such as beach umbrellas, beach bags.
etc., that have an emblem on them.' Further
amendments moved to other clauses will make it
illegal to manufacture, print, sellI or give away
those items when this legislation is implemented.

The Government seeks to allay the fears of
those people who have such items in their pos-
session at the moment. They will be able to use
them for a fair and reasonable time. I have
already mentioned the period of 12 months, which
is in addition to the 12 months allowed after the
Bill becomes operative. Therefore, we are talking
about a period of two years. The provision is flex-
ible and it will be within the power of the Minis-
ter to extend that period if there were good cause
to do so. Certainly, tobacco companies are using
some articles of clothing to advertise their prod-
ucts and it is not our wish that this should con-
tinue indefinitely. I acknowledge the fact that
some people may have recently bought items of
clothing with advertising logos on them, but the
Bill will provide sufficient time in which they can
obtain considerable wear out of them. That is the
reason for this amendment.

Mr CLARICO: I will not speak at great length
on this amendment because it will he appropriate
to speak on it when the Minister seeks to include
the consequential amendment to clause 5. 1 be-

lieve this proposition about items of clothing ap-
parel is the reaction to criticism that the Bill
could be construd-if the Minister says it could
be construed, there is no doubt it will be-as a
dangerous thing. I will speak at a later- stage
about this horrendous attempt to control the
clothing that people wear.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 4: Exemption-
Mr WILLIAMS: This would have to be one of

the most obnoxious clauses in this legislation.
Subclause (2) means that if the Minister does not
like anything that is printed in a newspaper, he
has the right, simply by a proclamation in the
Government Gazette, to have the said newspaper
stopped from entering this State. This applies to
tobacco advertising. Nothing in the Bill refers to
the type of advertisements allowed in the news-
paper. It is a most diabolical clause.

If the editor of a newspaper were opposed to
the Labor Party platform and permitted one or
two advertisements to appear in the newspaper,
there is nothing to prevent the Government from
stopping the entry of the paper into this State
under the pretext of cigarette advertising. Woe
betide us if that occurs. I am sure that members
on this side of the Chamber realise it will occur
because members on the Government benches-

Mr Bertram: Are yo6 suggesting that news-
papers will operate unlawfully?

Mr WILLIAMS: That is a ridiculous state-
ment and I will not be bothered with the member
for Balcatta.

What it means is that the publishers of The
Bulletin. The Australian Women's Weekly, or
Home Beautiful, have two options open to them.
They will have to either curtail the circulation of
the magazins-and that could mean that some of
them could go out of production because they rely
on cigarette advertising-or have a reprint and
exclude all cigarette advertising.

This would not be a viable proposition because
the cost of advertising in The Bulletin and The
Australian Women's Weekly is rather expensive,
and it makes the magazines a viable proposition.
To prohibit cigarette advertising from these
magazines would make them a non-viable prop-
osition and people in this State would not have ac-
cess to them.

This sort of censorship went out with the war.
During the war the Minister for Censorship in the
Federal Government-not, for heaven's sake, the
State Government; and definitely not the Minister
for Health-had such power. I heard one of our

2876



[Tuesday, I I October 1983]187

members mention Dr Goebbels, but I would say
that Adolf Hitler would not have had the power
that this Minister will have under this Bill. 1 as-
sure the Minister that there is no reason that our
members could rationally support a Bill that con-
tains such a diabolical clause.

Mr Spriggs: Hitler would have blushed.
Mr WILLIAMS: He would have done. It

amazes me to think that the Government believes
it will get away with it. However, it will not get
away with it because we are here as a watchdog
to make sure it does not get away with these
things. Things like this will turn this State into a
dictatorial State or police State and that is what
the Government is trying to do. I will not allow
the Minister the power to tell us what we will
read-il is diabolical.

Mr CLARKO: This clause is most interesting.
We live in a period during which there has prob-
ably been a greater movement than ever before
towards free newspapers and magazines in terms
of what might be published in them. In respect of
libel laws, for example, there is a powerful move-
ment in Australia to allow newspapers and
magazines to be printed more freely than they are
at present.

Here we have an interesting "Yes-No-Yes'
situation. Clause 4(1)(a) refers to exempt news-
papers and newspapers published outside Western
Australia. Those newspapers and magazines will
be able to include tobacco product advertise-
ments, but the Minister may, by notice in the
Government Gazette, declare any one of those
publications to be no longer exempt.

I wonder what the Minister intends to do. Will
he regularly read The Bulletin, and if that
magazine suddenly increases the number of ciga-
rette advertisements, will the Minister call in the
editor and say to him, "You have too many tobac-
co advertisements in your magazine and unless
you reduce or eliminate them, I will bar your pub-
lication from Western Australia under clause
4(2)"? The Minister has the power to do that. I
wonder why the Minister has constructed clause 4
in the way it now appears. Why not throw away
subelause (1) (a) and (b) and say that the Minis-
ter can by notice in the Government Gazette ban
any publication? That is what this clause amounts
to. It really is a waste of time to say publications
will be exempt, but if the Minister wants to debar
them, he can do so.

It would be a very serious loss if it were found
that it was no longer profilable for magazines like
The Bulletin to be sold in Western Australia. I
for one read The Bulletin regularly, and I have
done so for a long time. I do not smoke and I

guess, like most people, I do not notice advertise-
ments. relating to products I do not consume.
When the member for Clontarf spoke on this mat-
ter during the second reading stage, he had a copy
of The Bulletin in his hand and when I turned
around I saw an advertisement for cigarettes on
the back page. 1 regret to say I cannot recall what
brand was advertised.

I have since been looking at issues of The Bull-
etin to see what sort of tobacco advertisements
they contain and I have noticed quite a number of
advertisements in that position. Although I have
been reading The Bulletin on a regular basis for
at least 20 years, I was not aware it contained
such large advertisements relating to tobacco
products.

I think the Government will find it has grossly
overrated the impact of such advertisements. I be-
lieve this clause imposes censorship. It will be
interesting to see how far the Minister goes in
using this clause, which gives him draconian
power to ban Eastern States newspapers, having
first whetted his appetite by banning Western
Australian publications.Why put this clause in the
Bill if the Minister does not intend to use it? It
has been put in as a weapon he can use against
Eastern States publications.

I presume the reason that Eastern States publi-
cations initially are exempt in clause 4(1 )(a) is
because of the problem we have as a federation; it
is difficult to ban material from another State. I
presume it has to do with restraint of trade and
perhaps that part of the clause has been put in for
legal reasons. But in any case the Government ap-
pears to be desirous of banning any publi-
cation-whether from Western Australian or the
Eastern States-if it includes tobacco advertise-
ments.

I repeat: It is palpable nonsense to allow tobac-
co to be grown, manufactured, sold, and con-
sumed and to say that one is concerned about
death and injury related to the consumption of
tobacco products and then to face up to the prob-
lem merely by banning advertising. It is the most
illogical thing I have heard in my life. This clause
is included in the Bill to cover the problems the
Government has of a Federal nature. We will fin-
ish up with Herr Goebbels having the power to
censor all publications enrtering this State.

Who is to say the Minister will debar a publi-
cation simply because it has a couple of advertise-
ments relating to the sale of tobacco products?
What happens if The Bulletin becomes a little too
right wing from the Minister's point of view?
Who is to say that will not taint his judgment and
cause him to prevent that particular magazine
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fromt entering Western Australia because he does
not like what is wvritten in it politically? The Min-
ister may laugh. but this clause gives him the
power to do that.

Mr Spriggs: And he will use it.
Mr CLARKO: From our point of view as legis-

lators, the Minister is given this power. He says
he wvrote the legislation. If he were a reasonable
man, clause 4(2) would contain something to this
effect: Eastern States newspapers and magazines
are exempt, but the Minister may act if he finds
an excessive amount of tobacco promoti on in
them, It might have some sort of qualification to
contain him, and he would have to justify to the
people of this State when be banned The Aus-
Iralian W~omen's Weekly, which is not a weekly.
or The Bulletin, which is a bulletin, his reasons
for doing so. If this were responsible legislation, it
would contain a qualification which said that if an
Eastern States newspaper blatantly defied what
the Minister saw as being a reasonable number of
advertisements about tobacco products, he could
or might act. That is what a sincere legislator
would do.

Mr Bertrami: Would you like to put up an
amendment?

Mr CLARKO: The member appears still to be
sitting in his smoke haze.

Clause 4 begins by creating the image that
Eastern States newspapers will not be controlled,
but later it gives the Minister the most open-
ended power to ban every single publication on
the day after the legislation is passed. Western
Australians then would be denied access to news-
papers and publications written outside this State.

The Minister could ban the publications on
blatant political grounds. The legislation contains
no qualification that it must relate to tobacco. HeI
could choose anything he liked and ban the publi-
cations. Under this clause, Western Australia will
go back into the dark ages and censorship will be
applied to publications for the first time in the
154 years of our existence. For the first time, we
will have a "Minister for Disinformation" who
will have the power to prevent Western Aus-
tralians reading what they want to read.
Subclause (2) does not qualify the matter in any
way: it does not mean the Minister can act if he
thinks there are a couple or more advertisements
too many in a publication. He can act when the
whim takes him, and on the first day after the
measure becomes law.

Mr HODGE: There would be more progress
tonight if the Opposition spokesman would refrain
from flights of fancy and from attempting to con-
jure up sinister and extreme plots the Government

has been writing into legislation. It is a waste of
time to reply, but I guess if I do not, we will have
another tantrum from the Opposition.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr HODGE: I am in the same position as be-

fore; I cannot win with the member for
Karrinyup. If we had it in the other way around,
the member would complain about that.

Mr Clarko: Why would I?
Mr HODGE: The member complained before

because the Government wrote definite things in
the legislation and he said it should have been
done by ministerial decree. Now the member is
taking the opposite view because we are proposing
to do things by ministerial decree.

Mr Clarko: Where did you get that from?
Mr I-ODGE: The member for Karrinyup has

just had his go; what about his shutting up for a
while.

This clause was worded specifically for the pur-
pose of trying to control unscrupulous tobacco
companies which might try, and we believe go to
any lengths, to circumvent the advertising prohib-
ition. We believe it would be possible for special
magazines and newspapers to be printed outside
the State and brought into this State for the sole
purpose of frustrating the implementation of this
legislation. The legislation is not aimed at stop-
ping legitimate magazines printed and circulated
in other States from coming into Western Aus-
tralia. I have already explained this.

Mr Clarko: It is at your whim.
Mr HODGE: This clause is included to stop

rorts. to stop tobacco companies printing special
magazines and newspapers aimed wholly and
solely at promoting tobacco products. If a bona
ride magazine comes into this State. even if it
carries as many advertisements as it can pack in.
it will not be excluded under this clause.

With reference to the claims about political
censorship I am sure the member for Karrinyup is
aware that any action a Minister takes must be in
general accord with the principle and thrust of the
legislation and obviously in this Bill it is to pro-
hibit the advertising of tobacco products. There is
no way a Minister would get away with trying to
ban newspapers and magazines on political
grounds. That covers the point the member for
Karrinyup raised although he took a long time to
cover it. He believes the Government will get
exemption from the courts to abuse legislation
and use powers that are not contained in the legis-
lation. No legitimate magazine that comes into
this State would have any trouble.

Several members interjected.
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The CHAIRMAN: Order! The interjections
are becoming far too frequent.

Mr HODGE: Many magazines already print
special editions for each State and I am aware
The Australian Women's Weekly prints an
edition for Western Australia with special sec-
lions in it. I have seen advertisements aimed
specifically at this State; I recall one from the
Western Australian Government Tourist Bureau
which was regularly featured in the Bulletin.

Mr MacKinnon: That was a national advertise-
mentI.

Mr HODGE: I have seen other advertisements
relating purely to Western Australia. I know The
Australian Wornen~s Weekly has a Western Aus-
tralian section because I appeared in it. If the
companies concerned did want to fully co-operate
with the Western Australian Government they
could decide voluntarily to remove tobacco adver-
tisements from their magazines and the Govern-
ment would be delighted if they did that.' How-
ever, it would be a voluntary action on their part
and it is not required by this legislation.

Clause put and
ing result-

Mr Bateman
M rs Beggs
Mr Bert ram
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Evans
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikic
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Laurance

Ayes

a division taken with the follow-

Ayes 24
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Melver
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
M rA. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
M r Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)
Noes 14

Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Treihowan
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

(Tellecr)
Pairs

Noes
MrGrill Mr McNee
Mr Bryce Mr Tubby
MrfRead Mr Coyne
Mr Davies Mr Spriggs
Mr Parker M r Thompson
Mr Tonkin Mr Bradshaw

Clause thus passed.
Clause 5: Certain promotions prohibited-
Mr WILLIAMS: This clause provides an ex-

tremely wide scope and affects any person who
publishes anything that expressly or impliedly

urges or encourages anybody to advertise ciga-
rettes or tobacco. It has wide powers and I do not
think they will be good for anyone. The clause ap-
pears to be a form of protection for the innocent
because it provides that a person is guilty of an
offence if he induces or encourages another per-
son to smoke.

This goes further, I might add, with
people-and not just cigarette people, who are
supposedly promoting cigarettes, as we are
told-who go into an hotel. If one of our friends
offers another friend a cigarette, under this Bill,
that implies encouraging someone to smoke, and
as a consequence he can be fined, It has been said
that the police will not be looking for this offence,
but I would dispute that. It is included in the Sill
that it can be an offence. I feel sure that in many
cases it will be.

The unfortunate part is that one cannot men-
tion this confounded cigarette, one cannot men-
tion tobacco, because that would be causing an of-
fence. The Bill refers to the wearing of apparel.
No matter what one is wearing, if it refers to a

t obacco product, one can be fined. Admittedly
there is a two-year grace period, but what is the
difference between two years and two days? One
will be found guilty and fined $I 000 if caught.

I wonder how far this will go with the naming
of cigarettes and so forth, and how it will affect
items of apparel people will wear. People are
always talking about cigarettes and tobacco.
There will always be loopholes. I would like to
quote from the Sydney Daily Mirror of Thursday.
29 September. That newspaper took quite a stand
and said how drastic this Bill is. The article reads
as follows-

We presume that having gone this far it
won't be long before the two States recognise
the obvious loopholes in their legislation.

We believe, for instance, that zoos in both
WA and Tasmania can still keep Camels.

That teachers can still tell children that
New York was founded by Peter Stuyvesant.

That travel agents can still offer holidays
in St Moritz.

That forecasters can still describe the
weather as Cool.

That the quality of silver will still be de-
scribed as Sterling.

And that even without tobacco advertise-
ments newspapers will continue to be printed
in Black and White.

The Daily Mirror informs its readers that it does
not see many copies in Western Australia, and it
continues-
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We're THE NSW evening paper and
proud of it.

Nor do we intend to take sides in any ar-
guments over smoking and health.

But we cannot let such a monumental
invasion of personal privacy-such incredible
interference with the rights of the individ-
ual-pass without protest.

I thought that was rather humorous because that
is the sort of thing we are up against. Even if a
name is mentioned innocently, the person con-
cerned can be fined.

Clause 5 outlaws also the normal commercial
practice of offering prizes in competitions. If they
arc to promote an event, most consumer products
require some advertising. Such competition will
go by the board. I could understand it if the legis-
lation were designed to stop the offering of prizes
for children under I8, for i nsta nce; but it was not.
Companies cannot offer prizes of any description.

Then there is the question of the penalties
under this clause of $I1000 for the First offence
which, frankly, is a very minor offence. It shows
the hang-up the Government has when it is pre-
pared to go to these lengths. They do not under-
stand people when they bring this sort of thing in.

The measure will involve the small shopkeeper
who does not have his sign in the right place, or
the minor whose fine will have to be paid by the
parent. These are the problems which will come
from this legislation, and the Government will
have to live with them. Clause 5 is diabolical. It is
just another form of censorship. It will not stop
people smoking. All it will do is to stop people
from doing what it is their right to do. Certainly,
I oppose this clause.

Mr CLARKO: Clause 5 is probably the heart
of the legislation. The kernel of clause 5 is ex-
pressed right at the beginning where it states-

(I) Subject to section 4, a person who pub-
lishes any thing that expressly or impliedly
urges or encourages, or is calculated to lead
to. induce, or promote-
(a) the purchase of any tobacco product;
(b) the use for the purpose of smoking of

any tobacco product or smoking access-
ory; or

(c) smoking. generally.
commits an offence.

The real problem of that first part of clause 5 is
the use of the word -publishes"~ when we have
already approved, despite opposition, a definition
of "to publish" which says that it means com-
municating with any section of the public.

I gave an example before, which the Minister
incorrectly said was not applicable. I said, if there
were two workmen, and one indicated through
motions to the other the smoking of an imaginary
cigarette, that would be against the law under this
Bill. If a person does anything by any written or
spoken word, or by any other means, that is
against the law. Just in case that is not tight
enough, the definition on page 3, under paragraph
(c), states, "in any manner whatsoever".

So the word "publish" in clause 5 does not
mean printing as we would normally expect it to
mean. What it means is anything at all. If one
man says to another by gesture, "Let us go down
and have a cigarette", that is publishing it. He is
encouraging this man to smoke generally, and
that is an offence. That is the great weakness of
clause 5. It seeks to embrace all elements of
transactions involving tobacco products. It is
certainly a gross interference with one's civil
liberties.

Turning to subelause (2), it states that a person
who, for the purpose of inducing smoking gener-
ally, offers a free sample of a tobacco product to
any member of the public-and there is an excep-
tion in there-commits an offence. As I read that,
and as others have read it, it appears that the
offering of a free cigarette to somebody is illegal.
I t is certainly open to that interpretation.

What sort of legislation do we have here, where
we are trying to prevent a person saying to some-
one else, "Let us have a cigarette"?

If someone says, "These cigarettes are better
than yours", "Try a Winfield", or even "I love
smoking", that is an inducement to someone to
smoke generally. If one says, "I find smoking
gives me a lift," that is an inducement. It seems to
me that clause 5 allows the Government to apply
penalties to people for things as simple as that. It
is one thing for the Government to Say it is trying
to ban advertising so that it will inhibit smoking,
but it has gone beyond that. It has interfered with
people in a way which is unacceptable in any free
society. When it gets to that stage, it is only mar-
ginally off banning the use of the tobacco product
itself. I have said that the Government is dis-
honest with this legislation. I have said that it
does not have the guts to ban the use of tobacco
products. The only explanation I can find is that
the Government avariciously seeks to collect the
$40 million a year from the tobacco smokers.

The Government's legislation will bring in an
additional $25 million per annum. Of that, it will
use a mere $2 million in a campaign to inhibit
smoking. The other $23 million approximately the
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Government will put towards its socialistic aims.
This is a giant rip-off.

For the lire or me, I cannot see how a pensioner
who has been smoking for 30 or 40 years will be
able to pay for a packet of cigarettes. I under-
stand that one brand of cigarettes will cost about
$ 1.30 in one State, but here it will cost
$1.77-something like 40c extra. The Govern-
ment will usc just a fraction of the extra
money-about one-twelfth of it-for some form
of advertising programme against smoking. It will
use the other eleven-twelfths for its own partisan
political ambitions.

It is hypocrisy for the Government to say that
this legislation is about saving lives. That is non-
sense, because people will continue to smoke. The
Government will rely on their continuing to
smoke. The people who contract lung cancer will
still suffer from it, but the Government will make
that a more expensive way of dying. It will be
more expensive for a smoker to die in Western
Australia than in any other part of Australia.

The CHAIRMAN: The member is tending to
wander a trifle. Would he relate his comments
more specifically to clause 5?

Mr CLARKO: This clause is designed to trap
all sorts of interconnections between smokers,
short of banning the consumption of tobacco
products. Presumably a person will have to go
into a storeroom to have a smoke. I wonder what
the Government will do with the Premier? I hope
they will lock him in a storeroom, because every
time he is seen, he is seen smoking. Ordinarily I
would have said that was his business; but he has
denied himself that freedom because of his close
association with this horrendous measure.

Mr Blaikie: He was smoking in Langoulant's
cartoon on the back of the Daily News tonight.

Mr CLARKO: If it is true that the use of a
certain product will not be made illegal, it is es-
sential that the Minister for Health should say so
unequivocally. Otherwise, that would cause much
concern in our community.

Another point deals with the penalty of a fine
not exceeding $1 000 for a first offence in regard
to somebody who gives out a token-perhaps a
biro-that has "Benson and Hedges" or some-
thing of the sort written on it. A person who does
that will be liable, on a first offence, for a fine of
up to $1 000. That is completely out of line with
the other penalties applying in this State.

For $1 000. one could murder two or three
people, particularly by running into them on the
road. After the First offence, the fine is one not
exceeding $2 000.
(971

It would be interesting, if one had the time, to
go through the Acts of Western Australia and dis-
Cover What Other crimes are regarded as horren-
dous enough to attract a Fine of $2 000 for a sec-
ond offence, such as giving someone a himo that
has "Winfield", "Sterling', or something of that
nature written on it.

In this clause, the Government is continuing in
a Hitlerian way. The Government is imposing
penalties, restraints, and controls on ordinary in-
dividuals in this State in a way that has never
been experienced before. The Government will
fail to prevent the consumption of tobacco prod-
ucts; and it is false for the Government, on the
basis of this measure, to suggest that it cares
about the health of everybody in our community.

Mr COURT:. In my second reading speech, I
mentioned that this clause will be unenforceable
in a practical sense. If the Government tries to en-
force it, it will create all sorts of weird and won-
derful situations.

In the next four years, this city will be flooded
with people from many other countries coming to
prepare for the America's Cup challenges and the
activities associated with them. We will have
many international tourists in the town. Many of
those people will be yachting enthusiasts, and, as
it so happens, over the years the cigarette
companies have been major sponsors of yachting.
Most of the top sailors from this country who
have sailed in international yachting races have
been sponsored largely by cigarette companies. It
could well be that much of their clothing and ac-
cessories could bear cigarette advertisements. We
could become a laughing stock if the Government
tries to enforce this clause.

In most countries of the world, one can wear T
shirts and use sailing equipment with logos adver-
tising cigarettes on them. I would like to hear the
Minister's comments on how the Goverment will
enforce this clause.

Mr HODGE: The member for Clontarf made
the point that a friend offering a cigarette will
commit an offence by encouraging smoking.

Mr Clarko: Inducing.
Mr I-ODGE: I wrote the word down as the

member used it.
Mr Clarko: "Inducing" is in the Bill.
Mr HODGE: I know what is in the Bill.
Mr Blaikie: If he induces a person to smoke, he

is encouraging him.

Mr HODGE: No offence is committed in that
action, one finds if one reads the Bill properly.
The member for Clontarf has misread the Bill.
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Mr Clarko: If he says. "-Have a cigarette", that
is inducing him.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Members of the Op-
position were heard in relative silence. I appreci-
ate the use of interjections, but the Minister
should be allowed at least to develop his theme
before they commence at that level.

Mr Laurance: H-ear, hear!
Mr HODGE: The members for Clontarf and

Karrinyup mentioned the $1 000 maximum fin e
and indicated they thought it was rather un-
reasonable. I thought it was quite reasonable and
I modified severely what was agreed to by this
Chamber last year in the Bill introduced by the
member for Subiaco. I remind members that in a
similar clause in the Dadour Bill the offence was,
..a person shall be liable on conviction to a fine
not exceeding $2 000 or to imprisonment for a
term not exceeding six months or to both such
fine and imprisonment". In the case of a second
or subsequent conviction the penalty was a fine
not exceeding S4 000 or a term of imprisonment
not exceeding one year or both such fine or
imprisonment.

Mr Clarko: You voted for that; I opposed that.

Mr HODGE: The majority of the members of
this Chamber thought that was a reasonable prop-
osition for which to vote. I did not vote for it on
my own and it was carried by the Chamber and
nearly carried in the upper House but for the
want of about three people crossing the floor, in
this version of the legislation, I thought I adopted
a rather modest approach by reducing that Some-
what drastic penalty.

The member for Karrinyup has been here long
enough to know that the courts rarely inflict the
maximum penalty on any person who commits a
first offence. I am told the rule of thumb is that
approximately one-fifth of the maximum penalty
is imposed in the case of a first offence. There-
fore, it is irrelevant For members to talk about the
maximum fine in that context.

We arc dealing with large, multi-niational cor-
porations. I am hopeful they will not try to flout
the legislation-

Mr Clarko: If I give a pencil with Benson and
Hedges written on it to someone, that is the same
thing.

Mr HODGE: I shall come to that point. This
clause has been framed with a view to prohibiting
tobacco companies from advertising. As has been
demonstrated in some European countries, if the
fine is very small, tobacco companies simply build
into their advertising budgets the amount they are

likely to be fined, pay the fine, and do not worry
about the matter.

Mr Glarko: That is pretty unfair. Has the
tobacco industry in Australia ever shown signs of
doing that?

Mr IHODGE: I prefaced my remarks by saying
I hoped that would not happen.

Mr Clarko: But you put it in.
Mr HODGE: It is there, but, as I indicated, we

are dealing with multi-national companies which
are investing millions of dollars in this area. I
thought the fine was a modest sum and I did not
say I thought the tobacco companies here would
act in the same way as those in some European
countries. There is no evidence that tobacco
companies are blatantly breaking the law and I do
not think they will do so.

The member for Karrinyup is persevering with
his very extreme arguments. I have described
them before as "nonsense arguments" and that is
still an apt description. The member for
Karrinyup is really stretching the boundaries of
his imagination to come up with these extreme
provisions and it does not do him much credit.

Mr Clarko: That is what is contained in the
legislation.

Mr H-ODGE: The member for Karrinyup
referred to a person being charged with an of-
fence because he used a pencil with a tobacco
label on it. My understanding is it would be feas-
ible for a person to be charged in those circum-
stances only if he were using the pencil for some
purpose which blatantly promoted the sale of
tobacco products. If a competition were being
conducted by a tobacco company and the pen
were used as a logo in its campaign, the company
could be convicted under the legislation: but my
advice is that generally that would not be the
case.

The member for Karrinyup said we were mak-
ing a handsome profit out of the tobacco money
after spending only a couple of million dollars ont
the antismoking campaign. Officers of the Public
Health Department have calculated a modest and
conservative estimate of the cost of treating
patients suffering from tobacco-related illnesses in
public hospitals as being 165 million per annum.

Mr Clarko: That is quite easy to deal with. You
ban the use of tobacco products and you will not
have any money to spend there.

Mr HODGE: The member for Karrinyup obvi-
ously supports strongly the banning of all tobacco
products. The Government does not support that.
if he wants to introduce a Bill of that nature, the
member for Karrinyup can go ahead and do so.
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Mr Cla rko: You are happy for people to be
killed!

Mr HODGE: If the member for Karrinyup
wants to introduce such a Bill, he can do so. The
£65 million I mentioned was a very modest esti-
mate of the costs involved. Yesterday 1 spoke with
the statistician of the Public Health Department
and he told me that figure was a very conservative
estimate and it would stand up to any challenge.

Mr Clarko: Thai was there before you brought
in these extra, higher charges.

Mr HODGE: The extra money from the tobac-
co companies will be used directly to subsidise the
Government hospitals in this State. Those hospi-
tals will not be making any sort of a profit out of
the tobacco money. It would be far better for this
Government for its tobacco campaign to be suc-
cessful and for it to be able to reduce drastically
or ,eradicate the smoking habit. The Government
would be in front in view of the large cost of hos-
pitalising people.

Mr Clarko: That is absolute nonsense.
Mr HODGE: I assure the member for

Nedlands that the Government has no intention
of trying, nor does it see any value in trying to
promote Western Australia and attract overseas
visitors here for the America's Cup and then pros-
ecute them for inadvertent and rather minor
breaches of the Bill.

It should be obvious to the member for
Nedlands that every day of the week we have
interstate and overseas visitors here and our laws
vary drastically from State to State as far as they
relate to driving and all sorts of other matters.
The police and other State officials always adopt
a very benevolent attitude to international and
interstate visitors, because obviously they arc not
setting out with the intention to break the law. It
is reasonable for them to be warned and told what
our laws are. I am quite sure the Americans who,
in the main, will be here for the America's Cup.
will be extremely health conscious. In America an
electronic media ban has been invoked on tobacco
advertising. Therefore, such a ban would not be
all that strange to Americans. In the main, they
are very health conscious, indeed, far more than
we are and I think they would accept this sort of
provision quite readily.

Mr Court: I referred not only to Americans,
but also to the Japanese, Italians, British-

Mr HODGE: I give the member for Nedlands
an assurance that I certainly will not condone any
harassment of international visitors coming here
in good faith with articles of clothing which dis-
play tobacco emblems.

Mr Court: I also specifically mentioned beer,
because you have probably seen pictures of Aus-
tralia 11 with the Swan Lager emblem on the
spinnaker. This sort of thing will appear on tele-
vision and it could be against the provisions of the
legislation.

Mr HODGE: The legislation provides for the
Minister to have power to declare specified items.
It is possible that, upon recommendations being
made to the Minister, a declaration may be moade
in the Government Gazette that an item be
exempt and I am quite sure, if reasonable rep-
resentations were made to the Government and if
a good argument were advanced, consideration
would be given to exercising that power.

Mr Blaikie: Does that also apply in industry be-
cause of the point raised earlier in relation to
people like Allan Moffat and his association with
Marlboro in the ear racing industry?

Mr HODGE: I do not think it would, but if
anyone wants to make an approach to the Govern-
ment, that approach will be considered on its
merits.

I move an amendment-
Page 7-insert after subelause (6) the fol-

lowing new subclauses to stand as subelauses
(7) and (8)-

(7) Without limiting the circum-
stances in which a person takes part in
the publication contrary to subsection
(1) of any thing, a person who-
(a) manufactures a specified item the

public display of which would, sub-
ject to section 12 (b), constitute an
offence against subsection (I);

(b) prints on or otherwise alters a speci-
fied item in such a way that its pub-
lic display would, subject to section
12 (b). constitute an offence against
subsection (1); or

(c) sells, gives, or supplies to any other
person a specified item the public
display of which would, subject to
section 12 (b), constitute an offence
against subsection (1),

is, notwithstanding section 12 (b),
deemed to take part in a publication
contrary to subsection (1) except where
he believes on reasonable grounds that
such specified item was to be exclusively
used or dealt with in such manner that it
would not be displayed to the public or
any section of the public.

(8) The Minister, by notice published
in the Government Gazette, May-
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(a) declare that every item of a kind
described in the notice shall be a
specified item;

(b) declare that any item of wearing
apparel described in the notice shall
not be a specified item on and from
such day as is Fixed in the notice:

(c) vary or revoke any previous notice
published under this section.

Briefly, this amendment is designed to comp-
lement arid facilitate the amendment made to
clause 3. It will allow people to possess items that
carry tobacco logos or emblems, but it will pro-
hibit the manufacture, the selling, the printing, or
the giving away of those items once this legis-
lation becomes law. Obviously we need to be able
to control these activities and this source of adver-
tising, otherwise it will become a loophole open to
exploitation by the tobacco industry.

In effect what this does is to make it an offence
for a company to manufacture or sell in this State
items that would constitute advertisements once
the 12 months has expired. But the possession of
those items by a person for another period-l
have suggested 12 months, but it is not written in
the legislation;, it is left open-would be allowed
to enable people to have reasonable wear out of
such items.

Mr CLARKO: This is again a classic example
of using a bulldozer when a small garden hoe
would suffice, because if a person manufactures a
specified item, the public display of which would
be an offence, then just manufacturing something
which, if it were displayed would be an offence, is
also an offence.

The Minister has not gone far enough; he
should make it illegal to think of the manufacture
of a specified item, then he would completely
cover everything. It is absolutely ludicrous to go
to the point of stopping a person manufacturing
an item in his photographic darkroom, an item
not publicly displayed, and to consider this an of-
fence.

The amendment goes on to say chat if such a
person makes a specified item, the public display
of which would constitute an offence, a cap with a
Marlboro sign would be included in this amend-
ment. rn addition, the amendment says that the
Minister, by notice published in the Government
Gazette, may declare that any item of wearing
apparel shall not be a specified item. It is very
interesting that it is put in the negative like that.
It puts every item of apparel under the nose of
this closet-door Minister.

The Managing Director of The Benson and
Hedges Co. Pty. Ltd. will not be able to have a

monogram of the Benson and Hedges company on
his hat, shirt, tie, cravat, coat, singlet, underpants,
socks, shoes, or shoelaces, because that would
constitute an offence. The same would apply to
his belt and his handkerchief. What a heap of
rubbish!

This Minister, who has already shown by this
legislation, which he claims to have prepared, how
"Alice in Wonderland" he is in his approach to
life, has shown himself also to be a supporter of
the greatest restraint on the liberties of Western
Australian citizens to a degree that has never be-
fore applied in our 150-year history. He has now
introduced an amendment dealing with the
clothes we can wear.

For the life of me, I cannot understand the
harm in the Managing Director of Benson and
Hedges having "B3 & H" on his underpants. This
Clause gives the Minister the power to ban the
wearing of all these items and to impose a pen-
alty. In his style, the penalty would probably be
greater than that for manslaughter. Fancy that. I
bet members that the Managing Director of
Benson and Hedges is able to go to Russia wear-
ing his underpants with "B & H" on them and
not have any problem whatsoever, and this would
apply wherever he flies around the world. No
other country would want to have a look at his
underdaks.

This amendment is intolerable. I have said
quite categorically that the Government does not
want to ban the use of tobacco products for the
reason that it does not want to lose the extra
money. It is nonsense for the Minister to say that
the costs in our hospitals of treating tobacco-
induced diseases equates to so many millions of
dollars. This cost has been there each year; it was
there before the Government put its hand in the
pockets of pensioners by adding the 30c or 40c to
the price of a packet of cigarettes. The Govern-
ment does not really want to protect the pen-
sioners; if it did, it would ban tobacco products
themselves, not just the advertising of them. Simi-
larly, the Government does not want to care for
children, because it is legislating to lower the age
at which they can purchase tobacco products.

The stage has been reached where the Minister
will rise in the morning and sit at his table playing
his harp and then look out the window of his
office overlooking the beautiful Swan River and
ask himself, "I wonder whether we should include
cravats in this list of items of apparel that should
not show any association with the tobacco indus-
try". The next day he would be wondering
whether he should include belts just after the
Christian Dior symbol. He would then wonder
whether he should line up every citizen of Perth

2884



j7fuesday, I I October 1983]188

and march them past the Barracks Arch to make
sure there was nothing on their apparel, private or
otherwise, that should be investigated with a view
to imposing an extraordinary penalty.

This legislation is unreasonable, unfair, unjust.
and undemocratic. It is illogical. In no way does it
do what it purports to do. This clause begins by
saying that a person can have any item of wearing
apparel, but the Minister can sit down and decide
which items are not specified. This sort of legis-
lation would be unsuitable in any other country of
the world in 1983 or even in that famous year
1984.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 6: Contination of offending conduct-

Mr CLARKO: If a person has on his bar at
home a couple of dozen Benson and Hedges pen-
cils and he gives them to people every day, he will
be fitted an additional $1 000 for every day that
offence continues. What rubbish!

Clause put and passed.
Clause 1: Proof of offence-
Mr WILLIAMS: This clause widely defines

advertising or the promotion of the name of any
tobacco product or smoking accessory, whether or
not it is the part of any name, description, or ex-
pression. Virtually, it will prohibit the use of any
tobacco brand name. In other words, if a name is
commonly associated with a tobacco product it
cannot be used. I refer specifically to jewellery
and other products which carry the name of
Dunhill. As the member for Karrinyup men-
tioned, shirts, ties and so forth, carry this name.
We have dealt with that point, and we say that
those products should not be covered.

Clause 7(2) will give power to the Minister to
make regulations as to the size and number of
business signs which can be used around the
place. I query whether the Minister will accept
the use of corporate names such as Dunhill or
Rothmans of Pall Mall. Will these names not be
allowed to be shown because they are the brand
names of cigarettes, although they refer to a
company? Will he stop the involvement of Benson
and Hedges in the wine book it presently pro-
duces, and its involvement in theatrical pro-
ductions, not as a sponsor, but as a promoter? For
example, Michael Edgicy and Benson and Hedges
have been involved together in the promotion of
product ions.

Under subelause (2)(a)(ii) a shopkeeper is not
given the right to advertise clearly that he has
cigarettes available. All he can do is show the
packets of cigarettes, because we are told the only

advertising of cigarettes will be on the actual
packets. Will the legislation become so stringent
that cigarettes will have to be wrapped in brown
paper and people will not know what they are
buying? We could reach that stage.

During the second reading stage we dealt at
great length with the effect this legislation will
have on sponsorship. Subclause (3)(a) and (b)
mean that tobacco companies cannot sponsor
sports. If a tobacco company does sponsor a sport-
ing team, and that team wins, an announcement
of the winner will not be able to be made. For in-
stance, if a tobacco company invested money in
various sporting ventures, will it not be allowed to
advertise that fact? If a tobacco company donates
money to a blind school, or a crippled children's
association, the donation will not be able to be an-
nounced. The people who need an infusion of do-
nations will be terribly hard done by under this
legislation. The money already put into this State
each year by tobacco companies to help the vari-
ous handicapped people will not be forthcoming.
Certainly I oppose that restriction. Any mention
of a sponsorship or donation shall in the absence
of evidence to the contrary be taken to be calcu-
lated to promote the purchase or use of a tobacco
product. The onus will be placed on individuals to
prove their innocence. In other words, an offender
will be guilty until proved innocent. I cannot ac-
cept this clause.

Mr CLARKO: Again in this clause reference is
made to the term "to publish", which in this Bill
does not mean what we would ordinarily think it
means. Its definition is set down clearly on page
three of the Bill, which is that "to publish" means
any form of communication at all. That will open
the way for anything at all to cause a person to
break the law, and, worse than that, the onus of
proof-the core of British justice-will be re-
versed. The clause states that in the absence of
evidence to the contrary a statement or impli-
cation shall be taken to be calculated to promote
the purchase or use of a tobacco product.

I have in my hand a booklet given to me last
weekend. It indicates the fixtures for cricket in
Western Australia in the 1983-84 season, and is
put out by the Benson and Hedges company. In a
couple of years this booklet will not be allowed to
be produced in WA. It will be a shameful act to
have one of these in one's possession, and if one
does have this booklet in one's possession one will
be liable to a huge draconian fine. If a Victorian
visiting Western Australia has the Victorian
verson of this schedule, goes to the WACA, is
asked about the second game between Western
Australia and Victoria, and pulls out of his pocket
this schedule, he will have committed an offence.
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Even if he takes out of his pocket in a couple of
years the Victorian verson of this schedule merely
to determine when the next Sheffield game will be
conducted, he will have committed an offence.

Mr Bertramn: He will not be able to. because it
will be illegal in Victoria.

Mr CLARICO: We have no evidence of that,
the member's remark is supposititious-the term
used by his former leader-and I am talking
about facts. I am talking about clause 7, which
says that ifra Victorian produces a document simi-
lar to this schedule when this legislation is in op-
eration, he will be guilty of an offence. Worse
than that, in contradiction to the whole sense of
justice and law that apply in Western Australia,
he must prove himself innocent. I am absolutely
amazed that this legislation should continue to
snowball at an ever-increasing rate down the hill,
over the bodies of Western Australian citizens to
trammel their basic rights. How could anyone
with any sort of common sense, irrespective of
whether he is against smoking, honestly believe
that people should be fined for producing a sched-
ule of this nature? I am sure that anyone who saw
the advertising on the back of this schedule would
not be induced to smoke. It is absolute nonsense
to ban this schedule. If I had not wanted to bring
this schedule with me tonight 1 would not have
taken any notice of the advertisement on the back
page. I amn interested only in who plays whom and
when.

For the architects of this legislation to make a
Victorian liable to a heavy penalty is totally unac-
ceptable, and would be totally unacceptable in
any country similar to ours. This legislation is a
farce because Victorians with a schedule such as
this will have nothing happen to them. That is the
other weakness in the legislation-it will not be
applied. It will be like the 1916 legislation which
provided for a fine of £2 on a tobacconist who sold
tobacco products to a person under the age of 18.
and not under the age of 16 as the Government
makes the offence under this Bill. The member
for Clontarf did say that there were a couple of
occasions during the second World War when the
provision was applied, but generally it has not
been applied. If it were, the Government would
need a couple of hundred inspectors to enforce the
law. It will not be policed. The only people who
will take any notice of it will be honest people; the
rest will go their own sweet way.

Mr Bertram: A minute ago you said the Vic-
torians would be put in gaol.

Mr CLARKO: I did not use the words "put in
gaol"; I said they would he fined.

Mr Bertramn: Correction, fined.

Mr CLARKO: I say very deliberately that the
Minister has got himself into a situation of gross
unreality. If Alice were here she would be able to
communicate with Government members.

Mr Bertram: She would recognise you.
Mr CLARKO: If somebody asked what lessons

were, she would say things that lessen from day to
day. Unfortunately, this legislation does the op-
posite. The Government is building up to this
snowballing crescendo of channelling the rights of
Western Australian citizens in a way which will
not achieve the objectives the Government set out
to achieve. All we can be certain of is that this
legislation will produce millions of dollars to en-
able the Government to embark on new socialistic
caukses. No doubt, it will buy up Western Aus-
tralian delicatessens shortly. I fear for the
newsageneies.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member can
continue to make his remarks, but I ask him to di-
rect them a little more closely to the clause before
the Chair.

Mr CLARKO: A problem already exists in re-
gard to clause 7 (2) (a) and (b) and the restric-
tions which will be imposed on signs. I want the
Minister to explain whether a shopkeeper who
sells half a dozen different brands of cigarettes
will be able to have a different sign for each
brand of cigarettes. One reading of this legislation
would indicate that he could have a sign put up
showing only that he sells one of half a dozen
brands of cigarettes he has in stock. This restraint
the Government is seeking to impose in terms of
signs within a store is nonsense. I am sure -store-
keepers will arrange their stock in a cerlain way
so that it will have the same effect. The Govern-
ment is trying to shut the gates, but it has left the
front door open.

I conclude by saying that as we go through
each clause it seems the wording gets worse and
worse. The Government will not achieve the oh-
jective-whatever it might be-it seeks to
achieve. The Government is really simply trying
to collect extra revenue from the public.

Mr G. C. MacKinnon: I agree with you.

Mr CLARKO: If the Government is genuinely
serious about the question of reducing the use of
tobacco products in our community. it should be
spending much more money than the $2 million it
is currently spending; it should not be just using it
on full-page advertisements in newspapers: it
should get to the heart of the problem and
institute programmes such as those used by the
previous Government. The Government should
expand those programmes and encourage young
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people not to smoke. The Government should not
use these draconian measures.

Mr HODGE: The member for Karrinyup
seems to be most annoyed-

Mr Clarko: I am not annoyed. That is another
inaccuracy.

Mr H-ODGE: -that the drafting of this legis-
lation has been done in a very thorough way to
ensure as much as possible that no loopholes re-
main, and that the Government's ambition to pro-
hibit all forms of advertising and promotion of
tobacco products in fact is realised. We make no
apologies for the comprehensive nature of any of
these clauses. They have been thought out very
thoroughly and worded as carefully as we could
word them to try to ensure that no avenue is left
whereby the tobacco companies can frustrate the
wish of the Parliament and indulge in advertising
and promotion of tobacco products.

I can set the member for Karrinyup's mind at
rest in respect of his Victorian friend. If he has a
look at the definition of "newspaper". he will see
that it is wide enough to encompass that fixture,
and ihat fixture, if it was printed in the home of
his Victorian friend-that is, printed in Vie-
roria-would be exempt from the provisions of
the Act and so his friend would have no problem.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 8: Sale to young persons prohibited-
M r H ODG E: I move an a mend men t-

Page 10, line 10-Delete the passage
"gives, or supplies" and substitute the words
"or provides for valuable consideration".

1 received representations from some young
people who came to see me on behalf of a group
of young people to express their concern about the
wording of clause 8. The Bill says, "A person who
sells, gives, or supplies any tobacco product or
smoking accessory . "Those words were taken
from the 1917 Sale of Tobacco Act. I understand
similar words appear in the Liquor Act, and that
is probably from where those words were taken.
The view expressed to me by the representatives
of the group of young people who came to see me
suggested that if these words "gives, or supplies"
were removed and substituted with the words "or
provides for valuable consideration", the problem
they Foresaw could be removed. They put the ar-
gument to mne that the inclusion of the words
".gives, or supplies-' would mean that a young per-
son could not obtain cigarettes legally even if a
young person's father or mother, in the privacy of
their own home, gave a child a cigarette. Techni-
cally. this group believes that in that case an of-
fence would be committed.

I have some doubts as to whether their conten-
tion is correct. It is certainly a grey area which is
open to argument. I am prepared to try to enter-
tain any reasonable amendment. If any group
comes and puts a reasonable argument to me, I
will consider it. The reason I was keen to have
words of that type inserted in the clause was to
try to prevent an unscrupulous person from per-
haps paying a young person, perhaps a newsboy,
or a child who has done some work, in cigarettes
instead of cash. That was the reason for "~gives, or
supplies" originally being included. We were not
in fact trying to get to the position that was put to
me, that if a father wanted to give his son a ciga-
rette, an offence would be committed. Under this
legislation, it is not an offence for a person to
smoke. but it is an offence For a person to sell
cigarettes to a young person or for a young person
to use a vending machine to obtain them.

I sought advice from the Parliamentary Coun-
sel and was told that in my amendment the words
..or provides for valuable consideration" would
cover my concern; that is, it will cover the position
and prohibit an employer from paying a young
person in cigarettes instead of cash.

I am quite happy to move this amendment in
order to allay the concern of the group of people
who came to see me. The amendment does not
weaken the legislation in any way and I hope
members will support it.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr W ILLIAMS: I move an amendmentl-

Page 10, lines 12 and 14-Delete the
numbers " 16" and substitute the numbers
IL1I8".

In simple terms, this means that we will go back
to the age of I8 years. The Minister, in his wis-
dom, has decided to reduce from L8 years to 16
years the age at which smoking is permitted. The
whole essence of this Bill, as I see it and as many
members on this side of the Chamber see it, is to
stop-almost to the point of paranoia-young
people from smoking; yet at the first opportunity
the Government is allowing young people to
smoke. It has been said that the reason for
reducing the age to 16 years is to bring this legis-
lation into line with other States. This State has
an obnoxious Bill and I ask the Government:
What is it trying to bring into line?

If the Government is fair dinkum and is honest
in its endeavour to stop young people from taking
up the habit, I refer it to the comments of the
member for Karrinyup earlier this evening when
he said this is an impressionable age for people to
start smoking. Goodness me. we have a law that
says it is illegal for a person under the age of 18
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years to smoke. Admittedly, that legislation has
not been invoked, but it could be. However, the
Government wants to reduce the age to 16 years.

This is double-dutch and I cannot understand
the Government's reasoning, apart from the fact
that it wants to bring the Bill into line with the
Liquor Act. The Government must stand by what
it believes in: that is, that young people should not
smoke. We believe that young people should not
smoke and, when in Government, we left that
clearly spelt out in the legislative books.

I cannot understand why the Government
wants to reduce the age limit. We, on this side of
the Chamber, are endeavouring to assist the
Government by keeping that age limit at 18 years.
We want to get some rationale into the legis-
lation. If the Government does not agree to this
amendment, its whole argument throughout this
Bill is null and void and it does not believe that
young people should not smoke.

Mr CLARKO: I believe it is very important
that the age limit should remain at 18 years. The
Minister, and I am sure every member in this
Chamber, would realise that it is very difficult for
people to determine accurately the age of people
who are 16 or 17 years. I am sure that many
members would remember their young days when
they were that age, and I am sure that in their
class at school there would have been some people
who could have easily passed for adults. Of
course, there would have been others who could
not have done that because they looked immature.
There are people who make themselves look
younger so they do not have to pay an adult fare
on public transport. Some can do it and some can-
not.

There is no doubt in my mind that if the law in
Western Australia is changed from 18 to 16
years, in fact it will open the way for many
14 and 15-yea r-olds to pass themselves off as
being I16 years.

Wherever the line is drawn, we will find a
group below that. There will be opportunities for
young people of this age to purchase tobacco
products and I am sure everyone in this Chamber
would want to make every effort to prevent them
from having access to them. We should be making
it as difficult as possible for young people to ac-
quire tobacco products. There is no doubt that
young people will make every effort to obtain
tobacco in various ways, but, if we continue to
maintain the current level of 18 years, we will do
something positive by way of reducing the temp-
tation and opportunity for them to smoke. If the
Government retains the age limit at 18 years, we
will Find that 16 and 17-year-olds will be passing

themselves off as that age, and we will not have
14 and I 5-year-olds passing themselves off as 16-
yea r-olds.

I cannot accept the Minister's argument that
we should recognise the fact that young people
are maturing earlier. I would have thought that
someone as dedicated as the Minister to the pre-
vention of smoking by young people, would sup-
port the amendment. As I said earlier, and as re-
peated by the member for Clontarf, 16 and 17-
year-olds are probably at the most impressionable
age, and many of them will see the use of tobacco
products as an example of their adulthood. They
are not like young children of 10 and 12 years
who are experimenting with smoking. Sixteen and
J 7-year-olds are moving from trying the odd ciga-
rette to regular smoking.

Mr Bertram: Why have you brought forward
an amendment to this clause when you have not
done so in respect of any of the preceding clauses
which are as equally important and, in some
cases, of greater importance?

Mr CLARKO: All I can say is that that is as
nonsensical a comment as the member for
Balcatta has made in this Chamber, and he has
made many of them. Probably, he would take the
prize for making such abhorrent comments in this
Chamber. If members look through Hansard and
see where I refer to a smoke haze, they will find
his centrifugal comments.

The Opposition can move amendments where it
likes, and it will be interesting to see what action
the member for Balcatta will take as a person who
has urged restraint on smoking. It will be
interesting to know whether he will put his mouth
where his feet should be.

Mr BLAIKIE: I support the amendment moved
by the member for Clontarf to increase from 16
to 18 years the age at which a person may receive
tobacco products or smoking accessories. This
amendment is quite important and the Govern-
ment should give credence to the way in which it
has been moved.

The Government has run an extensive advertis-
ing campaign in which it has indicated the threat
to children. By agreeing to this amendment we
would make certain the age of majority is recog-
nised. At present the Bill provides that the restric-
tion should apply to people under the age of 16
years. I remind the Minister and the Chamber
that at the age of 16 years, young people are still
at school, and some may have left school. There is
some responsibility on the Government to ensure
that those students still at school do not indulge in
smoking and the use of tobacco products.
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The Principal of Hamilton Hill High School
has permitted children in his school to smoke. I
made the comment earlier that provided the chil-
dren had parental consent, the principal allowed
those children to smoke at his school. I ask the
Minister what does the Government intend to do
about that school and all schools under its control
in Western Australia? Surely if the Government
is sincere in its intentions about this legislation it
will ensure children and students at schools con-
trolled by the State do not smoke.

So long as the age is set at l8 years some par-
ental control exists in relation to older young
people. That parental control and influence is very
important if this antismoking legislation is to have
any success at all. The amendment moved by the
member for Clontarf has a very strong foundation
and is worthy of the support of all members.

Mr TRETHOWAN: I add my support of this
amendment. As I outlined in my second reading
speech, the reduction in the age from 18 to 16
years concerns me greatly. I applaud the increase
in penalties contained in this clause. However it
seems to me that is nullified to some extent by the
reduction in age, and I agree with the points
raised by the members for Clontarf and
Karrinyup in relation to the effect this reduction
will have. It will mean people of a younger age
group will be able to obtain cigarettes legally.
Currently, it is extremely difficult for many
young people who are close to, say, 15 years of
age to be determined on sight as being under the
age of 16 years. They may look 16 or older.

Much of the problem is removed if the same
criterion is adopted as is done in relation to the
supply of alcohol. At the age of I8 years one can
vote and legally purchase alcohol. It is only logi-
cal it should be the standard age at which one can
purchase a product such as tobacco. If one ac-
eepts all the arguments put forward as to the del-
eterious effect of the product on the health of the
individual, it is only common sense that we should
retain in this State the age limit of 18 years. At
that age a person may purchase alcohol and may
vote.

Mr MacKINNON: I support the amendment.
The Minister will be aware I made some com-
menits in relation to this matter during the second
reading debate. I did so for the reasons outlined
by my colleagues and also for some other reasons.

If one believes as I do that peer group pressure
is probably the most significant influence in en-
couraging children to take up cigarette smoking,
lowering the age from 18 to 16 will encourage
younger people to take up the habit. Let us look
at the example of Hamilton Hill High School.

When this legislation comes into effect the princi-
pal of that school need have nothing to worry
about. It will be legal for the children over the age
of 16 years at his school and at other schools to
smoke cigarettes. I ask: When the Minister and I
were at high school in our first or second year. to
whom did we look up? Who are the people who
most influence us at school in our attitude to what
we wear and do? It certainly is not the teachers or
our parents; it is generally the peers at the school
who are slightly older than we are. No doubt
exists that lowering the age from 18 to 16 will de-
feat the object of the exercise. It will enable chil-
dren of 16 years of age to purchase cigarettes and
then distribute them to friends, many of whom
WI be under the age of 16 years. Those children
of 16 will be able legally to smoke the cigarettes
as a result of this legislation,

It seems to me to be a retrograde step and one I
do not believe should be introduced if the Minis-
ter is sincere in his desire to achieve the intended
result. It seems also to be an anachronism that
different age limits should apply to different mat-
ters. The Minister put forward two reasons as~ the
basis for his argument to reduce the age to 16
years. The first was that the age limit of 16 years
applies in all other States. That is no reason at all.
All other States probably are wrong, and in my
view they are. That is no reason for us to follow
them.

The second point is that the Minister believes
people these days are much more mature at the
age of 16 years. If that argument is valid and if
the Minister is to be consistent, I expect him to
give members a commitment that he is of the
same opinion in all areas. He will, therefore, be
moving to lower the age of voting from I8 to 16
years, qualification for a driver's licence from 17
to 16 years, and ability to purchase alcohol from
18 to 16 years. He will not give me that commit-
ment. The Minister knows that such a move
would not be supported by the public and neither
should it be.

Similarly, if he'believes, in his own words, that
this is the most important legislation to come into
Parliament this year, if he really is sincere in his
desire to encourage young people to stop smoking,
he will accept the amendment moved by the mem-
ber for Clontarf in the interest of encouraging
younger people not to take up smoking. Peer
group pressure is a far greater influence in en-
couraging childrecn to smoke than tobacco adver-
tising in newspapers or anywhere else.

M~r HODGE: I do not accept the amendment; I
indicated that a few hours ago. I believe the
people who have moved the amendment, and
certainly the member who has just resumed his
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scat, are proposing it on an incorrect basis. The
member thinks that the present Sale of Tobacco
Act makes it illegal for children to smoke. It does
not.

Mr MacKinnon: I never said that.
Mr HODGE: The member did. He said that if

the Government were serious, it would restore the
age to 18 years so that children could not smoke-
Neither the new Bill nor the old Act attempt to
make it illegal for children to smoke. The member
has been supporting it on the wrong basis;
whether the age is I8 years. or 16, 15, or 14 years,
it is not going to change that position.

Mr Clarko: Why have an age at all?
Mr HODGE: Neither legislation makes it il-

legal for children to smoke. The member has not
read the clause. The clause, an amendment to
which he is supporting, refers to making it an of-
fence to sell tobacco to people of a particular age.
It is not a matter of whether it is an offence for
children to smoke.

I concede it is a matter of subjective opinion as
to whether 16 or 18 years is a better age. I may be
wrong, and the member may be right. I think I
am right. I have been looking at the original ver-
sion of the 1917 legislation and, in fact, in 1911,
the age was amended from 16 to 18 years. The
Government is now hoping the Parliament will
agree to go back to 16 years. It has been a matter
of opinion over the years as to what should be the
correct age.

I take issue with the member for Karrinyup
about which years are the most vulnerable as far
as children are concerned. All the advice I have
had from a whole range of experts indicates that
year seven children are the most vulnerable and at
the most impressionable and dangerous age rather
than the older youths in the age group of 16 to 18
years.

Mr MacKinnon: What is the most important
influence on those children who decide to smoke?

Mr HODGE: We have been through all that:
Advertising, peer group pressure, parental models
and all sorts of things influence children to take
up smoking. There is no one single issue, but ad-
vertising plays an important part along with peer
group pressure, example of parents, cost and
availability of cigarettes. I reiterate the comments
made several hours ago that I do not think the
question of 18 years or 16 years is a great issue. I
believe it is difficult these days when one meets
juveniles between the ages of 16 and 18 years to
think of them as children; they are usually very
well educated, much more worldly, mature, and
knowledgeable than the children of that age in
1911 and 1917. 1 think they are more capable of

making an informed decision and are much more
astute than perhaps were the children in those
days.

I also take issue with the comments made by
the member for Clontarf when he challenged one
of my reasons For changing the age group;
namely, uniformity with other States. All other
States have legislation prohibiting the sale of
tobacco to children and in every other State the
age limit is 16 years. The Bill is an amalgamation
or different forces which will replace the old Sale
of Tobacco Act and so it is the equivalent to that
Act in all other States.

Mr Blaikie: What are you going to do about
smoking in schools?

Mr HODGE: As the member is aware the
Government has embarked on a huge campaign in
the schools-

Mr Blaikie: Are you going to prohibit smoking
in schools?

Mr I-ODGE: That is not Up to Me; that is up to
the Minister for Education and I think the mem-
ber has debated this question with the Minister. If
the member had taken the trouble to read the Bill
he would be aware that it will not make it illegal
for children to smoke in schools; but I suggest he
take up this issue with the responsible Minister.

For the reasons outlined, the Government does
not intend to support the amendment moved by
the Opposition.

Mr CLARKO: I am absolutely amazed that
this Minister who purpoyts to be a knight in
shining armour by reducing the use of tobacco
products by all people, young and old but specifi-
cally giving emphasis in the Bill to the young,
should have the gall to say to members that he
meets 16-year-olds and finds them mature and
good judges and because of that apparently de-
cides to change the law to make it easier for those
people to have access to tobacco products. lHe is
allowing children access to tobacco products at an
age which is two years less than previously ap-
plied. The Minister has been saying one
thing-that he wants to reduce tobacco usage and
is doing everything in his power to curtail this
usage, particularly among young people-and
now has the gall to rise in his place and say that
he finds these people mature and he will make it
easier for them to buy tobacco products.

As the member for Murdoch said, these years
are very critical for children at school. At present
there is hardly one pupil in a Government school
who is aged I8 years so it is illegal for all of the
children in our schools to purchase tobacco prod-
ucts. They cannot wander down in school uniform
to the nearest shop and buy a packet of cigarettes;
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it would be a complete give-away, because if the
children go through school in the normal way they
will be finished at the age of 17 years.

The Government is now creating a situation
where virtually every student in the upper school
in years I I and 12 can buy a packet of cigarettes.
For sonic of them it will probably be a challenge.
The Government is creating an opportunity for
them to demonstrate they are "men and women".
For the first time in this State. since the early
part of the century, they can actually walk into a
store and say, "A packet of cigarettes". This
legislation has been proposed by a person who has
been trying to convince us that he finds tobacco
usage horrendous and is doing everything in his
power to limit its use.

Mr Blaikie: I wonder Whether this is parallel
with the Government's soft line on the users of
marijuana.

Mr CLARKO: I think that is a different
question. The Chairman would not want me to
stray into that area. For the life of me I cannot
imagine, why the age is being lowered. It is being
made an appropriate thing for pupils at school in
year I I to buy cigarettes. The problem is that
shopkeepers cannot determine the precise age of a
customer. He may be 16, 17, or even 14 or 15
years old. So the Government is putting an in-
creasing burden on the retailer, making it more
and more difficult for him to determine whom the
Governmnrt is banning. By taking the age limit
from I8 to 16 years. a 14-year-old youth will be
able to go into the local delicatessen, ask for a
packet of cigarettes, and pass himself off as 16
years of age. I can imagine many people support-
ing that, but I ant absolutely amazed that the
Minister for Health should support it. I would
have thought he would make every effort to pre-
vent this [rum happening. particularly while chil-
dren are still at school. I thought the member [or
Murdoch put it very competently when he said it
is the younger pupils who arc looking up to the
senior pupils, taking the example from them. If
they find the senior pupils smoking, they will be-
lieve that is something to try.

The Minister maintained that pupils in grade
seven-that is, children of about I I years-were
at the critical age when young people take up per-
manent or semii-permanent smoking. My experi-
ence is contrary to that. I would be surprised if a
great number of I l-year-olds could afford to take
up regular smoking. At nearly $2 a packet of
cigarettes they would need a great deal of pocket
money before becoming regular smokers. My ex-
perience as a former teacher is that they may
have a puff, and a few may smoke more than
others, but it is not until the age of 16 or 17 years,

when they are wearing adult clothing and they
can easily put their age up a couple of years and
pass themselves off as adults, that the problem
really arises. That is the age when they want to go
into the Hay Street Mall and hold a cigarette in
their hands because they regard that as a sign of
their maturity. Kids of I I and 12 years cannot do
that. Kids of I I and 12 years arc still smoking in
hideaway places. So at the very point where the
greatest pressure is to become a permanent
smoker, the Government takes away the protec-
tion which now exists. Those young people take
up semi-permanent smoking at 16 or 17 years.
When they leave school their parents say. "IFr you
really Want to smoke I cannot stop you'". Here we
have someone smoking for life. The longer we can
inhibit these young people from snioking, the
greater the chance of their not smoking at all. So
I am surprised and disappointed that the Minister
for Health has been so perverse as to deny us the
opportunity of taking a positive step in the direc-
tion of reducing the incidence of young people
taking up smoking.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 13
Mr Blaikie Mr MacKinnon
M r Cla rko Mr Mensaros
"MrCourt MrOld
Mr Crane Mr Trcthawin
Mr Hassell Mr Watl
Mr Peter Jones Mr Williams
Mr Laurance f Teller)

Noes 24
Mr Bateman M r Jamieson
Mrs Beggs M r Tom Jones
Mr Bertram Mr Mclver
Mr Bridge M r Pea rce
Mrs Buchanan M rD. L. Smith
Mr Brian Burke Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Terry Burke M r A. D. Taylor
Mr Burkett M r I.- F. Taylor
Mr Carr M rTroy
Mr Evans Mrs Watkins
Mrs H-enderson M r Wilson
Mr Hodge Mr Gordont Hill

(Teller)
Pairs

A yes Noes
Mr Mecc Mr GrilI
Mrlubby M rBrye
Mr Coyne M rRead
Mr Rushton M r Da vies
M r Thompson M r Pa rke 'r
Mr Bradshaw M r Tonk in

Amendment thus negatived.

Clause, as previously amended, put and passed.

Clause 9: Operation of vending machines-

Mr CLARKO:, It was our intention to move an
amendment to this clause as well to increase the
age limit to 18 years. However, taking deep cogni-
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sance of what happened a moment ago, we believe
it would be futile to do this. In many cases it
would be even more important if, in respect of
vending machines, efforts were made to prevent
young people from being able to buy this product
legally for the first time.

In addition I would just like to comment once
again on the way the Government has used penal-
ties. This time a penalty of $100 has been pro-
vided. There has been a move away from a flex-
ible amount. Again the Government is being far
too heavy in terms of penalty when some young
person of under 16 years-for instance a IS-year-
old-comes along and buys a packet of cigarettes
from a vending machine. To make that person
automatically liable to a fine of $100 is excessive.
it would have been better to provide a maximum
penalty of $100, with the opportunity of a lesser
Fine.

It seems the Government will be hitting the
wrong person. Where a person of 15 years or less
is convicted of buying a packet of cigarettes from
a vending machine, the most likely person to pay
the fine will be the parent. In many cases, the
wrong person will be punished.

Mr WILLIAMS: I support the member for
Karrinyup. The fine should be left to the dis-
cretion of the court. Certainly it should not be a
flat sum of $100.

As the member for Karrinyup said, most chil-
dren under 16 years of age will still be at school,
and the parents will be liable to pay the fine. This
should be left to the discretion of the court, and a
minimum fine should be imposed. This is only a
minor misdemeanour.

Mr HODGE: The two Opposition spokesmen
are wrong, for about the tenth time tonight.

Mr Clarko: Don't start to sneer again.
Mr Williams: You are a pathetic little creature.
Mr HODGE: The maximum penal[ty of $100 Is

only a formality. It is a nominal fine. That is the
maximum penalty to be imposed on anyone.

Mr Clarko: It does not give any scope. You are
wrong.

Mr HODGE: Magistrates can exercise their
discretion.

Mr Clarko: Have a look at clause 8.
Mr HODGE: If the member would shut up for

a while and give me a chance-
Mr Clarko: You are an ignorant, uncouth per-

son.
Mr i-ODGE: Because I anticipated something

like this-I have never underestimated the ignor-

ance of some members of the Opposition-I ob-
tained a legal opinion.

Mr Ciarko: You would not have enough edu-
cation to know what was ignorance and what was
not.

Mr HODGE: I obtained an opinion from the
Department for Community Welfare, which
sought a legal opinion, if a child was charged
under this provision, he would be dealt with by
way of a special children's panel, established
under the Child Welfare Act, as part of the chil-
dren's court. The penalty to be imposed by the
special panel could be a reprimand, a caution, or
a community service order, or the child could be
remanded into the care of the parents or guard-
ian. Penalties of that nature would be the normal
order for a child taken before the panel.

The alarmist theories that we have heard ad-
vanced tonight by the member for Clontarf and
the member for Karrinyup. show that they have
not done their homework on this Bill. The scen-
ario they have put forward is wildy inaccurate.

Mr CLARKO: That is palpable nonsense.
Clause 9 sets out emphatically and explicitly a
penalty of $ 100. Clause 8 provides a fine not ex-
ceeding $200. A person knowing anything about
the use of English would know that under clause
8, $200 is the maximum and the magistrate is em-
powered to fine any amount up to $200. In regard
to clause 9, it explicitly provides a penalty of
$100, which is different from that provided in
clause 8. Ordinary English usage indicates that
the penalty would be $100. If the Minister wants
to make it a maximum penalty of $100, he should
use the words used in clause 8.

Mr Hodge: I think you are talking nonsense.
Mr D. L. Smith: As a lawyer, I assure you you

are wrong.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 10 and I 1 put and passed.
Clause 12: Defence to prosecution-
Mr HODGE: I have several amendments. The

ones on page 4 are consequential upon the amend-
ments to clause 8, to make clause 12 consistent
with the form of clause 8.

I move an amendment-
Page I1[-insert after paragraph (a) the

following new paragraph to stand as para-
graph (b)-

(b) where the alleged offence is against
section 5 (1) and arises out of the
public display of a specified item, to
prove chat no remuneration or re-
ward was received, directly or in-
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directly, in respect thereof by the
person charged;

Amendment put and passed.
The clause was further amended, on motions by

Mr H-odge, as fol lows-
Page 12, line 4-Delete the passage.

gave, or supplied" and substitute the words
".or provided".

Page 12, line li-Dlete the passage,
"given, or supplied" and substitute the words
"or provided".

Mr CLARKO: I wish to make a brief comment
on clause 12(c). The Minister for Health moved
an amendment to clause 8 on page 10 of' the Bill
to delete the passage "gives, or supplies" and sub-
stitute the words "or provides for valuable con-
sideration". I wonder whether, in order to be con-
sistent, the Minister should include the same
words in this clause. I am not arguing with the
Minister about this.

M r Hodge: We just removed those words.

Mr CLARKO: Did the Minister substitute the
words "or provides valuable consideration"!

Mr Hodge: We inserted the words "or pro-
vided".

Mr CLARKO: The Minister sees those words
as being synonyms for the other words?

Mr Hodge: Yes.
Mr CLARKO: It would be almost impossible

for a shopkeeper to "prove" he believes someone
is 16 years of age. I can imagine a shopkeeper
saying, "in came quite a large person dressed in a
particular way. I believed he was 16 years of
age'. The provision that the shopkeeper must
prove to the court that he believed the person was
16 years of age is draconian.

This provision is not critical to the import of
the Bill and it would not make a great deal of dif'-
ferene to the legislation if it were changed, so the
Minister should consider the matter. He has cre-
ated a tremendous legal difficulty in trying to in-
sist that a shopkeeper must prove his belief. It is
like a lecture in Philosophy 100 at the university;
it is almost impossible for a person to prove his
beliefs.

Mr HODGE: I queried this provision with the
Parliamentary Counsel and I am told it is not
vastly different from the position which pertains
in the Liquor Act where the same sorts of pro-
visions apply. The person has to prove only that
he has reasonable grounds and if he has a sus-
picion or believes a person is not the Correct age,
he can ask him his age. If he does not believe the
person, he does not have to serve him. The shop-

keeper can also ask for proof of age. The situation
in the Bill is similar to that which exists in respect
of the sale of liquor to juveniles and I do not think
we will have the insurmountable problems the
member sees.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 13: Protection from civil actions-
Mr TRETHOWAN: I appreciate this clause is

directed principally at protecting small, individual
retailers in any contractual obligations they may
have with, for instance, tobacco companies and
which contractual obligations may be in conflict
with their obligations under the Act. Considering
the somewhat onerous nature of the provisions of
the Bill, it is understandable a clause of this
nature is included.

However, the example I cited earlier was that
of a retailer leasing an expensive advertising sign
from a company which was not a tobacco
company and the question I raised was whether,
when this Bill becomes law, that retailer can seek
protection under this clause from his contractual
obligations in regard to that sign; and, if he can,
who then bears the cost of the forfeiture of the
contract? It appears it will be the company which
has nio relation to the tobacco industry other than
that it produces the hardware for advertising dis-
plays that will have to bear the cost involved in
the breaking of that contract.

That is only one example and it seems to me
this overall clause against civil action may well
have a number of implications in that regard. It
could bring third parties not involved in the tobac-
co industry into an area where they could be sub-
ject to loss through the implementation of the Bill
and have no method of redress. I can understand
the original intention of the clause, but I am con-
cerned about its potential wider ramifications.

Mr HODGE: A clause of this type is not un-
usual in legislation. The member for East Melville
summed it up correctly: The clause exists to
protect the person fromn civil action brought
against him by another person or firm for doing
or not doing something as a result of the passage
of this legislation. This protects the person from
being sued by another person because of, perhaps,
a breach of contract or for not doing something he
was required to do because of the passage of this
Bill.

I cannot give the member for East Melville a
legal opinion as to the outcome of any dispute.
That would be a matter for the courts to settle. I
am not capable of giving a legal opinion on the
complex legal question he posed, but his
interpretation of the clause is correct as to what
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(he clause does and his knowledge of why the
clause was included is correct also.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 14 and 15 put and passed.

Title put and passed.
Bill reported with amendments.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE OFFICE
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 20 September.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Deputy Leader of

the Opposition) [2,.10 a.rn.]: I did noa understand
that it was the Government's intention to proceed
with this Bill tonight. I have risen to allow the
Leader of the Opposition to be brought to the
Chamber to take part in this debate.

Mr Brian Burke: You have had the thing for
Five weeks.

Mr HASSELL: Does the Premier mean to say
that we should start debate on a Bill of this nature
at this hour of the morning?

Mr Brian Burke: This is the second reading ad-
journed debate. There was no understanding given
about how long we would go tonight.

Mr HASSELL: The fact of the matter is that,
unfortunately, because of the Premier's lack of
courtesy-

Mr Brian Burke: Don't make me sick; you have
had five weeks. You have talked on and on
tonight, and you were given no assurance where
we were going. This was the next item on the No-
tie Paper.

Mr Court: Because your Minister did not
answer our questions.

Mr Brian Burke: Courtesy is a two-way street.
Mr HASSELL: The Premier is behaving in his

usual manner, which is characterised by a com-
plete lack of basic decency.

The SPEAKER: Order! The question before
the Chair is that the Bill be read a second time.I
ask the member to address himself to the Bill.

Mr HASSELL: Unfortunately. I have had to
use this opportunity to address remarks to the Bill
and take the unlimited time afforded to the First
speaker for the Opposition at the second reading
stage. I have risen to allow the Leader of the Op-
position to be recalled to the Chamber, whereas if
the Government had had the slightest bit of cour-
tesy, it would have indicated that it intended to
continue with Orders of the Day. It is unnecessary
to deal with a Bill at a time after two o'clock in
the morning. I can only say to the Premier that he

is behaving in a manner which indicates his com-
plete lack of desire for any co-operative working
relationship whatsoever.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley--Leader of the
Opposition) [2.13 am.]: The purpose of this Bill
is to give unrestricted entry to the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office into the general insurance
field in Western Australia. The Premier made
comment during his introduction of the Bill that
other State Government Insurance Offices have
contributed substantial sums of money to general
revenue or Consolidated Revenue in those States.
As members will know, to a degree this has also
applied in Western Australia.

Our concern about this Bill is that it is a
further step by this Government in Western Aus-
tralia towards socialisation and nationalisation of
the insurance industry. It is taking away the in-
centive from various industries in this State.
Already we have had an indication of what the
Government intends to do, and I refer to workers'
compensation, the Ashton Joint Venture, and con-
tract cleaners. This Bill represents another move
of this kind by the Government.

As the Premier indicated, the SGIO in Western
Australia was formed in 1926.

Mr Pearce: What was that about contract
cleaners?

Mr O'CONNOR: The Minister for Education
knows of the Government's efforts to Move away
from allowing private enterprise contractors to
operate in schools.

Mr Pearce: The Government made no effort.

Mr O'CONNOR: It was only after substantial
pressure was applied to the Government that it re-
versed its decision. The Minister knows very well
what the Government's attitude was and how it
attempted to take away the contracts from private
contractors operating in this area.

Mr Pearce: The Cabinet made a single decision
which retained the status quo between private
contractors and day labour. The one variation was
that we took the contract cleaner from the Carine
High School because he was doing a rotten job.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Minister has very
clearly indicated the Government's intention, and
members will remember the contract cleaners who
came to this House complaining of the pressure
put on them by the Government and then the
later reversal of form by the Government. If the
Minister for Education cannot recollect that, he
has an extremely short memory-perhaps he pre-
fers it that way. The Government has obviously
moved in the direction of nationalisation of indus-
try and is further doing this.
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As I said, the SGIO started operations in West-
ern Australia in 1926, It was established because
of the difficulties faced by insurers in the State
covering industrial diseases. It took over that op-
eration for many years, and it was only in 1981
that the monopoly was taken from it and it was
allowed to move into another field.

The Premier mentioned that despite this, in
1982-83 the SGIO had record levels of premiums.
This should be an indication that placing control
in one company certainly is not to the advantage
of the company or the State.

At the moment the SGlO underwrites a
number of areas of insurance, and I believe it
ought not to be allowed to proceed any further.
There is sufficient insurance cover in this State to
meet the needs of the community generally. The
SGlO underwrites workers' compensation, Motor
Vehicle Insurance Trust insurance, student acci-
dent risk, general risk, and local authorities in
connection with pools.

There have been a couple of inquiries into the
operations of the SGlO-the Heenan and the
Campbell inquiries. Judge H-eenan's report indi-
cated that the SGlO should pay taxes and
charges. as do other companies. If this Bill goes
through, there is no doubt that the SGlO would
still have considerable advantages over its com-
petitors.

If the Government insists that this Bill should
pass through the Chamber, we will he moving
amendments in an endeavour to make sure the
5010 is competitive with other companies and
does not have a number of advantages which at
present it will have if this Bill is passed as it is.
The Heenan report agreed that the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office should not have these ad-
vantages.

The Premier said that the SGlO pays some-
thing like 50 per cent of its profits to Consoli-
dated Revenue or to general revenue. This has oc-
curred in some years, but not all. In many years it
has not paid anything to Consolidated Revenue or
to the Government. For two or three years re-
cently it has paid in some money, but there have
been periods when it has not paid anything at all
into Consolidated Revenue.

The Premier said that insurance companies in
this State invest in this State less than they had
the right to expect. He gave no consideration to
the commitment that a number of these
companies have to Western Australia. His figures
were inaccurate in some regards and did not take
into account a great commitment on the part of
the companies, a commitment which has been sat-
isfactory and beneficial to the State. A number of

companies have made a considerable commitment
to major industries here.

The Premier indicated that, apart from the
AMP Society, semi-government loans to Western
Australia totalled $1.2 million, and that last year
the State received the meagre amount of
$558 000.

This Bill demonstrates the Government's
intentions With the business community. The
business community should read very carefully
the Government's new pattern, because without
doubt later on this pattern will be followed in
other areas. It would not surprise me if news-
papers, television, and radio were next on the list
to come under the control of the Government.

Mr Brian Burke: They are controlled by Feder-
al legislation.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am talking about an
interest in these areas, similar to the interest the
Government has in the 5010. The Government
wants a total control, a total Government mon-
opoly. I would not be surprised if the Government
ventured into other fields and tried to take a lot of
the incentive away From private enterprise and
then run these operations in a socialistic way in
accordance with its policies. That is despite the
honeyed words and promises to the business corn-
mu nity.

Mr Brian Burke: I can tell you that they are
very supportive of us at the moment.

Mr O'CONNOR: Do they support the Govern-
rment's taking control of these areas?

Mr Brian Burke: We have not taken control of
them, and don't intend to. They are supportive of
the general attitude of the Government, and I can
tell you that we are getting more support now
than when we were elected.

Mr O'CONNOR: The business community will
see through the Government's promises which it is
unable to keep and has not tried to keep. This has
occurred time and time again. During the
Mundaring by-election promises were made to the
people of that area, promises which could not be
kept. The Government should not continue to
break its promises or make promises that cannot
be kept.

Mr Pearce: The community clearly wants to
keep on with the Government, and we are not
making promises we cannot keep.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Government cannot for-
ever continue to make promises it cannot keep
and untruthful statements to the community and
get away with it. Eventually the community will
take the Government to task over issues such as
this.
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Business people should read carefully the state-
ments that are made and determine their futures
under this Government. The Bill clearly indicates
the difference between the Liberal Party and
Labor Party policies. The Labor Party's policy is
for total Government control. The Government
will go ahead with this legislation to ensure it has
control over insurance operations in this State.
The Liberal Party's policy is for the right of the
individual, something for which this Government
does not care very much and of which, in fact, we
will see a breakdown as time goes by.

No doubt is in our minds that the encourage-
ment of the individual is the prime force to build
a better world. Certainly we will niot have that
under a Bill of the type before us. It is a further
intrusion into the enterprise, which is quite un-
justified.

The Premier made great play of the Campbell
report, and referred to many details. He said that
the eampbell report states that the main concern
should be to promote a Financial system that is ef-
ficient, competitive and stable. However, his com-
menits ignored totally the substantive comments of
that committee. I will quote some of those com-
ments because they are relevant and show that the
Premier used the report incorrectly, a report
which makes comments contrary to the point the
Premier has tried to make here.

At chapter 31, page 513 of the report the fol-
lowing appears-

...in terms of its proposed test for commer-
cial government financial institutions (see in
particular 26) the Committee questions
whether on broad efficiency grounds the con-
tinued existence of SGIO's is warranted.

...they are not seen as being needed to fill
a commercial market gap.

The report makes it clear that it does not support
the view expressed by the Premier in support of
this Bill. The report goes on to say-

-... at prices related to cost private sector
organisations seem quite ready to match the
range of insurance facilities provided by
SGIO's.

That is quite right. There is no need for the SGIQ
to enter this field because it is adequately covered
by the private sector. Life insurance, general
insurance, and all other fields of insurance are ad-
equately covered by the private sector. The report
goes on to say-

.. nor are SGlO's seen as necessary to en-
sure an adequate competitive environment in
respect of many of their insurance activities.

*... in fact, there is some evidence that their
ownership by government has given them an
unfair competitive advantage in a number of
respects, with distorting effects on the struc-
ture of insurance markets.

We have already witnessed the destructive effects
on the market by the SGlO undercutting in an
endeavour to enter certain markets and in doing
so forcing the market into a disadvantageous pos-
ition. The report continues-

..all this suggests that there is a strong ease
on efficiency grounds for the sale or winding
up of SG lO's.

That point is particularly relevant. At subsection
3 1(6) the report continues-

...the Committee does not generally favour
the continuing operations of SGlO's for the
purpose, although it recognises that a case
can sometimes be made for directing certain
limited classes.

This is the report the Premier used to support this
measure, but the report condemns the SGlO.
What the Premier said in connection with
investment by private companies was naive in the
extreme. He said that these investment decisions
are influenced by people in the Eastern States.
His argument rested on State borrowing pro-
grammes and did not go into the other areas
involved. He ignored the many major private proj-
ects commenced by private insurance companies
in Western Australia. The amount of $7-2
million implied by the Premier has having been
the only amount spent, related to a limited area.
Private insurance companies have invested more
than SI billion in Western Australia. Even in
1936 it was the private insurance companies
which embarked on what was then classed as the
first skyscraper in Western Australia, a lO-storey
building. In 1936 it was a major building for this
State.

Insurance companies have embarked on prop-
erty developments in many areas of the State in
support of some of the major industries of this
State. If we consider the record we will determine
that these companies have invested their moneys
in the best interests of their shareholders, which is
something the Premier seemed to forget by bring-
ing forward this Bill. He said they should put 50
per cent of their profits into the Consolidated
Revenue accounts of this State. but insurance
companies must do the best they can for their pol-
icyholders. The WA investment percentage for
the whole of Australia's insurance investments is
high, and certainly is not limited as indicated by
the Premier.
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The SG lO venture into long-term life insurance
is rather interesting when one considers the com-
ments made by the interdepartmental committee
set up by the Whitlam Government, a committee
which assessed that the taxpayers' subsidy needed
to maintain a one per cent interest in the life mar-
ket in Australia was substantial. In fact, to obtain
that interest the committee estimated that the
subsidy would be $18 million, which would have
been a substantial amount at that time. This is
the sort of thing that is likely to occur with the
SG10 under the circumstances envisaged by the
Premier. Under the terms of this Bill, SGlO life
policyholders will be disadvantaged as a result of
the commitment to pay 50 per cent of profits to
Consolidated Revenue. The direct loans to the
State. as indicated, would be made regardless of
the effect on policyholders, and would be to their
disadvantage.

The Mutual Life and Citizens' Assurance Co.
Ltd. directs all its money back to policyholders;
everything goes back to them. The only share-
holders are those who have policies in the
company and therefore the total commitment
goes back to those people. However, in this case if
we proceed on the basis suggested by the Premier,
people investing in life insurance with the SGO
would not have that same benefit. As a matter of
fact, they would contribute to Consolidated Rev-
enue somec of the profits that would otherwise go
to their. That is quite a distinctive disadvantage
to these people and would discourage many people
from investing in the life insurance section of the
SGlO. If people obtained their insurance fromt the
SGOO they wvould be further disadvantaged if
they travelled interstate. They would not be able
to transfer their policies in the manner in which
they can now do so.

The Prenmier commented on foreign investment,
which again leaves a little to be desired. Insurance
companies' shares are Australia n-owned, mostly
mutual in this area. The 1982 annual life
insurance report indicates that in 1971 overseas
control of accounts for premium income was 22.7
per cent. In other words, overseas control of
insurance companies in Australia was 22.7 per
cent. They owned 14.8 per cent of their Aus-
tralian assets. Overseas companies. of course, are
forced to maintain statutory funds for Australian
businesses and therefore controls are imposed.
The insurance report indicates also that Aus-
tralian companies receive 5.5 per cent more for
premiums overseas than overseas companies re-
ceive in Australia. That represents a distinct ad-
vantage as far as we are concerned. One of the
disadvantages to private companies is that that
follows only if they can meet the requirements

and commitments of the commissioner. The
SGlO would not be required to meet that require-
ment, and would thereforc be at a distinct advan-
tage.

We have one Western Australian life insurance
company to every 75 000 people living in this
State. This is a very high level, which indicates
clearly that the market is properly catered for and
we do not need anything further in that regard.
Western Australian insurers have been innovative
in the past and, I am sure, will be in the future.
They have shown they are willing to change to
meet the needs and commitments of the com-
munity.

The Premier's commitment to the SGIO in re-
gard to its being a fair competitor is not sup-
ported. It definitely has a competitive advantage
over other insurance companies. In regard to the
Government guarantee, for instance, it would be
relieved from accountability leading to insolvency,
an accountability and commitment that is re-
quired of other companies in this State. The
SGlO would be relieved from providing detailed
statistical returns such as are required by private
enterprise, therefore giving it a further advantage
in this field. The SGlO would not be subject to
supervision by the life insurance commissioner.
This commitment is needed by other companies in
this State. The SG10 will not be required to en-
gage in actuarial activities or to use only certified
rates. Private companies in this State are required
to do this and it would be unfair for the SGlO to
be given this advantage. The SGlO will not be re-
quired to prepare the general year projections that
other companies are required to provide. It will
not be required to set out reserves on statutory
minimum valuation bases to protect policyholders.
Here again a further advantage would be given to
the SGlO over private companies. It will not be
required to fulfil the extensive burden of com-
plying with the Companies Act, again a require-
ment private companies face.

The Premier states that it is fair competition
when, quite frankly, it is not fair competition for
private companies to have to comply with all these
burdens I have mentioned, yet the SGlO will not
have to comply. It is not subject to the Trade
Practices Act, a further advantage to it.

The Premier said that the viability of the SG lO
is certainly in contrast to the 5010 in South Aus-
tralia. He indicated the stability of it. One only
has to read The Advertiser of Adelaide of 22
September 1983, only a few weeks ago, to see that
the South Australian SGlO was $15.9 million in
the red for the past year. Who would have to meet
that sort of loss?
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Mr MacKinnon: The taxpayer.
Mr O'CONNOR: That is correct. The tax-

payer would have to meet this loss. The share-
holders would not be able to do so. Having a
Government company or organisation of that
nature means that obviously the Government
must back up losses. We arc talking about the vi-
ability of the SGlO and about the South Aus-
tralian Government and the SGlO in that State
which ran into substantial losses during 1983. It is
also worthy to note that S20 million was lost in di-
rect accounts in the last two years of the SGlO,
and this is a very substantial amount.

We must look at these sorts of things carefully.
This type of operation is best left to private en-
terprise. People in private enterprise know how to
run this business and their losses are not im-
planted back into the community generally.

The Premier said that 10 per cent of private
holdings were placed in assets in public security;
in other words, an investment of only 10.9 per
cent of private insurance companies goes into
public assets whereas the SGlO's figure is 44.5
per cent. He has forgotten the effect of the 20:30
legislation which commits 30 per cent of life
investment in public securities. Surely the Prem-
ier knows that life insurance companies are corn-
mitted by the 20:30 policy and that 30 per cent of
their life policies are invested in public securities.

Mr Brian Burke: Not necessarily in this State.
Mr O'CONNOR: Of course, much of it is in

this State. and the Premier knowvs that.
Mr Brian Burke: It does not need to be. It is

not. That is the point I made earlier.
Mr O'CONNOR: That is not correct.
Mr Brian Burke: I do not believe that the

amount invested reflects the business, though.
Mr O'CONNOR: According to the infor-

mation supplied by the life insurance compani.es,
a disproportionate amount is invested here. In
fact, Western Australia claims a higher percent-
age than that of other States in this field.

I come back to the point the Premier men-
tioned: that is. that private holdings have only
10.9 per cent of assets invested in public securi-
tics. Of course. in the life field that is certainly
not so. With the 20:30 legislation, they have 30
per cent invested in public securities and two-
thirds or 66 per cent of the total would be in
Commonwealth investment. The SGIO's history
in underwriting losses in 1980-81 is that it in-
curred a loss of $7 821 295 for that year alone.
An underwriting loss by the SGlO of that amount
is very substantial. If we look at the following
year-1981-82-we find the loss was 50 per cent

more, or $12.037 million. In those two years
almost $20 million was an underwriting loss, and
here we are to place this burden on the State
rather than let private enterprise operations carry
on as they are doing.

If this Bill is passed there will be a displace-
menit of employees in this State. Employees pres-
ently working with companies which are doing a
good job in this State will be dismissed. There is
no doubt in my mind that private enterprise is the
best way to operate this type of business. Obvi-
ously. the Government believes that the SGO
should become involved in marine and general
and other fields of insurance.

I believe this Bill is unnecessary. I know it is
the Government's policy to try to nationalise in-
dustries where possible and to take over their con-
trol. I believe, as I said earlier, that once this Bill
is passed the Government will go further afield to
the areas of radio and television. The Premier
squints, indicating that this is not so, but I believe
it is: we will see the Government's intervention in
other areas in this State. It has already started as
far as the Ashton Joint Venture is concerned.

Mr Brian Burke: Only five per cent-how is
that nationalising something'?

Mr O'CONNOR: It is a start. It is five per
cent when the previous Government had written a
contract that gave the Government and the people
of this State 22 per cent, without any investment
at all, or seven per cent of the sale of diamonds. A
very good contract was written, but the Govern-
ment had to go further afield to take over private
enterprise operations-five per cent on top of the
22 per cent!

As far as the SGlO is concerned, I believe we
would be better off leaving the situation as it is.
Some members in this House and some people in
this State believe the best course to follow is the
recommendations of the Campbell report.

I believe the Government has ventured into a
field that is unnecessary. The insurance industry
in Western Australia is well catered for; if any-
thing, it is over-catered for. To allow a further
company to participate to a further degree would
be of little advantage to anyone. In fact, further
burdens could be placed on the people of this
State if they are required to pay for the losses,
through taxation or by some other method.

I have already indicated that the SGlO has
tried to take over markets by undercutting sub-
stantially. and in doing so it has caused substan-
tial losses in certain fields. If that continues the
SGlO will get most of the market in this State,
but the taxpayers will have to pay.
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The Bill will not be to our advantage and I
intend to oppose it. I would prefer that the rec-
ommendations of the Campbell report not be im-
plemented in 1010. I would not like 10 see the
possibility or the elimination of the SGIO, but it
should be left to handle the market it is handling
presently.

The Premier indicated earlier that insurance
companies have little objection to this legislation.
That is certainly not the case. Insurance
companies have conmc forward to indicate that
they strongly object to the intrusion of the SGIO
in various ways. A statement was issued by them
today objecting to this legislation and I presume
that the Premier has received a copy of it. To say
that insurers in this State do not object to this
legislation is an inaccurate statement. They do
object and they have indicated that both verbally
and in writing to me.

I believe the South Australian SGlO has lost
$15.9 million for the year and that is an indi-
cation that this Government should tread cau-
tiously. The underwritten losses of the State
Government Insurance Office in Western Aus-
tralia over the last two years have been around
S20 million and that should give us cause for con-
cern and reason to tread carefully. I hope the
Premier and the Government have concern for
those areas and for the people of this State who
will have to underwrite the losses-if we do suffer
losses similar to those which have occurred in
South Australia.

I know that some of the losses in South Aus-
tralia reflecd the damage caused by the
bushflres. but we have catastrophes like this from
time to time and, with most companies through-
out Australia. these losses are underwritten and
shared by other companies, overseas and in other
parts or Australia.

The venture suggested by the Premier is unwise
and it is not needed in this State. This State is
well catered for in regard to both life and general
insurance. The Premier uses honeyed words to tell
us how he will look after private enterprise, and
he should continue to do that and let private en-

terprise run the affairs of this State rather than
bring everything under State control.

There is every possibility that the SGIO, in
going into these other Fields, initially will under-
cut top companies to the extent that it will take
business away from them and to the extent that
losses incurred by the SGlO will have to be paid
for in due course by the taxpayers. That would
give the SGlO an unfair advantage in many
fields.

If the Premier intends to proceed with this Bill,
as he has indicated he will, we will move amend-
ments in the Committee stage to make sure that
competition is fair and that the SGlO does not
have trading advantages over the rest of the
insurance companies.

Mr Brian Burke: During the second reading
speech I told you that if you propose amendments
concerning the trading situation of the SGlO, it is
likely we would accept them.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am indicating that I intend
to do that during the Committee stage.

Mr Brian Burke: I would like a copy of the
amendments as soon as possible.

Mr MacKinnon: We will give you as much no-
tice as you gave us in bringing forward this de-
bate.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am happy to give the
Premier a copy of the amendments I am
suggesting and I will give them to him tonight, in
order that he has the opportunity to peruse them.
I will move the amendments during the Com-
mittee stage in an effort to make sure no trading
advantages are given to the SGlO in this State
over and above those which apply to other
companies.

I believe the Bill is unnecessary and I indicate
that we on this side of the House intend to oppose
it.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Gordon
Hill.

House adjourned at 2.49 am. (Wednesday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

1262. This question was funt her postponed.

MEAT: LAMB

Marketing Board: Tonnage
1313. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
(1) Since the formation of the WA Lamb

Marketing Board what has been the
annual tonnage of lamb processed
through the board?

(2) Can the above Figures be expressed as
the number or carcases produced?

Mr EVANS replied:

(I) and (2) I am informed as follows by
the Western Australian Lamb Mar-
keting Board- Tonnage Carrais

1973.............6929 506248
1974-. ........... ........... 17176 1161 211
1975 ................................ 19179 1319258
19fl.................. 23 854 1700642
1977.................. 23199 1769204
1978 .......................... 19529 1423497
1979.. _.........._........... 19126 1328404
1980-.... ...................... 21156 1509935
1901 .......................... 21437 1497207
1982 ............................ 153 71 1113341
1983 __ _........ 13601 973735

MEAT. LAMB

Throughput and Sales
1325. Mr BLAIKIE. to the Minister for

AgricuIlure:
(1) What was the total number of lambs

slaughtered in Western Australia for the
period I July 1982 to 30 June 1983?

(2) In relation to the total number of lambs
killed in Western Australia (or the
periods specified in (1). how many
were-
(a) sold on the domestic (local market)

during the same period;
(b) sold on the overseas export market

or interstate market during the
same period;

(c) left in freezer store after 30 June
1983?

(3) Did the WA Lamb Marketing Board
purchase any lamb interstate or overseas
to supplement supplies obtained within
Western Australia?

(4) If so, was any of the lamb obtained
interstate or overseas committed to sup-
plying-
(a) the domestic market within West-

ern Australia;

(b) the interstate market;

(c) exported under the WA Lamb
Marketing Board's programmes to
meet any contractual arrangements
in that market?

(5) What was the value and the amount of
any lamb committed as specified in
question (4)?

(6) (a) Is the WA Lamb Marketing Board
currently holding any lambs killed
prior to I July 1982 in any freezer
store;

(b) if so-
(i) what amount of lamb is being

held;
(ii) what is its present value;,

(iii) what charges were incurred in
keeping the meat in store for
the period?

Mr EVANS replied:
I am informed as follows by the Western
Australian Lamb Marketing Board-

(1) 973 735 lambs were slaughtered
through the WA Lamb Marketing
Board year ending June 30, 1983.

(2) (a) 608 754 carcases sold to dom-
estic market;

(b) 433 086 carcases exported;
(c) 10 426 carcases in store at 30

June 1983 and 78 531 in store
at30iJune 1982.

(3) Yes.
(4) (a) No;

(b) no;

(c) yes.
(5) 378 metric tonnes, purchase value

$574 853 delivered (processed) to
aircraft.

(6) (a) No;

(b) not applicable.

HEALTH

Aborigines: Leprosy
1331. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) What was the incidence of leprosy

amongst Aborigines in-

(a) the Kimberley region;
(b) the Pilbara region;
during 1982?
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(2) How many new cases of the disease were
notified during the year?

(3) Is the Public Health Department satis-
fied with progress being made in com-
bating this disease?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) (a) 0.04 per cent;
(b) 0.05 per cent.

(2) Kimberley-5.
Pilbara-3.

(3) While this reduction is satisfactory,
there is no room for complacency and
continual efforts are being made
towards eradication of the disease.

H EA LTH

Vaccination: Poliomyelitis

1344. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

In view of the fact that no conventional
form of compensation is available to
Ross Davis, the 12-year-old boy crippled
with polio which was induced by polio
vaccination, other than through civil ac-
tion, will he give consideration to-
(a) an ex gralia payment to Ross Davis

in lieu of such compensation;

Mr
(a)

(b) the introduction of legislation simi-
lar to the Civil Injuries Act to cover
cases of this kind?

HODGE replied:
I do not believe that Parliament is the
appropriate forum to deal with this mat-
ter; the conventional form of compen-
sation claims in cases such as this is to
proceed through civil action as the only
means of establishing liability;

(b) this question should be referred to the
Attorney General.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTE

Pilbara: BHP's Production

1351. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(1) Has he seen the report stating that "the

industrial chaos at Mt. Newman Iron
Ore Mines is threatening to jeopardise
Broken Hill Proprietary Co. Ltd.'s steel
production"?

(2) Does his department concur with the
statement?

2901

(3) If so, is his Government now going to
intervene in the dispute to start pro-
duction again?

(4) If his department does not concur with
the report, can he please explain why?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) I am advised that BHP, which relies

heavily on ore shipments from the Mt
Newman project, would be affected by
long-term strikes. However, BHP does
have an alternative ore source at Yampi
and could purchase ore from other sup-
pliers.

(3) The Government has conferred with
various bodies involved in the dispute,
emphasising the importance of achieving
settlement through established pro-
cesses. Furthermore, consideration is
being given to ways in which existing
processes may be improved. I am
pleased to note that settlement of the
dispute has been reached.

(4) Not applicable. See (2).

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Advertising: Government Advertising Campaign

1364. MrTRETHOWAN, to the Premier:
What is the total cost of the Western
Australian Government's advertising
programme in support of its Bill to ban
tobacco advertising?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Total cost of campaign to date is
$257 285.58.

LOTTERIES: INSTANT

Distribution: Amounts

1365. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister for
Sport and Recreation:
(1) How much money has become available

for distribution through the Sports In-
stant Lottery Distribution Advisory
Committee since the last State election?

(2) How much of this money has been dis-
tributed?

(3) What sporting organisations have re-
ceived these funds?

(4) What amount did each of these organis-
ations receive?
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Mr
(I)

WILSON replied:
To date the committee has been allo-
cated $1 250 000 for distribution to as-
sociations and clubs.

(2) As at 30 September a total of
$1 109000 has been distributed in four
allocations.

(3) and (4) The information requested is
tabled.

The paper wa s tabled (see paper No. 318).

TRANSPORT: BUSES

Fares: Exact Fare Box System

1366. Mr RUSHTON. to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he or the Government decided to

scrap the full introduction of the exact
fare boxes system on MTT buses'?

(2) If "Yes", was this at the request of the
MTT industry union?

(3) Is he aware the exact fare box system
was introduced at the request and rec-
omnmendation of the MTT?

(4) Is he aware the advantage of this system
was to save running costs and improve
the bus service to the public?

(5) What amount of money has been spent
on the exact fare box system to date?

(6) What loss will be incurred by the re-
neging of the related contract?

(7) What are his reasons for scrapping the
introduction of the complete exact fare
box system?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1)
(2)

(3)

Yes.
No.
The exact fare box system has never
been introduced. However, I am aware
that the system was proposed by the
MTT when the member was Minister
for Transport.

(4) I am aware of the advantages attributed
to the system and also that views differ
on the extent to which the promise is
fulfilled.

(5) $1.1 million.

(6) No contract has been "reneged". I have
instructed the MTT to arrange to sell
the equipment on hand.

(7) After discussions I recently had with the
Chairman and Managing Director of the
MTT. it was agreed that the system

would not be proceeded with. Among
the considerations were the following-
(a) If, as originally planned, exact fare

boxes resulted in bus drivers
carrying no change. any passenger
not in possession of a prepaid ticket
or the exact fare would be incon-
venienced.

(b) The generally good relationship be-
tween MTT passengers and the per-
sonable and efficient MTT drivers
is something which is emphasised
by the MTT's marketing efforts.
and which should be encouraged.
Exact fare boxes would depersonal-
ise the public transport system
without noticeably speeding the
boarding time of any passenger
who-as is encouraged-already
pays the exact Care.
It is thought by the MTT, after
lengthy consideration, that alter-
ation to the present system in
favour of the exact fare box system
would have a detrimental effect on
passenger loadings.

MINING: COAL

Reserves: Tonnage

1367. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Mines:

With regard to the coal reserves in
leases subject to the Coal (Western
Colleries and Dampier Pty Ltd) Agree-
ment Act, is it still considered that there
are some 170 million tonnes proven, and
150 million tonnes estimated?

Mr BRYCE replied:
There are problems in comparing re-
serves estimates because of the different
reserves categories and reporting criteria
adopted. These are currently the subject
of a working group comprising company
and geological representatives.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power Staion: Kwinana

1368. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

What is the target date for the transfer
to North-West Shelf natural gas of the
Kwinana powerstation?
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Mr BRYCE replied:
The expected time of First availability of
North-West Shelf natural gas in the
Kwinana area.

CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
M ENT

Cockburn Sound: Furnace Slag

1369. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:

Arc any discussions in train with Aus-
tralian Iron and Steel (BHP) Kwinana,
with respect to amending the relevant
establishment Act, particularly that sec-
tion which allows the dumping of
furnace slag along the Cockburn Sound
foreshore?

Mr BRYCE replied:

There have been no specific discussions
on amendment of the agreement Act re-
lating to the Kwinana-Koolyanobbing
operations of BlHP. The company has a
number of related agreements and has
agreed to discussions aimed at achieving
rationalisation of the agreements. These
will be commenced shortly and it is
likely that the specific matter to which
the member refers will form part of the
discussions.

PORT

Jcrvcuse Bay; Breakwater

1370. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Works:

When is it anticipated that the planned
Jervoise Bay breakwater will be con-
structed and completed?

Mr Mel VER replied:

There are two breakwaters in Jervoise
Bay on which work is proceeding.

The construction of the breakwater for
the shipping industry will be completed
by May-June 1984.

Tenders for the reconstruction of the
breakwater to protect the recreational
boating area have been received. Con-
struction will commence before the end
of October and the work will be com-
pleted by February 1984.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Kwinana Terminal

1371. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:

Is it proposed to redevelop the Kwinana
buis transfer terminal within the near
future!?

Mr GRILL replied:
Yes. I am hopeful that an announce-
ment can be made in the forthcoming
Budget.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Income Tax Sharing Scheme

1372. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Is it a -fact that the City of Stirling and

the Shire of Wanneroo are to receive
$2 419 000 and $1 545 000 respectively
from this year's Commonwealth two per
cent personal income tax sharing ar-
rangement for local government in
Western Australia, under the new ar-
rangement introduced by his Govern-
ment, whereby 30 per cent is calculated
on a population basis and 70 per vent on
a general needs basis?

(2) If "Yes" to (1), what would be their re-
spective allocations when 70 per cent
was allocated on the basis of population
and 30 per cent on a general needs
basis?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) On the basis of the established pro-

cedures of the Western Australian Local
Government Grants Commission, the al-
locations would still be the same.

EDUCATION

Building Projects

1373. Mr CLARKO. to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Would he list all building projects
currently in progress within his minis-
terial responsibility, including new proj-
ects, additions, and maintenance and re-
pair, setting out location, nature of the
work, and cost, distinguishing whether
the source of funds is State or Common-
wealth?
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Mr PEARCE replied:
Most of the information sought by the
member for Karrinyup will be contained
in the capital works budget later this
week. Further details of specific projects
will be available after that time if he
names the schools for which he seeks de-
tailed information. I point out to the
member that he refused to provide me
with comparable details when he was
Minister.

1374. This quiestion was postponed.

TELEVISION

North-west

1375. Mr LAURANCE, to the Mihister for Re-
gional Development and the North West:
(1) Has he had recent discussions with the

Federal Minister for Communications
on such matters as a-

(a) television service for Fitzroy Cross-
ng;

(b) commercial television licence for
the Pilbara region:

(c) subscriber television in the north-
west; and

(d) utilisation of the proposed domestic
satellite?

(2) If so, what was the outcome of these dis-
cussions for each of the items men-
tioned'?

Mr

(1)

GRILL replied:

(a) to (d) Yes. Discussions were held on
Monday. 10 October 1983.

(2) There was no final resolution to any of
the matters raised, although all are
under active consideration by the Feder-
al Minister.

I am pressing for an early statement by
the Federal Minister on each matter and
it appears that when the Federal
Government makes some final basic pol-
icy decisions on AUSSAT, hopefully
within the next few weeks, then matters
of particular relevance to WA can be
decided.

I would add that I was heartened by the
Federal Minister's sympathetic under-
standing of this State's views on these
matters.

COMMUNICATIONS

Carnarvon Earth Station

1376. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for Re-
gional Development and the North West:
(1) What is the latest position in relation to

the future of the overseas telecommuni-
cations earth station at Carnarvon?

(2) Is he continuing negotiations with the
Federal Minister for Communications to
ensure the continued operation of this
facility?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Existing contracts are not presently ex-

tended beyond 1985. Further contracts
are being investigated.

(2) Yes, in fact I met with the Federal Min-
ister in Canberra on 10 October and will
continue to maintain contact with him.

TAXATION
Withholding Tax: Effect

1377. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he directed any agencies under his

control to monitor the effect of the pre-
scribed payments or withholding tax on
the transport industry in this State since
the new tax was introduced on I
September?

(2) Has he been provided with any evidence
that this new tax has had an adverse ef-
fect on any transport companies in par-
ticular or the industry in general?

(3) Has he made any representations to the
Federal Government over the impo-
sition, the application, or the timing of
this new tax?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No. However, the Commissioner of

Transport has made some initial inquir-
ies for me on this matter.

(2) No. While only three letters expressing
concern at the possible effects of the
new system of collection have been re-
ceived by me, preliminary inquiries re-
veal the adverse effects of the system are
not as widespread as First thought.

(3) No. I am aware that a number of
transport organisations have made direct
representation to the Federal Govern-
ment regarding certain aspects of the
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prescribed payments system. Should it
be either necessary or desirable for me
to add to these representations, the mat-
ter will be given further consideration.

POULTRY
Eggs: Narrogin Egg Board

1378. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) When is he intending to respond to the

Narrogin Town Council following their
deputation to him regarding the
Narrogin egg board?

(2) Has he considered the submission which
the deputation presented to him?

(3) If so, would he advise what assessment
did he make of the submission?

(4) Were there any areas or suggestions
with which he disagreed?

(5) Has the WA Egg Marketing Board con-
sidered the submission?

(6) If so, what was the advice and findings
of the Egg Marketing Board regarding
the proposals submitted by the Narrogin
Town Council?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) A letter was sent to the shire on 21

September.

(2) Yes.
(3) 1 was unable to agree with the shire's

proposal.
(4) The shire proposal would significantly

increase the operating costs of the Egg
Marketing Board.

(5) Yes.

(6) Answered by (4).

EDUCATION
High School: Narrogin

1379. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) With regard to the 1984 school year at

the Narrogin Senior High School, what.
is the projected enrolment For 1984 in-

(a) years IlI and 12;

(b) For the whole school?

(2) Is it intended to increase the availability
of manual arts in years I I and 12?

(3) What facilities will be provided for 1984
to cope with increased enrolments?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) (a) and (b) The Education Departme 'nt

is aware of the potential for increased
enrolments at the Narrogin Senior High
School in years 8 and I1I. This is a State
phenomenon and subject to a special
check at present.
Final projections for 1984 enrolments
will be available for high schools by late
October.

(2) and (3) A senior officer is visiting the
school on 24 October to discuss enrol-
ments and special provisions to meet ad-
ditional requirements in manual arts and
other subject areas with the principal.

MEAT: LAMB

Marketing Board: Referendum

1380. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) With regard to the proposed referendum

of lamb producers relating to the future
of the WA Lamb Marketing Board,
what reasons does the Government have
for insisting on conducting the proposed
referendum before the report of the
meat industry review committee is
available?

(2) What is the proposed question?
(3) Who is to prepare the-

(a) "No" case;
(b) "Yes" case?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) The referendum will provide up-to-date

information on producers' attitudes
towards the Lamb Marketing Board and
will be a major input into the proposed
inquiry into Government involvement in
the meat industry.

(2) "Do you favour the continuation of the
Western Australian Lamb Marketing
Board under its present charter?"

(3) "Yes" and "No" eases will not be pre-
pa red .

MINING: COAL-
Reserves: Exploration

138 1. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) Having been invited by him to pursue by

question the matter of State Energy
Commission-provided funds for
companies under the Collie Coal
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(Western Collieries
Agreement Act to

0ration. what level of
provided'!

and Dampier)
undertake explo-
funding has been

(2) As the exploration is associated with the
power station for the proposed alu-
miniunm smelter, is this factor
influencing the siting of the proposed
power station in the Collie basin?

(3) As the proposal envisages the develop-
rnent of a new coal mine, what will be
the arrangements for re-funding the
public funds advanced?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(I ) None.
(2) Identification of coal resources is one of

many vital factors which may influence
the siting of a power station.

(3) Not applicable.

INSURANCE

State Government Insurance Office:
Trade Practices Act

1382. Mr MENSAROS~to the Premier:
Considering that he claimed no advan-
tages to the State Government
Insurance Office compared with private
insurance companies, and considering
that State Government instrumentalities
are exempt from the restrictive pro-
visions of the Commonwealth's Trade
Practices Act, will he instruct the 5010
to abide by the provisions of the Trade
Practices Act, should his Bill extending
t he fra nchise of t he SGO become law?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
While the SGIO is exempt from the pro-
visions of the Trade Practices Act, it has
complied with its provisions. and will
continue to do so in the future.

EDUCATION

Advisory Council: Policy Decisions

1183. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Education:

Considering the composition of the
newly established Education advisory
council which, as reported by the WA,
Education News, has 10 employee/or
union, six student, and three other rep-
resentatives in contrast to I I employers"
representatives, out of the 30 members,
is he considering that education policy

should be predominantly construed ac-
cording to the advice of employees in the
system as opposed to the representatives
of the educational institutions?

Mr PEARCE replied:
No.

INSURANCE

State Government Insurance Office:
Solvency Requirements

1384. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
Is it anticipated that the State Govern-
ment Insurance Office with extended
franchise will have to conform to the sol-
vency requirements of the Common-
wealth Statutes pertaining to insurance
companies?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The SGIO has in the past voluntarily
complied with the solvency requirements
of the Commonwealth Insurance Com-
missioner and intends to continue to do
so in the future.

INSURANCE

State Government insurance Office: Results

1385. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
What were the results of the State
Government Insurance Office's
underwriting accounts separately in the
fields of insurance in which it has en-
gaged, in the five accounting years?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
For commercial reasons individual
underwriting results are treated by
insurers as confidential. It is therefore
not proposed to make the requested de-
tail available.

INSURANCE

State Government Insurance Office: Policy
Instructions

1386, Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
What is the present policy instruction
for departments and Government
instrumentalities regarding purchasing
insurance policies in the fields where the
State Government Insurance Office is
engaged, and in particular are these de-
partments compelled to purchase and
maintain policies with the State Govern-

moent Insurance Office and are they al-
lowed to use brokers?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Government departments and
instrumentalities are currently required
to insure with SGlO in eontinuance of
the policy instruction of the previous
Government.
They are allowed to use the services of
brokers but if the broker was engaged
after February 1976. the cost of those
services would be borne by the depart-
ment or instrumentality.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Correspondence: Publication

1387. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
(1) Is it his Government's policy to make

public, correspondence and other papers
signed by Ministers?

12) If so, do such papers include Cabinet
minutes?

(3) Does such policy extend only to Minis-
ters of the previous Government or does
it involve present Ministers as well?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) The Government has due regard

to the conventions associated with the
release of correspondence and other
papers signed by Ministers.

Changing circumstances and increasing
demands from the community for infor-
mation affect the ways in which these
conventions are observed and under-
stood.

QUESTIONS

Without Notice: Deputy Speaker's Ruling

1388. Mr MENSAROS, to the Speaker:
In view of the Deputy Speaker's ruling
that questions without notice have to be
taken equally from each side or the
House, will he consider to measure this
equity in terms of time spent on
questions and replies for either side?

The SPEAKER replied:
I refer the member to my statement con-
cerning questions without notice on
Tuesday. 26 July 1983. The period
available for questions without notice
will continue, as in the past, to be
handled according to the Speakers dis-
cretion.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

Nort h- West Shelf: Equity Sale

1389. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) Apart from other considerations. are

contracts for export to Japan for LNG
from the North-West Shelf joint ven-
turers dependent on capital participation
in the project by the two major Japanese
trading companies, Mitsubishi Corpor-
ation and Mitsui and Co. in the project'?

(2) If so. will it be Australian or overseas
equity that is shed to make room for
Japanese participation?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) This is not a matter which falls

within my portfolio responsibility.

WORKERS COMPENSATION

Premiums: Metropolitan Water Authority

1390. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

What is the rough amount of the ex-
pected premium to be paid by the
Metropolitan Water Authority to the
State Government Insurance Office for
workers' compensation covering the
current financial year?

M r TON KIN replied:
$1.85 million.

WATER RESOURCES

Agaton: Funding

1391. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Now that the bi-centennial water re-
sources programme has been cancelled
by the Commonwealth Government, will
he be able to receive any funds from the
Commonwealth for the Agaton project
if it can be organised as a contributory
project as was planned by the previous
Government?

M rTON K IN replied:
The Agaton project has been considered
as a project for funding with Common-
wealth Government assistance under the
national waler resources programme.
rather than the bi-centennial water re-

oucsprogramme.
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The national water resources pro-
gramme has not been cancelled but its
future beyond the end of the 1983-84
financial year is being reviewed by the
Commonwealth Government. Because of
this, and because of this State's inability
to proceed with the project without
Commonwealth financial assistance,
planning for the project is currently in
abeyance.
Certainly Commonwealth funds for the
Agaton project will be gratefully re-
ceived should they become available.

HOSPITALS

Osborne Park arnd Wanneroo: Appointments

1392. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Have sessional appointments and full-

tinmc appointments for head of services,
surgery, obstetrics, gynaceology and an-
aesthetics been determined for Osborne
Park and Wanneroo hospitals?

(2) 1if not-
(a) when is it expected that the ap-

pointments will be finalised;
(b) are there any special conditions re-

lating to applications for the pro-
posed posts?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) A copy of the advertisement inviting ap-

plications for part-time and full-time ap-
pointments for medical practitioners
who wish to provide services to Osborne
Park and Wanneroo Hospitals has been
provided to the member.

(2) See (1).

HOSPITALS

Osborne Park and Wanneroo: Appointments

1393. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Hecalt h:

In respect of proposed salaried and
sessional appointments at Osborne Park
and Wanneroo Hospitals, what stage has
been reached in negotiations on the Aus-
tralian Medical Association branch
council request for independent arbi-
tration on salaries and conditions of ser-
vice and for on appeals mechanism
against the recommendation of the ap-

pointments committee where an appli-
cation for appointment has been re-
fused?

Mr HODGE replied:
The matter of independent arbitration
on terms and conditions oF service
should be referred to the Minister for
Industrial Relations.

1394. This question was postponed.

HOSPITAL: ROYAL PERTH
Staff Replacement Policy: Policy Change

1395. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Was the clinical staff of Royal Perth

Hospital at an extraordinary general
meeting held on 24 August last, correct
in assuming that there had been an ap-
parent softening of the attitude of the
Government in respect of matters relat-
ing to budgeting and staff levels at
Royal Perth Hospital?

(2) If so, has the new stance on the part of
the Government been defined and con-
veyed to Royal Perth Hospital and any
other hospitals to which it may apply?

(3) If not, for what reason would the meet-
ing request the chairman of the board to
prepare a Press statement that was to in-
dlude comment in respect of the chang-
ing Government attitude regarding
staffing and budgeting as well as criti-
cisms and concern voiced at the meet-
ing?

Mr HODGE replied:
(I) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Not known.

HEALTH

Asbestos: Hospitals

1396. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is there any substance in union claims

that white asbestos used as ceiling and
dueting insulation in some Western Aus-
tralian hospitals poses a major health
risk?

(2) If so, is it intended to replace the ma-
terial with safe insulation, or render it
safe by some form of treatment?
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Mr HODGE replied:
(I) The matter is still being investigated.

(2) Action will be taken where it is con-
sidered necessary.

SUPERANN UATION

Hospital Staff

1397. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

What special superannuation arrange-
ments will apply to members of clinical
staffs in Government teaching hospitals
during the period of operation of the
Temporary Reduction of Remuneration
(Senior Public Officers) Act?

Mr HODGE replied:

For those contributing to the State
superannuation scheme the provisions of
section 14 of the Temporary Reduction
of Remuneration (Senior Public
Officers) Act will apply.

For those contributing to the WA public
hospitals medical officers superannu-
ation scheme, employers are obliged to
continue contributing on the basis of
each member's notional salary but mem-
bers may choose to contribute on the
basis of their notional or actual salary.
Any benefits which become payable in
respect of a member, e.g. death, dis-
ability, etc., will be based on the no-
tional salary.

HEALTH

Insulin

1398. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

In view of the fact tha( insulin for use by
diabetics is on the free list, whereas the
needles by which it is administered are
not, even though two needles dai ly are
normally required, will he draw the
rn-jtter to the attention of his Federal
counterpart in the hope that this
anomaly will be rectified?

Mr HODGE replied:

Yes.

HEALTH: INSURANCE

Medicare: Kununurra

1399. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Did he receive a letter sent to the Feder-

al Minister for Health by the
Kununurra chamber of commerce, ex-
pressing grave concern at the apparent
effects the Federal Government's
Medicare programme will have on the
viability of private medical and
pharmaceutical facilities in that region?

(2) (a) Has he received any response to the
letter from his Federal counterpart;
and

Mr

(I)
(2)

(b) if so, what was the response?
HODGE replied:

Yes.
(a) and (b) No.

HEALTH

Drugs and Foodsituffs: Regulations

1400. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

Approximately when is it anticipated
that the review of the food and drug
regulations currently being undertaken
by the Public Health Department with a
view to bringing Western Australia's
regulations into line with all other
States, will be completed?

Mr HODGE replied:
The review referred to related only to
spirit strengths and the recommen-
dations of this review will be introdueed
later this year. A review of food and
drug regulations, in accordance with
National Health and Medical Research
Council recommendations, is a continu-
ing and on-going process.

HEALTH

Expenditure

1401. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

When, in reply to question 1245 of 1983
concerning health expenditure he
referred to "the department", to what
department was he referring?

Mr HODGE replied:
The Department of Hospital and Allied
Services.
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COMMUNITY WELFARE

Children: Abuse

1402. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) How many child deaths as a result of

abuse have been reported during the last
five years for wvhich statistics are
available?

(2) Is it considered that the number of such
cases reported is an underestimation of
the real number?

(3) Have any eases of brain damage as a re-
sult of child abuse, been established?

(4) Are adequate efforts being made to
ascertain the full extent of the injuries
which are being caused by child abuse?

Mr

(1)

HODGE replied:

to (4) This question should be referred
to the Minister for Police and Emerg-
ency Services.

H EALT H

Radiation: "Key Biscayne"

1403. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has he received a report as yet from the

Radiological Council of Western Aus-
tralia on the potential danger from
radioactive isotopes trapped under the
.sunken oil rig Key Biscayne?

(2) If so. what is the extent of the potential
danger?

(3) If not, when is the report expected?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) to (3) Yes. I am happy to advise four
sources have been recovered by the
company and have been examined and
found to be in a satisfactory condition at
the State X-Ray Laboratories. Two
further sources remain attached to the
rig, but these pose no health problem
and their fate will be determined when
the fate of the rig itself has been deter-
mined.

HOSPITALS

Allegations

1404. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Was an inquiry recently ordered into a

doctor's claim of so-called rip-offs in the
hospital system?

(2) Were the doetor's allegations referred to
the boards of the teaching hospitals with
a direction that the boards report back
within a fortnight?

(3) If so, what was the result of the inquiry'?

Mr HODGE replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) The matter was referred to the
administration of each teaching hospital.

(3) Preliminary reports have only just been
received and the results have not yet
been studied in detail. However, all
teaching hospitals have reported that
they have found no examples of so-
called "rip offs" in the hospital system.

If specific examples can be cited each
one will be investigated.

HEALTH

Cholera

140S. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Has the Federal Health Department
liaised with the State Public Health De-
partment in respect of the positive
identification of cholera bacteria in
samples taken from two wells on
Ashmore's West Island?

(2) Has the disease been identified on other
island adjacent to the Western Aus-
tralian coast or on the north-west coast'!

(3) If so-

(a) where;

(b) when'?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No.

(3) (a) and (b) Not applicable.
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HEALTH: CANCER

Treatment: Unorthodox

1406. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Health:

(I) Is he aware of the recent comment by a
Queen Elizabeth Medical Centre
oncologist that-

(a) cancer patients who tried unortho-
dox methods of treatment and
round them unsuccessful could lose
valuable time for either seeking or
returning to orthodox medical
treatment;

(h) piients with a curable type of can-
cer who have been lured away by
the extravagant claims of the pro-
moters of so-called cancer cures
sometimes die through having de-
layed the medical treatment that
might have cured them?

(2) What restrictions are placed on people
practising unorthodox treatment
methods for cancer?

(3) If existing restrictions are insufficient
are further restrictions planned?

Mr HODGE replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) (a) and (b) People are not allowed to
sell drugs which are labelled or adver-
tised as remedying or curing cancer and
certain so-called cures are restricted in
regard to supply. The Medical Act pro-
hibits unqualified persons fronm render-
ing services normally performed only by
a medical practitioner.
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(3) No specific proposals are currently
under consideration.

HEALTH

Expenditure

1407. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

In view of the fact that according to the
answer to question 1332 of 1983, $655.1
million from the Consolidated Revenue
Fund was spent on all areas respecting
health for the year ended 1983, yet the
Consolidated Revenue Fund Estimates
of Revenue and Expenditure for those
headings for that year made a total of
$503.036 million, what is the expla-
nation for the discrepancy between the
two amounts?

Mr I-ODGE replied:

In answering question 1332 1 indicated
that total expenditure on health areas in
1982-83 from the Consolidated Revenue
Fund, amounted to $655.1 million. In
the Statement comprising this earlier
answer it was clearly shown that this fig-
ure included $154 million hospital rev-
enue which was credited directly to the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.

When this figure is deducted net expen-
diture is reduced to 5501.1 million
which compares favourably with the
originally budgeted amount of $503-036
million. A complete breakdown of the
figures is as follows-
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Details of the "Other Funds" used to
partially finance the 1982-83 capital
works programme are:

Contribution from Lotteries Com-
mission... ...... ...............

Infrastructure Borrowing ..............

million

2

3

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: ACT

-Actual Occupation~: Definition

1408. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Local Governm ent:
(1) Will the Government defer any proposed

amendments to the Local Government
Act to change the definition of "actual
occupation" as it appears in the
Act-reference question 259 of 3
August 1983-until such time as the
current Government inquiry into re-
sources revenues is completed?

(2) i f not, why not?
Mr CARR replied:
(1) and (2) It is still intended to introduce

legislation during the current parliamen-
tary sitting to clarify the rateability of
mining tenements under the new Mining
Act. That legislation, which will be com-
prehensive in its scope. is required im-
mediately.
There is also the quite separate question
of the effect of the present reference to
".actual occupation" in the Local
Government Act in relation to the rate-
ability of mining tenements which were
created under the repealed Mining Act.'
11 is understood that this particular
question is soon to be determined by the
courts and the situation will be reviewed
after that occurs.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Sraie Energy Commission: Employee Pa rrici-
pa ( ion

1409. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) Referring the Minister to question 262

of 28 July respecting employee partici-
pation, has the State Energy Com-
mission, the relevant unions, and the

Trades and Labor Council, completed
their discussions on the report on em-
ployee participation in decision-making
in the State Energy Commission?

(2) If so, what is the outcome of these dis-
cussions?

(3) If not, when is it expected that the dis-
cussions will conclude and decisions re-
lating to the report be made?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(I) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) No date has been set.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Kerosene., Price

1410. Mr MacKiNNON, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

Referring him to question 326 of 1983,
could be tell me now of the results of the
prices commissioner's cxa mi nation into
the pricing of home kerosene?

M rTON KIN repl ied:
The prices commissioner is satisfied that
that the price of kerosene is based on the
wholesale price as approved by the Pet-
roleum Products Pricing Authority. The
authority approves changes in prices on
the basis of changes in costs incurred by
the oil companies.

LAND

Building Blocks: Leeming

141 I. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

When will the Government be making a
decision on how and when the State
Housing Commission will dispose of or
develop its land holdings in Leeming?

Mr WILSON replied:

The method and timing for disposal of
the commission's land holdings in
Leemning is expected to be included in a
special report prepared by the Govern-
ment'S consultant on land matters.

The report is nearing completion and
will be presented to the Government at
the earliest opportunity.
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FUEL AND ENERGY

Stare Energy Commission:
Cuscorners-per- Employee

1412, Mr MacK'INNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:.
(1) Within the State Energy Commission,

what was the number of customers-per-
employee as at 30 June 1983?

(2) What number of man-hours were
worked on operations in the State
Energy Commission per gigawatt hour
sold in 1982-83?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(I) 106.
(2) I 292.

EDUCATION

Leisure Activity Class

1413. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(I) By how much did the leisure activity

class fees increase for this semester?
(2) How much money will be raised as a

consequence of this increase in fees?
(3) Has any of this money raised by the

Government gone into job creation pro-
grammes?

(4) If so, how many jobs have been created
and where?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) From 11.25 an hour to S2 an hour of

instruction.
(2)

(3)

Unknown at this time.
Fees arc applied to offsetting the ex-
penses of running these classes. This
frees money which would otherwise be
used to subsidise these classes to provide
more staffing in higher priority edu-
cational areas.

(4) Details of additional education staffing
will be announced in the Budget.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

Pipeline: Tender

1414. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

In reference to question 1175 of 2
September concerning the gas metering
system on the Dampier-Perth pipeline,
line, could the Minister say if the ten-
der-No. 10404-14-18 1I-let to Petrogas

Gas Systems, was let to a conforming
tender bid, or was it let to an alternate
to the conforming bid?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The tenders for gas metering systems for
the Dampier-Perth pipeline project were
were evaluated on a basis conforming
with the requirements of the specifi-
cation. Having determined that the ten-
der of Petrogas Gas Systems by,. was
the lowest priced conforming tender, the
decision was then made, based on tech-
nical considerations and the advice of
experienced consultants, to accept an
alternative offer for valves, and the con-
tract will be placed on this basis.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

MINING: DIAMONDS

Northern Mining Corporation NL: Purchase

340. Mr O'CON NOR, to the Premier:
(1) Who were the business and financial

consultants appointed by the Govern-
ment to advise it on the purchase of
Northern Mining Corporation NL, and
referred to by the Premier in his news
release?

(2) What fees either were, or are, payable to
the consultants used?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) As this question is on the
Notice Paper for tomorrow, I suggest
the Leader of the Opposition will get a
considered reply to that question
tomorrow. For now, not having had no-
tice of this question, I can only say that
no fees have been paid to anyone for any
services allegedly provided, according to
the Leader of the Oposition.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
OFFICE AMENDMENT BILL

Opposition's A ttitude

341. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Premier:
(1) Has he heard reports that the Oppo-

sition is to use its numbers in the Legis-
lative Council to defeat the Govern-
ment's legislation to expand the fran-
chise of the State Government Insurance
Off ice?
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(2) Can he say what the consequences of
this would be?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) 1 was amazed to learn today
that at its party meeting the Liberal
Party voted by an overwhelming ma-
jority to use its numbers in the Legislat-
ive Council to defeat the Bill that seeks
the expansion of the franchise of the
SIolo

Mr O'Connor: That is not true.

Mr Clarko: Who told you?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am told that only
two members of the Liberal Party sup-
ported the proposition that the franchise
should be expanded.

Mr O'Connor: Incorrect

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am pleased to hear
Opposition members assure me that this
is not the case, because if the Opposition
uses its numbers in the Legislative
Council to defeat the Bill that seeks to
expand the SC 10's franchise, it will be
doing a massive disservice to this State,
as the Leader of the Opposition knows.
As the Leader of the Opposition also
knows, when he was in Government the
Treasury put to him the problems that
were arising in respect of capital formu-
lation in Western Australia to support
Government programmes. As he further
knows, the Government of which he was
a member seriously entertained and had
not made a decision about introducing
the same sort of legislation that we have
proposed. It would be absolutely scan-
dalous for the Opposition to use its
numbers in the Legislative Council to
turn away a plank that has been in my
party's policy for many years. a policy
that seeks simply, on commercially fair
and competitive terms-

Mr Court: You want the Government to own
all businesses.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -to permit the State
Government Insurance Office to com-
pete,

Mr O'Connor: This is a phony question with
an untrue inference.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am glad if that infer-
ence is not the correct one and the Op-
position has decided not to oppose the
legislation.

Mr Clarko: We didn't say that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am pleased to learn
that the Opposition will now both op-
pose and support the legislation!

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Are they not tender?

The Government has not experienced
much opposition at all from the
insurance industry, and that is oppo-
sition that might have been expected.
Opposition should not come from this
Chamber from a party that is prepared
to let foreign-owned companies and
companies from other States establish
insurance offices here, a party that is not
prepared to stand behind the compe-
tition, on a commercially fair basis, we
propose the SGIO should be able to pro-
vide. This State will rue the day the Op-
position uses its numbers in the Legislat-
ive Council to reject the legislation.

MINING: DIAMONDS

Northern Mining Corporatiion NL, Purchase

342. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
I understand some notice of this
question has been given to the Premier,
so I hope he will make some attempt-

Mr Brian Burke: Ask the question.
Mr HASSELL: -to answer it instead of

going on as he has been.
Mr Brian Burke: When are you going to

learn, Noddy?
Mr H-ASSELL: The Premier has tried to

turn question time in this House into a
farce, and he ought to be ashamed of
what he is doing.

Mr Brian Burke: Stay in and clean the
dlusters.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: My question to the Premier

is as follows-
(I) In considering the financial projec-

tions associated with the purchase
of Northern Mining Corporation
NL, what provision has been made
for taxation liability to the Federal
Government?

(2) What is the estimated amount of
taxation liability?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) If the Deputy Leader of the Op-

position wants a considered answer he
should place his question on the Notice
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Paper; but let me simply say this:
About the arrangement with Northern
Mining Corporation NL that has been
entered into by the Government and
about the projections or profit that re-
late to that arrangement: the discharge
of the obligations to pay tax of all kinds
was taken into account by the Govern-
ment in arriving at the estimate that is
the best possible estimate-according to
all those people who are expert in this
area-of a return to the public of this
State of 14 per cent on this investment.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Pecuniary Interests: Legislation

143. Mr BARN ETT, to the Premier:
(1) Does the Government intend to

introduce legislation in the current
session of Parliament to require mem-
bers of Parliament to disclose their
pecuniary interests?

(2) Is it a fact that Opposition members
have previously attacked such pro-
posals?

(3) Does the Government have any infor-
mation about the likely public reaction
to the Opposition's using its numbers in
the Legislative Council to defeat such
legislation'!

The SPEAKER: I cannot allow the last part
of the question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(II and (2) The Government does intend to

introduce legislation relating to the mat-
ter of financial interests of members of
Parliament. and as motions related to
the subject matter-

Point of Order

M r B LA IK IEI: M r Spea ker, I ask you to rule
whether this question is permissible.

The SPEAKER: I indicated to the Premier
that the last part of the question was out
of order. The first two parts are in order.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr BRIAN BURKE; The substance of the
legislation referred to by the questioner
was the substance of motions introduced
by the Government when it was in Op-
position, so I am sure the Opposition ex-
pected that in due course we would
introduce legislation relating to the mat-
ter of the disclosure of the Financial

interests of members of Parliament. I
am pleased to be able to inform the
House that Cabinet has approved the
printing of such legislation. Already the
gossip is about the Parliament that it
does not matter what the Government
does in this area, the Legislative Council
will reject the legislation. Everyone
knows that the Council has the ability
by its numbers to do just that, but if the
Legislative Council rejects that legis-
lation-

Point of Order

Mr BLAIKIE: My point of order relates to
the one i raised earlier about the last
part of the question. Is the Premier
answering that part of the question you
ruled inadmissible?

The SPEAKER: If the member remembers
the last part of the question he will re-
alise that the Premier is not answering
that part: it would be impossible for him
to answer it.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I was concluding, it
would be absolutely untenable for the
Opposition to use it numbers in thod
Legislative Council to reject a piece of
legislation that was the subject of action
by the Government when it was in Op-
position and that was clearly part of the
policy on which the Government sought
the support of the public at the February
elections. There is no doubt that it is
shaping up for a showdown, because for
as long as the Opposition continues to
tout around the corridors of this Parlia-
ment that it is prepared to use its
numbers in the Legislative Council, then
for that long the Government is going to
constantly confront the Opposition with
the lack of morality attaching to that
sort of philosophy.

M EMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Inducements: Allegation by Member for Subiaco

344. Mr STEPH ENS, to the Premier:
I refer to the reference made in this
House by the member for Subiaco that
inducements may have been offered to
certain members of Parliament by the
tobacco lobby, and ask-

As such action, if correct, consti-
tutes a serious crime, will the Prem-
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icr appoint a Royal Commission to
investigate the matter?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
I was not here when the alleged alle-
gations were made by the member for
Subiaco. If the member puts his
question on the Notice Paper, I will
consider it and answer it in detail
tomorrow. As far as I am concerned, the
allegations allegedly made by the mem-
ber for Subiaco really do not have much
place in this Chamber. The preoccu-
pation of the Opposition with the alleged
delinquencies of one of its members does
not do much for the parliamentary pro-
cess.

Mr O'Connor: Our business is our business.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: But I have been asked

a question by one of the Opposition
members and I am simply saying that
from my point of view it is probably
fairly unhealthy that we should pre-
occupy ourselves with things that the
member for Subiaco says from time to
time. Everyone knows that the member
for Subiaco does occasionally say incen-
diary things. Everyone knows he is
strongly opposed-

Point of Order

Mr CLARKO: As I understand it, Ministers
answer questions that relate to their par-
ticular portfolio. It does not seem to me
that this matter comes within the
compass of the Premier's portfolios. Mr
Speaker, I ask you to rule whether it is
appropriate for him to comment on this
matter.

The SPEAKER: If the member studies the
Standing Orders, he will see that the
Premier is allowed to comment on mat-
ters of public affairs generally.

Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Everyone knows that
the member for Subiaco is very strongly
opposed to the advertising and pro-
motion of tobacco products. He himself,
as a private member, introduced a Bill
to achieve that purpose. I suggest it is
probably the proper view of the Parlia-
ment that if the member for Subiaco
says intemperate things from time to
time, he should not be put in a position
in which we try to wring the last drop of
blood out of him, because I suspect he is
sorry for what he said.

Dr Dadour: I didn't say it; that is the prob-
lem.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If there is that contro-
versy as well, I suggest that although I
will give detailed consideration to the
question, I will not be in a rush to say
that we would commit ourselves to es-
tablish what the member Suggests.

TOBACCO (PROMOTION AND SALE) BILL

Opposition's Att1itude

345. Mrs WATKINS, to the Premier:
(1) Is the State Government's legislation to

prohibit the advertising and promotion
of tobacco products an important part of
the Government's legislative pro-
gramme?

(2) If so, would the Government regard the
Opposition's using its numbers in the
Legislative Council to defeat the legis-
lation as a vote to thwart a significant
aspect of the legislative programme, es-
pecially as public opinion is clearly
strengthening in support of the Govern-
ment on this issue?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) It is true-
Mr Hassell: You are reducing the House to a

farce: you have no respect for Parlia-
ment.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is true the legis-
lation to ban the advertising and pro-
motion of tobacco products is an import-
ant part of the Government's legislative
programme. The Government is com-
mitted to a policy that discourages ciga-
rette smoking and the use of tobacco
products. There are three discrete parts
of that programme: The first is to make
cigarettes cost more than some people
might be prepared to pay for them; the
second is to launch an education pro-
gramme within schools: the third is to
ban the advertising and promotion of
tobacco products. The first two parts of
the campaign have been attended to.
The third part of the campaign is the
subject of the legislation now about to
pass to the Legislative Council. I know
that the Opposition-

Mr Blaikie: You are assuming it is going to
pass the Legislative Assembly first.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -talks about allowing
a free vote. We have seen what it means
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by a free vote;, Let us keep the member
for South Perth in the backblocks and
discipline the member for Subiaco!

Mr O'Connor: Not at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is my guess that
when this matter reaches the Legislative
Council the Opposition will use its
numbers to toe the party line and reject
the legislation.

Mr O'Connor: Absolutely not true.

Mr Clarko: Don't you use your numbers?

MINING: DIAMONDS

Equity Purchase: Ongoing Costs

346. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

(1) What provision has been made by the
Government to provide its Five per cent
share of all ongoing costs associated
with the Argyle diamond project, includ-
ing its share of the capital costs of stage
2 of the project'?

(2) Is it correct there will need to be paid
some $25 million in doll ars-of-t he-day
betwccn now and June 1986 for capital
costs associated with the Government's
proposed equity?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) As I said in reply to earlier
questions by other Opposition members
including the leader and the deputy
leader, if a detailed respons-e is required
the question should be put on notice.

A partial response that I am able to pro-
vide now simply indicates to the member
for Narrogin that interest presently
controlled by Northern Mining Corpor-
ation NL has attaching to it a European
banking corporation facility to cover the
capital cost to which the member refers.
I presume it would be competent for the
Government to assume the
responsibilities and the benefits at-
taching to this facility although it would
be my view also that as the Government
is not the-

Mr Laurance: Shades of Rex Connor!

Mr Court: Have you received the telex yet
confirming it?

Mr MacKinnon: Mr IKhemlani!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Opposition is pre-
pared to let the Malaysian Government
have 19 per cent of the project but will
not say that five per cent is a fair share

for the Western Australian public! Is
that not strange, Mr Speaker?

Mr Laurance interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I repeat: Nineteen per
cent for the Malaysian Government and
nothing for the Western Australians.

Mr O'Connor: We get 23.5 per cent.
Mr Hassell: What about the royalties?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This Opposition owes
its allegiance to the Malaysian Govern-
ment and certainly does not seek to
protect the Western Australian public.

Mr Hassell: What dishonesty. He continues
to say things he knows are not true. The
Premier is contemptible.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Everybody knows that
the arrangement into which this Govern-
ment has entered is an arrangement that
the Opposition now says it wished it had
been able to achieve when it was in
Government.

Mr Hassell: What absolute rubbish! We
wouldn',"t have been so damn stupid.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Everybody knows
that-the Liberal Party is not even good
at running business these days.

Mr O'Connor: Not monkey business.
Mr Court: You have cost the taxpayers alone

an additional S25 million.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We would look to that

facility with a view to reducing the
interest rates that relate to it because it
is our belief that as a borrower we would
command more credibility than that
commanded by the borrower that suc-
ceeded in putting the facility in place.

ACTS AMENDMENT (CONSTITUTION
AND ELECTORAL) BILL

Opposit ion's A ttiitude

347. Mrs BiEGGS, to the Premier:
(1) Has he heard reports that the Oppo-

sition is to use its numbers in the Legis-
lative Council-

Several members interjected.
M r Hassell: Cut it out.- This is just farcical.

Mr Laurance: When is there going to be an
end to this?

Mrs BEGGS: When I have Finished my
question.

Several members interjected.
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Mr Laurance: Why don't you go and ask
them?

Mr I. F. Taylor: Shut up, plastic!

Mrs BEGGS: I repeat-
(1) Has he heard reports that the Op-

position is to use its numbers in the
Legislative Council to defeat the
Government's legislation to make
the State's parliamentary and elec-
toral laws more democratic?

(2) Can he tell the House whether the
Government would regard the de-
feat of this legislation as a serious
obstruction of the programme it has
a mandate to implement'?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) We now arrive at what is the

nub of the problem racing the Oppo-
sition.

Mr Thompson: That is not a proper question.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think it is a perfectly

proper quest ion.

Mr Thompson: It is not, in terms of the par-
liamentary institution.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is likely to elicit
interesting information.

Mr Hassell: From you we will get some more
inventions.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: This is the
fundamental dilemma the Opposition
faces. All of the things we have had to
say about the SGIO legislation, tobacco
advertising and promotion legislation,
the-

Mr Laurance: Come on, you can do better
than this.

Mr Court: You should have an advertising
campaign.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -question of the
financial interests of members, and the
Ashton joint venture, all relate back to
the fundamental unfairness of a system
that permits the Opposition to blackmail
this House of Parliament-

Mr O'Connor: They haven't done it, and you
know it. That is the greatest lot of
rubbish I have ever heard.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -by saying that it can
and will use its numbers in another place
to work out problems.

Mr Hassell: Do you use your numbers in this
place?!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, but we happen to
be the Government.

Mr Hassell: And they happen to be elected
too0..

A Government member: What are the
numbers for?

Mr Hassell: And they happen to be fair too:
don't try to get out of it. When are you
going to face up to reality?

Mr Court: The most democratic country in
the world.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The unreasonable

anguish of the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position cannot convince anyone that the
Legislative Councillors representing his
party are somehow the Government. It
is simply not true.

Mr Clarko: We have two Houses having a
vote, don't you know that?

Mr Hassell: The truth is that you want to get
rid of the Council.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The truth is this: The
Legislative Council is working itself at
the behest of its political masters into a
situation where it will be called upon to
demonstrate to the public that it is an
unfairly elected body that does the pol-
itical bidding of the party to which it
refers.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!

Mr BR1AN BURKE: Each of those pieces of
legislation that has been the subject of a
question tonight comprises an important
part of our legislative programme.

Mr Clarko: Dorothy Dix of the worst type!
Where did you hear that from?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If-after the
M unda ring by-ec ction-t he Legislative
Council wants to frustrate our legislative
programme, so be it.

MINING: DIAMONDS

Northern Mining Corporation NL: Purchase

348. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Premier:
What is the total amount of taxpayers'
funds which will be involved in the pur-
chase of Northern Mining Corporation
NL including prepaid royalties?

Mr Barnett- And what is the Legislative
Council going to do now?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

As with the other questions that relate
to this matter, if the Leader of the Op-
position wants to-

Mr Hassell: Haven't you had notice of any of
them?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course 1 have had
notice.

Mr HasseIll Why don't you answer them?
You have had time to prepare all of your
Dorothy Dix answers for your own
members;, what about a bit of courtesy
towards the Opposition? You are
turning question time into a farce and
you have no respect for the Parliament

Mr Wilson: Whinging Bill!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Leader of the

Opposition places the question on notice
he will receive a considered answer. I
say to him tonight that in the nego-
tiations with the Ashton joint venturers
an undertaking was given to the Govern-
Menit that an amount of $50 million
would be paid to it in consideration for
the Government's decision to amend the
agreement so that the joint venturers
would not have to build a mine town.
That $50 million in net present value
terms amounts to £27.5 million. The
purchase price of Northern Mining Cor-
poration NL is $42 million, less five per
cent discounted to a net present value of
$1.4 million which is deducted from the
$42 million purchase price. If the
Leader of the Opposition puts his
question on notice he will get a con-
sidered answer tomorrow.
I make it perfectly clear that the
Government abhors the attitude ex-
pressed by the member for Murdoch
when he said on television, not knowing
the details of the arrangement, that if
the joint venturers did not want to build
a mine town and save themselves $83
million they should be permitted to put
it in their pockets. That is what he said.

Mr MacKinnon. That is not what I said.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKinnon: Why don't you be truthful

for a change? I never said that, and you
know it.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MacKinnon: I never said that. That is the

Government's point of view. That is not
my point of view at all.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is not the
Government's point of view.

Mr Court: You mislead the Parliament.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the man is so liver-
ish-

Mr MacKinnon: Get out of the gutter!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: My clear understand-
ing is that the member for Murdoch said
that if arrangements were made which
resulted in savings to the joint venturers
they should be allowed to keep the
money.

Several members interjected.

Mr MacKinnon: That is not what I said at
all. Why don't you watch the television
show concerned or get your advisers to
do so?

Mr Clarko: That is one of your problems.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let me make perfectly
clear the Government's position.

Mr Blaikie: What about answering the
question?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The question is being
answered. We did not at any stage seek
to do anything except cause the joint
venturers to understand that if they did
not build a mine town this State would
lose jobs and economic activity related
to the construction of that town, and
that this State deserved some consider-
ation for what was foregone in those
areas. That is all.

M r Tonkin: Hear, hear!

Mr MacKinnons: Now many more jobs are
we getting out of that?

Mr O'Connor: No more jobs from this.

Mr Hassell: How many jobs are we getting
from this?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is all we sought
to do and that is nothing more than
would have been expected of us by the
public, rather than adopt an attitude
which says to the joint venturers, "Don't
build the mine town, pocket the money
and give the State nothing".

M r Hassell: How many jobs will we get from
this?
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ELECTORAL: BY-ELECTION

Manda ring: Swing io Government

349. Mr BURKETT, to the Premier:
(1) What was the swing to the Government

in Saturday's Mundaring by-election?

(2) Does the Government regard this vote as
confirming and reinforcing the mandate
the Government received in February's
General Election?

Mr Blaikic: You are making a mockery of
the Parliament.

Mr O'Connor: It is absolutely disgraceful.

Mr H-assell: A disgraceful performance
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) For the first time in my experi .-
ence in Parliament the Opposition in
Parliament is on the defensive. It is on
the defensive not because we are making
a farce of question time-

Mr Clarko: Which you are.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -but mainly because

it lacks the ability and the common-
sense-

Mr O'Connor: You have got it all, have you?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No, I am not saying
that I have got it all. I am saying the
Opposition has scant amounts of it.

Mr Blaikie: This is an absolute mockery of
the Parliament. If you continue I will
walk out on you!

Several members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I cannot see the cracks
in the ceiling indicating the place falling
down if the member walks out!

M r Hassell: Unfortunately, we can see the
cracks in your face.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In February, 48.3 per
cent of First preferences in Mundaring
went to the Liberal candidate, while
Labor polled 48 per cent. In October
50.3 per cent of the first preferences
went to the Labor candidate while the
Liberal candidate managed 46.7 per
cent-a swing of 2.3 per cent on first
preferences. The first preference margin
was 3 645 votes to Labor with 3 387
votes to the Liberal candidate.

On Saturday, the Labor candidate re-
corded an absolute majority of 43 votes
compared with a margin of only 16 votes
after preferences in February.

Mr Hassell: That figure for February was
not correct because it was decided by
the court, and you know it.

Mr Parker: That just increases the size of the
swing!

Mr Hassell: It does not make what the Prem-
ier says accurate. It is different. Once
again he is saying things that are wrong.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: To continue-

If preferences had been distributed on
Saturday the Government's margin
would probably have been about 200.

MINING: DIAMONDS
Northern Mining Corporation NL: Purchase

350. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
I indicate that notice of this question has
been given to the Premier. He appears to
be only interested in answering Dorothy
Dix questions asked by his own mem-
bers.

The SPEAKER: Order! Ask your question.
Mr HASSELL: I ask-

(I) Has the Government satisfied itself
that Bond Corporation has obtained
the necessary approvals of its share-
holders to sell Northern Mining
Corporation NL?

Mr Pearce: That is on tomorrow's Notice
Paper too!

Mr HASSELL: To continue-
(2) Have the shareholders of Endeav-

Mr

(1)

our Resources Limited approved
the purchase of Northern Mining
Corporation NIL by Bond Corpor-
ation?

(3) If not, how has the Government
been able to conclude an agreement
without its being satisfied that the
necessary shareholder approvals
have been given in accordance with
the provisions of the appropriate
legislation? The question is on no-
tice for tomorrow together with
others because we suspected we
would get exactly the sort of
treatment we have been getting.

BRIAN BURKE replied:
to (3) I was First informed of a series of
questions without notice in the early
part of this aftertoion and was in no pos-
ition to provide the detail sought by the
questioners. For that reason I have re-
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questions which are on tomorrow's No-
tice Paper.

Mr H-assell: With your personal involvement
in this deal you should know the answers
to these questions as a matter of course.

Mr Pearce: It makes a farce of question time
if you arc asking him half a day early
questions which are on tomorrow's No-
tice Paper.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: This question also

should be put on notice. I cannot con-
ceive that Opposition members are

serious in providing notice of questions
two or three hours prior to question time
and then seeking answers to them.

Mr Court: You should know what you are
doing.

Mr Hassell: All of those questions could have
been answered in that time without the
least difficulty.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: They are very complex
questions.
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