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The PRESIDENT (Hon. Clive Griffiths) took
the Chair at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Advertising: Petitions

On motions by the Hon. P. G. Pendal the fol-
lowing petition bearing the signatures of 88 per-
sons was received, read, and ordered to lie upon
the Table of the House-

TO: The Honourable the President and the
Honourable Members of the Legislative
Council of the Parliament of Western Aus-
tralia in Parliament assembled.

We, the undersigned are school teachers
and we believe that education programmes
alone are ineffective in discouraging children
from smoking and only by combining edu-
cation with legislation to ban tobacco adver-
tising can we expect that the uptake of smok-
ing by children will be significantly reduced.

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

(See paper No. 356.)
Similar petitions were presented by the Hon.

Carry Kelly (26 persons) and the Hon. Kay
Hallahan (13 persons).

(See papers Nos. 357 and 3S8.)

MINING AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by the Hon. Peter
Dowding (Minister for Mines), and read a first
time.

TOWN PLANNING: URBAN LANDS
COUNCIL

Standing Committee on Government Agencies:
Motion

HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) (2.38 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Standing Committee on Govern-
ment Agencies:

(1) Determine whether the Urban Lands
Council falls within the jurisdiction of
the Standing Committee; and if so:

(2) Investigate, within the criteria set out in
Standing Order 38(g)(l)(i), the activities
of the council;

The committee to report not later than 31
March 1984.

Members would be aware or my concern about
the general process of land utilisation for residen-
tial purposes in Western Australia. The reason for
my concern has been the cost to consumers for the
development of blocks of land due to the various
Acts of Parliament and regulations. The situation
has almost been reached where the cost of the
Acts and the subordinate legislation really batters
the consumers, the purchaser of land, and this has
reached the point where the purchasers of land
are almost prohibited by the various costs associ-
ated with the legislation that makes the land
available. It is for this reason I considered
referring to the Standing Committee on Govern-
ment Agencies a requirement for it to review the
operations of various bodies asssociated with the
approval and the drawing up of conditions associ-
ated with the development of land.

Unfortunately the rug was almost dragged
from under my feet, because yesterday when I
was preparing to move this proposal, having
drafted it, I read The West Australian and no-
ticed the report of the Government's intention to
move for a major review of Western Australia's
town planning legislation with the aim of
streamlining procedures and replacing outdated
Acts.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Yesterday honour-
able members were asked several times to cease
audible conversations. I repeat that audible con-
versations are out of order and are becoming far
too prevalent in the House. I suggest that if
honourable members want to have a conversation
there are no shackles holding them to their seats
and they can go outside to have their conver-
sations.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: Having examined that
statement by the Government regarding its major
review of WA's town planning legislation and
streamlining and replacing outdated Acts, I was
surprised to see that it was to be a report from
Caesar to Caesar. I will not continue along that
line now, other than to state my concern about
this matter. I am not aware of how many inquiries
the Government has in operation but I will reserve
the right to refer this matter to the Standing
Committee on Government Agencies. I see the
Government's proposal as a good move; for me to
suddenly move in another direction would be seen
as a case of sour grapes. However, that is not my
wish. I will still reserve that right.
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My next point concerns a statement by the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority, which
authority, members are aware, is not something
close to my heart or to which I warm. I was
amazed that the Chairman of the Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority (Mr Ian Wilkins),
said that he felt zoning bribery was growing.
Frankly, that is an excellent example of the pot
calling the kettle black.

I now come to the formal part of the motion
which deals with the operations of the Urban
Lands Council. I have asked one question in this
parliamentary session regarding the operations of
the Urban Lands Council and I was told that the
information I sought was not available but that it
would be revealed to the House when legislation
which was foreshadowed in a statement by the
Leader of the House (Hon. Des Darts) was pres-
ented to the House. Frankly, I am not happy with
that. I would prefer to disclose more information
about the operations of the Urban Lands Council
before any legislation is brought to the House.
That is the main reason for my motion. I have
had the opportunity to examine the review Of op-
erations of the Western Australian Urban Lands
Council for the financial years 1979-1982. 1 am
not aware of any public documents being
available prior to the financial year ended 30 June
1979. The foreword to the report states-

To the Honourable Minister for Urban
Development, Town Planning and Local
Government: I have pleasure in presenting
the review of operations of the Western Aus-
tralian Urban Lands Council for the
Financial year ended 30 June 1983.

Signed R. B. McKenzie,
Chairman,

Urban Lands Council.
That does not follow the normal form of reporting
in regard to reports tabled in the House by the
various Ministers, because any report that is
tabled by a Minister normally begins in the fol-
lowing manner, and I example the annual report
under the Government Employees' Housing Act
1964. The foreword to that report reads-

The Honourable R. S. Shalders M.L.A.,
Minister for Housing: Dear Sir, In accord-
ance with the requirements of the Govern-
ment Employees' Housing Act 1964, 1 sub-
mit the 17th annual report of the Authority's
operations for the year ended 30 June, 1982.

1 am unable to find the Act under which the
Urban Lands Council has been operating.

I know the Rural and Industries Bank has
within it a Government agencies bank, but I do
not have the capacity or ability to do research to

establish whether this authority operates under
that Act. The Standing Committee is the logical
and, it would seem, the most appropriate group to
examine this authority and seek those answers. It
would be incorrect of me to pre-empt the manner
or even to suggest the way in which the inquiries
should be conducted.

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon. D. K.
Dans (Leader of the House).

DAYLIGHIT SAVING HILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from l8 October.
HON. I. G. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-

Leader of the Opposition) [2.48 pau.l: Daylight
saving has had an interesting history in Western
Australia. I do not propose to trace it in detail,
but I have been involved in a number of daylight
saving debates over a long period of time. Indeed,
I have taken a great interest in this subject since
the first Bill was introduced in 1971 by the Hon.
Claude Stubbs who was then Chief Secretary in
the Tonkin Government and a Minister in this
House.

The first Bill lapsed on the prorogation of Par-
liament in 197 1. I spoke on the Bill on the oc-
casion of its introduction. Another Bill was
brought forward in 1972 and it is interesting that
it was defeated in this House by 15 votes to 12. It
was introduced in the other H-ouse on motion by
the Hon. H. D. Evans. In 1973 the Hon. Claude
Stubbs again introduced legislation in this House.
This third Bill was defeated in this House at the
second reading stage on 17 October 1973 by 14
votes to 11. Later in 1973 a further Bill, the Day-
light Saving Referendum Dill, was introduced in
the Legislative Assembly by the Hon. J. J.
Harman, MLA. It was amended in this House
but not further proceeded with because the Leg is-
lative Assembly disagreed with the amendments
made by this House.

Finally, in 1974 the Daylight Saving Bill was
passed and enacted. It became Act No. 13 on 10
September 1974. The Bill passed the Assembly
and amendments were made in this House, and on
19 September we received a message from the As-
sembly signifying its agreement to the amend-
ments, which were made in this House. Daylight
saving had a long history and no fewer than five
Bills were involved before it was accepted.

The basis on which daylight saving was ac-
cepted was that there be a trial period followed by
a referendum, and that is what is proposed in this
Bill. Although one might say the decision was
made following the summer of 1974-75, some
nine years ago, when daylight saving was tried out
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in this State, one must allow that there is almost a
new generation-not quite, but another group of
people-who have not tried daylight saving and
who perhaps are unfamiliar with it, or are fam-
iliar with it because they have come from other
States and want to try it out in this State.

I would not oppose this Bill, even though at the
lime we debated daylight saving some years ago it
was apparent there were many considerations that
should be taken into account. The First of these
considerations which became apparent was the
difference in climate between this part of the
world and Victoria and Tasmania. Daylight
saving was introduced in Tasmania first, and Vic-toria and New South Wales followed. Queensland
has never had daylight saving, and a referendum
held in that State showed that 63 per cent of the
population were opposed to it. The Northern Ter-
ritory did not even hold a referendum because
there was a universal decision not to have daylight
saving.

The further north one goes, the less attractive
daylight saving becomes. It is no more attractive
in the north of this State than it is in the North-
ern Territory or Queensland, but in the southern
parts of the State, in the southern latitudes, it
holds many attractions. For example, on the south
coast there is some justification for daylight
saving in terms of climate and advantages in sum-
mertime. There Certainly is great advantage in
Tasmania because that State has as near as one
can get to a northern twilight, It is still light at
9.00 p.m. and daylight saying mrvstelvn
conditions for the people of Tasmania, just as it
does for the people in the northern parts of'
Europe and Scotland, where one can still play
cricket at 10.00 p.m. It is a wonderful experience
to enjoy twilight in the extreme latitudes, but it is
a different story when one goes towards the
equator. Whether it is considered to be an advan-
tage to the people of this State will not be known
until the people have had the opportunity to ex-
press their opinions at a referendum.

Certain climatic conditions in Western Aus-
tralia give us some unique advantages and disad-
vantages. However, there are disadvantages in
terms of daylight saving. One is that the average
period of sunlight in Perth is 10 / hours. The next
highest capital city average is Melbourne, which
has 7.8 hours of sunlight, and Sydney has 7.5
hours. The basis of this very great increase in sun-
light in Western Australia is the comparative lack
of cloud cover on the west coast, and this does not
apply to the same extent to the east or south
coasts.

In addition, medical authorities have made it
clear that the degree of radiation in Perth is, far

higher than it is in other capital cities in Aus-
tralia. Radiation is measured in terms of the ef-
fect on the skin of human beings in what are
called langleys. A langley is a unit to represent
degrees of radiation and it equals one calorie of
solar radiation per square centimetre.

In Perth the daily average of langleys is regis-
tered at 693. In Brisbane it is 558, Sydney 504,
Melbourne 501, and Hobart 481. Perth has a
much higher degree or extent of solar radiation
than any of the other capital cities. Such factors
should be taken into account in an abstract Con-
sideration of the benefits or disadvantages of day-
light saving. I mention these because they are
facts which came out of our earlier debates on
daylight saving.

However, there are other factors, and the most
significant, and the one which persuaded me in
the past, is the need to come into closer communi-
cation with the Eastern States. At times it is quite
difficult for air travellers with the time difference
that occurs when daylight saving takes place in
New South Wales and Victoria. It also makes
telephonic communications quite difficult unless
businesses completely re-organise their commer-
cial activities.

There are two lines of argument in relation to
daylight saving: One is a sociological and climatic
argument and the other one is the convenience of
the public in relation to communication with the
Eastern States and so on.

Of course, the question of daylight saving pro-
duces a great schism in the community. The
schism is not related particularly to party div-
isions. We had the spectacle, when similar legis-
lation was before the House on four or five pre-
vious occasions, of the Liberal Party being split
very drastically over daylight saving. Members of
the Liberal Party had the right to make up their
own minds and they did so. Members of the
ILabor Party, in fact, had been told they had to
vote in favour of daylight saving. I was actually in
favour of daylight saving, and I found myself
voting with the minority members of the Labor
Party, and we lost the First four rounds. Members
of the Labor Party were mixed up about daylight
saving, because many of the unions which they
Were ostensibly representing were writing to mem-
bers of the Liberal Party telling us to vote against
the legislation, and were writing rude letters to
Labor Ministers who were in favour of it. This
placed some ALP members in a difficult situ-
ation.

The final question of whether we have daylight
saying is not a Matter of party politics, but it is a
matter that must be considered with a good deal
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of thought. However, we are not debating that ul-
timate question; it will be decided by the people.
It is a good idea that a matter which has really
nothing to do with politics should be decided by
the people, and 1 hope it will be decided in the
same way it was last time without any political
interference by the parties, because 1 think that
that only confuses matters.

I note that when this Bill was debated in
another place, the Government indicated it would
consider an amendment proposed there relating to
the date on which the referendum should be held.
It was suggested that it was not correct to leave
the date of the referendum open-ended as pro-
vided for in this Bill. The Government said it
would give consideration to moving an amend-
ment in this House to fix the date of the
referendum. I will be glad to hear from the Minis-
ter about that in due course because I believe the
date should be determined rather than its being
left for some future decision.

I am concerned also that this Bill states that
the referendum shall be held under thc
Referendums Act 1983-an Act which is not in
existence. There is no such thing as the
Referendums Act 1983, although I understand
that in another place there is a Bill which is de-
signed to become the Referendums Act 1983,
There are other references to the Referendums
Act in the Bill before us. Clause 2 refers to part
VI of the Referendums Act t983, and other
references appear as well.

I am concerned about this matter because it
presupposes that the Referendums Bill will be-
come an Act and that what is in the Bill now will
still be in it when it becomes an Act. I do not
think that is very good practice. I do not wish to
make any suggestion as to the outcome of that
Bill because, firstly, I have not had an opportunity
to examine it; and, secondly, it is not yet before
this House. However, I am concerned that we are,
in this legislation, being asked to pass a Bill in ac-
cordance with an Act which has not come into
existence. I find that principle very difficult to ac-
cept.

I draw the Government's attention to that mat-
ter because of what could happen-and I am not
suggesting that it may happen-if the
Referendums Bill does not pass this House.
Where would we be? We are undertaking to hold
a referendum in accordance with an Act which
has not yet been enacted. The Referendums Bill
may not pass for a number of reasons. The
Government may decide to withdraw it. For all I
know, the Government might call an election and
all the business on the Notice Paper would fall by
the wayside. I am concerned that we may end up

with legislation which makes no provision for a
referendum at all, and consequently there is no
referendum. That would be very serious because I
am sure a number of other members would want
to be sure that there will be a referendum on this
issue.

I would like to ensure also that the referendum
on this issue is not confused with any other
referendum. Ministers in another place have said
in public that there will be referendums on all
sorts of subjects. I want to ensure that this subject
is not complicated by joining it in with other sub-
jects. For example, I understand that on 25
February the Commonwealth Government is to
hold a referendum on a large number of subjects
that are being discussed Presently in the Federal
Parliament. We do not know what the outcome of
that legislation will be. The legislation may be
changed in some way-it has been amended
already once or twice and an amendment before
the Federal Parliament at the present time may
cause some argument in relation to one particular
question.

Some political parties have indicated already
that they will object to some of the items to be in-
eluded in this referendum and it. seems to me that
it would be very wrong if this question on daylight
saving was thrown in with a lot of other questions
in order to save money. I truly understand the
need to save money-I am doing my best to save
a few pennies myselfl It is very important to keep
costs down, but on the other hand, where there is
a genuine issue to be put before the public, we
should ensure that it is not complicated with other
issues.

I raised this matter On more than one occasion
with the last Federal Government because I was
very concerned that the referendum included
some good issues and some which were not so
good. The Government put all the questions in
together, and because people wanted to vote one
way on a particular question, they voted that way
on all the questions. Therefore, it is certainly not
desirable to confuse these matters. If it is good
enough to have a referendum on an issue, it is
good enough to have a referendum on that single
issue. If extraneous matters are brought in, we
then have people who have an axe to grind or who
have strong views on a particular subject,
complicating the situation. Then we would not get
a truthful answer on any one particular issue.

The last time a referendum was held on the
subject of daylight saving, it was not complicated
by other issues. It was the only question at the
referendum. I believe it is most important that the
Government should give an assurance that this
question will not be included with questions on

3307



3308 [COUNCIL]

other topics so that this matter can be considered
without any complication. I intend to ask the
Government (or that assurance because I believe
it is very important.

I do not reel it is necessary for me to make any
further comments on the proposed legislation at
this stage. I am aware that the views I have ex-
pressed are not the unanimous views of other
members of this House. I believe it is a good thing
that other members of the House may express
their own views and adopt their own independent
attitudes. We are not saying that we have a free
vote or anything like that. We do not need to say
we have a free vote. Members of this House are
entitled to make up their own minds and I ac-
knowledge freely that other members of the Lib-
eral Party and of the National Country Party are
able to hold views which are different from mine.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: Are you saying they are
never instructed to vote a certain way on other
issues?

Several members interjected.
Hon. 1. G. MEDCA [F: 1 did not say that. I am

glad to say that although this is not a question for
a free vote, members may well have different
views from me, and they will express their views
accordingly. I will say it is very likely that some
members will vote differently from the way I vote.
They have dune that already in this House on a
number of occasions, and I do not doubt that they
will continue to do so.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: I thought you were saying
they were never instructed.

Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: The honourable mem-
ber has heard what I am saying and I believe that
is right. I have never noticed the Hon. Lyla Elliott
deviating in the same way.

Hon. N. F. Moore: I have never been instructed
in the time I have been here.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. D. J.

Wordsworth): Order!
Hon. 1. G. M EDCA LF: With those comments I

indicate my support for the second reading.
HON. V. J. FERRY (South-West) [3.09 p.mn.]:

I do not propose to speak at length on this issue.
It has been debated on several occasions since I
first entered this place, and my views have been
consistent. I oppose the Bill on this occasion asI
have opposed similar measures on the other oc-
casions. I am fortified in my stance because the
people I represent voted overwhelmingly against
daylight saving in the last referendum held in
1975. We have heard already that people in the
southern part of the State are more in Favour of

daylight saving than are the people in other areas.
That may apply to some of the southern part of
the State, but I happen to represent the South-
West Province which extends as far south as
Augusta. In the 1975 referendum, in the area I
represent, the vote against daylight saving was
4 945 more than the vote for it.

The province I now represent under the new
boundaries is little different from the area covered
by South-West Province under the boundaries in
1975. As a representative of South-West Prov-
ince, I do not believe daylight saving is in the best
interests of my constituents. I indicated that prior
to the referendum held eight years ago. It is not
often I am on a winner, but on that occasion I was
proved to be on the ball.

I can see Western Australians will be subjected
to referenda forever and a day. Eight years ago a
referendum was held on daylight saving. The
number of those in favour of the introduction of
daylight saving was 250 644 and those against
numbered 290 179; that is, in round figures, a
margin of 40 000 electors rejected daylight saving
eight years ago.

What is the situation now? This Bill proposes
another referendum be held, the result of which
will be either for or against the introduction of
daylight saving. If the result of the referendum is
that daylight saving should not be introduced, in a
few years will we be subjected to another
referendum on this issue, because the people who
did not get their way will force the Government of
the day to try once more? If the result of the
referendum is in favour of the introduction of
daylight saving, will the Government of the day
be requested by those who do not like daylight
saving to have another referendum in a Few
years? The whole situation becomes ridiculous.

To say the least, the provisions contained in the
Bill are premature. It may be said a new gener-
ation will now vote in the referendum, but eight
years is a very short time. We do not need another
referendum on this issue at this time. It will be a
waste of taxpayers' money.

There are all sorts of reasons that daylight
saving is not applicable to this State. At present
Perth has approximately 17 minutes of permanent
daylight saving built into western standard time
365 days of the year, and 366 days of the year in
a leap year. We must also take into account the
fact that Western Australia has an extremely hot
climate. People who live in similarly hot climates
in Australia have rejected daylight saving. It is
extraordinary that another referendum on this
issue is to be inflicted on us so soon after the last
referendum which occurred only eight years ago.
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I ask again: Are we, as a people, to be subjected
to a continuing barrage of referenda on this issue
ad infinitum? it is a crazy situation.

It has been mentioned that members of this
House are able to vote one way or the other, as
they see lit, on various issues. In this House of
Review it is appropriate that we should vote ac-
cording to the way in which we see a matter and
it is apparent my colleagues may vote as they see
fit on all sorts of issues; that is the way it should
be in this House.

It is very unfortunate that, by their rules and
disciplines, members of the Labor Party do not
have that same sort of privilege; therefore, they
are bound by a Caucus decision. That is disap-
pointing. Notwithstanding that, this Bill is against
the best interests of Western Australians, and
that was borne out by the previous referendum.

I oppose the Bill.
HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-West) 13.15

p.mn.]: I oppose the measure for a slightly differ-
ent reason from that referred to by the Hon. V. J.
Ferry, who mentioned the results of the last
referendum on this issue. I am not a great believer
in conducting referenda at any time. I think the
statement quoted by Mr Berinson, which was the
first occasion on which I had heard it, to the ef-
fect that, "A referendum is an appeal from those
who ought to know to those who cannot possibly
know" was very wise. For a number of reasons,
people cannot possibly know, but they get em-
broiled in the emotion of the event, etc.

I shall touch on a matter which is very dear to
your heart, Mr Deputy President (H-on. D. J.
Wordsworth); that is, the unfair nature of the
referendum which, as the Minister said, will be
conducted after a trial period of daylight saving.
The Bill provides that the referendum shall be
conducted in accordance with the Referendums
Act, and Mr Medcalf has already mentioned we
do not have such an Act. In his second reading
speech, the Minister said-

If a majority of electors are in favour of
daylight saving, Western Australian summer
time will be observed accordingly throughout
the State ...

That is very unfair and it is a matter which is very
dear to your heart, Sir.

Western Australia is extremely large and nat-
urally the climatic range within it is equally as
large. Our State is not particularly suitable to
daylight saving in any event for a variety of
reasons. One of the reasons touched on by my col-
league, Mr Ferry, is that we already have the best
part of 20 minutes' daylight saving. All sorts of
businessmen use daylight saving now; they put

their clocks forward an hour to encourage their
staff to start work a little earlier so that they can
knock off earlier in the afternoon. It is of very
doubtful benefit.

Our State is peculiar in that its population is
extremely concentrated in the metropolitan area
and the majority of votes are in the metropolitan
area also. That area is quite small and very
sharply defined.

In order that the proposed referendum is fair, a
zoning arrangement should be applied under
which, before daylight saving can be introduced, a
majority of the population in the metropolitan
area must agree with it and also a majority of the
population of country areas must be in favour of
it. There is no way a majority of grain farmers
will agree with the introduction of daylight
saving. Everybody knows that without even stop-
ping to think about it. The best part of the day for
a grain farmer to harvest is in the late afternoon.
Under daylight saving, as soon as the grain
farmer's on-farm storage is full, he will have to
knock off, because in the morning his grain will
not be dry enough and will not have a low enough
moisture content to enable him to take advantage
of daylight saving. The position of dairy farmers
in the province I represent is slightly different.
The only dairy farmers affected by daylight
saving will be those who are on the early leg of
the run which picks up the milk, because the milk
is stored in vats anyway.

I make the point that a big variation exists
throughout the State. There is no point in trying
to take advantage of daylight saving before
November to cut hay, because the grass is damp.
However, I do not intend to get involved in that
issue, because members such as the Hon. Bill
Stretch can talk about it with far greater exper-
tise than 1. Nevertheless, daylight saving has
problems for country people whereas it does not
present problems for city people. Daylight saving
in the city is purely and simply a matter of per-
sonal choice-such as whether someone wants to
play an extra round of golf in the evening. It is
grossly unfair to use this sort of principle. It is the
type of unfairness which, in my 30 years in poli-
tics, I have: become accustomed to seeing the
Labor Party display.

I mentioned to my good friend, the Hon. Bob
Hetherington, the sort of unfairness which would
rather see one fellow protected from some obscure
form of oppression, even if it meant that 100000
ot hers were su bjected to all sorts of cont rols, regu -
lations, and stipulations. That is the sort of men-
tal attitude these people have. They are governed
by majority decisions; that is their system. It is a
system that necessitates a sort of block vote. I
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understand that. The Labor Party system is no
better or worse than our system-it is just differ-
ent. The Labor Party is governed by the majority
syndrome, and I do not happen to think that rep-
resents the proper operation of a democracy. It
ought to be able to take cognisance of the min-
ority to a greater extent than its majority domi-
nation dictates.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Do you think the minority
should rule?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is the sort of
absurdity I am talking about, and I say that not
because she is a lady, but because she is a mem-
ber of the Labor Party. Again we have that
double standard.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I thought you said something
absurd a minute ago about the referendum being
unfair. The last referendum on daylight saving
defeated the proposition.

Hon. G. C. MacKININON: I am prepared to
abide by that decision because it was the right de-
cision for our community.

Hon. D. K. Dans: It was also fair.
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Yes, it was, but we

should make the position clear by saying that the
majority ought to be in the metropolitan area and
in the country areas. Nothing is wrong with that
proposition. That is the way every Federal
referendum is run. A majority of the population
and a majority of the States are needed to carry a
question. Is that right? That is the way it is run. I
suggest we should have two zones in WA for this
purpose; we should have a majority of the city
vote and a majority of the country vote before we
accept daylight saving.

Minorities ought not to run the country; but if
we are to have a proper and democratic under-
standing of our community, the minority view
ought to be considered, particularly if it is as an
important minority view as that which can be
gained from our grain producers, who make up a
large monetary income earning group in this
State. Serious problems are placed in their way by
daylight saving. We have been over all those mat-
ters before.

Hon. Peter Dlowding: You go Over with your
friend, Mr Gayfer, and see if CBH can extend its
receival times.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is a good
suggestion.

Hon. Peter Dowding: That would not impose
too many restrictions on the whole State.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Even Mr Dans. as
brilliant as he is in his approach to industrial re-
lations, would not have the ability to solve the

problems that would arise. He is shaking his head
already, and muttering down there to himself be-
cause he does not want to face the problem of in-
dustrial disputes that will occur if CBH deter-
mines that its receivals should be later without in-
curring the expense of penalty rates.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I assume that would be a
problem for my Federal counterpart.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Obviously that was
a witty crack, but I was trying to listen to Mr
Brown as well.

Hon. J. M. Brown: One thing is for certain,
CBH could attune itself to any hours of daylight,
and there is every evidence of that.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: But there is a cost.
Hon. J. M. Brown: You are wrong.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: These remarks

make this discussion interesting. Again there are
these double standards. Supposedly it is all right
for CBH to attune itself to daylight saving while
everybody else plays golf or whatever in the after-
noon because they have knocked off at 5.00 p.m.;
but daylight saving will not apply to farmers har-
vesting their grain. According to Mr Brown, day-
light saving will not apply to the people who work
at CBH, and farmers and those people working at
CBH will have to attune their lifestyles to the
reaping of the harvest, not to daylight saving.

Hon. J. M. Brown: Let me help you again. This
year was the first time CBH opened on Saturday
afternoons.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That has been
good; we have a big crop. However, that point has
nothing to do with daylight saving.

Hon. J. M. Brown: They have to attune them-
selves to the proposition.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. G. C.
MacKinnon will direct his comments to the Chair
and not to the interjectors.

Hon. D. K. Dans: He had better hurry it up or
daylight saving will catch up with him.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr President, you
would know perfectly well I am making every en-
deavour to do just what you have asked me to do,
but it is jolly difficult. There are people in this
place who believe certain groups of people should
have their real concerns about daylight saving
taken into consideration.

I want to explode two myths. The first is that
the so-called referendum-one could put it in
inverted commas or have asterisks above it-or
whatever we want to call it, is an ideal way to run
the Government. It is demonstrably not the ideal
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in many ways. The second is that a referendum is
perfectly fair to all concerned. Simply, that is not
true. A majority vote is not fair to all concerned.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You sound like the sec-
retary of the flat earth society.

IIon. G. C. MacKINNON: I want somebody to
tell the Minister that he lives in a protected world.
I used that crack when I was in high school; it is
well and truly out of date. The Minister should
know we are in the space age. Anyone who be-
lieves I belong to the flat earth society has not
stopped to think for two seconds about his com-
ment.

We are extremely dependent on segments of
our population for our foreign income: earnings,
and those segments will be extremely incon-
venienced if daylight saving is accepted.

Hon. D. K. Dans: How?
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I suggest the

Leader of the House has a talk to Gordon
Atkinson about that point. He would probably
understand it better than anyone, and probably
could explain it even to Mr Dans. Gordon
Atkinson has gone into the matter thoroughly.

I will vote against this Bill not because I am ca-
pricious or pig-headed. In fact, I am not ca-
pricious or pig-headed and I will vote against it
because this same question was decided in West-
ern Australia a short time ago in terms of my life-
time. The question was considered fairly, and
people gave proper weight to the country vote. No
consideration has been given to those people on
this occasion, people who will be badly affected in
their avocations. As Mr Medcalf pointed out, we
are to have daylight saving under legislation
which does not exist. For all those reasons, not fr
any capricious or pig-headed reason, I intend to
vote against the Bill.

HON. W. N. STRETCH (Lower Central) [3.28
p.m.]: I oppose this Bill for a range of reasons,
most of which have been discussed. Predomi-
nantly I oppose it because, as the Hon. Ian
Medcalf has said, this is an extraordinary piece of
legislation. We are being asked by the Govern-
ment to debate a Bill, and thereby approve day-
light saving, under the referendums Act of 1973.
Like a well-behaved new member I went to re-
search the Statute under which this daylight
saving proposal will be implemented. One checks
the Act in order to research the guidelines. I
found that there was no Act.

Certainly a draconian and horrendous piece of
legislation is being discussed now in another part
of the building, but this House has no Act which
sets the guidelines for this Bill. This has brought
me to three conclusions. Are we being asked to

give this Government carte blanche on these pro-
posals? In other words, will it sort out this
referendum business how it likes to?

Hon. Peter Dowding: Don't you know how they
work?

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I am getting a rough
idea.

Hon. Peter Dowding: The machinery is not very
di fficulIt.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I prefer to not ignore

the matter because I believe we are either being
asked to give the Government carte blanche or
being tacitly moved into accepting this
referendum, this perfidious non-Act referred to in
the second reading speech-

Hon. D. K. Dans: If the Referendums Bill does
not pass this House there is still provision to have
a referendum. We had a Referendums Bill pre-
viously.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I will come to that.

We will deal with the industrial relations side
later. Perhaps the Leader of the Government will
make his comments then.

I refer to the non-Act referred to in the second
reading speech. How can we have it? It surely
must be improper. With the two alterna-
tives-neither of which I like-I ind it very diffi-
cult to make a choice, so I prefer to adopt the
charitable view that the Government has simply
got itself into a legislative tangle again and has
put the cart well out in front of the horse!

I oppose the Bill in its content, leaving aside the
impropriety of its introduction, because I believe
it is not in the interests of the sector of the com-
munity that I represent. As a democratically-
elected member of Parliament, for a mainly
country electorate, I am naturally concerned-

Hon. Peter Dowding: Democratically?
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: Yes.
Hon. J. M. Brown: New word.
Hon. A. A. Lewis: A new word to the Labor

Party which is not even prepared to take the Bill
on.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I am naturally con-

cerned for farming people whose life is governed
by the four seasons. Our crops grow according to
the laws of nature and with a certain amount of
help from our agricultural scientist friends and
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input from farmers. But, basically-or should I
say in deference to my esteemed colleague, Mr
MacKinnon, "in quintessential essence"-she
summer pattern of broad-acre farming is not
governed by the Premier or the Cabinet of West-
ern Australia; it is not governed by the position of
bands on a clock or the vagaries of a quartz crys-
tal, but by the progress of the sun across the fir-
ma ment.

Grain growers have been mentioned already
and are tied to CBH. They are obliged to deliver
dry grain only; that is, having little Moisture con-
tent. When the grain has had enough sun on it, it
is ready to go into the bin. If it has not had
enough sun it is not dry enough and the operation
grinds to a halt.

CBH does endeavour to meet the flow of grain
and to keep it moving because it is a most import-
ant part of the economy. With a certain amount
of understanding on the industrial relations side
of things-and I am hopeful that scene is
improving-one of these days we might even get
all-night receivals at Kwinana.

Hon. J. M, Brown: Have a worker on the
board.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I wish to turn now to
a section of the community which is very close to
my heart; that is, country children. I do not know
how many of my metropolitan friends are aware
of some of the distances travelled by children on
school buses. My children were travelling 150
kilometres a day to and from school. They were
leaving home at 7.30 a.m. and returning home at
4.30 p.m.

That might sound all right, but for the sake of
clarity I will refer to sun time and summertime,
or daylight saving time. Children get out of school
at 3.30 p.m. and get onto the bus in the heat of
the afternoon and arrive home, in not comparative
comfort but in less discomfort than they will suf-
fer when they get out of school at 2.30 p.m.
suntime-which will happen under this proposal.
Generally school buses are not air-conditioned. I
do not know whether the Minister in another
place will carry out further negotiations with
school bus contractors to get them air-conditioned
buses under the proposals of daylight saving. If he
does I wish him a lot more success than he had at
his earlier effort with the school bus industry.

Young children, having returned home, will be
faced with trying to get to sleep in the heat of the
evening. They will be expected to sleep when it is
broad daylight, and that is not easy. These are the

people that are not considered by the metropoli-
tan sector suporting this Bill.

The same problem will be experienced with old
people in nursing homes and hospitals. They will
have to wake one hour earlier and as anyone who
has been in hospital will know, one is waken at
five o'clock in the morning with a cup of tea. That
is the last thing one wishes, but now one will have
a cup of tea thrust at one at four o'clock in the
morning.

I am sorry my friend Mr Piantadosi has left the
Chamber because he interjected some time earlier
to say that the cows will still come home at the
right time. That is true, but with this proposal
people may not be there to look after them, or if
they are they will be paid overtime to look after
them. That is just another burden placed on the
country people.

Hon. Graham Edwards: How do they survive in
the Eastern States?

Hon. J. M. Brown: Different bull.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I prefer to ignore that
comment, having been horn in the Eastern States.
I would say we are a little superior, and I think
we can maintain our superiority by throwing this
Bill in the dustbin.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You know it fades the
Curtains, too.

Several members interjected.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: My learned friend
refers to the curtains; I have no time to look at
them because I am out busy making a living.

Keen business people are probably the best
improvisors and they will be at the Stock
Exchange to receive their information whatever
the time. The best and the brightest of business
people have almost always adapted their hours to
other business centres of the world and elsewhere
in Australia.

Several members interjected.
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: That is a pretty facile

argument.

Hon. Peter Dowding: There is an important dif-
ficulty for people in commerce in the city but you
might be prepared to ignore that.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I am well aware of it,
Minister.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I am quite aware of
their problems and I am also aware of the adapta-
bility of human beings. I have some knowledge of
business people and I know they can adapt. How-
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ever, young children ind it difficult in the middle
of the day-

Hon. Peter Dowding: It is for the people to say.
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: Yes, they have told us

once and left us in no doubt that they will say-the
same again.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You don't want to give
them a chance.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: You want to put the
referendum as far away from them as you poss-
ibly can.

Several members interjected.
Hon. W. N. STRETCH: Talk about being

given a chance! I would like to be given a chance;
I am doing my utmost to see the people I rep-
resent have their point of view expressed in this
House.

Several members interjected.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: The interjections will
not stop me because they have not identified or
proved in any way that daylight saving will be of
any great assistance to many people.

Last time this came forward, a very good friend
told me of his experiences about how business
people would be thrown out of gear and how
everyone in the city would have that time to play
an extra round of golf or have an extra swim.
After the last daylight saving trial I asked him
how he enjoyed it and he said he did not have one
swim and did not play one round of golf. He said
it was all an absolute disaster; he worked longer,
another hour each day.

It also is a mistake to put people out ini the sun
for another hour in the heat of the day. it is a
minor point, but if a person happens to be suscep-
tible to skin cancer and is to get another hour's
sun, that person will be in trouble. It will be a
case of "slip, slop, slap", and stay at home.

1-on. Carry Kelly: There will not be another
hour of sunshine; you cannot control the sun.

Hon. W. N. STRETCH: I have no doubt the
member will try to do that before he is much
older. If people are to have another hour's free
time in the heat of the day it will not do them any
good.

For these reasons-particularly the irregularity
of its introduction-the legislation should he al-
lowed to lapse. I have every confidence the people
of Western Australia will vote as they did last
time and leave this legislation behind them.

HON. JOHN WILLIAMS (Metropolitan)
[3.42 p.m.]: I rise to support this Bill, perhaps for
a different set of reasons than most members.
There are others like myself who have lived under

daylight saving-the extra hour. Certainly, at
times one enjoys it, but at the majority of times
one curses it. It is true as the Hon. Ian Medcalf
said that in the north of Scotland one can play
cricket in comfort without floodlights until 10.00
p.m. or 10.30 p.m. It is a comfortable and
pleasant expcriencc because it is played in the
coastal regions of Scotland. In Norway, the sun
sets for only an hour, and yet people survive.

Hon. Peter Dowding: So do the cows.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: It will be an
interesting experiment. I am perfectly prepared to
vote for the Bill with the proviso relating to the
referendum mentioned already by the Leader of
the Opposition. If the Bill is passed I think we will
finish up in the situation of the public of Western
Australia not liking daylight saving. I do not
know why I say that except perhaps because of
the intense heat of our summer. I say now that
people with young children may be disadvantaged
because they are disadvantaged in Europe where
a child has to adjust in a couple of months to not
going to bed with the sun. I feel the public will be
against it for a lot of reasons.

I think the commercial sector needs a chance to
prove that it wants to keep in kilter with its East-
ern States counterparts. The Government must
not forget one fact-it will lose about $8 million
as a result of this measure. That is the amount the
R & I Bank makes on the short-term money
markket because Perth closes one hour later
under normal operating conditions. That sops up
the hot money left over from the Eastern States.
That will not occur in future; the Government will
not get the benefit of that custom.

A lot can be said for and against daylight
saving. I will wait with some interest to see the
real reaction of the people of the State. My col-
league, the Hon. Graham MacKinnon, has men-
tioned splitting the State into zones. I suggest any
member who wants to have a good understanding
of what daylight saving means in Western Aus-
tralia should read the debates that took place on
this subject previously. I refer in particular to the
speech of the Hon. Bill Withers-possibly the
most learned speech on daylight saving made in
this House or any other House of Parliament in
Australia. It was extremely detailed and well re-
searched and he pointed out and backed up with
facts, figures and commonsense that the northern
part of this State would be "seriously disadvan-
taged" to use his words.

l know nothing of the climatic conditions day-
to-day in the north, but I feel the referendum will
settle this matter once and for all for the people of
those areas. The Hon. Bill Withers pointed out
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that the north started well below the 26th paral-
lel-around the goldfields area-and people
further north than that would be seriously disad-
vantaged. That was a scientific evaluation by him
without any partisanship at all.

The Government has a right to conduct this ex-
periment and to incur the wrath of the people. On
the understanding that the referendum will go
ahead as quickly as possible after the experiment,
I will support the Government.

Sifting suspended from 3.4S to 4.00 p.m.

HON. D. J. WORDSWORTH (South) [4.00
p.m.]: I do not believe that a referendum is the
right way to decide issues such as daylight saving.
Indeed, I probably do not agree with daylight
saving, let alone with a referendum on the subject.
I will vote against daylight saving if it reaches the
stage of a referendum. I say this because I do not
believe daylight saving is such a vital issue in the
eyes of the public that we should go to the ex-
Pense of a referendum and that the public should
be inconvenienced by having to go to the polls
under our compulsory voting system on issues
such as this.

Hon. Carry Kelly: Should we take the
referendum clause out?

Hon. D. J1. WORDSWORTH: No. I will speak
on that aspect, too.

I have not found much interest in this issue.
There is very little debate in public circles on
whether we should have daylight saving.

I will not go into the various points dealing with
daylight saving. They are all recorded in Hansard,
beginning with the debate eight years ago. To be
frank, I do not think the points have changed
much in the time that has elapsed since we last
voted on this matter. We had a referendum then,
and I suppose that is as good a reason to have
another one now. A new generation has grown UP,
and perhaps the public have forgotten the last
trial of daylight saving.

My main concern about the Bill is that it de-
pends upon the Referendums Bill which is not yet
before the House. Like our leader, I express con-
cern that a Bill which is not yet before us is
referred to explicitly in this Bill. Both Bills should
have come to this House together so we could
handle them together and know exactly what we
were doing. It is a dangerous procedure for us to
pass a Bill which refers to clause 6 of a Bill which
has not reached us, particularly when we hear so
man~y threats from the Premier that he will take
the State to an election if we reject legislation.

The public do not want the responsibility of a
referendum. The electors object enough to elec-
tions, let alone referendums.

I do not believe that 50.01 per cent of the pub-
lic should tell 49.99 per cent that they have to
change. I believe the minority-

Hon. Garry Kelly: Should prevail!
Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: -should be

able to maintain the status quo. They should not
have to change because of the others.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Like they elect a majority in
this place!

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I admit that at
times elections arc decided on small percentages;
but that does not necessarily mean that the public
must change because of a referendum.

Hon. Carry Kelly: Is not that what democracy
is about?

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: No, I do not be-
lieve it is. I believe that the min-
ority-particularly a minority of 49.99 per
cent-should not be made to change their way of
life because somebody else can line up one or two
extra votes.

Hon. Garry Kelly: The reason for that-
Hon. D, J. WORDSWORTH: I will not

answer interjections, Mr Deputy President (Hon.
1.0G. Pratt).

I am grateful to the Hon. Graham MacKinnon
for raising a particular matter, because I was in
the Chair and perhaps I might have missed the
opportunity to speak. It would he fitting if this
legislation had written into it that not only did the
mraj .ority of electors have to agree at the
referendum, but also a majority of those within
the metropolitan boundaries under the Electoral
Act and a majority of those outside the metropoli-
tan area had to agree. That would not be greatly
different from the Federal Constitution, which is
referred to regularly in this place.

I admit that more than 50 per cent of the
people must agree to a change before the Federal
Constitution can be amended. The Constitution is
well written, because it requires a majority of
electors and a majority of States. We could well
build into this Bill that sort of provision.

We also need a requirement for at least 80 per
cent of the electors to turn out before a
referendum can be passed. In answer to the
interjection from the other side of the House, a
referendum could pass with only 40 per cent of
Western Australian electors agreeing to the pro-
posal. This situation could arise because during a
normal election, a turnout of 91 per cent is a
pretty good poll.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. 1. G.
Pratt): Order! There is far too much audible con-
versation. Would members please observe the
rules of the House while the honourable member
is speaking?

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: It would be in
order to write into this Bill that we require a
certain percentage turnout at the poll before a
permanent change could take place.

The House should have some say over when the
referendum should be held. Perhaps it might be
argued that we are not in a position to direct the
exact date; but it would be in order for us to say
that the poll should take place in the month of
March, or something similar to that. Then at least
we would have the assurance that a referendum
will be held during the time when the public can
remember what took place during the trial.

It is unfortunate that the trial period is to be as
long as it is. It is a fairly lengthy period to
undergo for the trial. It is proposed to be just a
trial of daylight saving, yet it is a full year's trial.
That is as good as bringing in a Bill for perma-
nent daylight saving, when one considers the
period in its context.

With those reservations, I support the Bill so
that it can go into Committee and we can con-
sider these matters fully.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Conmmittee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (the
Hon. 1. G. Pratt) in the Chair: the Hon. D. K.
Dans (Leader of the House) in charge of the Bill-

Clauses I to 4 put and passed.
ClauseS5: Referendum on daylight saving-
Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I am really quite as-

tounded that the Minister allowed this Bill to pro-
ceed without bothering to reply to the points I
raised in the second reading. I am also astounded
in the knowledge that one of our members was
known to the Minister to be coming back to the
Parliament to speak to the Bill and yet the Minis-
ter allowed it to proceed without any further ado.
I can only suggest he must have had a temporary
lapse of memory, because he knew very well from
discussions with me just a while ago that Mr
Gayfer wished to speak on the Bill and was re-
turning from the country for that purpose. I had
informed the Minister that debate on the Bill
would not last until 5.30 p.m. and that the only
thing to do was to adjourn it.

I can only suggest that the Minister should re-
port progress until such time as he is in a position

to answer the questions I raised about clause 5,
otherwise I am afraid I will have to move a
number of amendments.

Hon. D. K. DANS: The fact is that Mr
Dowding introduced the Bill, and perhaps we did
have some confusion. Nevertheless, I said quite
clearly to the Leader of the Opposition that the
Bill had to proceed today. On three occasions I
have deferred legislation because certain members
opposite were not present.

The Leader of the Opposition must remember
that in our policy speech we indicated our
intention to introduce a Bill to effect daylight
saving, and also our intention to hold a
referendum. He would be aware that the
referendum is supported by the Leader of the Op-
position in another place. A reading of the de-
bates in another place reveals that he has
honoured that support.

I take it the Leader of the Opposition here is
referring to the Referendums Bill.

Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: I raised three points.
Hon. D. K. DANS: Let me deal with this first.

The Premier told me he had discussed this with
the Leader and the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition, who indicated they were happy with it. It is
a mechanical Bill that will certainly go through
the Assembly. although I take the point that it
may not go through this Chamber. Nevertheless,
there are mechanisms for providing for a
referendum.

The Opposition in another place has been good
enough to confer with the Premier and to agree it
is just a mechanical Bill. We can only go on what
the Leader of the Opposition's colleagues tell us,
and we have accepted what they said in good
faith. The first point was that the referendum
would be agreed to. Secondly, the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, who is a legal man of some
standing, conferred with us and we saw no reason
to doubt his word.

Hon. 1. 0. MEDCALF: I am sorry the Leader
of the House has missed my point. It is not a
question whether the referendum will be agreed
to; indeed, it was the suggestion of the Leader of
the Opposition in another place that the
referendum should take place following the trial
period, because originally the Premier had
suggested the referendum be in August. The
Leader of the Opposition suggested it would be
better to hold it at the end of the trial period.
Clearly the Leader of the Opposition in the As-
sembly was in favour of that. I do not know any-
thing about a conversation between the Premier
and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

Hon. D. K. Dans: Neither did I until I asked.

3315



3316 [COUNCIL]

Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I do not have tele-
pathic powers, otherwise I might have been able
to tune in to that conversation; but this is com-
pletely irrelevant to the point I raised.

Before I go on to that point I want to come
back to the point of this Bill coming on for debate
now and it being mentioned in the ALP's policy
speech. No-one would dispute that it was part of
the Labor Party's policy, but what should be
borne in mind is that it was only yesterday that
Mr Berinson requested me to allow the Bill to
come on in advance of one which we had pre-
viously arranged would come on today; that is, the
Tobacco (Promotion and Sate) Bill.

I made the point that I had not had the oppor-
tunity of speaking to all Opposition members of
the Council; I certainly had not had the oppor-
tunity of speaking to Mr Gayfer. I did manage to
communicate with him and he was in York at
lunchtime and hoped to be back as soon as poss-
ible. He is delayed there waiting for Sir Ernest
Lee-Steere, with whom he has engaged to meet to
resolve a constituency matter. I thought the Bill
would be deferred for an hour or two to enable
him to get back.

As for the Leader of the House saying he has
been held up three times before, I indicate that I
would not like to count the number of times I
agreed to defer legislation to accommodate mem-
bers of the Labor Party when we were in Govern-
ment-I did it continually.

I have always felt we must endleavour to accomn-
modate every member. This Bill does not have to
go through today, even though I do not object if it
does, as I have already indicated my support for
the second reading. It will not operate until I
November, so it could come on tomorrow or next
week. I want to clarify this issue because it is ab-
solutely essential that these matters be understood
between the Government and the Opposition if we
are to have a proper accommodation, something
which we have always had to date. I do not want
to have anything but a proper accommodation
and I am sure the Leader of the House feels the
same. Obviously there has been a misunderstand-
ing and things have gone off too quickly without
the wheels being properly oiled.

I will explain to Mr Gayfer that the Govern-
ment wished to proceed with the legislation. Per-
haps he will have an opportunity during the Com-
mittee stage to make his points.

I refer again to the points I made during the
second reading and indicate that I do expect the
Minister to obtain the information from the Min-
ister responsible for this Bill in another place.

I referred to the problem that the Bill refers to
the Referendums Act 1983 which is not in exist-
ence. We have received an explanation that that is
acceptable to the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition. However, that does not necessarily make it
acceptable to me.

Hon. D. K. Dants: I referred to that.
Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I do not think that is

an issue of great importance. What is important
is that I am informed that in the course of the de-
bate in another place an amendment was pro-
posed that the date to be determined by the
Governor be a fixed date, namely 10 March. I am
informed, although I have not verified it person-
ally, that the Government took the view that this
matter would be attended to in this House and an
explanation of some kind would be given. I have
no direct information about this-merely verbal
information. I have not studied the Hansard re-
cord of the debate in the other House so I do not
know exactly what was said. An inquiry like that
merits a reference to the Minister concerned.

The second outstanding point is that I raised
the question that I felt it was most undesirable for
the referendum on daylight saving to be held in
conjunction with any other referendum. I said
then that I understood a Federal referendum was
to be held on 25 February and I expressed the
hope that it was not proposed that this
referendum should coincide with that. I men-
tioned also that I was sensitive to the question of
the cost of a referendum. It is undesirable for
daylight saving to be confused with other issues,
whatever they may be. I also mentioned that Min-
isters in another place threatened to hold
referenda in relation to the Legislative Council
and similar matters. It is very undesirable to con-
fuse what is basically a social issue for the people
of this State with political matters.

I asked for an assurance that this referendum
would not be held along with another referendum.
The last time a referndlum was held on this mat-
ter it was absolutely fair; it was held on its own
without any other matter intervening. The people
were not bombarded with political propaganda in
which, for some extraneous reason, people were
saying "Vote 'Yes"' or "Vote 'No"' because they
wanted them to vote "Yes" or "No" on another
referendumn being held at the same time. This is
an important issue.

I also mentioned that I was not without some
experience in this matter because I had raised this
point on a number of occasions with the Fraser
Government, which Government had the habit of
putting in two or three different matters, some
contentious and some not contentious, in the hope
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of passing a contentious one because people would
simply vote "Yes", "Yes" or "No", "No" and so
on. This is bad. I asked for that assurance, with
all due respect to the Minister. I am not
suggesting that anything he has done was done in
anyway other than through inadvertence, but I do
suggest it might be better if he reported progress
to give him the opportunity to research this mat-
ter further.

Hon. D. K. DANS: I accept that Mr Gayfer is
absent on business. Let me make one point clear:
A member's duty is to be in this Chamber.

Hon. A. A. Lewis interjected.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hont. 1. G.
Pratt): Order!

Hon. D. K. DANS: I know that from time to
time members are absent from this Chamber for a
range of reasons. I know their habits as well as
other people do. Every member of this Chamber,
unlike yesteryear, is very well remunerated for his
services to the Parliament of Western Australia,
and his first duty on taking the oath is to the Par-
liament. However, a little misunderstanding has
occurred. In a few moments I will probably do
what the Leader of the Opposition wants me to
do, but I feel I should respond to the other two
points he put to me.

Firstly, I have consulted with the Premier, who
introduced this Bill in another place. We do not
want to pin ourselves to a date. No assurance was
given that an amendment would be put on the
Notice Paper of this Chamber. It was agreed that
before the referendum is held the Government
will consult with the Opposition and a date will be
agreed upon mutually.

My second point is that I assure the Leader of
the Opposition that it is not our intention to hold
a referendum for this or any other matter on the
same day as the Federal Government seeks to
hold a referendum. However, I cannot give the
Leader of the Opposition an assurance that,
notwithstanding this, on some future occasion
more than one question will not be put before the
people of Western Australia by way of
referendum.

The date of the holding of the referendum will
be agreed between the Government and the Oppo-
sition. I have also been informed that because the
Federal rolls are being transferred to the State
rolls, some confusion could arise in trying to pin
ourselves down to a specific date. I hope that, for
the time being, this satisfies the Leader of the Op-
position.

Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again,
on motion by the Hon. D. K. Dans (Leader of the
House).

EDUCATION AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on mo-
tion by the Hon. J. Mv. Berinson (Attorney Gen-
eral), read a first time.

Second Reading

H-ON. .1. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attorney General) [4.27 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill seeks to amend section 7C(2)(e) of the
Education Act which relates to disciplinary action
for misconduct. The provision has for some time
been the subject of concern and critical comment
from a number of sources, including the State
Legislative Review and Advisory Committee, the
State School Teachers' Union of Western Aus-
tralia, the Western Australian Council of State
School Organisations Inc. and Government mem-
bers.

In particular, criiicism has been levelled at the
latter half of paragraph (e) on the grounds that
its wording allows the Education Department to
monitor the private, social habits of teachers,
irrespective of whether those habits impinge on
teachers' fitness to carry out their duties.

The previous Minister therefore agreed to en-
gage in consultation with the Teachers' Union
and the Western Australian Council of State
School Organisations in an effort to achieve an
amendment acceptable to all concerned. After a
number of meetings with these groups and with
the assistance of independent legal counsel, agree-
ment on the re-wording of the subsection was
achieved. The proposed amendment reflects the
consensus view of all parties.

In addition, transitional provisions have been
included to allow the department to proceed with
inquiries and deal with any act of misconduct by a
teacher which takes place prior to this amend-
ment being passed.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon. N. F.
Moore.
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QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE (CHEMICAL
RESIDUES) BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on mo-
tion by the H-on. D. K. Dans (Leader of the
House), read a first time.

TOBACCO (PROMOTION AND SALE) BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 13 October.
HON. JOHN WILLIAMS (Metropolitan)

[5.15 p.m.]: Let me say at the outset that despite
the headlines of the Daily News this evening
stating the Tobacco Bill is in tatters-it should be
in shreds-I intend to support the second reading
of the Bill.

The Bill has a high emotional content, if one
listens to the Press. Never has the Press had a
better bonanza with writing up and advertising
than it has had with this Bill. The Press ought to
be congratulated on the manner in which it has
reported the Bill. However, it has left me rather
puzzled as to the reason the Government, with so
many precedents and urgent problems on its
plate-not the least being unemployment-would
find it necessary to bring on a Bill like this so soon
for the attention of Parliament.

One can only speculate-speculation is danger-
ous but when one looks at some Figures, perhaps
therein lies a clue. It is estimated that for the re-
mainder of the financial year about $16.945
million will go into the coffers of the Government
by way of extra duty on tobacco. I have it on re-
liable authority that in a full year this figure will
be $40 million, out of which the Government, in
its attempt to preserve the life of those people who
smoke and to extend the life of those who have
not yet started to smoke, proposes a sum of $2
million to be allocated to an antismoking cam-
paign. Let the House draw its own conclusions
about that matter.

I am deeply endebted to the medical people of
Western Australia and to the tobacco industry of
Western Australia who have supplied me with
enough literature and opinions and counter-op-
inions to fill a small library. With my limited ca-
pacity, it has not been possible to do everything I
have wished. However, I wish to make one point
clear-and this is on a serious note; I do not
intend to examine this Bill in any other way-I
wish to exempt from my remarks about the medi-
cal profession four doctors: Dr Peter Thompson,

Dr Elphicc, Dr Gutteridge and Dr Musk. Those
four gentlemen have treated me like a gentleman
and parliamentarian. I am grateful for the papers
and letters they have written to me. I am not
grateful-and I shall be taking this up in another
place with another body at another time-to a
few doctors who have rung my home at night and
in my absence have spoken to my wife in a man-
ner ill-becoming a professional person. The only
hope they had of my support of any of their poli-
cies went right through the window, If they wish
to take something out on anyone, let them take it
out on me at the ballot box and not threaten my
wife. I think that action reached the bottom of the
barrel.

When considering the Bill one cannot help but
think. I am entitled to think, because I have been
prosecuting the cause of children since 197 1. Dur-
ing the time of the Tonkin Government in 1971 -
1974 and during the time of the Court and Brand
Governments, I implored them to do something
about the totality of the abuse of children via the
deleterious effects of products such as tobacco, al-
cohol, and other substances and other hazards of
life that face children. But no, each and every
Government has ploughed along steadily with the
idea that it is the only one with the correct sol-
ution.

The correct solution is and always has been the
education of the person. Perhaps this is no better
illustrated than by the rules laid down for a
certain group of people thousands of years ago
and known as the Mosaic law. That law laid down
pretty well the way in which people should be able
to live together, what they should eat, and how
their lives should be conducted. Give or take one
or two mistakes, it has been remarkably success-
ful. But this Bill does not intend anything of that
nature to happen, because by its very nature it
cannot proceed in that way.

I was rather pleased to know-and I know
other members will be pleased to know-that the
doctors have come out with a set of facts which
are in one part indisputable. Smoking is deleteri-
ous to health. Even the doctors have reached the
situation where they have become emotional. We
read about a cardiovascular surgeon who was up
to his elbows in nicotine when he was operating. I
hope he does not operate on me, because I do not
want his elbows inside my thoracic cavity!

I was forced then to look at the roles of doctors
and how the community has come to have this
godlike attitude towards them. None of us wants
to die, but every one of us is going to. That is in-
disputable. Yet members of the medical pro-
fession take upon themselves at times the role of a
god. They decide. They are full of anomalies, full
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of contradictions. One can obtain one opinion
from a doctor at this end of the street and another
from the doctor at the other. Totally different op-
inions expressed on the same subject. It all de-
pends on the school the doctor attended.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: They are not consistent,
like members of Parliament.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Quite right. Take
professional men such as lawyers. They tell a
client this thing on the the one hand and that on
the other. The cheapest is the one handed law-
yer-he has no other hand to go to. Doctors some-
times overstep the mark, forgetting that scientific
evidence requires scientific proof. To get scientific
proof, there must be no doubt in the measure-
ments and in the studies undertaken.

The first question I would ask is: How do the
doctors know that 10000 more children will
smoke in Western Australia this year than last
year and the year before that? That is what they
are saying-lO 000 more children will smoke.

Hon. S. M. Piantadosi: It is an estimate.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Such positive state-

ments are made. We are told that from such-and-
such a year the figures have been kept of children
smoking. They do not go to the trouble of saying
what percentage of children smoke in comparison
with the total school population. Is that percent-
age increasing, is it decreasing, or is it staying
steady? If one is giving scientific facts one must
have them evaluated.

I would like now to quote from a book called
The New Health Revolution by Ross Homne. He
is suggesting a new way of life for many of us. I
must admit that I am greatly attracted to this
way of life. Ross Homne is not a doctor; he is an
ex-Qantas pilot who was forced into writing such
a book after his wife had succumbed to two heart
attacks in quick succession. He was not satisfied
with the treatment she was receiving. As a check
pilot with Qantas he had noticed that, from time
to time, although colleagues of his were having
expensive examinations-EC~s and other
tests-and the doctors were passing them fit for
flying, within six months of such tests two of his
colleagues were dead.

He writes about the medical system today on
page 155. Under the heading, "The value of medi-
cal examinations", the following appears-

The medical system of today is a vast in-
dustry orientated to the use of surgery and
modern drugs which are "pushed" upon it by
the drug companies. The spectacular success
of penicillin and antibiotics years ago gener-
ated a misplaced confidence in drugs among
doctors and the public alike which led to ever

increasing drug production and drug depen-
denice. The term "medical science" has
almost religious significance, and giving
names like "Mandrax" etc. to drugs succeeds
further to enhance the scientific aura.
Although drug companies have thrived re-
sults healthwise have been dismal as dis-
played by drug related complications and
side effects on patients and overall increased
death rates. This situation was made
glaringly apparent in 1973 when doctors in
Israel went on strike and reduced their total
daily patient contacts from 65 000 to only
7 000. The strike lasted a month and during
that time the death rate according to the
Jerusalem Burial Society dropped 50%.
Again in 1976 in Bogata, Columbia, doctors
for a period of 52 days refused to treat all ex-
cept emergency cases and in that time the
death rate dropped 35%. Also in 1976 the
death rate in Los Angeles dropped 18% dur-
ing a 12 week slow-down by doctors. These
and other enlightening facts are described in
the book "Confessions of a Medical Heretic"
by Robert S. Mendelson M.D. published by
Contemporary Books Inc., Chicago.

I submit that doctors are not infallible, and I
know of no doctor who has yet claimed to be so.

Hon. D. I.J Wordsworth: Most people who die
see a doctor First.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I am glad the
honourable member made that remark. I was told
that 20 per cent of hospital beds are taken up by
patients where doctors have tried to correct other
doctors' mistakes.

I cannot verify the figure, but I can tell mem-
bers that the testimony given to me as a member
of an Honorary Royal Commission by the Deputy
Medical Superintendent of the Royal Perth Hos-
pital was that 80 per cent of all beds in the Royal
Perth Hospital were occupied by people suffering
from alcohol caused or alcohol induced illnesses
or accidents. In 1974 smoking was not to the fore-
front as a major cause of disease; alcohol was re-
garded as the greatest killer. Now we find there
has been a total swing-doctors consider that the
most important factor in causing disease is smok-
ing.

I am sure the Hon. Garry Kelly will be
interested in my next quote, and once I have fin-
ished with the book I will pass it to him so he can
read it. Possibly he has never read it before; yet I
might be doing him an injustice. This is called

Edukcation and Drugs". and it is a report dated
December 1976 of the education subcommittee of
the Alcohol and Drug Authority. The report was
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presented to the advisory council, of which the
Reverend George Smith was the Chairman. The
members of the committee were as follows-

Mr Cliff Fitzpatrick (Chairman)
Mr John Bennett
Mr Jim Carr
Dr Judith Henzeli
Mr George Hunt
Mr John Inglis
Mr Malcolm McKercher
Mr Roy Nathan
Mr Jerry von Bamberger
Mr Ray Ware
Mr Glynn Watkins
Mr Barry Wells
Mr Mike Helm (Secretary)

One or two deputies are listed after that. The re-
port encompasses our children; and what the
Government is doing, and what I support, is
aimed at OUr children, and how we can do the best
for them. The children of this State are not the
prerogative of the Government only. We on this
side have also procreated, and we have a regard
for children as well, although one would not think
so if one looked at some of the advertisements.

Section 1.02 of chapter 1 on page 5 of this re-
port reads as follows-

It is important to recognize that no edu-
cation programme can eliminate all undesir-
able behaviour.

The school is not the sole drug reducing
agent; it will have little influence if other
agencies of socialisation, for example, peers
and the mass media, do not complement it.
Dealing with a school drug problem ...

I am not differentiating between alcohol, tobacco,
and various other drugs. The report continues-

... involves a global effort, with contri-
butions by educationists, social workers and
other Professionals; and various government
departments.

Parents and the community should be
involved in a child's health education as
much as the school.

One could add, "as much as Governments". Sec-
tion 1.03 reads-

Drug education should be seen as part of a
total health education programme.

I have been asking for that in this House since
1971.

1 have used that in answering the debate and
the proposition put up by the Government. If this

Government or any other Government thinks that
it will stop children smoking, its members went to
an entirely different school from the one I at-
tended. Possibly I am the loser by that. Possibly
members of the Government never went to a
school at which their peers smoked. In that case, I
am forced to think that possibly the legislation the
Government has introduced was based on the
premise that, in point of fact, little children going
to school were influenced not by their peers, not
by anything else around them, but by advertising.
This was the great big bogy that had to be
killed-advertising.

Like me, other members of this House have re-
ceived a letter from the only expert I have ever
heard of or spoken to on the attitudes of children
to advertising. He is an Australian who has spent
most of the last 10 or 12 years-he says, "8-10
years ago"-in analysing what children think and
expect. Unfortunately, we as a group cannot re-
call so much of our childhood as to know that
children are not as silly and as stupid as we tend
to believe in our grown-up sophistication. Little
children are always astute. They are thinking
human beings from the time they emerge from
the womb. I can give plenty of textual references
for that, having practised in the field for many
years. The more one delves into child psychology,
the less one understands about children.

I propose to read the letter written by this
gentleman. It is addressed to various members, in-
cluding me. This man has been reported well and
accurately in the media, and his remarks need to
be put into Hansard, as follows-

Much of the current debate over cigarette
advertising in Western Australia seems to
have been fuelled by research studies which
have been methodologically flawed. In gen-
eral, research with children is a very under-
developed market in Australia and it is be-
ginning to take on characteristics similar to
that of the United Kingdom of 8-10 years
ago.

As an Australian and the Managing Direc-
tor of the Children's Research Unit (CRU),
London I would like to provide you with a
number of relevant perspectives from our re-
searcan in the UK. I set up the CRU in 1972
and the company is now recognised as the
leading exponent of market research with
children in Europe. The Unit has specialised
in researching the reactions of children and
young people to advertising including spon-
sorship and advertising by cigarette
companies. A list of the CRU's major clients
is attached for information.
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Incorporation of Material
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I will not read that

list, because it is a long one. However, I ask that
it be incorporated in Hansard.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. 1. G.
Pratt): The Hon. John Williams seeks lcave to
have the document incorporated in Hansard.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I do not object, but I
suggest to all members that it is a desirable prac-
tice that proposals of this sort be preceded by
making available a copy of the material to the
other side. On this occasion, I have nothing
further to say.

Leave granted.
By leave of the House, the following material

was incorpura ted-
CRU CLIENTS INCLUDE

MAJOR MANUFACTURERS
Platignumn plc
[ego, Denmark
Quaker Oats Limited
Unigate Foods
Colgate Palmolive
Barclays Rank pie
Kimberly Clark (Australia)

PUBLISHING HOUSES
Pearson ILnngman
Penguin Books
[PC Magazines
TV Times

ADVERTISING AGENCIES
McCann Erikson
J1 Walter Thompson
Ted Bates International
The Yellow Hammer Company
ABM

TELEVISION AND FILM COMPANIES
Thames TV
World Audio Visual Entertainments plc
ITT (New York)
TCN Channel 9 (Australia)
BBC
Tyne Tees TV
System 2 Film & Television
Akman Films

GOVERNMENT
Central Office of Information
The Home Office
British Post Office

PROFESSIONAL BODIES
Community Association of Dentists
Association for Advancement of Science
Advertising Association, UK
Advertising Federation of Australia

European Association of Advertising
Agencies

European Study Conferences
Oyez International Communications

(Law Stationery Society)
UNIVERSITIES

University of London, Post Graduate
Psychology Department

The City University, London.
RECENT PUBLIC ENGAGEMENTS

Interviewed by Alan Whicker for BBC
National Radio 4

Tyne Tees TV Friday-live documen-
tary on "Child Stars"

Daily Express-"Parent Burnout" fea-
ture

RECENT PUBLICATIONS
1983 Advertising Association Handbook

(Holt Rinehart & Winston Ltd)
1983 Advertising Association Mono-

graph-Advertising and Children

Debate Resumed

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: [ take note of the
comments or the Attorney General. I assumed,
wrongly again, that he already had a copy of this
document. I assumed it was circulated to all
members.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: It is just that it should be
brought to mind at the time a request is made.

I-on. JOHN WILLIAMS: I will bear that in
mind. The letter continues-

The following consistent findings of the
CR13 bear directly onto the current debate in
Western Australia:

I . Advertising does not have a direct cause
and effect relationship where children
are concerned-this assumes they are
unable to evaluate advertising messages.

2, Children are exposed to a wide variety
of advertisements and they can recall
advertising of products of remote
interest to them. However, knowledge of
advertised products and services does
not necessarily imply a tendency to con-
sume such products and services.

3. This genierationi of children are far bet--
ter informed than their parents' gener-
ation (they have at their disposal a vast
range of information platforms). For
example, children in the UK evidence
knowledge of current anti-smoking cam-
paigns involving health and anti-social
aspects or cigarette consumption. Ad-
ditionally, children who hold anti-smok-
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ing views and live in households where
both parents smoke are bound to be
seeking to thwart parental smoking
habits.

4. In the context of the consumption de-
cision-making process such factors as
what products their friends have, prod-
uct availability and price, far outweigh
advertising in terms of influencing fac-
tors.

5. Children are not defenceless vessels
waiting to be filled up by the messages
of advertisers. In contrast, they develop
a healthy scepticism towards advertising
and apply their own criteria for
evaluating advertising propositions.

In the light of CRU's experience with as-
sessing the effects of anti-smoking campaigns
in the UK, there appear to be assumptions in
the current Western Australian Govern-
ment's campaign which are questionable:

1. The direction/targeting of the campaign
Reviewing the press advertisement,

these feature pre-school age children
who are held to be at serious future risks
from cigarette advertising. CRU would
suggest that anti-smoking campaigns are
more applicable to children aged 7 years
and above and would reject the long
term cause/effect argument propagated
by these advertisements.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: But that is not the point
of the advertising; it is really directed at the
parents.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Young children will
not be affected.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That is a different matter
from the target of the advertisements, which is
the parent group.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Is the Minister's
targeting wrong, in view of what he is trying to
achieve? No doubt he will reply to these various
points made by this expert-not by me. To con-
tinue-

2. Children are not at the mercy of ciga-
rette advertising companies

In contrast, CRU have found that
children are well able to evaluate adver-
tising messages and demonstrate under-
standing of the persuasive techniques
used by advertisers. Additionally, CRU
found that children are well aware of the
negative aspects associated with smok-
ing (obtained from anti-smoking cam-
paigns, schools, parents, etc). An age

split in the results occurred how-
ever-children under the age of 9/10
years were primarily impressed by the
health arguments against smoking,
whereas older children were more
impressed by the perceived anti-social
aspects of smoking.

3. Advertising media
CRU have found that children re-

spond more to TV advertising than any
other kind of advertising such as
press/comics/outdoor advertising. These
findings tend to weaken the main thrust
of the Western Australian camn-
paign-that cigarette advertising di-
rectly affects children.

I trust these perspectives will be of assist-
ance to you in your consideration of the Bill
to ban cigarette advertising and sponsorship.

The contact address is given as the Parmelia/
Hilton and the letter finishes-

Yours sincerely,
Glen Smith, BA (Psych), Dip Soc. Stud.

(Melbourne University)
Managing Director
Children's Research Unit

Then follows the CRU's clients and Mr Smith's
publications, etc., which I have been given leave
to have incorporated in Hansard.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: Let us say it was
selective distribution.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Where is the mem-
ber's expert to refute this man's evidence?

Hon. Mark Nevill: What is the date of the let-
ter?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: It is 16 October
-three days ago.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: It is not on my
files.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. 1. G.
Pratt): Order! I ask the member to ignore
interjections and address his comments to the
Chair.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The gentleman does
not even enter the argument, and I do not intend
to enter the argument, about smoking being del-
eterious to health. To some people like myself-a
reformed smoker-it is deleterious to health and
to my particular health. It is not deleterious to the
health of the Hon. Sam Piantadlosi, the Hon. Lyla
Elliott, or the Hon. Norman Moore.

Hon. Graham Edwards: It is to mine, but I am
a mug. I will not give it away.
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Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I would refuse to
use the term "mug" in reference to the Hon.
Graham Edwards. He is a man who, by his own
choice, wishes to smoke. Napoleon once said that
a man will never give up anything unless he is
interested or frightened. I was frightened, as were
many more of us.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Were you saying earlier
that smoking is deleterious for people who do not
smoke or who have given it up, but not for people
who continue to smoke?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I said that I con-
sidered it to be deleterious to my health, It is ob-
vious that people who smoke do not consider it to
be deleterious to their health.

Hon. i. M. Berinson: That is not obvious at all.
Hon. Graham Edwards: It is a pure value

judgment.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: There are people in

the world who, no matter what we do, will not
give up smoking.

Hon. Graham Edwards: They are prepared to
take the risk.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The Hunza people
live to be 104 and they continue to smoke. It is
not something that causes death. Not one death
certificate can be brought forward to show that a
death has been caused by smoking. Death occurs
in conjunction with a number of factors, not the
least of which is degeneration. Our aim in life
should be to slow down that process of degener-
ation. All those butter and dairy products we pour
into our bodies, all the polyunsaturated products
we use, which people say are not harmful, but
which are in fact harmful, all the salt, sugar and
spices-all these products are harmful to our
health. Members should think about this and look
at the diets of the people around the world who
live to be a ripe old age. Red meat is another fac-
tor. A thousand vested interests do not care about
the health of our people. This Bill picks on one
contributory factor.

Hon. Mark Nevill: A major one.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: That is absolute

rubbish, and the member knows it. It was not
something that caused my death.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: You have not died
yet.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I have the
certificate to prove it, so cop that. When I went to
the doctor, he said, "You are eating too many
dairy products".

Hon. Graham Edwards: Why did you give
smoking away?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Because I was ad-
vised to do so by my medical practitioner.

Hon. Graham Edwards: So he knows more than
you?9

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I am sure he has
advised the member.

Hon. Graham Edwards: He has.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I was lucky. So, do

not let anyone say that this sort of evidence can-
not be produced. The majority of deaths that
occur through tobacco or smoking-related causes,
occur among people over the age of 55 years. At
that time, degeneration has already set in. Stat-
istics will prove that the majority of deaths
involving what is called smoking-related diseases
occur in people over the age of 55 years.

We have seen terrific and horrendous scenes of
bodies lying end to end on the terrace, supposedly
up to their elbows in nicotine in the thoracic cav-
ity. Why do we not get down to the real perspec-
tives and see what this is all about?

This Bill is two measures in one. One seeks to
deal with the sale of tobacco to juveniles and to
increase the penalties for such sale-and no-one
in his right mind could say that this was not a
commendable move. The second measure seeks to
purge all advertising of tobacco, a product used
by one in three Australians. It is this measure
which is not acceptable to me, apart from the fact
that it will not reduce smoking in the community.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: What has it done in
Norway?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I will come to that
later, because we have to look at Norway's figures
and see them as they really are, not as they are
presented. I put it to the member that I will use
the statistics to my own advantage and the mem-
ber can use them in her speech to her advantage.
We all know that statistics are easily misinter-
preted at will.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Like Mr Smith's.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The member can

try to take him on; she can bring in her expert to
bear on him. After all, this man has the runs on
the board; I do not. I cannot speak authoritatively
about the effects of things on children; there was
a time when I was game to do so, but not any
more.

The Government has launched this campaign
against advertising, yet on the Federal scene
tobacco is allowed to be grown.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: But not advertised in the
area of Commonwealth authority.
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IHon. JOHN WILLIAMS: It is not advertised
on television or the electronic media; I agree with
that. Was it not the Federal Minister who the
other day said that the Government was guilty of
double standards? He said the Government was
hypocritical.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: I have never heard
of his logic, but then he doesn't like koalas very
much.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: But we all know
what koalas did to him. That is why he does not
like them.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: I am not surprised.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: Almost as bad as what
tobacco does to you.

Hon. Mark Nevill: As tobacco does to your
lungs.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Regarding the ad-
vertising aspect, this Bill negates a basic freedom
under our system of competitive free en-
terprise-the right to compete in the market
place.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: I hope you apply this to the
SGIO Bill.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: This sets a danger-
ous precedent for Government action to suppress
business activity. Advertising is a visible sign of a
competitive economy. Competition is a legal obli-
gation imposed upon companies under the Trade
Practices Act introduced by the Whitlamn Labor
Government. To expect a tobacco company to
sponsor an event without its being allowed to ad-
vertise that fact is just too ridiculous for words.
Sponsorship is a commercial activity and it must
show a return.

I understand the Government is now ready to
concede that certain aspects of the Bill need
amendment. I have several amendments to put on
the Notice Paper in addition to the Government's
proposed amendments. It seems that even at this
early stage a few flaws can be found in the Bill.
Companies have to justify to their shareholders
the spending of money on sponsorship. I pause for
a moment to say that tobacco companies sponsor
some things without any commercial interest to
them whatsoever, purely because they are worth
supporting; for example, the Jaycees' five out-
standing Australians award, one of which the
Premier was awarded last year. That was spon-
sored by tobacco companies, and there is nothing
wrong with that.

Tobacco companies also give money to charity;
but any group which acknowledges a donation
would risk prosecution under this legislation. That
is an indication of how repressive this legislation

will be if it is passed in its entirety by this Parlia-
ment.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: What about the Aus-
tralian Ballet Company?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I could talk about
the Peter Stuyvesant art foundation. One could go
on and on.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: But you are not
suggesting that they do this for altruistic purposes
alone and not for commercial benefit, are you?

I-on. JOHN WILLIAMS: No, I have already
said they did it for commercial gain, and the com-
mercial gain is easy to understand. We are talking
about a very lucrative market for the tobacco
companies. I have it on good authority that one
per cent of change of brand from one company to
another means an estimated $20 million to the
tobacco companies. It is no mean commercial
achievement to get a person to switch from one
brand to another. Incidentally, this is done by way
of static advertising, as it might be described, at
various sports grounds and arenas; such advertise-
ments appeal to people who are already hooked on
the habit.

The Television Broadcasting Act brought in by
the Federal Government in 1976 was designed to
prevent sponsorship Of sport by tobacco
companies. That was the Parliament's intention.
if the Government believes tobacco companies are
breaking the law, why has it not taken action?
Why has it not taken up the matter with the Aus-
tralian Broadcasting Tribunal, which currently
has the whole issue under review?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: We have not suggested
they are breaking the law.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: If we pass this legis-
lation, it appears they will be.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: No, they won't, because
television and broadcasting are specifically ex-
cluded.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Yet televising and
broadcasting of sports events 'will continue. What
will stop a person from seeing a sign advertising
tobacco products?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Because the signs won't
be there.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The signs will not
be there because the children will be influenced.
They will all be drinking Swan Lager by the time
they are Five. In his speech the Minister said the
legal age is to be dropped from I8 to 16 in order
to reach consistency with other States, but the en-
tire Bill is inconsistent with the legislation of
other States. No other State Government has pro-
posed legislation to ban the advertising of tobac-
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co, although the South Australian Labor Govern-
ment is supporting the Australian Democrats' Bill
in the upper House. It remains to be seen if it will
become law, but no adequate reason has been put
forward that the legal age should not remain at
IS.

The penalty for sale to minors is appropriate
because it is the same as the penalty applying to
the sale of alcohol to minors. The legislation in re-
gard to minors has been on the Statute book for a
long time and we have not done a great deal
about it. We have not done a great deal about
educating our children in the proper manner
about some of the vices that are around. That
proper manner is a combined effort with the
Government supplying the resources and not dic-
tating the terms, because that is where health pro-
fessionals do it best.

Another appropriate measure which will inhibit
unscrupulous retailers-I back this measure-is
that signs should be produced and displayed
warning minors that it is illegal for them to buy
tobacco products.

I again point out the inconsistency and
inaccuracy of some statements made about op-
inion polls. It is not surprising that the Minister
was able to quote a poll which indicates that 94
per cent of people do not wish their children to
start smoking. Nobody I have ever talked to
wants children to smoke. In my own family I have
a daughter who has never smoked, a daughter
who has smoked and given it away, and a son who
smokes, whereas neither their mother nor father
smokes. Unfortunately, I seem to regard it as an
ordinary or average family. I have no doubt that
that sort of ratio is repeated elsewhere.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: In a society that is ex-
posed to advertising!

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: My son smokes be-
cause of that, not because I do not.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: It is one of the factors.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: It is such a minor

factor. I bear the blame for my son smoking.
Hon. H. W. Gayfer: For your son.
Hon.
Hon.

my son
him.

Graham Edwards: I hope you do.
JOHN WILLIAMS: I bear the blame
not understanding that smoking is bad

for
for

Hon. Kay Hallahan: So he is not responsible?
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: What a fatuous

statement to make! I never expected in all my life
to hear the Hon. Kay Hallahan make such a fatu-
ous statement. Dear me, I do not blame myself for
anything. I merely said that I was in error in that
I failed to ensure that my son did not smoke. I
must not have done a satisfactory job in teaching

him about the effects of smoking. I could not
fight his peers at school; there were far too many
of them. This happens to all children; the peers
decide they will smoke and they think it is a good
thing to smoke; and if a child wants to belong to
that group he has to smoke and so he takes up the
habit.

A child might later give it up, as others have
done. Apart from the health concerns, smoking
has always been regarded as an adult habit. Like
drinking, it is one of those things in life which
seems to be reserved for adults.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 p.m.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Prior to the tea sus-

pension I discussed briefly the question of our
being subject continually to opinion polls. I
admire the Labor Party because it has a system of
taking polls whereby it can predict precisely its
fortunes over the coming years. The Hon. Des
Dans made a few remarks about it, and how accu-
rate they were! When one considers the polls
quoted by the Minister one sees they run counter
to most professionally conducted surveys on this
question. The Minister said one poll found 61 per
cent of those polled believed advertising influ-
enced children to smoke, and another poll re-
vealed 69 per cent agreed tobacco advertising
should be banned. The Minister said, "This Bill
invokes the will of the people". I ask members to
remember that phrase.

The Minister for Health in another place was
forced to reveal that the second poll was conduc-
ted in four Perth shopping centres among a total
of 160 people. That is a small sample. No infor-
mation was provided on the age breakdown, the
questions asked, whether smokers were identified
or avoided, and whether the sample was represen-
tative of the population at large. The 69 per cent
in favour of bans amounted to I110 persons-the
will of the people. The other 31 per cent, or 50
people, disagreed. Conclusions as sweeping as
"the will of the people" cannot be fairly drawn
from such a poll.

On the other hand, polls conducted by a repu-
table public opinion research company show a
much different story. We often quote these polls.
particularly before elections; but then we use
them to suit ourselves when-we want to achieve
some other result. We cannot get away from the
fact that the Roy Morgan Research Centre re-
ported in a survey covering every electorate in
Western Australia that a majority of 68 per cent
wanted either to leave things as they are, or even
to lift all advertising restrictions. Only 29 per cent
supported a ban.
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That result was achieved after five months of
public debate about tobacco advertising in this
State, and in my opinion is a much better test of
the will of the people than the survey quoted by
the Minister, It goes further; the Morgan survey
showed 87 per cent of the people did not believe
sponsorship of sport by tobacco companies would
influence any member of their family to take up
smoking. In an earlier survey the Roy Morgan
Research Centre found that in Western Australia
81 per cent of people believed friends and family
were the greatest influence on children's smoking,
while only 14 per cent thought advertising was the
major influence. The results in Western Australia
were consistent with figures for other States.

Another survey conducted by Reark Research

a nd R. J. Elliott & Associates in 1982 (or the Ad-
vertising Industry Council found only 10 per cent
of people were in favour of additional restrictions
on cigarette advertising. In this survey 72 per cent
agreed with the proposition that if a product is
able to be sold legally, it should be able to be ad-
vertised legally.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Then why do cigarette
companies advertise?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: For a number of
reasons. The first is to encourage people to pa-
tronise their particular brand. I explained earlier
it is estimated a one per cent swing to a brand will
net a company $20 million.

Hon. Peter Dowding: If that is the case, all we
will have now is unstimulated movement between
brands. It will occur. Why is the tobacco lobby so
upset about the proposal if the net number of
smokers is not going to alter?

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I will come to that
Hon. G. C. MacKinnon interjected.
Hon. Peter Dowding: You know that is not

true.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I do not.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You should go through
the correspondence.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Advertising of any
product is essential for a competitive market, and
in any market in Australia one must compete by
law; or did the Minister forget the 1976 Act? One
has to be competitive in a market and I will Find
that point in my notes in a moment.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You can compete in ways
other than Press advertising.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: One can advertise
on television, but tobacco companies are not al-

lowed to do that. One can do it in the way that
doctors receive advertising-by samples.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: If you are referring to the
Trade Practices Act, nothing requires advertising
as part of competition.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: It says one must be
competitive.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That means you cannot
enter private arrangements.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The Attorney will
not convince me. One of the best methods is to
advertise.

Hon. Peter Dowding: It may be, but it is not a
mandatory requirement of the Act.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The Act says they
must be competitive. If they choose to advertise,
let them do it.

Hon. D. K_ Dans: The best way to advertise is
to have the best product at the best price.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Absolutely.
Companies tend to say that is what they believe.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Most brands are in the same
company.

Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: I would not say
that. How many brands are there? I do not know,
but I would guess it is in excess of 50 or 60 differ-
ent brands.

Hon. Garry Kelly: But not 50 or 60 companies.
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: Mr Kelly would be

surprised at the number of companies.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon. JOHN WILLIAMS: The point at issue

on the freedom side is the one I support. No free-
dom is absolute and it is the task of Parliaments
to weigh one freedom against another. Members
would do well to take note of the views of a com-
mittee of the Senate which, like the Legislative
Council, is charged with the duty of reviewing
Government legislation and taking into account
the rights and liberties of individuals.

The Senate Select Committee on the Scrutiny
of Bills-an all-party committee headed by a
Labor Senator-has examined similar legislation
proposed by Senator Jack Evans. Clause 4 of
Senator Evans' Bill is similar to clauses 5 and 7 of
this Bill. The Senate committee concluded that
the Evans Bill could unduly trespass on personal
rights and liberties because it created an absolute
offence without any provision that a person must
knowingly commit the offence and because it re-
versed the burden of proof-that a person is inno-
cent until proven guilty.
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It said the Bill presumed a person who pub-
lished an advertisement was guilty unless he could
demonstrate his innocence, The Minister's con-
cern about the freedoms and rights of children
would have some validity if it could be demon-
strated that advertising did lead children to
smoke. The weight of evidence is that advertising
does not encourage children to smoke and that
other social factors are more significant. It is my
opinion that these factors can best be dealt with
by education.

The Minister claims that worldwide, the tobac-
co industry is losing its licence to advertise. He
does not repeat the claim made in another place
that 17 countries have introduced a total ban on
advertising. In fact, 29 countries have done so.
Only four are what we would accept as demno-
cratic countries; the rest are either communist
bloc, military dictatorships of either left or right,
one-party States, or Islamic countries where use
of alcohol and tobacco is taboo. They are not
shining examples of freedom.

Of the four Western countries-Norway,
Finland, Iceland, and taly-the last-named did
not impose a ban for perceived health reasons but
to protect the local State-owned tobacco mon-
opoly from competition. It has not proved success-
ful and the Italians now are reintroducing tobacco
advertising so the local manufacturers can com-
pete with imported brands.

I would like to answer an interjection about the
Norwegian figures. It should be noted that in
Norway the ratio of sales of roll-your-own-ciga-
rette tobacco to manufactured cigarettes is in the
order of 2: 1. Therefore, it is not possible to use
the normal consumption percentage of individual
cigarettes by stick. The Norwegian market is un-
usual when compared with other developed
countries' markets in that it has a predominance
of roll-your-own tobacco. In Australia, 90 per
cent of tobacco used goes into manufactured ciga-
rettes. Even so, manufactured cigarettes represent
a significant quantity in tobacco consumption in
Norway. The sharper decline in tobacco consump-
tion in Norway since 1980 should be interpreted
as the direct effect of Government- increased tax.
Between 1980 and 1982 general inflation in
Norway was 29 per cent. Cigarette prices rose by
58 per cent-riot the 35 per cent in (his
State-and roll-your-own prices by 62 per cent.

The Norwegian domestic statistics do not show
the extent to which smokers have responded to the
punitive tax increase by travelling to neighbouring
Sweden and purchasing tobacco in that country.
It is estimated that that trade now accounts for
seven per cent of the Norwegian domestic market

We can get figures to say and do anything and
one can interpret them for and against an argu-
ment.

I come back finally to this point: This Govern-
ment is welt intentioned in this Bill in adopting an
attitude of enforcing laws and introducing laws
about smoking by minors. I will support it in that
effort to the best of my ability. In my opinion it
does not go far enough and I want the medical
profession of this State to remember this point
well: The tax to be raised this financial year by
the Government from the 35 per cent increase in
tobacco revenue will be of the order of 540
million, of which $2 million has been marked for
the antismoking education programme. I suggest
to the Government if it is fair dinkum it should
pass a lot of that money to people like Dr Gut-
teridge and Dr Elphick and other people who are
professionally interested in stopping people from
smoking.

If the Government allocated 520 million it
would be fair. It is going to drag in $40 million; a
big percentage of the State's revenue will come
from tobacco users. The Government has a right
and a duty to put the money back into education
to stop people smoking. Advertising alone will not
do it. If by the use of that $20 million, or part of
it, or part of the $40 million, facts and figures are
put to this House which prove conclusively that
children can be prevented from smoking by ban-
ning advertising, I will support further amend-
menits to the best of my ability in the same way
that I give the Government my support for part of
this Bill. I intend to put on the Notice Paper a
series of amendments, and I will discuss them in
the Committee stage.

I want it known, and well known, that I am
supporting the protection of children which the
Government has put into this Bill and for which I
commend it. I will not support without evi-
dence-and none has been presented to me-the
advertising sections of the Bill.

NION. FRED McKENZIE (North-East Metro-
politan) [7.45 p.m.]: I support the Government's
measure. I have received a great deal of corre-
spondence from both the pro-smoking lobby and
the antismoking lobby. The bulk of the letters
from the pro-smoking lobby have come from the
tobacco companies, advertising Pdopl6, or people
working in that industry.

Non. G. C. MacKinnon: That is because they
know on which side you will vote. You are domi-
nated by your faceless men.

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: If the member has
received correspondence different from that, he
should please let moe know. I am explaining to the
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House the type or correspondence I have received.
I suppose initially it was the pro-tobacco lobby
group that subjected me to the most correspon-
dence.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: How many petitions
from that Pearce-inspired group, the Teachers'
Union, did you receive?

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: I got my share of
them, about half a dozen, I think; but that is not
the only group from which I received correspon-
dence. I have two folders full of correspondence
from various people. Unlike the Hon. John
Williams I do not see the doctors who have played
such a prominent role in the antismoking lobby as
playing the role of God. I see them as taking a re-
sponsible attitude in the community. I think as
members of Parliament we should take note of the
words used in a letter I received from the Univer-
sity of Western Australia signed by 17 professors.

Incorporation of Material
I seek leave to have this document incorporated

in Hansard.
The PRESIDENT: The Hon. Fred McKenzie

seeks leave of the House to have the contents of
that document incorporated in Hansard.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I notice that earlier
the Attorney General requested that this sort of
letter should not be incorporated in Hansard, but
members should be given copies. I wonder why he
is not immediately on his feet?

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable
member can rise only on a point of order. I am
putting the question to the House. If any member
has a point of order to raise he is perfectly free to
do so. However, if he has no point of order let me
put the question. The proposition is that leave be
granted to have the contents of that document in-
corporated in Hansard.

Point of Order
Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: When the previous

request to incorporate a document in Hansard
was made by the Hon. John Williams, the At-
torney General immediately rose with a sugges-
tion that the member should arrange to circulate
the letter to members. If such action was taken on
that occasion I think it is reasonable to do the
same on this occasion. I wonder why it has not
been done.

The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order.
There is no requirement for an honourable mem-
ber to make available to all members a copy of
any documents. If the Attorney General requested
it and he was obliged by the other honourable
member, that is one thing, but there was certainly
no requirement for the member to do so.

Debate (incorporation of Material) Resumed
I am endeavouring to get to the point raised by

the Hon. Fred McKenzie that leave of the House
be granted to have the contents of this document
incorporated in Hansard. Before I put the
question, I point out, as I always do on these oc-
casions, that I think it is a very bad practice.
However, it is not for me to decide, but for the
House. I put the question.

By leave of the House, the following letter was
incorporated-

Dear Mr McKenzie,
"...the solution to many of today's

medical problems will not be found in
the research laboratories of our hospi-
tals, but in our Parliaments. For the pro-
spective patient, the answer may not be
cured by incision at the operating table,
but prevention by decision at the Cabi-
net table."

Sir George Young, Parliamentary
Under Secretary of State for
Health, Department of Health
and Social Security, London, at
the Fourth World Conference on
Smoking and Health, Stockholm,
1979.

We write to express our concern that you
may not be aware that favourable consider-
ation of legislation to prevent all forms of
tobacco advertising and promotion may be
the most important act parliamentarians
could perform to prevent smoking-related
death and disease. There is a high probability
that such action may prevent more illness
than the combined efforts of all the Pro-
fessors in the Faculty of Medicine in Western
Australia.

Our concern is, naturally, with the health
of the people of this country. You should
know that cigarette smoking is universally
acclaimed by medical authorities and govern-
ments to be the single most important pre-
ventable cause of death and disability in the
Western world.

It is also proven to be either causally re-
lated or strongly related to cancers of the
larynx, mouth, oesophagus, bladder, kidney
and pancreas; to other cerebro-vascular dis-
eases such as stroke, peripheral vascular dis-
ease and atherosclerotic aneurysms; to low
birth weight and retarded foetal growth,
perinatal mortality, spontaneous abortion,
preterm delivery, other complications of
pregnancy and labour and longer term re-
tardment of growth and development of chil-
dren; to peptic and duodenal ulcers; and in
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chronically exposed non-smokers, to in-
creases in respiratory disease and lung can-
cer, and to many other disease entities.

It is because of the massive and wide-
spread involvement of smoking in the caus-
ation of many diseases that we have, for the
first time, been joint signatories to a letter on
this extraordinarily important public health
issue.

The addictive nature of cigarette smoking
requires that once commenced, the habit is
exceedingly difficult to stop. Research evi-
dence also indicates that of all regular adult
smokers, a substantial majority, estimated to
be as high as 80 to 90%, begin smoking
whilst still children. It naturally follows that
the most significant cost/benefit in disease
prevention can be gained by facilitating the
maintenance of non-smoking by children.

It is known that parental and sibling influ-
ences, peer pressure and advertising and pro-
motion are three of the major factors in
initiating and maintaining the smoking habit
in children. Of these factors the easiest to
control by legislation is advertising and pro-
motion.

Several years ago, an expert Committee of
the World Health Organization rec-
ommended a comprehensive smoking control
programme which has been endorsed by most
major medical and health professional
organizations. The programme requires im-
plementation of all components for assured
success. The components are:
{i) Application of downward pressures on

smoking rates to achieve lowered smok-
ing rates in all age groups of the popu-
lation. Programmes of taxation, edu-
cation, public information, and restric-
tions of sales to minors are important
here.

(6i) Encouragement of non-smokers to re-
main non-smokers, with almost all em-
phasis being placed upon children.

(iii) Cessation of all forms of tobacco adver-
tising and promotion, and

(iv) Co-operation and liaison with other
health organizations to ensure maximum
effectiveness.

In Norway, Sweden and Finland compre-
hensive smoking control programmes have
been implemented. Only in the Scandinavian
countries have the smoking rates of children
declined. This will mean that it can be ex-
pected that slowly and persistently fewer and

(1053

fewer people in these countries will smoke.
Consumption of tobacco products will fall
gradually and disease rates similarly.

Although employment in the tobacco and
'medical industries' (including pathology,
physiotherapy, occupational therapy, pros-
thetic limb manufacture etc.) will decline
slowly. There wit! be no sudden dislocation of
jobs, and the final outcome will be economic
benefit and a gain in employment.

It is fortunate that at this time, the
involvement of tobacco companies in sponsor-
ship of sporting and cultural events is at a
level where it is replaceable. In the shorter
term perhaps some Governmental assistance
may be required, but in the longer term
socially acceptable commercial interests and
indeed within Financial constraints, health
education organizations will replace the
current tobacco company involvement. If left
longer, we may find our leading sports and
sporting administrators addicted to tobacco
money like the unlucky smokers to their ciga-
rettes.

The entire position of tobacco in society
needs to be viewed in a climate of change. It
was introduced to our society long before
anyone, medical scientist or tobacco company
executive, realised its danger to health. Now
that the danger is realised and well docu-
menited we must act responsibly in the
interests of public health.

Thank you for giving audience to our argu-
ment. In conclusion we must indicate that
our actions are obviously not self-interested.
The same cannot be said for the tobacco in-
dustry. If there is any further information
you require please let us know.

We welcome your participation in the pre-
vention of smoking-induced diseases in West-
ern Australia. Jointly we may save many
thousands of lives.

Yours sincerely,
PROFESSOR R. A. JOSKE,

Dean of the Faculty of Medicine.
PROFESSOR L. J. BEILIN,

Professor of Medicine.
PROFESSOR M. KAMIEN,

Professor of Community Practice.
PROFESSOR D. B. ALLBROOK,

Professor of Anatomy.
PROFESSOR B. N. CATCHPOLE,

Professor of Surgery.
PROFESSOR S. M. L. NADE,

Professor of Orthopaedic Surgery.
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PROFESSOR E. H. MORGAN,
Professor of Physiology.

PROFESSOR 1. T. OLIVER,
Professor of Biochemistry.

PROFESSOR N. F. STANLEY,
Professor of Microbiology.

PROFESSOR M. N. 1. WALTERS,
Professor of Pathology.

PROFESSOR 1. J. CONSTABLE,
Professor of Ophthalmology.

PROFESSOR W. B. MACDONALD,
Professor of Child Health.

PROFESSOR F. L. MASTAGLIA,
Professor of Neurology.

PROFESSOR G. A. GERMAN,
Professor of Psychiatry and Behavioural Science.

PROFESSOR J. W. PATERSON,
Professor of Clinical Pharmacology.

PROFESSOR R' R.' TAYLOR,
Professor of Cardiology.

PROFESSOR J. D. MARTIN,
Professor Obstetrics and Gynaecology.

Debate Resumed

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: As I understand it,
the Attorney General said it would be politic to
provide members on the other side of the House
with a copy and I indicate to Mr MacKinnon that
that has been done. I have provided a copy of the
letter to the Leader of the Opposition.

It is unusual for Mr MacKinnon to make a fool
of himself as he has just done. He is expert at
trying to distract people and that is why he raised
the point of order.

I refer to a small section of the letter which
contains a quote from Sir George Young, Parlia-
mentary Under Secretary of State for Health, De-
partment of Health and Social Security, London,
at the Fourth World Conference on Smoking and
Health, Stockholm, 1979, as follows-

..the solution to many of today's medical
problems will not be found in the research
laboratories of our hospitals, but in our Par-
liaments. For the prospective patient, the
answer may not be cure by incision at the op-
erating table, but prevention by decision at
the Cabinet table.

I think that is what the Government is attempting
to do with this legislation. It is trying to prevent
children from smoking. On the one hand, people
opposed to this measure will quote one set of fig-
ures, and on the other hand, the same can be done
from this side of the House.

The professors also wrote in their letter as fol-
lows-

We write to express our concern that you
may not be aware that favourable consider-
ation of legislation to prevent all forms of
tobacco advertising and promotion may be
the most important act Parliamentarians
could perform to prevent smoking-related
death and disease. There is a high probability
that such action may prevent more illness
than the combined efforts of all the Pro-
fessors in the Faculty of Medicine in Western
Australia.

The professors who signed this letter are from the
Faculty of Medicine and that is not the only
group of doctors who have written to me.

Hon. Garry Kelly: The School of Dentistry has
written as well.

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: Yes, I have received
correspondence from that section. In fact, I could
be here all night quoting from people who are
qualified to advise on this subject. I was a smoker
once myself but after 20 years of smoking I be-
came convinced that smoking would injure my
health. It would have been far better had I not
been exposed to smoking in the first place, and for
that reason I am endeavouring to do my bit in this
House to convince members we should support
the legislation.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Which particular ad-
vertisement persuaded you to start?

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: It is a long time ago
and I cannot remember. It may have been Craven
A or Turf or Woodbine; whichever brand was ad-
vertised, Ilam sure it had some influence on me.

The real problem is once a person starts to
smoke cigarettes it is very difficult to give it
away. It takes a lot of willpower.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Did you find it diffi-
cult?

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: I did not find it dif-
ficult. The Hon. John Williams has also ceased
smoking and in spite of what that member may
say about the medical profession, he was wise
enough to take their advice and, of course, so was
I.

I requested that the letter be incorporated in
Hansard because it provides a balance to the
document incorporated by the Hon. John
Williams. I agree with you, Mr President, that it
is not a good practice to incorporate documents,
but I felt it was important on this occasion to pro-
vide a balancing factor.

For the benefit of members, I quote from the
penultimate paragraph of the document as fol-
lows-
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Thank you for giving audience to our argu-
ment. In conclusion we must indicate that
our actions are obviously not self-interested.
The same cannot be said for the tobacco in-
dustry. if there is any further information
you require please let us know.

Of course, this is not a self-interested body as are
the tobacco people. Even those working for tobac-
co companies have an interest because of their
jobs. The medical profession is taking away part
of the source of work they are currently required
to perform because of the effects tobacco products
have on the health of this community. Therefore,
members would be well advised to take note of the
correspondence they have received.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: In 20 years of smoking
how often were you in hospital?

Hon. Peter Dowding: You are not making a
serious suggestion? That is what 1 meant about
the flat earth society.

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: The figures indicate
that if one continues smoking-and I probably
got out just in time because eventually my smok-
ing would have had a telling effect-one runs a
health risk; there is proof beyond doubt that a
number or Australians and other people through-
out the world suffer premature death because of
the diseases caused by tobacco smoking.

I refer to figures provided to me by Dr W. Mv.
Hatton, Assistant Director of Statistics, Public
Health Department. He said that the estimated
annual cost in Western Australia for providing
care for people suffering from tobacco-related dis-
eases is $65 million. That is a large amount of
money. He went on to provide other figures and
also said-

Quantitative attribution of risk

To estimate the percentage of deaths due
to tobacco, I have used data from a cohort
study organised by the American Cancer So-
ciety.

In this study a quarter of a million
Americans were followed over 16 years and
the number of deaths of smokers and non-
smokers noted. I have assumed that the male
and female age specific death rates for neco-
plasms, cardiovascular disease and respirat-
ory diseases among non-smokers in 1959-72
would have applied to the country as a whole
in 1978 if no one had ever smoked. One can
ascribe the excess to tobacco and derive a
percentage for each group of illnesses of
deaths resulting from smoking:

neoplasms..................
cardiovascular diseases ...
respiratory diseases .....
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%' of deaths

due to tobacco
30
37
77

For the purpose of calculation, it is as-
sumed that if tobacco causes X% of deaths, it
will also cause X% Of Morbidity.
(b) Bed days (1980) in WA for:

neoplasms.................. 117 237
cardiovascular diseases.. 254 308
respiratory diseases ........ 167 855

Multiplying by the appropriate percentage
given, a total number of bed days per year
for tobacco related illness of 258 513.
(c) Average bed cost in ]983-$250.00 per

day.
(d) Total cost 250 x 258 5 15 = $65 million

per year.
The other notation in those statistics reads as fol-
lows-

No estimate is included for general prac-
tice/community care costs, loss of earnings
from death or morbidity and social costs. The
above figure would therefore be a gross
under estimate of the total cost to the com-
munity.

Last year it is estimated by Dr Hatton that the
cost of illnesses related to tobacco diseases in this
State was $65 million. That is a frightening figure
and we should consider it seriously.

I turn now to the amount of money spent on the
advertising of tobacco products. I have a docu-
ment from the Advertising Federation of Aus-
tralia Ltd. which contains some interesting fig-
ures. An extract from that document reads as fol-
lows-

Estimated current annual expenditure on
tobacco promotion in WA-incuding sports
and cultural sponsorships paid directly to the
bodies concerned-is $7.08 million.

It might surprise many of the members in the
Chamber to hear the following statistic-

For example, tobacco advertising accounts
for about 40 per cent of all money spent on
outdoor advertising.

That is a tremendous amount of money to be
spent on the promotion of tobacco. How can this
Government reconcile itself to an advertising
campaign aimed at depromoting the sale of tobac-
co products and educating children away from
them when it is prepared to allow 40 per cent of
the total amount spent on outdoor advertising to
be expended on a campaign which is contrary to
its policy?
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Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: How does that com-
pare with the amount spent on the advertising of
detergents and washing powders?

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: I do not know, but
40 per cent represents a rather substantial sum.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: How can you say this, any-
way, in view of the concessions your own Premier
has made which have cut the guts out of every-
thing you are trying to do?

Hon. Carry Kelly: That is not true.
Hon. J1. M. Berinson: To which concession are

you referring?
Hon. P.CG. Pendal: Apparently Mr Hodge is on

the verge of resigning from the Cabinet. Mr
Berinson will be next!

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: Who told the mem-
ber that rubbish?

Hon. P. G. Pendal: There is no sense to this. I
am surprised by you people.

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: Mr Pendal must re-
alise the Australian Labor Party is very demo-
cratic and the majority opinion will prevail.

Hon. Tom Knight: The Caucus opinion.
Hon. FRED McKENZIE: I do not believe the

member's comments will stand up to scrutiny any-
way and certainly I have no knowledge of Mr
Hodge's wanting to resign from the Cabinet.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You are prepared to
accept any majority decision provided it is not in
the Legislative Council.

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: If a number of ideas
are put forward I am sure the record will show we
have arrived at the right decision.

I shall quote a few more extracts from this
document in relation to other forms of advertis-
ing. It continues-

Tobacco advertising accounts for more
than six per cent of newspaper and magazine
advertising revenue in this State..

That is a somewhat smaller amount than that
spent on total outdoor advertising; however, six
per cent is a rather healthy percentage of tobacco-
related advertising in newspapers and magazines.
For cinema advertising tobacco-related products
account for 17 per cent of total advertising. The
figures I have quoted are from a document pro-
duced by the Advertising Federation of Australia
Ltd. in support of the continuation of the advertis-
ing programme; but, as I pointed out earlier, it
would be irresponsible of the Government, on the
one hand, to embark on a campaign to depromnote
the sale of tobacco products, while on the other
hand, to condone this type of advertising and to
allow it to continue.

Another document provided to me
"Smoking Statistics and Smoking
Strategies in Australia". It contains the
statement-

is titled
Control

following

Smoking is a complex issue. Why do
people, especially children start? Why do
smokers find it difficult to stop? Why do
governments support an industry which kills
so many of their citizens?

The complexity of the issue has in the past
worked to the benefit of the tobacco indus-
try-they have been successful in main-
taining an air of doubt, uncertainty and con-
fusion.

This confusion can be dispelled by a com-
prehensive smoking control strategy. This
strategy has been endorsed by the..

I want members to note the following organis-
ations-

World Health Organization
International Union Against Cancer
International Union Against Tuberculosis
Royal College of Physicians of London
British Medical Association
Royal Australian College of Physicians
United States Surgeon General
Australian Medical Association
Australian Senate Standing Committee on

Social Welfare
It is endorsed by a number of other health and
medical associations.

I do not want to deal with the document in de-
tail-it contains a number of figures-but I shall
quote a few passages in order to draw them to the
attention of members.

The following comment appears in the docu-
ment-

The objectives of a comprehensive smoking
control strategy are-

I shall quote a few of those objectives as follows-
The cessation of all forms of tobacco pro-

motion.
That is precisely what this Government is em-
barking on.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: That is not true. The
WACA will be able to get away with it. What
you are saying is blatantly untrue. I am sure you
are saying it in good faith, but it is not true.

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: Regardless of what
happens, I hope the member who has just
interjected supports the Bill in its passage through
the House without moving too many unnecessary
amendments. We shall accept some amendments,
but not those which are unnecessary. Surely half a
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loaf of bread is better than none. One has to start
somewhere. If one buries one's head in the sand
one will not get anywhere and the problem will
not be overcome.

Another comment made in the document in re-
gard to a comprehensive smoking control strategy
is-

It is mistaken to believe that smoking is an
issue only for smokers.

Regardless of what smokers might say, it is just
not an issue for them. To continue-

Apart from the annoyance and the grow-
ing evidence that passive smoking may harm
health, everyone, smokers and non-smokers
alike, pay for the health costs of smoking.

In an earlier quote I indicated the costs to this
State of the consumption of tobacco products. In
some form or other we must all pay for those
costs, because as members would be aware the
health budget provided by this State accounts for
a massive proportion of the total Budget. I believe
it is approximately 25 per cent. Therefore, we
have some responsibility for the health of others
and if we can take action to prevent these costs
being incurred, we should do so.

I draw the next extract from this document to
the attention of members-

In a modern caring society we all lose
when a healthy individual is struck down
prematurely.

There is no question about that. To continue-
The tobacco industry now costs the Aus-

tralian community nearly $1 000 million per
year in hospital costs, fires, productivity
losses etc. That is $ 100 million more than it
contributes by excise tax, advertising and
promotions and other measures.

Smokers of 15 or more cigarettes per day
in Australia have been shown to have on
average, nearly twice as many days off work
sick, as non-smokers.

I draw the next extract to the attention of mem-
bers who have repeatedly spoken in this House
about the number of man-hours lost as a result of
strikes. I am sure those members will be
interested in the next set of figures which reads as
follows-

A total of 8.4 million work days were lost
in Australia in 1981 from absenteeism due to
smoking sicknesses, an average of 4.2 work-
ing days per smoker. By comparison, in 198 1,
the worst year for industrial disputes in re-
cent years, 4.2 million working days were lost
due to strike action, an average of 3.3 days
per worker. Smoking would seem to cause far

more work days to be lost than do industrial
disputes.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: What is the source of those
figures?

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: I shall table this
document if the member wishes. I am sure he has
received a copy of it. It is a very good document
and the people who forwarded it to members
would have ensured it was correct. It is headed
"Smoking Statistics and Smoking Control
Strategies in Australia". Earlier I quoted a
number of organisations which contributed to it.
They have endorsed this strategy. This is a world-
wide organisation, which includes the Australian
Medical Association.

Another extract from the document reads as
follows-

Following the ban on advertising of ciga-
rettes on Australian television, the weight of
tobacco consumed per head fell by 12 per
cent between 1976 and 1980.

Members would be aware the Commonwealth has
control of the advertising or cigarettes on tele-
vision and the Federal Government acted respon-
sibly in that area. When a Liberal Government
was in office the advertising of cigarettes on tele-
vision was banned.

Since then the expenditure on the promotion of
tobacco-related products has gone into other
areas. There is no doubt about that. The advertis-
ing expenditure on tobacco products has not been
reduced, but it has been channelled into other
areas. T~o continue-

Between 1975 and 1979 admissions to
Western Australian hospitals for chronic
bronchitis and emphysema attributable to
smoking fell by 28 per cent.

This resulted in a saving of direct hospital
costs to Western Australia of at least $4.8
million.

That is my final quotation from that document. I
am sure other members have received it, but I
thought those points of interest should be incor-
porated in H-a nsard.

I received a further letter from the Asthma
Foundation of Western Australia. The foundation
enclosed an information booklet with its letter and
that booklet was produced by the Australian
Council on Smoking and Health. I will not quote
from it. An attachment to the letter, however,
contains some very interesting figures relating to
the promotion and control of cigarette smoking.
That document is headed as follows-
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PROMOTION AND CONTROL OF
CIGARETTE SMOKING

A digest of a McNair Anderson Survey
conducted in all States and Territories of
Australia, except the Northern Territory, in
August 1982, commissioned by the Standing
Committee of Australian Health Ministers
(Tobacco Products Sub-Committee).

Questions were asked as to what the people
involved in the survey thought about various as-
pects of smoking. The first question reads as fol-
lows-

Should the health authorities run cam-
paigns to discourage children from smoking?

A total of 96 per cent of the respondents in West-
ern Australia answered, "Yes" and t he figure for
the rest of Australia was 93 per cent. Those fig-
ures are not surprising.

The second question asked was-
Do you think these campaigns should be

paid for by an increase in taxation on ciga-
rettes?

A total of 67 per cent of the respondents in West-
ern Australia answered, "Yes" and the figure for
the rest of Australia was 64 per cent.

The third question was as follows-
Should televised sporting events, which can

be seen by children, be used to promote ciga-
rettes?

A total of 73 per cent of the respondents in West-
ern Australia answered, "No" and the figure for
the rest of Australia was 79 per cent. The figure
for Western Australia is very high and those
people felt that sporting events which can be seen
by children should not be used to promote ciga-
rettes. For the rest of Australia the figure was 79
per cent.

Question 4 was-
In your opinion, should smoking advertise-

ments be banned totally from:
In response to "newspapers" the answer was in
the affirmative at 58 per cent for Western Aus-
tralia, and 56 per cent for the rest of Australia; in
response to "magazines", 59 per cent for WA,
and 56 per cent for the rest of Australia; in re-
sponse to "cinemas", 67 per cent for WA, and 67
per cent for the rest of Australia; and in response
to "outdoor posters which can be seen by chil-
dren", 70 per cent for WA, and 66 per cent for
the rest of Australia.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: I think that organisation
also predicted that we on this side would win the
last election.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: That was the exception
which proves the rule.

*Hon. FRED McKENZIE: I think that one out
of two is not a bad record.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Blow with the wind,
do you think, Mr McKenzie?

Hon. FRED McKENZIE: Question 5 was-
Should non smokers have equal smoke free

space in:
The response in regard to "restaurants" was in
the affirmative at 88 per cent for WA, and 88 per
cent for the rest of Australia; in response to
"aircraft", 93 per cent for WA, and 90 per cent
for the rest of Australia; in response to "country
buses" it was 92 per cent and 85 per cent respect-
ively; in response to "work places", 84 per cent
and 79 per cent; and in response to "trains", 93
per cent and 87 per cent.

I have referred to these statistics because there
has been some doubt as to whether advertising
has any affect on children. Certainly the people
surveyed believe it does.

I have devoted a lot of time to statistics, but
they do relate to the main argument. We have
had long enough to consider this question, and my
attitude to it is quite Firm, particularly in view of
the great number of people in the medical pro-
fessions who are better qualified than I am to
make a comment. In terms of the letters I have
received, these people unanimously support the
Government's action. They are very concerned
about the effects of tobacco smoking. A document
put oat by the National Heart Foundation of
Australia (WA Division) on a smoking preven-
tion programme in primary schools, was for-
warded to me. It is a comprehensive report on
that subject. I will not quote all of it, but I will
enlighten members as to the results that came out
of the survey conducted. At page 9 the report
states-

Results of the questions related to advertis-
ing confirmed previous research in both
America and Australia that teenagers seem
to smoke the most heavily advertised brands,
particularly Winfield.

Earlier on in the article the report had this to
say-

The most popular brands for girls were
Winfield Red (29.3%), Alpine (16.9%) and
Winfield Blue (9.9%). The most popular
brands among the boys were Winfield Red
(39.4%), Winfield Blue (39.4%), Marlboro
(6.9%) and Alpine (6.5%).

The Government should be commended on so
early in its term tackling this important problem,
and its efforts will save this State a great deal of
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money. I will not quote from the Norwegian ex-
perience.

I intend to support the Government's measure,
and I have given reasons to indicate that other
members should support it.

HON. TOM McNEIL (Upper West) [8.20
pan.]: This debate will go on for quite some
hours, so 1 will not repeat the statistics put for-
ward by the Hon. Fred McKenzie; but I will say
right from the outset, as I said during the motion
debated yesterday regarding the privileges of this
House, that this Bill is probably the most emotive
we have had in this place since I have been here. I
cannot speak for older members.

Hon. G, C. MacKinnon: The fluoride Bill.
Hon. Robert Hetherington: It had more teeth.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: We didn't have to
spend money on advertising.

Hon. TOM McNEIL I will not say that ciga-
rette smoking is good for anybody. I go along with
the view that smoking is a health hazard. I have
had volumes of information across my desk from
doctors and others involved in the health care pro-
fessions, and I am prepared to accept their views.
However, we have a product which over the years
has been subjected to a number of reforms; its ad-
vertising has been banned from radio and tele-
vision.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: Do you regard that ban-
ning as a reform?

Hon. TOM McNEIL: I regard it as a type of
reform, otherwise such measures would not have
been brought into our Parliaments.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Do you see that action as
beneficial?

Hon. TOM McNEIL The figures quoted by
the Hon. Fred McKenzie give the answer.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You said it was reform,
which seemed to indicate you thought it was a
good idea.

Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: It is just change.
Hon. J1. M. Berinson: I think it means more

than that.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. TOM McNEIL I will call it reform, be-
cause that is the only way I feel I can describe it.
The people who supported the present bans on
cigarette advertising felt that the situation then
existing needed some correction. If the Attorney
wants to argue some niceties about the term
"reform" he may do so, and someone else may
take up the matter with him.

A voluntary advertising code is put out by the
Australian Advertising Standards Council. I will

read some of the comments made in its May 1982
edition. At page 29 this third edition states-

Advertising for cigarettes and cigarette
tobacco is prohibited from radio and tele-
vision, but may appear in all other media in-
cluding print, posters and cinema. The Vol-
untary Advertising Code for Cigarettes
comes under the auspices of the Media
Council of Australia, was authorised by the
Trade Practices Commission in 1977, and is
subject to an annual review by representa-
tives of Federal and State Health Depart-
ments, the tobacco industry and the Aus-
tralian Publishers' Bureau. Material must be
submitted for approval to the A.P.B.

I1. 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-
clude persons who have major appeal for
children or adolescents under I18 years of
age.

5. Where a cigarette packet is included in
advertising it will bear the health warn-
ing.

6. Advertisements shall not include well-
known past or present athletes or
sportsmen smoking cigarettes nor any-
one smoking cigarettes who is
participating or has just participated in
physical activity requiring stamina or
athletic conditioning beyond that of nor-
mal recreation.

7. When an advertisement depicts success
or distinction it shall not be implied that
this is due to cigarette smoking. Adver-
tising may use attractive models or illus-
trations thereof, provided there is no
suggestion that the attractiveness is due
to cigarette smoking.

8. Cigarette advertising must be aimed
only at smokers, but must not be
intended to imply or convey that all per-
sons are smokers. In practice, where
there is a group of at least four people
featured in an advertisement, at least
one shall be shown as a non-smoker.
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9. Cigarette advertising must not show
exaggerated satisfaction from the act of
smoking.

10. No advertisement may claim health
properties from any cigarette.

Those voluntary restrictions are quite explicit. I
have heard it said that some of the advertisements
appearing now tend to be directed to children and
that some advertisements use sportsmen. I refute
quite strongly that sportsmen are used in that
manner. This code is under the control of the ad-
vertising media, and as far as I am concerned
they have obeyed the restrictions.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Do you think the ad-
vertisements about children went a hit too far?

Hon. TOM McNEIL: Yes, [ do, but that mat-
ter will be discussed later in my speech. I have it
all built up to about 2.00 am.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: We look forward to
it!

IHon, TOM McNEIL: I question the sincerity
of the Government. I accept the Goverment con-
siders this move to be in the best interests of the
community, but I cannot accept the reduction
from 18 to 16 years the age at which children
may smoke cigarettes. I cannot cop that as a ben-
efit to children. I can go along with the increase
in the penalty and the intention to monitor the
machines which distribute cigarettes. I go along
with the price increase, although I disagree with
what the Government is doing with the moneys it
receives from that increase. Its actions are dubi-
ous. The campaign against the advertising of ciga-
rettes has been financed by smokers. Many people
out in the street do smoke, although I do not, and
I am sure they are concerned that they are paying
an extra 35c for each packet of cigarettes to
finance the Government's campaign.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Non-smokers are con-
cerned about the money spent on health.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: The Hon. Kay Hallahan
can make her point in any way she likes when she
gets to her feet. In the Daily News of 15
September an advertisement appeared with this
heading: "Smokers Vouch for Don't Smoke Cam-
paign". A survey is being conducted by Mr Usher
at the Hamilton Hill High School, and I went out
there to see him. He seems to be a sincere man.
Children are involved in the study, and in respect
of my children I believe peer group pressure has
caused them to try smoking. At Hamilton Hill
part of a verandah is sectioned off for children
who want to smoke before school, at the morning
recess, or at lunch time. They are permitted to go
to that area, and according to the statistics dis-
played by Mr Usher there is, as the year 10s go

up to year I11, only one possible increase in the
number of smokers. I do not know whether the
figures are accurate, and I do not want to
question the man's sincerity, but I ask members of
the Government whether they have availed them-
selves of the opportunity to view this experiment.
Have they taken the time to go to that high school
to question Mr Usher? I do not believe the Edu-
cation Department has queried Mr Usher's move.
But the Government has suddenly decided that
children of 16 years of age will be allowed to
smoke.

The programme at the high school was sup-
posed to be conducted with the approval of
parents, but the school is run on an honour
system. The principal believes he would lose the
trust of the children if he asked them to produce a
letter from their mum or dad to say that they
could smoke. So, how tight is the system? A
portion of the school has been set aside for chil-
dren to be allowed to smoke so long as their
parents say they can smoke. One child refused to
be photographed because he felt his aunty would
kill him if she found out he had been smoking.
That is one aspect of it.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: What does all that mean?
Hon. TOM McNEIL: The Government is pre-

pared to bring in legislation supposedly for the
protection of children, yet the Hamilton Hill High
School has set aside a portion of its buildings for
smoking to take place.

At this juncture I do not know of any member
of Parliament on the Government side who has
visited the school to Find out about the exper-
iment, or speak to the principal. I could be wrong
but until last week I was not.

I believe that peer pressure, sibling pressure
and parental or family pressure do have a bearing
on children and their habits. If the Government
were sincere it would be tackling some of the
other problems associated with smoking.

In this city one can visit a cinema and see an
advertisement on the screen lauding smoking, but
one cannot smoke there. It is necessary at half
time to put up with a smoke-filled atmosphere
which is usually heavy. While travelling on an air-
craft one can be eating breakfast while the person
in the seat in front is smoking but we have to put
up with that.

No attempt has been made to restrict smoking
by adults and obviously it must be having some
effect on children. I cannot accept that any child
who goes to the cricket ground and who sees
Benson and Hedges advertisements on the fences
will suddenly take his eyes off Rod Marsh, Dennis
Lillee or Kim Hughes and decide that smoking is
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not a bad idea. I think an advertisement illustrat-
ing a boat with colourful sails on water, and
Monte Carlo in the background may do some-
thing. A child may think he will not be able to go
there in reality, but he may be able to obtain the
feeling by buying a few cigarettes and having a
couple of puffs.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: There has been a lot of
this since the America's Cup.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: There has been a pro-
liferation of them.

H-on. i. M. Berinson: What do you think of it?
Do you think it is a good idea? They seem to Fit in
with the advertising code.

Hon. TOM McN ElL: Yes, they fit in with a lot
of other things. Everyone has got on the band
wagon of Australia Hi's victory. I believe there has
been a proliferation of tobacco advertising over
the last few months and it is quite obviously be-
cause the Government and the tobacco lobby have
been pouring money into the newspapers for ad-
vertisements. They are the ones that are laughing.
Of course all this comes back to poor old sport
suffering again.

If we cast our minds back to 1980 we will re-
member that paragon of virtue, Malcom Fraser,
decided that because the Russians had gone into
Afghanistan the only way to bring Russia to its
knees was to not send our Olympic Games team
to Russia.

We have not forgotten that. We have not for-
gotten that complete shemozzle with our rutile ex-
ports. We continued to send rutile to Russia with
which they were able to make weapons. We have
not forgotten our grain embargo Fiasco. That only
lasted as long as the farmers did not complain. As
soon as they complained-bang, out the window
that went.

What did we do? We stopped some of our
sportsmen going to Russia but left the final de-
cision to them. Fraser did not tell the Australian
atheletes not to go, he just left it up to the Aus-
tralian Olympic Games Federation to decide
whether they should go. Then having failed to
deter them Fraser said it was up to their con-
science and he did not want them to go. He then
turned about and harangued the athletes who fi-
nally agreed to go. He did not remove their pass-
ports Or make a Government decision saying that
we did not agree with what Russia was doing, he
just put pressure on our athletes to not go. We all
remember the effect it had on people such as
Tracy Wickham. Sure, she went on to win a
medal at the Commonwealth Games but the
Commonwealth Games and the Olympic Games
are entirely different things.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Does she smoke?
Hon. TOM McNEIL: The member will have to

ask her.
What about Johnny Higham? He would not go.

Raelene Boyle did not go. Our equestrian team
and our hockcy team would not go. They all de-
cided they would not go, and that was a point we
proved with the Russians. But, what was the
point? We were trading with the Russians. It is
interesting to note that at the time our trade with
Russia was worth $264.902 million-

I-on. Garry Kelly: Fraser was sending his own
wool.

I-on. TOM McNEIL: Of course he was. Last
year our trade with Russia was $507 million,
nearly double the previous figure, so once again
sport took the brunt as the sacrificial lamb.

It was all very well to trade with them but we
could not send our sportsmen. No one agrees with
the South African situation of apartheid but sport
took the brunt of it. What happened to the sanc-
tions we had with South Africa. It seems to be all
right to ban cricketers and cyclists who play sport
in South Africa but we still trade with them. All
members will remember the demonstrations in
New Zealand over the issue of the South African
Rugby Union Tour and how crowds were pulling
down fences around sporting grounds to protest.

In the same year that Russia and Afghanistan
had their confrontation our trade with South
Africa was worth $68 million and now it is worth
$145 million; it is the same thing. We will con-
tinue to do business as long as it does not hurt our
pockets. But with sport, out it goes!

Going back to the Afghanistan situation, I
know not everyone is as sport-minded as I am but
I can remember Kevin Gosper who was the Man-
aging Director of Shell at the time, but is now the
Chairman of the Australian Institute of Sport in
Canberra, was most vociferous about saying our
athletes should not go. He has now had his pay
off;, he is Chairman of Board of Directors at AIS.
Athletes give four years of their lives to train and
if one is a top athlete the training for the Olympic
standards takes some effort and competition. I
can see by the look on Mr President's race that I
should not pursue the matter further.

It has been suggested that tobacco companies
do a lot for sport, culture and art. The Peter
Stuyvesant. culture foundation and the Rothmans
foundation do exist, though possibly not too many
would know how they assist athletics. Marleen
Matthews is the full-time paid secretary of the
Australian Track and Field Coaches Association
and is their spokesman in Western Australia.
Other Western Australians involved in this foun-
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dation are Phil May, Frank Day and Chris
Stanton. Many things are paid for by this foun-
dation; for example, travelling allowances,
tutoring and accommodation. The foundation
does not receive a great deal of accreditation for
what it does in the background for sport.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: The tobacco smoker
must be paying for all these things.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: Who will pay if the
smoker does not pay? A comment was made that
the Government would look favourably at sports
that were disadvantaged, but who will pay? The
taxpayer will pay. The Government cannot have it
both ways, someone has to pay.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Who is paying for the
hospitals?

Hon. TOM McNEIL: The taxgayer. I am not
arguing about that but I am refuting quite
strongly the suggestion that children are encour-
aged to take up smoking as a result of advertising.
That is the stand I intend to take on this Bill.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Why advertising?

Hon. TOM McNEIL: I look forward to hear-
ing Mr Kelly's speech.

In my electorate and my home town of
Gcraldton, I know the golf clubs receive sponsor-
ship from tobacco companies. They sponsor many
sporting tournaments. I know that these clubs
spend a great deal of time training children for
sport and encouraging them to do the right thins
for their health.

Sponsorship is a big bugbear to the league foot-
ball clubs in Western Australia.

Hon. D. K. Dans: That has nothing to do with
smoking or advertising.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: It does because the clubs
have a right to gain their own sponsorship from
tobacco companies. If that right is to be taken
away from them, from where will they claim
sponsorship?

An article in the New South Wales Daily Tele-
graph of 20 January, 1983 stated-

In the past few months, companies which
in the past decade have contributed the lion's
share of sport sponsorship money have
dropped out.

The latest company to do so is Mazda,
which spent more than $1. million in the last
three years in sponsoring the Super Chal-
lenge tennis tournament in Melbourne.

Comsteel also withdrew its sponsorship of
the national school athletics titles.

Late last year the Sydney Swans VFL club
lost Wards Transport after the first year of a
three-year deal worth $1 035 000.

But the Swans recently negotiated a new
deal with Tooheys. brewery, worth $1 .1-rn
over three years.

Sydney rugby league clubs Manly, West,
Canterbury and Balmain lost sponsorships
which had contributed a totalI of Si ISO 000
over recent seasons.

Pioneer electronics ended a seven-year run
with Manly which is believed to have been
worth a total of $560 000.

Victa quit Wests after contributing
$350 000 over the past three years.

Electronic Sales and Rentals left Can ter-
bury after spending $200 000 in the last two
years, and Sharp electronics dropped
Balmain after one year, worth $70 000 to the
Tigers.

The article concluded as follows-

The Victorian hopeful for this Year's
America's Cup, Challenge 12, was forced to
withdraw from contention for the yachting
classic because the backing syndicate was un-
able to find $200 000 in sponsorship.

The article also mentioned motor racing, basket-
ball clubs, etc. There is nothing happening in
NSW that is not happening in this State; they are
all struggling to make ends meet.

We will be put under even more pressure, es-
pecially when we consider the VFL. What are
they?

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Predators!

Hon. TOM McNEIL: They are a bunch of
crooks and criminals who take all our footballers
for peanuts. Early in the year the South Aus-
tralian Football League asked the Western Aus-
tralian league whether we would join them to
stop Victoria taking the cream of our footballers.
I can see you frowning, Mr President. It is to do
with sponsorship.

They wanted to limit the VFL to three
interstate players per club, but the WAFL, which
was so busy trying to grab the $40 000 per player
on the draft agreement system, would not agree.
Now we look like losing the lot, and the Vic-
torians can have as many players as they like for
next to nothing. The sooner the WAFL is run by
a board of businessmen without club affiliations
the better; otherwise this league will go under.

Hon. D. K. Dans: He is getting there via the
Cape.
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Hon. TOM McNEIL: The Victorians will try
to break the draft deal and we will have lost the
lot.

I would like to touch on one other matter which
deals with the accusations made by Senator Jack
Evans when he was critical of members in this
place. I felt sorry for some of the people who
were subjected to those accusations, It is one of
the problems all of us in this place must put up
with when we make decisions which we believe
are in the best interests of our electors. Alle-
gations such as those made by Senator Jack
Evans have always occurred, but again we must
look at the credibility of the person who makes
such comments and se whether he is prepared to
stand up and substantiate them.

Senator Evans said that some members in this
place have had their vote coloured by some
companies which have offered to pay their elec-
toral expenses for the next election. It is absolute
rubbish and unworthy of any public figure.

In conclusion, I would like to refer to the cam-
paign which has been run by the Government. It
has been a carefully orchestrated campaign. For
two or three weeks now we have been receiving all
sorts of petitions from concerned teachers and
people in the community. Every day more pet-
itions appear. However, in some respects the cam-
paign has been a dirty one.

We have a situation in which members of the
Opposition have been subjected to the advertising
which we discussed the other night in this place.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Only members of the
Opposition.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: Did the member get his?
Hon. Graham Edwards: Yes, and I was pleased

to have people from my constituency contacting
me with their views.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: I think I am safe in say-
ing that the majority of the advertising went Into
areas served by the Opposition members. I
certainly saw enough. It was a carefully conduc-
ted campaign where the simple suggestion was
made to get electors to encourage their represen-
tatives to vote the way the Government was
intimating they should vote. It implied we were
encouraging children to take up smoking and
that, in the long run, we were responsible for
deaths.

Hon. Graham Edwards: I did not read it that
way.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: I am sure members on
this side read it that way, and I am sure the Hon.
Vic Ferry and others who spoke on that motion
did.

Hon. Graham Edwards: It certainly did not
worry me.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I have already indi-

cated to members earlier today that audible pri-
vate conversations will not be tolerated. It is be-
coming quite obvious that members have no
intention of complying with my request to cease. I
am suggesting that if they do not do so, I will take
some further action.

Hon. TOM McNEIL: Thank you, Mr Presi-
dent. I need that protection.

I believe this campaign has been carefully or-
chestrated. I cannot speak for the other members
on this side of the House, but certainly I did some
soul searching before I reached the decision that I
could not support the legislation in its present
form. That is not because I do not care for chil-
dren; I have six of my own. I am glad that only
two are smokers; I know four tried it, but they did
so without dad's permission.

A careful programme in the schools may be the
answer to the problem. I do not know whether the
Hamilton Hill High School experiment will be a
suceess. I would like the Government to make an
approach to Mr U~sher to see how successful he
believes it is, but at the moment I do not think the
Government has taken that step.

Let me finish by saying that if it were an edu-
cation programme, with the Government looking
to spend money on educating people into the right
attitude towards their health and what they are
doing to their bodies, it would have my support.
But when Government hits back at tobacco
companies supporting sport, I oppose it.

HON. V. J. FERRY (South-West) [8.48 p.m.];
This Bill is certainly one which has engendered a
great deal of discussion in the community. I
would like to say at the outset that the advertising
campaign engaged in by both sides leaves a lot to
be desired. Much of the advertising, both for and
against the banning of tobacco and tobacco prod-
ucts, has been deplorable. Therefore I have dis-
counted much of what has been in the paper, and
I hope a lot of other people have too. It has devel-
oped into an emotive issue. It has been presented
in the main as a political issue. I deplore the use
of children in advertising for political motives.
This Government is bringing this legislation be-
fore the House-and involving an expensive ad-
vertising campaign-under false pretences. In my
view this is a measure directed at the Legislative
Council rather than at the health of the com-
munity.

A Government member: That is wrong.

An Opposition member: That is right.
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Hon. D. K. Dans: How could it be directed at
the Legislative Council?

Hon. V. J. FERRY: That is a good question. I
would like to know that too.

Hon. D. K. Dans: You have just said it was.
Hon. V. J, FERRY: The Government made it

clear. The Leader of the House knows that this
House is under attack.

Hon. D. K. Dans: We do not make any secret
of the fact that we believe in one-vote-one-value.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: This is a measure designed
to embarrass certain members of this House. The
Government, in my view, is deceitful. Its main ob-
jective is to gain some political advantage rather
than to improve the health of the community.
Labor members may hotly deny that, and I would
expect them to. They have no chance of saying
otherwise.

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask honourable

members to come to order when I call "Order". I
ask other honourable members to cease their
interjections and for the member addressing the
Chair to ignore the interjections.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: I would certainly be happy
to do that, Mr President. I reiterate that I believe
that this measure is one with an ulterior motive. I
think that I have made my point.

I have had some practical experience in a com-
mercial area of the tobacco industry. It was my
lot some years ago to be in North Queensland
when a number of sugar growers went out of
sugar production and into growing tobacco. A
number of those growers fell on hard times be-
cause of the economic climate at the time and the
problems with the marketing of tobacco. Sub-
sequent to that, the tobacco industry has had its
ups and downs. At the present time there are
some 538 tobacco growers in Queensland and a
further 500-odd in New South Wales and Vic-
toria. I had some experience also with the tobacco
industry in this State when it was a viable prop-
osition. Tobacco was grown for a number of years
in the Manjimup district. That industry collapsed,
as we know, in 1960-61, and I am very much
aware of the collapse. Since this Bill has been
introduced, I have wondered what the Govern-
ment's attitude might have been had the tobacco
industry in this State still been viable. The seat of
Warren, which embraces the area where the
tobacco was grown, has been held by the Labor
Party for a very long time. I wonder what the
party's attitude would be in that particular politi-

cal sense if the industry were still viable in this
State.

Hon. D. K. Dans: It would be an interesting
question, if we had one-vote-one-value, to see
what the result would be in this Chamber.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: It has nothing to do with
this debate.

Hon. D. K. Dans: It has. That is what we are
talking about.

An Opposition member: What about the
Assembly, Mr Dans?

Hon. V. J. FERRY: It is a fact that the tobacco
industry receives money from the Commonwealth
and the respective State Governments for
tobacco research and marketing, and the primary
producers receive the same benefits as any other
primary producer might receive from the Com-
monwealth and State Governments. There we
have a situation where the industry has the solid
backing of Governments.

I turn to this State, and particularly the
Government's enideavours to ban the advertising
of tobacco, or any item associated with tobacco. It
seems to me to be a futile exercise to do this in
isolation from the rest of Australia. After all we
are Australians, and the correct method to tackle
this problem is through the respective Ministers
for Health in each State, and the Commonwealth
Minister for Health. They should come together
and produce an acceptable approach to the prob-
lem. We all recognise the problem. There is no
doubt in my mind that smoking is a health haz-
ard. Many others have said the same thing.

A member: The tobacco companies do not say
that.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: I am not worried what the
tobacco companies say. I am not worried about
advertising in the Press, except that I deplore the
method of advertising which has been used in this
case. The fact is that it would be ludicrous in the
extreme if we were to have a ban on advertising
tobacco products in this State-whether in news-
papers, magazines, posters, or on T-shirts, or any-
thing of that nature-when it is perfectly legal in
all the other States of Australia.

A Government member: They are likely to fol-
low. Someone has to take the lead. I suppose you
are suggesting that we should always follow the
rest.

Hon. V. J. FERRY: Christmas is coming too!
An Opposition member: When do you start to

legislate against pressure?

Hon. V. J. FERRY: There is a more effective
way to tackle this problem. I recognise it is a
problem, but the Government is going about solv-
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ing it the wrong way. I thoroughly support the
measures contained in this Bill and the provisions
of the existing Sale of Tobacco Act. The existing
Act could be amended and I would probably
have supported measures to update it. I sup-
port those measures in this Bill which are de-
signed to update the existing Act, and I hope that
I will have the opportunity to support some pro-
posed amendments-perhaps to strengthen the
provisions to protect our young people-if they
are moved in the Committee stage.

That is paramount. I would like to see the Bill
reach the Committee stage so that it can be
examined in a detailed way and more appropriate
amendments inserted to tackle the problem more
effectively.

I return to the proposed banning of advertising.
It is absolutely ridiculous. Anyone who watched
"Telethon" last weekend-and I should imagine a
great number of people did-would have seen
many people in that programme smoking on cam-
era. One of the world's greatest entertainers,
Sammy Davis Junior, set the example. Anyone
who watched that programme on Sunday evening
would have seen Sammy Davis Junior going
through his routine with a cigarette in his hand.
He deliberately lit a cigarette and smoked it dur-
ing the performance.

A member: The Premier does that.

I-on. V. 3. FERRY: The Premier can do what
he likes. If one wants to advertise cigarettes-

An Opposition member: "Yes, Sir; No, Sir;
three bags full"!

A Government member: You do not believe
that.

Several members interjected.
Hon. V. J. FERRY: If people want to ban ad-

vertising in Western Australia, it makes a com-
plete mockery of the Bill when one can turn on
the television set at any time and see cigarettes
being smoked either in live performances, during
interviews, crowd scenes, sporting fixtures, plays,
films-

Hon. 1. Mv. Berinson: Do you think that is de-
sirable?

Hon. V. J. FERRY: It does advertise cigarettes
and tobacco. We are not going to stop that. We
cannot stop it in this Parliament. To suggest that
we can be very effective by being insular in this
State is being ludicrous. I am all for educating
people not to smoke. I am just about cured of
smoking myself. I am not likely to take it up
again, after 30 years of abstention-having given
up smoking in 1953. 1 have smoked cigarettes,
cigars, pipes and so on, but it does not worry me

any more. I am lucky. I do not know whether I
am better off for it, but I am still here. I am all
for improving the health of people and helping
them, but that seems to be the desire of all. This
Bill is not attacking the problem in the right way.
It should be tackled on a nationwide basis with a
consenisus-and that is a great "in" word at the
moment. This is a perfect example of an issue on
which we should seek consensu throughout Aus-
tralia on what is the best thing to do in regard to
advertising tobacco products. There is nothing
wrong with that. I would go along With it.

However, this Dill does not propose that at all.
It proposes to put the advertising situation in this
State in a straitjacket. It is a form of State
censorship which could only be partially effective
because we all know that the Government cannot
prevent publications coming in over the border.
They could come from overseas or from other
States.

Therefore, I took forward to the Committee
stage to try to strengthen the provisions that,
hopefully, will be of benefit not only to young
people, but also to everbody in the community.
However, as far as the banning of advertising is
concerned, it is not on.

Much has been said about the tobacco
companies' supporting sporting bodies and sport
generally. That is not in the argument at all.
What happens in that context does concern
me-whether tobacco companies sponsor sport or
not. We are talking about a health matter, not
money for sporting bodies.

Many people use cigarettes, and that is their
right. However, that is no argument. The argu-
ment is the health of the nation and what we can
do to improve it. The banning of advertising will
make this State look completely ludicrous.

I oppose the provisions to ban advertising, but I
support the other provisions.

HION. GARRY KELLY (South Metropolitan)
[9.02 p.mn.]: In the debate on this Bill, we must
try to analyse why cigarette companies advertise
in the first place. The companies have made much
of saying that the advertising in which they in-
dulge does not encourage people to smoke; it is
just to maintain their market share-to persuade
people to change brands or to remain with the
brand they are using. It seems to me, on the face
of it, that the companies spend an enormous
amount on advertising throughout Australia just
to maintain their market share, or to make people
change brands. That is stretching it a bit, es-
pecially when I said, in an interjection earlier this
evening, that of the myriad brands of cigarettes
sold in this country and in this State, most of
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them are from within the same houses. Therefore,
the companies are spending money on encourag-
ing people to swap from brands which are pro-
duced by the same companies. If that is the only
reason for advertising I find it slightly ridiculous.

The next question to be considered is what
cigarette advertisements do and say. I will start
the answer to that question by making a comment
about what cigarette advertisements do not do.
Cigarette advertisements-indeed, most adver-
tisements for products-do not deal with facts.
They do not tell the purchaser where the tobacco
was grown, when it was picked, in what type of
area it was grown, in what country it was pro-
duced, or what are the benefits of smoking. Ciga-
rette advertisements do not deal with factual ma-
terial. In the main, advertisements deal with
emotions and the ego, and ultimately with images.
If the test is applied to television advertising, ad-
vertising in theatres, and to magazines-
particularly the giossy magazines--cigarette ad-
vertising is all about images. To quote a few,' we
have Marlboro country; the Marlboro man; Al-
pine-mountain freshness. I do not know how
drawing smoke through a cigarette is supposed to
be superior to fresh air, but still we have Al-
pine-mountain freshness and menthol, and a
clean, healthy lifestyle; Peter
Stuyvesant-jetsetting, world travel-

Hon. N. F. Moore: The international pass-
port-

Hon. CARRY KELLY: -to smoking
pleasure. Who said advertising is not effective?

Hon. N. F. Moore: Not at all! I do not smoke!
Hon. CARRY KELLY: Dunhill-elegance,

sophistication, wealth, beautiful women, Rolls
Royces. What the advertisments are saying is, by
association, "if you smoke, all of this will be
yours". The advertisements attempt to seduce
people into smoking.

Since the ban on television advertising, the
sponsorship of sport has been designed to associ-
ate healthy activity and sporting success with
smoking. The thrust of the advertising campaign
is directed at those who are most impressed by
and who identify most with sporting success and
sporting heroes. It does not take too much
intelligence to realise that the section of the popu-
lation which is most impressed by sporting success
and heroes in football, cricket, and so on, is the
young people.

Therefore, we have the cigarette companies
reaching into a sphere of human activity and pro-
moting and sponsoring those sports in an attempt
to associate smoking with that activity, and es-
pecially to encourage young people to say, "Well,

perhaps I'm not very good at sport, but if I smoke
brand X, I might be better at sport", or "I might
be like that person, because he uses this brand of
cigarettes. He is a good bloke", or "She's a good
woman". "He's a champion"; "She's a champion,
therefore if I smoke, perhaps a bit of that will rub
off on me". It is that sort of image and associ-
ation technique that the cigarette companies use.

All the protestations to the contrary about ad-
vertising not being designed to appeal to young
smokers are, for the want of a much stronger
term, a load of codswallop. It has been mentioned
earlier in this debate that a fairly emotive cam-
paign has been conducted on both sides. During
the campaign, a number of talkback programmes
debated the issue, and I remember a particular
show on the ABC.

I do not know the name of the woman-I do
not know if she identified herself-but she said
that she had worked for a tobacco company. On
that programme were representatives from the
Tobacco Institute and the antismoking group. The
woman said that she used to work in the office of
a cigarette company, and she remembered that
every Monday morning they used to have a pep
talk for the salesmen. One of the slogans bandied
around at these sessions was something along the
line, "If you sell a cigarette to a youngster, you've
got a smoker for life".

Hon. N. F. Moore: That is the Catholic
Church.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: I think they were talking
about the Jesuits.

Hon. GARRY KELLY: I can only quote what
the lady said on the radio. She used to work for
the company. I must confess she did not name the
company. However, the company used that tech-
nique in relation to young smokers: "if you re-
cruit a young person to smoking, you have got a
customer for life," and, presumably, a job in sell-
ing cigarettes for life. That shows the mumbo
jumbo which has been spoken about the reasons
cigarette companies advertise.

The question of sponsorship of sport is the crux
of the matter. It all boils down to the fact that in
1974, I think it was, cigarette advertisements on
television were banned. Through a loophole in the
Broadcasting and Television Act, the cigarette
companies found a way to put their symbols and
logos before the public. They looked around for a
vehicle to enable them to do this, and they found
it in sport-particularly the popular spectator
sports like football, cricket, and to a lesser extent
motor racing. Anywhere that arena advertising
could be used it was used; and as a result of the
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telecasts of the events, the symbols and logos were
thrown onto the screen.

Hon. Tom McNeil: Do you think McDonald's
sell more hamburgers because of the McDonald's
Cup? Do you want to go and buy a hamburger
because of that?

Hon. GARRY KELLY: One could say the
same thing about advertising generally. If adver-
tising did not sell goods and did not influence
people, the companies would not advertise.

Hon. Tom McNeil: Do you feel like a
hamburger now?

Hon. CARRY KELLY: No. I have had tea.

The cigarette companies and the car companies
would not advertise unless advertising worked.
Obviously the advertising of cigarettes works, be-
cause they do not sponsor sport for the sake of al-
truism and to help young Australians competing
in sport.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Are you suggesting
advertising is evil?

Hon. CARRY KELLY: Some of it is. I am not
saying it is per se.

Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I reckon that adver-
tisements for the Labor Party are evil, but do you
want us to ban them?

Hon. CARRY KELLY: They could be banned
for the Liberal Party.

No section of the marketplace would indulge in
advertising if it did not work. Obviously the ciga-
rette companies must find some benefit in terms
of sales if they want to advertise through spon-
soring sport as a way round the television ban
which has been imposed for some eight years. if
they were really concerned for sport and culture
and the advancement of those two sections of
human endeavour, and not for the increase in
cigarette sales, they could sponsor them without
seeking to have their names associated with the
sport or cultural activity involved. Of course, they
do not do that.

I mention one group, the Amnatil group, which
has a number of house brands including Twisties,
Smith's Crisps, and Coca Cola. If it really wanted
to sponsor sport for the sake of its advancement, it
could sponsor it through Smith's Crisps or Coca
Cola; but it does not. It chooses to do it through
cigarettes.

Hon. Tom McNeil: Peter Stuyvesant has been
going for 20 years, and that was before the media
ban.

Hon. CARRY KELLY: What is the point?

Hon. Tom McNeil: The point is that they only
got into it because they were stopped from getting
in by other means.

Hon. CARRY KELLY: I take the member's
point. I am not saying there was no sponsorship
before the media ban was imposed; but we have
seen a proliferation of cigarette company spon-
sorship of sport and other events which can be
televised since the ban. This has encouraged the
companies to move into the field.

Advertising must work. The cigarette
companies are doing it for a purpose. They are
doing it because it increases sales. They are spon-
soring those activities because it gives them ex-
posure on television. It must influence young
people.

Hon. Neil Oliver: Which area are you referring
to-posters, or banners around ovals, or just
newspaper advertising?

Hon. CARRY KELLY: The arena advertising
is the main reason the companies sponsor sport;
that is, the advertising around the perimeter of
the fields.

Hon. Neil Oliver: Do you believe that affects
children?

Hon. CARRY KELLY: It increases the sales
of cigarettes. They sponsor those activities which
appeal to young people, so to that extent they are
affecting children.

Hon. N. F. Moore: In that case, why have you
agreed to let them advertise products at test
matches?

Hon. P. G. Pendal: They are gutless. They
caved in.

Hon. CARRY KELLY: No, we did not. The
Western Australian Cricket Association pointed
out that if Perth lost the test match, instead of
having two hours each day we would have a full
day's televising of the test match. In effect, we
would have six hours a day, and there would be
more advertising on television if the test matches
were lost to Perth. The Government saw the logic
of that argument and agreed to adopt it.

Hon. N. F. Moore: What about the people at
the match who look at those dreadful signs? They
would not be able to see the match somewhere
else.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: They should be looking at
the cricket, should they not? I am just trying to
get you out of trouble.

Hon. CARRY KELLY: Benson and Hedges do
not sponsor arena advertising for the benefit of
the people at the ground.
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Hon. N. F. Moore: The Government's attitude
to the test matches is contrary to yours.

Hon. GARRY KELLY: No, it is not. I
pointed out that if a test match were held in
Perth, as the city of origin, the telecast .here
would last for just two hours and only for that
time would the cigarette logos be seen on our tele-
vision screens. If the test match were lost to
Perth, it would be televised to us over six hours on
ive days, so we would see a lot more of the per-

imeter advertising.
An anomalies committee will be established to

look at these things. When the amendment is
moved the member will be able to consider it.

Hon. N. F. Moore: It will depend on a policy
decision.

Hon. GARRY KELLY: No, it will depend on
the merits of the case. I conclude on my openi ng
point: Cigarette advertising must work;, it must in-
crease sales. The cigarette companies have very
cleverly done their research; they sponsor those
activities which attract young people. Anything
which seeks to reduce the exposure of cigarette
names and the association cigarettes have with
sport in particular, because of the rather obscene
correlation of smoking and healthy activity and
exercise, will receive my support. And it is ob-
scene to suggest that people in football teams and
athletic teams, people who engage in active exer-
cise, should be sponsored by a company which
produces a product with the opposite effect on
health. It is obscenity in many ways.

Hon. Tom McNeil: If you see a fat cricketer,
does it mean he eats McDonald hamburgers?

Hon. CARRY KELLY: Is the member asking
whether McDonald hamburgers are in the same
league as cigarettes?

Hon. Tom -McNeil: Worse.

Hon. CARRY KELLY: I rest my case. What
is a cigarette?

Hon. John Williams: A drug.
Hon. J1. M. Berinson: Mr Williams, one is junk

food and the other is poison.
Hon. CARRY KELLY: Although a

hamburger may be described as junk food, at
least it offers some nutrition--cigarettes are of no
benefit to our bodies whatsoever. Everything they
do to our bodies is adverse. For the reasons I have
given I have much pleasure in supporting the
legislation.

HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [9.18 p.m.]:
Members know my personal view on this legis-
lation. The point I want to make is that the Hon.
Carry Kelly said nothing to convince me to sup-

port the Government's proposal to ban cigarette
advertising.

This is a very emotional issue. I am vwry well
known to be a person amenable to banning the
advertising of tobacco products. If what I have
heard from the Government side is all it can put
forward to encourage me to support its legislation,
then God help the Government.

I have not made up my mind; but I am still of
the belief that I will vote in a similar manner as I
voted on similar legislation previously-I will op-
pose the advertising of tobacco products or the
consumption of tobacco products. However. I
have reservations if the Hon. Carry Kelly's contri-
bution is all the Government can put forward in
support of its very major campaign in favour of
this legislation.

I assure the Minister I am not looking to duck
out. I will stand on my own position. But I need to
be convinced that the statements I have heard just
now-which were totally irrelevant-are not the
sum total of the Government's arguments in
favour of its Bill.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: What is your reaction to
the second reading speech, which was a compre-
hensive statement of the Government's position?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: My reaction was very
favourable.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Are you saying we should
touch on every aspect of the campaign in our
speeches?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I will not be dragged
into the position of answering every interjection,
particularly interjections made by the member
who has just interjected. I have had various infor-
mation given to me and I did not have to come to
this Chamber tonight to listen to his contribution,
which provided me with no further information.

I am looking around the Chamber and won-
dering whether any member opposite will be able
to offer me some further advice or information
that may influence my vote. I am not asking
people to influence me by lobbying me-I have
had plenty of that-I am asking for an intelligent
debate. If this House is divided on party lines, I
will not be party to that.

Hon. Graham Edwards: You, like mnc and other
members, must have received a lot of information
both for and against this measure. Did you look at
it and have any idea how you would react to the
legislation before you came here tonight? Did you
absorb any of that information?

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I could bring along four
or five three-tonne truckloads of publications,
newspaper cuttings and so on that I have received,
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as has every other member. I do not know how to
dispose of it and it is now an environmental prob-
lem. It may need to be the subject of an environ-
mental management and impact statement. But
seriously, I appreciate the member's interjection
and I understand it was not made in a sarcastic
manner. I understand be has been subjected to the
same sort of lobbying. This is nothing unusual; we
have had this before on many other issues. How-
ever, this issue is becoming far more politically
motivated.

The Legislative Council and the Parliament
itself are faced with a very serious situation. I am
a person totally dedicated to the capitalist
systemn-I know the term is not always popu-
lar-but its operation is private enterprise. I have
had the opportunity to examine the capitalist
system and to live in it not only in Western Aus-
tralia but also in other parts of Australia and
throughout the world. My family also have ex-
perienced living in the circumstances in which
these various countries operate, therefore to me
this current situation comes as no great problem
or strain.

But we are discussing advertising and the way
in which it operates. We are discussing its ability
to manipulate and the way it is used in our com-
munity, firstly on television, secondly in news-
papers, and thirdly in posters and banners, es-
pecially those placed around the perimeter of
sporting ovals. Cigarette advertising proposals
have placed a very unusual strain on our parlia-
mentary procedures.

We are running in difficult times, times in
which we need to move in very modernistic ways
to deal with this. We have seen this in the way in
which we package people. Mr Deputy President,
in your own entrepreneurial experience you will
have been aware of being able to package a prod-
uct so that the product is a success in the market-
place. We have the same situation coming to fru-
ition in our political life; we are not only packag-
ing products, we are also packaging individuals. It
is a very sorry state of affairs to find that people
cannot stand in their own right, in their own way,
and in their own personal manner and put for-
ward their views.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. D. J.
Wordsworth): Order! I must draw the attention of
the honourable member to the Bill before the
House and suggest the Chair has been very toler-
ant in allowing him to be far-reaching, but I ask
him to confine his remarks to the Bill.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I appreciate your com-
ments, Mr Deputy President, because I was mov-
ing in the area of the manner in which advertise-

ments and marketing are developed. I understand
the concern of the general public about tobacco
advertising. It is not just an advertising situation;
it also involves the manner of marketing and the
way the package is put together.

I speak to the House as a member who is not
regimented-I have been regimented in other
areas in other years-but as one who can now Put
forward his own personal point of view.

I put forward my view to the House without
any possibility of retribution. I am very interested
in what all members, particularly the Hon.
Robert Hetherington, say on this matter tonight. I
have heard only the Hon. Garry Kelly speak on
this Bill and I am sorry I dealt with him in the
manner I did; however, I did so because he did
not provide me with any other information. I
invite members to interject. I will make my de-
cision on this Bill based on my conscience. I will
not be influenced by any member of a political
party and I will not be subjected to threats or
placed in a predicament which threatens my
future endorsement; nor will I face retribution
from the people who may have endorsed or
elected me. I am not using this as a political stunt.
I have not made my decision because I wish to
hear from other members of the House.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. D. 1.
Wordsworth): Order! I feel the member is depriv-
ing other members of the opportunity to speak be-
cause he does not confine his remarks to the Bill.
Once more I direct him to be more attentive to
that matter.

Hon. NEIL OLIVER: It would not be right for
me to decide on this Bill without bearing the
views of other members. Members may convince
others to make a certain decision. I invite mem-
bers from both sides of the House to put forward
their views. I do not wish to agitate the Govern-
men t.

I have been concerned at the manner in which
advertising has been directed to the public on this
matter. I do not wish to digress from the point,
-1 know the Minister has reservations about
this-but the advertising was ill-formed, ill-con-
ceived and not targetted on the correct basis.
That was probably due to the inexperience of the
advertising agencies involved. I am not making
any accusations; I will not search this Chamber to
discover Why it was done and why young people,
who may not even know about smoking, were
used without their parents' approval. This Bill is
far too emotional for the Government to come out
and state its reasons for doing so, therefore, I do
not expect the Minister to say, "Yes, I agree with
that". I know exactly how the Minister and every

3345



3346 [COUNCIL]

member of this Chamber feels about this matter
so I will not make any political points out of this
situation.

It does not matter whether anybody dies from
tobacco smoking; it is far more important that a
single child of the age of six or eight who reads a
banner at a football or cricket oval could die in 30
years' time from using tobacco products.

In expressing my sentiments to the House, I
point out that it is very difficult for we members
of Parliament to live with our consciences because
we must be judge and jury. Every member of this
Chamber knows what I am talking about.

This legislation was brought forward in such a
manner that I have not had sufficient iti.me to pre-
pare my speech to it, but of course Government is
time; in fact, life is time. Even Napoleon said,
"Speak to me of anything but time". I would have
preferred more time to prepare myself, but this
debate has been in the community for almost 1 2
months, so I cannot plead for more time.

A member: Your comments have been noted.
Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I look to members of the

Government to convince and assure me that this
legislation and the manner in which it has been
brought forward on the Notice Paper is non-pol-
itical. I have only heard one Government speaker
on this matter and I want to hear from Govern-
ment members who know the stand I have taken
and the sentiments I have expressed. I want them
to tell me whether this Bill is being used in a pol-
itical manner because if it is, it will not have my
support.

HION. MARGARET McALEER (Upper West)
[9.41 p.m.]: Few pieces of proposed legislation
have generated as much Government activity and
so much counter activity on the part
of its opponents. It is true to say that, while from
the beginning the Government was committed to
discouraging smoking by one means or
another-such as the package announced in the
second reading speech on the tobacco tax Dill,'
which included measures both to increase the
price of tobacco products by raising the retail
licensing fee and a substantial and ongoing edu-
cation programme-the Government nevertheless
hesitated markedly before it committed itself to
the banning of advertising. However, when it did
commit itself, it certainly did so wholeheartedly.
It would be hard to envisage a more complete re-
pression of advertising than is proposed by this
Bill; one could call it, as Mr Williams did, re-
pressive.

When I first read the Bill it crossed my mind
that it was lucky for author Peter Cheyney that
he was not writing in Western Australia at this

time, It is perhaps frivolous to mention Peter
Cheyney in this context but older members might
remember his thrillers wherein his English hero
always smoked a particular brand of cigarettes
and always drank four Aingers of bourbon. I am
glad to say that although I was addicted to Peter
Cheyney novels, I never took to bourbon, es-
pecially in those quantities, and I was never in-
duced to smoke that brand of cigarettes. If this
legislation is passed I do not think Peter Cheyney
thrillers will be allowed into Western Australia.

The legislation is repressive. It relies for its
justification on the goodness of its intended
end-to prevent children from taking up smoking.
I do not contest the right or indeed the duty of
health authorities to point out the risks of smok-
ing. I do not believe children should be encour-
aged or allowed to smoke, if it is possible to stop
them from doing so, because the very young are
not psychologically able to assess the risk, and the
idea of death and disease makes little impact; the
possibility seems so remote. I think it is true that
the sooner one becomes a smoker, the more years
one is likely to smoke.

However, smoking is legal. Tobacco is legally
grown and tobacco products are legally manufac-
tured and sold in Australia. About one-third of
the population is said to smoke. These facts can-
not be hidden from children by the banning of ad-
vertisements, no matter how absolute that ban
may be. I might go so far as to agree that tobacco
advertising which shows people smoking in all
sorts of desirable situations should not be used.

I guess I am not the least bit convinced that it
induces people to smoke, but it certainly contra-
dicts the health message. Tobacco companies have
shown a good deal of restraint in this field and I
believe they are capable of showing more.

While it is wrong to generalise from a particu-
lar experience, perhaps more so from our own
experience. I must say that the only cigarette or
tobacco products that I ever noticed being adver-
tised-until I began to look at them because of
this legislation-were television advertisements.
The only one I really liked promoted a brand of
cigarettes which I could not bear.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Did you try them?
Hon. MARGARET McALEER: Eventually I

ran out of the cigarettes I preferred, and this
brand was offered to me. I was very disappointed
in them. No number of line horses and exciting
landscapes made them taste any better. As the
Hon. J. M. Berinson would know, I am a smoker
and, for the last 25 years, I have smoked a brand
of cigarette that has not been advertised. What I
really find unbelievable is the notion that the
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name of a cigarette manufacturer blazoned on an
oval fence or associated with a race induces chil-
dren to smoke--or anyone else for that matter. It
is true, for aesthetic reasons, I prefer a plain fence
around ovals. I find it difficult to believe that such
advertising induces children to smoke.

I asked a medical man who was discussing this
bill with me-a person who I might say was
lobbying me and whom I round to be reason-
able-just how this type of advertising encour-
aged children to smoke. He replied that he
thought because a child was keen on a particular
sport and then saw a tobacco company's name or
a brand of cigarettes displayed at the oval, the
child had a warm feeling towards a particular
tobacco company because it was associated with
the sport. Therefore, presumably the child had a
warm feeling towards the product.

I have the warmest feeling towards Mr Bond
for the part he played in winning the Ainerica's
Cup, but it does not in the least incline me to try
his brewery's products. If I were to buy beer and I
had a choice between Swan and Courage, I might
choose Swan because I should support the WA
product, but if I preferred Courage I would prob-
ably buy it. No amount of sponsorship by the
Swan Brewery Co. Ltd. would make me want to
try beer. As a child it would not have entered my
head.

Of course, one agrees that one may teach one-
self to smoke, to drink alcohol or black coffee, or
to eat olives, when initially one does not like them,
because it seems the grown-up thing to do. That
sort of inducement is not cancelled out by remov-
ing all commercial references to tobacco products.

I have looked carefully at evidence induced by
the health authorities to support their case to
totally ban advertising. It appears to me that they
rely heavily on the Norwegian experience. I
thought that it was one of 17 countries which
banned cigarette advertising, but I have learnt
from Mr Williams that there are 29 countries.
The claims of success which our health people are
making for the Norwegian programme seem to be
far stronger than those made by the Norwegians
themselves.

In a recent letter the AMA quoted results of
the latest Norwegian survey carried out on 1 5-
year-old students. It indicated a decline in smok-
ing among both boys and girls from 1975 to 1980
and 1982. More girls, for one reason or another,
smoked, but both girls and boys' numbers de-
clined. the letter from the AMA states-

The results are clear: Since the ban on
tobacco advertising was introduced in 1975,
complimenting the existing components of

the Government's anti-smoking programme
(i.e. education and public information pro-
grammes and help and assistance for smokers
to quit) the percentage of daily smokers
among Norwegian children has consistently
declined. It was only when advertising was
banned in Norway in 1975 that the percent-
age of daily smokers among Norwegian
children began to fall.

The report from the Norwegian national council
on smoking and health trends in tobacco con-
sumption and smoking habits in Norway, which
was forwarded with the AMA's letter, had this to
say-

Why is it that young people .. , and in par-
ticular girls, smoke less now than a few years
ago?) The surveys provide no basis for ex-
tracting one single factor as an explanation.
The positive trend of development is probably
a result of an interaction between several fac-
tors. In the 1970's the general information,
activities and education of smoking and
smoking and health in the schools increased.
The advertising pressure which undoubtedly
appealed to young people was removed and
after the 1975 survey special attention was
paid to smoking habits among girls. Parents
were mobilized to a greater extent because of
the marked importance of parental attitude
and behaviour observed in the survey. In gen-
eral attitudes towards smoking and smoking
behaviour have changed over the years ...

The report then goes on to its general conclusion
and the Final paragraph reads-

In spite of many positive signals from the
various surveys we cannot expect that smok-
ing will be reduced without continued and
improved information activities. The percent-
age of daily smokers in the general popu-
lation is still high and in many groups knowl-
edge about the health hazards of smoking is
still insufficient.

While the report includes the removal of advertis-
ing as a factor because "it undoubtedly appealed
to young people", it has not backed this up with
any hard evidence as it does in the case of par-
ental attitudes. Having abolished advertising for
some years, the Norwegian authorities are still
left with the problem of further reducing a high
percentage of smoking. Apart from further edu-
cation activities they are relying on a snowballing
effect which seems to be a fair enough assump-
tion.

The clear message of that report is contained in
these paragraphs-
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Careful and detailed analyses of the col-
lected data demonstrate an increasing prob-
ability of children and adolescents starting to
smoke when father smokes, mother smokes,
elder brother or sister smokes, best friend
smokes and parents give permission to
smoke. This conclusion is valid for both boys
and girls of all ages the surveys ( 12-15 years)

In the group of children from homes where
both parents smoke and permit their children
to smoke approximately 63 per cent are
smokers at the age of 15. The corresponding
figure for children from homes where none of
the parents smoke, nor permit the children to
smoke, is six per cent. Irrespective of the
parents smoking habits we Find that when
parents permit children to smoke (i.e. show
an accepting attitude towards smoking) the
result is a high number of daily smokers.

It seems to me that the message is indeed clear,
but it is not the one that the AMA drew from the
report. It is the close association with smokers and
the permissive attitude of parents which are held
to account for the very large difference between
63 per cent of children smoking in one set of cir-
cumstances and six per cent of children smoking
in other circumstances.

Although I have, like everyone else, a fat file of
rebuttals, evidence to the contrary, and opinions
expressed by constituents and many people who
are not constituents, which all contest the value of
advertising bans and stress the actual and possible
hardships that May result from a possible ban on
complete advertising, I thought it better to rely on
the evidence which the health authori ties pro-
duced in favour of it and I find that the evidence
is wanting. It is not sufficient to justify the ban-
ning of all forms of advertising on the speculation
that it may contribute to the prevention of a small
percentage of children smoking. It is, in fact, a
sort of grapeshot remedy.

1 do not oppose the Government's intention to
try to prevent children smoking by other measures
which it includes in this Bill and which are
reinforcing those that exist, but I do not believe it
will be much more successful than it has been in
the past until, following the evidence of the
Norwegian report, parental involvement or com-
mitment is greater and the smoking education
programmes have been improved and take effect.

There are signs that both these things are
having effect already and I believe such letters in
favour of the Bill that I have received from my
constituents, nearly all of them parents, show the
most genuine commitment to preventing children
taking up smoking because they realise the risks

involved. There are other parents who have not
written, but some to whom I have spoken are
equally committed and aware.

In conclusion, while the Government's own ad-
vertising campaign has undoubtedly contributed
to the debate on smoking, I believe that it has
been entirely misleading in the emphasis which it
has placed on advertising and the probability that
it was paid for by smokers does not absolve the
Government from the charge of a misuse of public
money.

HON. 1. G. PRATT (Lower West) [9.57 p.m.]:
It is my intention to oppose this Bill as I opposed
the previous Bill which came before this House on
this subject. Before I give reasons for opposing the
Bill I would like to thank the many people who
have contacted me in the period leading up to this
debate tonight. I believe they have expressed their
views and opinions with great feeling and
integrity; and this includes those who have sup-
ported the Govern ment's legislation and those
who have opposed it.

1 feel that I should say the bulk of the corre-
spondence I have received up until the last few
weeks was from people who saw a threat to their
employment because of the Government's action.

As a result of the tremendous amount of money
the Government has been spending over recent
weeks, I have received probably an equal amount,
or a slightly larger amount of letters, from people
asking me to support the legislation. We have to
remember most of the electors value their op-.
in ions very highly, and as their representatives we
too must value their opinions. When we come to
make a final decision we must remember two
things. We have to observe the feeling for and
against this Bill. In other words, we must take
into account the wishes of the community and we
must look at our own attitudes and opinions. We
have been elected to represent all our constituents
and we cannot express individually the views of
every person in the area we represent.

I am grateful for the interest that has been
shown by the people in my electorate and I thank
them for the contact they have made. I also thank
the people responsible for the full-page advert ise-
ments that have appeared in the Press in my area.
I am afraid I could not afford to pay for those ad-
vertisements and I am grateful for them re-
gardless of the direction in which people were
headed. It headed them in both directions.

I have been contacted by people who said that
by seeing my name on these advertisements, albeit
without my authority, it appears that I support
the advertisement and they congratulated me ac-
cordingly. I have also had people saying that be-
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cause my name appeared on the advertisement,
the tobacco lobbyists were wanting to pressure me
and therefore I must be against it. Some people
have congratulated me in this regard. I have won
on both occasions, and I am grateful for the ad-
vertisements.

I appreciate the feeling of the medical pro-
fession on this matter. To them it has become a
cause and, in some ways, almost an obsession. I
understand they want to stop the health problems
caused by smoking, but I do not believe we have
been given any evidence that banning advertising
will have a significant effect on the number of
people who will surfer diseases. It may have a
marginal effect, but is that marginal effect worth
the step we are taking? I believe it is not.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: One per cent would save
12 lives a year.

Hon 1. G. PRATT: I did not interrupt when the
Attorney made his second reading speech; per-
haps he could extend the same courtesy to me.

I do not believe banning advertising will make a
significant difference because smoking is some-
thing that comes and goes. It is a fad, and that is
the reason I do not put too much store on the fig-
ures put before us from surveys.

Before I entered this place I carried on the pro-
fession of a teacher and in that situation there
were groups of people in fairly close circum-
stances. We huddled into a room for morning tea,
for lunch, and-in some schools-for afternoon
tea, usually in a staff room. In my teaching career
I have been through times when there were few
smokers among the young people coming into the
Education Department, and not just in my school.
One could go to neighbouring schools and find the
same thing. The fad or the trend was not to
smoke, so people did not smoke. Three or four
years later all the young teachers, or almost all of
them, would be smokers, so the pendulum would
swing.

In those circumstances I feel it is very difficult
for people to conduct a survey and come up with a
set of figures and say, "This is the truth, it tells us
what the situation is". That is not necessarily so. I
do not smoke. My father did smoke, and he died
of lung cancer. Up to the time of his death he was
completely unrepentant about it. He considered it
one of the little joys of life. He was an average
sort of person and by no means rich-if anything,
on the other side of the coin-but he regarded
smoking as a pleasure he enjoyed. If he were alive
today I believe he would be asking me to vote
against this legislation.

I do not intend to get involved deeply in the
mass Of figures presented to us over the last few

weeks and months. We have had mountains of
them. I do not wish to get involved in the public
opinion surveys that have been taken because the
results depend precisely on the first question
asked. One member spoke tonight about public
opinion surveys and said the first question asked
went something along these lines: "Do you agree
with measures to stop children from smoking?"
For heaven's sake, would not anyone say "Yes"? I
agree with such measures if they are to be effec-
tive. I agree with education to persuade children
not to smoke.

I have four children and two of them have
chosen to smoke, against my advice and that they
received in the health education programme at
school. Unlike Mr Williams I do not blame my-
self because I believe I have endeavoured to per-
suade my children that smoking is a filthy habit. I
cannot stand it; my personal abhorrence is such I
could not be married to a woman who smoked, no
matter how much I liked her. If my wife started
to smoke divorce would be around the corner.
That is how strongly I feel. In spite of that, two of
my children have decided to smoke.

One point has come out of the activities of the
last few days and it has not convinced me that I
should support this Bill. In fact, it convinced me
that if anything, I should oppose it more strongly
than ever. Any thinking person should feel the
same way at this stage of this Government's hand-
ling of the Bill; it has proved to be an absolute
and complete fiasco. I sincerely believe that if the
Minister for Health does not resign from office
the Premier should do so.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: What rubbish!

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: They have shown by their
attitude to the cricket test match they have absol-
utely no substance. Because of the possibility of
losing a test match they have turned around com-
pletely and will now allow advertising to be dis-
played at a test match. They have given us the
ridiculous reason that if they do not, it will be ad-
vertised on Eastern States television, and we will
get the Eastern States match and longer advertis-
ing.

Hon. Peter Dowding: That is not the reason.
Hon. 1.0G. PRATT: We will not get advertising

on television but it will be around the arena for
the whole match for anyone who attends, It will
not just be on the odd occasion-and I say that
because they do not concentrate on the advertis-
ing all the time or people would not watch tele-
vision-that the television camera flashes across
the arena and picks out the name of the company.
In reality, the people watching the match will
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have it in front of them every minute the match is
played.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: The numbers will be
fewer.

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: What do we do about ten-
nis, motor racing, and horse racing? If this
Government is dinkum about its remarks in re-
lation to cricket, it will open the floodgates to
every televised sport. The people who will miss
out will be small sporting organisations who gain
from coaching and similar activities because the
big boys will go to Mr Burke's committee and say
"If you will not let us have the advertising here in
Western Australia our events will go to the East-
ern States and be televised to the whole of Aus-
tralia". The Premier is committed and will have
to cave in, as he has done with cricket. It is a
complete and utter shambles.

The Government has spent over $311 000 of
Western Australian taxpayers' money on this
campaign, which is now going down the drain fol-
lowing the decision on test cricket. Someone has
to take responsibility for that money. If it is not
the Minister's fault for not preparing his legis-
lation properly and for not looking at the prob-
lems that would arise, it is the Premier's fault as
Treasurer of this State. One of them must take
responsibility and if they have any decency, one
has to go. That $311 000 plus whatever has been
spent on radio advertising could have been spent
on things the people of this State need--on medi-
cal supplies to help people suffering from tobacco-
caused ailments; on advertising and education to
persuade people either to stop smoking, or not to
start.

What has the Government done? It has spent
the money as though money has just been
invented. It has gone on an advertising campaign
which the advertising association has branded as
political, and will not look at it to see if it is politi-
cal because it says it will not look at political ad-
vertising. It is purely and simply to put pressure
on members of Parliament to vote in the way the
Government wishes. By the Premier's own ad-
mission it is wasted money. He has admitted he
will exempt test cricket and other sports which
can prove they have the same problem. What de-
cent sport of a high standard and with a large
viewing public will not be able to establish that
point?

Hon. Fred McKenzie: You would prefer to see
lives wasted?

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: Which sport will not be
able to establish that point'?

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Wasted lives!
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon. 1. G. PRATT: As you see, Mr President,
there is no answer from members opposite. All
Government members can do is to interject and
try to change the line of the discussion. The
Government does not have an answer because it
knows that after cricket will come tennis, golf,
motor racing, and horse racing.

I-In. Mark Nevill: And people dying.
Hon. 1. G. PRATT: The Government knows

that if it allows those sports to advertise because
their case is correct, it will, in the Government's
own words, be letting people die. That is how
dinkum the Government is. It says that if we de-
feat this Bill we will be responsible for people
dying as a result of tobacco advertising.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Too right!
Hon. 1. C-. PRATT: The same people are say-

ing they will let the big boys advertise and it does
not matter who dies.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Rubbish!
Hon. Peter Dowding: You do not believe that

yourself.
Hon. 1. G. PRATT: I will be interested to hear

Mr Berinson, Mr Dowding, Mr Brown, or Mrs
Hallahan stand up and tell us how they will make
sure people do not die from smoking-caused ill-
nesses as a result of advertising at the cricket or,
when it is freed up, at the tennis, golf, motor
racing, or horse racing. I will be interested to find
out how this Government will exclude those
people from the risk of smoking illnesses.

One of the two people I referred to earlier
should go. More than $311 000 of taxpayers'
money has been wasted.

Hon. Carry Kelly: You said that before.
Hon. 1. G. PRATT: It is worth repeating many

times. More than $311 000 of taxpayers' money
has been wasted. If we look away from the absol-
ute waste of money and the Government's
inability to manage its legislation we see where we
are going with this dictatorial attitude that is
growing, not just in this State but in many parts
of the world, where people are setting themselves
up as experts to tell us what is good for us and
what is not.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You are not criticising
the ban on television advertising of cigarettes, are
you?

Hon. 1. C. PRATT: I am making my speech
and Mr Dowding will have the same opportunity
to make his if he wishes. I will listen to his speech
when he makes it.

Hon. Peter Dowding: I know you are sensitive
about it.
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Hon. 1. G. PRATT: I am not. Even if the Min-
ister's speech is not much good, 1 will listen to it.

If we consider the things that people are trying
to tell us that are not good for us we find we
should stop using salt and reduce our use of
butter. The other weekend a letter appeared in the
paper from an academic at the University of
Western Australia who said that as guns are used
in hold-ups there should be a ban on the advertis-
ing of guns. A Bill is before the New Zealand
Parliament to ban the advertising of alcohol. We
are heading for a situation where everybody is
telling us we must not do certain things because
they do not believe it is right. The end product
will be the sort of situation that existed in pre-war
Germany where a socialist Government went to
the ultimate degree.

Hon. Garry Kelly: A national socialist Govern-
ment.

Hon. 4. G. PRATT: There is a danger in that
we will reach the situation of pre-war Germany or
the Communist countries where everybody's will
is subjugated to what "Big Brother" says is good
for them.

It will be interesting to see what happens in
New Zealand with the move to ban the advertis-
ing of alcohol. It is significant because I under-
stand the Western Australian Government will
spend $80 000 between now and Christmas on ad-
vertising connected with drink-driving. I agree
with that, for the Government is trying to con-
vince people not to drive cars while under the in-
fluence of alcohol. I make the point that our hos-
pitals are full of people who were maimed in acci-
dents caused as a direct result of the consumption
of alcohol, rather than people who might be dying
of lung cancer at the age of 63 instead of 68.
Look at the number of quadriplegics and para-
plegics who are in that condition as a direct result
of the availability of alcohol.

Will this Government follow the line of the
New Zealand Government and ban the advertis-
ing of alcohol? If it intends to do so it should ad-
vise the public and also advise what items are next
on the hit list. Just how far will this Government
go?

H-on. Fred McKenzie: What is the point? You
are going to cut this legislation to ribbons. What
is the point of banning alcohol?

Hon. 1.0G. PRATT: I suggest members might
not be interested in banning the advertising of al-
cohol but I do not think such a 'ban would stop
many people from drinking. I do not believe the
banning of cigarette advertising will make a great
difference in the end to the number of people who
smoke. I feel very deeply for people whose

parents, children, brothers or sisters-to use Some
of the words quoted in this debate-die as a result
of cigarette smoking and tobacco related diseases.
However, I also feel deeply for people whose
parents, children, brothers, and sisters die from
any other avoidable disease whether it is caused
by alcohol, overeating, or a heart attack. If the
Government decided to impose total control and
directed that people shall not smoke, drink al-
cohol, drive motor vehicles, or overeat, of course
we would not have these problems. However, I do
not think that situation is desirable.

I have not been convinced that I should support
this Bill. I have sympathy for some of the argu-
ments that have been put forward and I have at
times experienced a degree of anger. However
that anger has not been directed towards genuine
people who believe they are doing the right thing,
or those who have been persuaded they should ap-
proach me on this matter. My anger has been di-
rected at the unethical advertising programme of
the Government; the way in which it has used in
its advertising children whose parents were not
aware of their participation; the fact that my
name has been used in advertisements without my
authority; and mostly, at the way this Govern-
ment has wasted more than $311 000 of tax-
payers' money for a political stunt that has gone
straight down the drain. I oppose the legislation.

HON. N. F. MOORE (Lower North)
[1O.20 p.m.]: When I first thought about what I

would be doing in respect of this legislation I con-
sidered suggesting that my comments to the de-
bate on the Bill introduced in another place by Dr
Dadour last year should be taken as read and in-
corporated into Hansard. My comments are es-
sentially the same now as then.

However, I shall reiterate the reasons for my
decision and indicate to those who read Hansard
the reasons that I believe in the same principles I
espoused on that occasion.

During that debate I argued the principle that
while it is lawful to grow, produce, and sell tobac-
co products it should also be lawful to advertise
them. During that speech I quoted The West Aus-
tralian of 17 November 1982 as follows-

The West Australian supports initiatives
designed to persuade people not to smoke.

But while tobacco remains a lawful prod-
uct we consider a ban on its advertising
tantamount to a ban on free speech.

That sums up my position on this matter. As Mr
Pratt pointed out, many products which are
available for sale and which are advertised
throughout the community are harmful and, in
many cases, can cause death. For example, swim-
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ming pools can be advertised and people can
drown in swimming pools. Alcohol is commonly
quoted as an example of such a product. It is legal
to sell and advertise alcohol yet we all know that
the effects of alcohol can be harmful and cause
death. Motor vehicles are advertised also and we
know that something like 300 people in Western
Australia are killed each year because of motor
vehicles on our roads, If the Government decided
to bring forward legislation to make the smoking
of cigarettes illegal, we would then be in a pos-
ition to decide whether it should be illegal to ad-
vertise those products.

Of course no Government will bring in legis-
lation to ban smoking or the production and grow-
ing of tobacco products because it has a vested
interest in people smoking. This applies to both
State and Federal Governments. According to es-
timates, the current State Government will re-
ceive $40.5 million in tobacco licence fees in the
next 12 months. According to the Budget papers,
it received $17 million in 1982-83 from the same
source. There is no doubt in my mind that the
Government would have a very difficult task in
balancing its Budget without that $40.5 million.
The Hon. J. M. Berinson would know, as assistant
to the Treasurer, that to balance the Budget with-
out that money would be a massive task and many
of the Government's programmes would not be
implemented.

I suggested at the time of the tobacco licence
debate that the Government bad increased the
price of cigarettes to a limit which it knew would
riot have a major effect on the number of people
smoking but would ensure the Government re-
ceived a large sum of money in revenue. It is
interesting to note that the Government was not
then Clear about the amount of revenue it would
receive. However it is quite clear in the Budget
papers that it expects to receive $40.5 million.
This has exposed the hypocrisy of the legislation
the Government is bringing forward to ban the
advertising of tobacco products. It hopes to
reduce the number of people smoking yet the
Government's Budget relies very heavily on the
income it receives from people who smoke.

The Government, and in particular the Cabinet,
is clearly in a shambles on this matter; that situ-
ation was exposed quite clearly in today's Daily
News. The Government has made a decision to
allow test matches to take place in Western Aus-
tralia. It has set up an anomalies committee to
consider whether other sporting contests come
into the same category. It is clearly a backdown
on its previous decisions. The Minister for Health
is reported to have threatened to resign. He must
be very annoyed that the Government has

changed its mind on this matter and that the very
strong line he took has been weakened by the
Cabinet. When asked if he intended to resign the
Minister is reported as saying, "No comment".
When a politician says, "No comment" it means
he does not want to answer the question and is
giving the typical answer of someone who knows
he has been caught out.

In my opinion there is no doubt that the Minis-
ter did threaten to resign: be was not smart
enough to tell the newspaper reporter that it was
absolute nonsense and he did not intend to resign.
That makes it clear that the argument raised
about the amount of television that would be seen
by people in Western Australia in relation to test
matches is just a facade to hide the fact that the
Government has caved in to the pressure applied
to it. It is clear that the Minister sees the actions
of the Cabinet as a backdown on this issue; he
sees it as the thin end of the wedge and the begin-
ning of the end for this legislation for which he
has fought so strongly and to which he has de-
voted a considerable amount of time and smokers'
money to achieve his own end.

This legislation also clearly exposes the differ-
ence between Government members in this
Chamber and Opposition members in their views
towards legislation. I do not know how much lob-
bying was done of Government members but I as-
sume very little, bearing in mind that once a de-
cision is made on the Government side that de-
cision is binding on all members whether they
agree to it or not. Opposition members have been
inundated with letters, documents, surveys and
pamphlets from both sides of the argument
months prior to a decision being made. People are
aware that if they want to get a member of Par-
liament to make a decision based on the facts,
they must go to a Liberal or National Country
Party member; there is no point approaching a
Labor member because he will make a decision on
the basis of what the Caucus has decided.

A Government member interjected.
The PRESIDENT: I remind the honourable

Minister that I have called for order twice.
Hon. N. F. MOORE: Members on this side of

the House can make up their own minds on this
issue and this is a major difference between our
side and the Government side of the House. I
mentioned earlier in an interjection that I have
never been made to vote in a particular way; to
me a free vote in the Liberal Party means the
Liberal Party as such has not decided to adopt a
particular position on a matter and its members
can make their own decisions. If the Liberal Party
decides on a position, that is still not binding on
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me as a member of Parliament; I can still make
my own decision. I do not have at any time an ob-
ligation to support the majority opinion of my
party,

I propose to support those clauses of this Bill
which are designed to prevent young people from
taking up smoking, or to make it more difficult
for them to do so. However, I intend to oppose
those clauses of the Bill which relate to the ban-
ning of the advertising of Cigarettes.

I would like to suggest, if members will excuse
the pun, that this legislation is simply a smoke-
screen to keep the public's attention away from
more important matters in Western Australia.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: Like what?

Several members interjected.
H-on. N. F. MOORE: This issue has been be-

fore us for weeks. The Government has used ap-
proximately $300 000 of taxpayers' money to
place full-page advertisements in the newspapers.
We have also seen advertisements on television
and heard them on the radio. That advertising
campaign is designed to take the public's atten-
tion away from the real issues which face the
Government. As my colleagues have indicated by
way of interjections, unemployment is one of the
problems that is not being faced-apart from Mr
Troy. The Budget imposes a new tax which will
be extremely detrimental to business.

Hon. Kay Hallahan: The Budget will create
jobs.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: That is absolute rubbish!
The Government has inflicted increased charges
on the public of Western Australia. We have seen
the Government's blatant socialist activities in
buying into resource projects. The Government
has attempted to expand the role of the State
Government Insurance Office into all forms of
insurance.

Those are the sorts of issues to which the
Government is not addressing itself. The problems
in this State have been ignored or covered up by
this Government, which is using its great big
media machine to flood the Press with a great
deal of information about tobacco advertis-
ing-an issue which, in my opinion, does not de-
serve to have the prominence that it has gained
over recent months.

The Government should be considering issues
of far greater importance to the development of
Western Australia, such as the economy of the
State, unemployment, and interest rates. All these
sorts of matters are far more important than this
issue, and the time of Parliament should not be
taken up with these sorts of smokescreens put up

by the Government to divert the public's attention
from the real issues.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John

Williams): Order! I remind honourable members
that interjections are disorderly.

Hon. N. F. MOORE: I conclude by suggesting
to Mr McKenzie, who said that the deaths of chil-
dren or any other persons which result from
smoking cigarettes will be on my conscience if I
vote against this legislation, that that is absolutely
ludicrous. Indeed, it is as ludicrous as my blaming
the Hon. Fred McKenzie if the Fremantle-Perth
train ran over someone, and saying that should be
on his conscience. People should be entitled to
make their own decisions about what they do with
their lives and it is time the Government stopped
making those decisions for them.

HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-West)
[10.33 p.m.]: In this debate my sympathy lies
with the Minister for Health (Mr Hodge) because
I know what it is like to be in his position. He has
come into the portfolio of Health after a long
period of Liberal management and there is not a
great deal for him to do. He has to find something
with which he can make a name for himself.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Did you do it all when
you were Minister for Health?

Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: Practically all of it.

According to the Grants Commission we have a
Rolls Royce health service and, indeed, a couple
of years ago in its report the commission pointed
out that the money allocated to this State for
health services should be cut, because those ser-
vices are so good. If the Hon. Fred McKenzie
does not believe me, he should read the report
himself.

This is a health measure and I can understand
the Minister for Health's-casting around, trying to
find some way in which he can make a name for
himself. He is attempting to do it by further
socialising the hospital service and trying to put
resident doctors into a number of hospitals.

Hon. Garry Kelly: He is putting them in, not
trying to.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON:. The Minister is
putting resident doctors into a number of hospi-
tals, and it is a total disaster as anyone who
understands the health service would realise. Such
a policy is all right as far as socialist philosophy
goes-Mr Burkett would understand that-but so
far as the health service of the State is concerned,
this policy went against the advice of all those
who understood the way in which the health ser-
vice in Western Australia operates. The experts
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told the Minister not to do this, because the med-
icos in one's suburbs can follow one through the
service. However, it is the sort of action for which
any new boy will fall, It is a mistake, but it looks
good.

Members must bear in mind that every time
one does anything in a Government, one has to
ask oneself what one knows about the matter. I
am prepared to admit that it is a tragedy that in
this State from 1959 until this year. except for a
period of three years-which really was too shor
a time in which to initiate anything-the ALP has
had absolutely no experience of government. It
has not had an opportunity to do anything. All it
has been able to do is point out what the Liberal
Government has done incorrectly and the mis-
takes it has made.

Hon. Carry Kelly: You have made a few mis-
takes, have you?

Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: Why does not the
member keep quiet while I am talking? Govern-
ment members may make comments from their
seats opposite, but they really have not done any-
thing yet.

Hon. Fred McKenzie: You won't let us.

Hon. N. F. Moore: That is rubbish! Which Bills
have we stopped?

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Which Bills have we
knocked back?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John
Williams): Order! I expect senior members of the
House to set an example. The Hon. Graham
MacKinnon is speaking. If there are any further
interjections I shall take action.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Thank you, Sr. I
appreciate your help. In order to gain experience,
one must go through a learning process. Unfortu
nately Government members have even separated
themselves from those who have the capacity to
advise them. They have moved those people
sideways and interposed inexperienced advisers
who might be able to tell Government members
what John Citizen is thinking about a particular
issue, but they cannot tell Government members
how to do things.

Hon. Garry Kelly: That is not true.
Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: Mr Kelly has been

in Parliament for such a short time that his term
of service behind a Government can be counted
more accurately in weeks than in months.

Hon. Carry Kelly: What you said about ad-
visers is wrong.

Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: It is not wrong. I
understand a little about politics. I have spent a

long time at it, so the member should not tell me I
do not know what I am talking about.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: Even you make
mistakes sometimes.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I can list my mis-
takes. I have 10 fingers, so I can count my mis-
takes. I think they would run into two hands and
if I run out of fingers I can always take off my
shoes.

I can understand Mr I-odge's wanting to try to
persuade the Cabinet to a point of view which will
help him make a name for himself, because I was
in that situation.

Hon. Peter Dowding: The difference between
you and the Minister for Health is that he is not
like you. He is not that sort of person. He does
things because he genuinely believes they should
be done.

Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: If we want to get
personal about it-we must remember Mr
Dowding brought personalities into the de-
bate-the Hon. Mr Hodge is probably the Minis-
ter about whom the Government worries more
than any other member of the Cabinet, because
he has the same sort of zealous approach as the
Hon. Mr Dowding and that is a tremendous flaw
in a politician. If Mr Dowding wants to pursue
that subject, I am quite prepared to do a little
personality analysis.

Hon. Peter Dowding: You raised the issue and
attacked Mr Hodge's integrity.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I am not attacking
Mr Hodge; I am sympathising with him.

We have a superb health service. Our com-
munity health service, the way in which we con-
trol leprosy, and all those sorts of things are really
first class. How does a Minister for Health make
a name for himself?

Several members interjected.
Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: I suppose I was for-

tunate because I had to deal with the fluoride
issue. It is worthwhile looking at these two issues
side by side, because fluoride was a very import-
ant health issue when I was a Minister. We
should look at the sorts of advertising pro-
grammes in which the Government has indulged
this time and compare them with those used on
the fluoride issue.

Mr Hodge must have convinced the Cabinet
that it was on a winner with this issue, because it
has spent a great deal of money on it. I do not
know the exact amount that has been wasted, but
a great deal oF money has been spent on this ad-
vertising campaign. I ask you, Sir, to look around
the gallery. We spent nothing on an advertising
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campaign when the fluoride issue was being de-
bated and there was not room to stand in the gal-
lery, such was its emotional impact and the
interest in that Bill.

Hon. Kay H-allahan interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John
Williams): Order!

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: As you are aware,
Sir, I have a sort spot for the ladies, particularly
for those who find their way into the Parliament.
In my advancing years, if the member wishes to
make an impact on me she will have to speak
more loudly. I know what she has to say will be
intelligent and I would like to hear it.

The galleries were packed when the question of
fluoride in our water was discussed, Our major
opponent was the Australian Labor Party, a fact
which indicates how much its members care about
kids. As the Minister for Health at that time I
visited the kindergartens, as they were called in
those days, and the local health centres. I sat
alongside the dentists as they examined children's
teeth.

It was the practice then for parents to buy their
daughters a set of false teeth when they were
about to be married. It was reckoned that the
teeth of those women were so bad that they would
lose their teeth when they had their first~child.
We should examine the teeth of ou r children
today. Who would oppose such a measure if it
were brought in today, but it was the ALP at that
time which cared just a snap of the fingers about
kids.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: We adopted the policy
later. At least we changed our policy, which your
party does not seem to be. able to do on this oc-
cas ion.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr Berinson is the
only member in the House with the right to speak
on this subject. He can stand with absolute
honour and integrity. With Harry Fletcher and
Claude Stubbs he was part of a committee which
brought down a report for the ALP rec-
ommending fluoridation of our water supplies.
Does he remember that? It appears he does.

The report fell off the back of a truck, but such
was the honour of politicians in those days that
when I took the report to David Brand he would
not allow me to use it. I said to him, "Will I use
it?" and he said, "Of course not. You must not
use that, these are honourable men". He was
referring to Joe Berinson, Harry Fletcher and
Claude Stubbs.

I am sure Mr Berinson would be proud of his
voting for fluoridation. Those members crossed

the floor, an act which took a tremendous amount
of courage as members of the Australian Labor
Party. Those men cared about kids. We did not
use children who would not have even known the
difference between the different flavours of
icecreams. We did not use children under the age
of five in any advertisements such as those which
supporters of the ALP have produced.

We talked about Norway, and quoted statistics
from that country. The biggest problem with the
fluoride Bill related to a town in Norway which
was supposed to have fluoridated its water
supplies and then cancelled that programme. But
who denied and contradicted those statistics? It
was members of the Australian Labor Party. I
sent the late Dudley Snow when he was in Europe
at that time to the town to check up on these re-
ports so that I could deny the absolute falsehoods
put into the Press by the ALP. Its members were
hell-bent on denying the children of this State flu-
oride in their water.

Hon. Carry Kelly: The party was wrong.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The party was ab-
solutely wrong, and it is wrong this time too.

Hon. Garry Kelly: No, we are not.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I can understand
Mr Hodge's desire to make some sort of impact.

iIon. Peter Dowding: You are getting personal
again.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I am not getting
personal.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Yes, you are.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I am saying I can
understand Mr Hodge. Is there anything personal
in that, Mr Deputy President?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John
Williams): There is not in my opinion.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I can quite under-
stand his wanting to put this Bill through. Our
Health Act, our hospitals, and the people who
work in our health services, are absolutely first
class. I do not know the people involved now be-
cause I have been out of that area for a few years,
but they are first class, and our service is first
class. A person can get medical attention out on a
kangaroo shooter's patch -in the back of --be-
yond-out in the Murchison area, which would be
in the country of the Hon. Phil Lockyer-quicker
than he can get attention in many of this
country's capital cities. Our health services are
superb. How does a man like Hodge move into a
field like health, a man totally inexperienced in
the field, and make his name known? To do so he
would bring in a Bill like this.
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Hon. Robert H-etherington: Why don't you get
on to the Bill? You are going all over the place as
usual.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Instead of impugning his
motives, deal with the issues in the Bill.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John
Williams): Order! The Chair will decide that.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I am dealing with
why the Government wants to ban the advertising
of cigarettes. I had two gentlemen come to see
me, whom I respect very much. 1 refer to Tony
Carson, who used to run a health benefits fund,
but who now works at the University; and Bob
Flphick, who is a medico of great renown. I have
great personal regard for the latter because he as-
sisted my son when he had asthma problems years
ago.

I have great regard for those people who came
to see me about the Bill. I explained to them my
reasons for not supporting the ban on advertising
of tobacco products;, I told them I would support
the Bill in regard to its intention to stop children
from smoking in so far as it is possible for
Governments to do so. I said to them, "Look, you
come here from the university but I can name
people in the univrshty"-this will be of great
interest to the Hon. Fred McKenzie-awho
currently want to make marijuana legal so it can
be advertised". How absurd can we get? The
Minister quotes this principle of university pro-
fessors as though they are God's answer to every-
thing.

Hon. J1. M. Berinson: Are they professors of
medicine as the supporters of this Bill are?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I would not even
suggest who they are. I would not even give the
slightest clue about them.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: If they were professors of
engineering, the point would be rather different,
wouldn't it?

Hon. Mark Nevill: Or gardeners.
A member: Or agriculturists.
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I have been on

platforms with these people when they have given
mae that information. We all know that many
people take up smoking marijuana without seeing
advertisements for it in the newspaper, and that
children take up sniffing glue; but Mr McKenzie
quotes a group of academics as though they must
be accepted absolutely. He must know-

Hon. Fred McKenzie: Aren't they the top men
in the field?

Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: -that groups in
almost all tertiary institutions in this country are

pushing for a relaxation of the laws with regard to
marijuana.

Hon. Garry Kelly: But surely they are not from
medical faculties, are they?

Hon. Robert Hcthcrington: Disgraceful!
Hon. Garry Kelly: It is not the people from the

medical faculties who are advocating it?
Hon. Robert Hetherington: I say it is disgrace-

ful.
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I do not know if the

honourable member is fishing for a hint so the
person or people can be identified. I will not do
that

Hon. D. K. Dans: How many people at the Uni-
versity of Western Australia are pushing for the
legalisation of marijuana?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: 1 would not know
today. I could have told the Leader of the House
when I was involved in that field.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You do know that 17 pro-
fessors of medicine support the measure to ban
the advertising of tobacco? Would you like to put
some evidence forward to compare with that?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is about the
level of the question, "When did you stop beating
your wife?"

Hon. Garry Kelly: ]I is not.
Hon. Robert Hetherington: You are drawing

red herrings again.
Hon. G. C. MacKlNNON: I am not drawing

red herrings.
Hon. Fred McKenzie: You have not told us the

name of one person who said that advertising
should not be banned.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I do not intend to.
They all know what I am saying is true.

Hon. D. K. Dans: That is the trouble-we do
not.

Hon. A. A. Lewis: Your research is not good
enough, so you had better take the Bill away and
bring it back later.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Members of the
Government know that every now and again the
argument is brought up to relax or
deeriminalise-l think that is the -in" word-the
law with regard to marijuana, and they all know
that people in every walk of life-

Hon. 1. G. Pratt: Wasn't it their policy just over
three years ago?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I have an idea it
was. I get mixed up with their policies with regard
to marijuana.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: So did they.
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Hon. P. G. Pendal: The Minister for Education!
Hon. D. K. Dans: That is one of the things we

have a policy for and that is why we won the elec-
tion.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John
Williams): Order!

Hon, G. C. MacKINNON: I come back to the
fact that-

Hon. Robert Hetherington: You are not going
to come back to the Bill, are you?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: No, I come back to
the fact-

Hon. D. K. Dans: Thai will be about noon
tomorrow.

Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: -that the Bill pro-
poses that we should stop advertising a perfectly
legal product: Tobacco. It might have been more
reasonable had it been done 10, 15, or 20 years
ago.

Hon. Carry Kelly: It is too late now, is it?
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: We do not have the

same sorts of reasons for it now because the tar,
nicotine, and carcinogenic content of cigarettes
has been reduced to a fraction of what it was 20
years ago.

Hon. Carry Kelly: Did people have packets of
cigarettes-

Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: I told Bob Elphick
when he was in Parliament House that I thought
the ALP was really making trouble for itself in
pushing the campaign for the cessation of adver-
tising of tobacco products because the campaign
with regard to tobacco smoking has been won; it
has been successful. The only people who smoke
these days must be almost totally illiterate. Any-
body who can read would know smoking is bad
for one's health.

Hon. D. K. Dans: By gee, you are drawing a
long bow there.

Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: They must be
almost totally illiterate if they do not know that.

Hon. Carry Kelly: Including present company?
Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: One member who

smokes is bigger than I am, so I will not include
present company. To a large extent the campaign
to reduce tobacco smoking has been won. I think
this issue is a straight political effort which has
backfired on the Government.

I support the second reading of the Bill and
whatever amendments are put forward to ensure
the normal capitalist effort of advertising of the
products will continue, because I believe in that
procedure. I also give my support to the possible

inhibiting of the activity of children purchasing
cigarettes.

In regard to the advertising campaign itself, we
have heard an awful lot of suggestions that a
great deal of corruption is occurring in regard to
those of us who are not already committed to sup-
porting the legislation. I read the letters and the
advertisements, and it always upsets me when
anyone suggests that corruption occurs in our
body of politics in this country. The people who
suggest this are utterly ignorant. They should
visit countries where corruption really exists
and see how dreadful the situation is, how a per-
son cannot do anything without paying large sums
of money for it, and how this almost becomes a
way of life. To suggest that anyone on any side of
politics in this country is accepting bribes is absol-
utely disgusting.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Hear, hear!
Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Many eminent

people have lent their support to that view.
Hon. Peter Dowding: Isn't it only Liberals or

ex-Liberals?
Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: Dr Dadour

suggested that and we all know what happened to
him.

I-on. D. K. Dans: What happened to Dr
Dadour; tell me?

An Opposition member: I suppose you were out
of the State again.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: On one Of Your free trips.
Hon. D. K. Dans: I was in the north of the

State.
Several members interjected.
Hon. A. A. Lewis: The ALP needs help up

there, Mr Dowding.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon. John

Williams): Order!
Hon. C. C. MacKINNON: I was far more con-

cerned with a letter signed by many university
people which also was forwarded to The Sunday
Times which suggested those people took that
stand because of money they received from adver-
tising companies.

We all follow our natural financial inclinations,
I suppose. I do not know that there are many who
work day and night without being paid for their
services. We are all paid for our services and that
is perfectly normal, but to imply that people in
this country are receiving money falsely and ma-
liciously to influence their vote is a suggestion
that always makes me see red. Indeed, in all my
years of experience-
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Hon. D. K. Dans: Why does it only make you
see red?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Because it is the
colour associated with the Labor Party, I guess.
No, that is not true. I become very cross about it
because in all my years or experience-and I have
known a lot of politicians of all shades-I cannot
point my finger at one and say, "That man has
taken a bribe". I would not do that. How stupid
for a man who has the capacity to earn $200 000
over three years, to take a couple of hundred dol-
lars for his campaign. How absurd. There would
not be anyone I could think of who would take
such a bribe and risk losing an occupation which
could earn him approximately $200 000 over
three years.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: What about donations to the
Liberal Party? Don't tell me tobacco companies
do not give donations to the Liberal Party.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: That is not true.
Mr Menzies laid down the law as to the way in
which we should take donations. We are not al-
lowed to take donations from corporate groups.

Hon. Peter Dowding: It was reported in The
National Times last week that the Liberal Party
received $50 000 from BHP.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: We did not get
someone to underwrite our campaign like the
Labor Party did last time. That is the sort of stu-
pid comment we hear here.

Hon. D. K. Dons: Then you will support the
pecuniary interests Bill.

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Mr Dans and Mr
Berinson are clever people, but that sort of
suggestion is absurd. I do not know of anyone in
this room who has been approached with money
for an election campaign. People such as Miss
Elliott and Mr McKenzie-and I have examined
the figures-won every single box in their elector-
ates. Perhaps that is not quite true because there
are certain hospitals and institutions which re-
turned eight votes in the case of Miss Elliott and
10 votes in the case of Mr McKenzie. They lost
one or two votes each but with every other box
they won. They arc the people who do not need
money for election campaigns.

Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Have you made a study of
politics?

Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Does the member
wish to know by what every other member won
his seat. I simply do not believe any or the talk
contained in these letters that suggest corruption.
Incidentally, these suggestions were from those
who are in favour of the Government's Bill. No
tobacco company or advertiser has suggested that

we are being bought off by the university or the
medicos.

Hon. D. K. Dans: You are good. You have not
lost your touch.

Hon. 6. C. MacKINNON: The Labor Party
has carried on about money being offered when it
has probably invested with Christo Moll.

Many of the letters suggested some corruption
but I do not think there was corruption on either
side of the political spectrum. I just do not believe
it and if anyone knows anything I would not want
to hear about it. I would not like my unshakeable
faith in fellow politicians to be blasted.

It is my intention to support the second reading
of the Bill and the amendment on the Notice
Paper to try to strengthen those sections of the
Bill which make it more difficult for children to
buy cigarettes and start smoking. However, it is
not my intention to help Mr Hodge, the Minister
for Health, to make a name for himself by ban-
ning perfectly legal advertising of a perfectly legal
product; that is, tobacco.

HON. TOM KNIGHT (South) [11.07 P.m.]:
Mr Deputy President (Hon. John Williams), you
may remember that at the time the Dadour Bill
came before us I voted against the first reading of
it because I believed it was an incorrect way for a
Bill 1 to be presented to this House. The insincerity
of the Government in bringing forward this Bill
will make me do the same thing; I will vote
against the Bill.

The Government is totally insincere in the way
it has brought forward this Bill. The Government
has raised approximately $35 million from tobac-
co taxes and intends to spend $2 million on edu-
cating children about the hazards of smoking. We
realise the Government has used this issue as a
tax raising measure to prop up their obvious
Budget deficit. If the Government were sincere it
would put the total amount into education.

The balance of S33 million, after providing for
education, should be put in to the sponsorship of
sport.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: How much do you think
it would take?

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: It would be a start and
it would show that the Government is sincere.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: You seem to think that
the tobacco companies are putting in millions;
they are putting in peanuts.

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: The Government should
be supporting sport instead of using the funds to
prop up its Budget.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: We have done more and I
will refer to that later.
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Hon. TOM KNIGHT: The public has been
misled; they believed that the tobacco tax would
help stop tobacco smoking but $2 million only is
to be spent on education about the hazards of
smoking.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Do you believe that the
tax from one source should be returned to the
same source? Is that the argument you apre
putting forward?

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: I am saying the Govern-.
ment should be putting the money it is collecting
from the tax on tobacco products into protecting
the people it maintains it is trying to Protect
through the raising of that tax.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Millions have gone to hos-
pitals to look after the victims of smoking.

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: So the Minister says
when my party was in Government, we introduced
instant lotteries and within six months had raised
$5.7 million. That lottery will bring in $12 million
or more in a 12-month period.

In the Budget there is an allowance of $6
million, the major part of which will be used for
sport and culture. It could be a lot less. Where is
the rest of that money going? These are the sorts
of things the Government is doing; it is showing
its insincerity in not backing the projects that
were introduced to protect and safeguard children
from smoking. That is the question I would like
answered.

I have indicated already that I will support any
legislation to stop smoking by increasing penal-
ties. We have had, as has been mentioned before,
legislation that was meant to stop children from
smoking and which has never been enforced. Here
is an opportunity to do that and to introduce an
educational programme-things that should have
been done in the past.

I do not believe that cigarette advertising con-
vinces children to smoke. I went to school the
same as everyone else and the peer group situ-
ation existed. If the big kid in the group smoked,
the other kids would also. That is the reason chil-
dren smoke-to be one of the group.

I said before that the long-term effects of the
legislation should be sensibly regarded. We should
look carefully at the situation because there are
people who are sensible in their thinking and who
would do something for the children. The Govern-
ment says it cares for kids!

The Hon. Graham M~acKinnon referred to the
fluoride situation to show the ALP does not care
for kids. This is another revenue-raising measure.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: How is tobacco ad-
vertising going to raise revenue?

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: I did not say it would.
What I said was that the Government, as a result
of legislation, will raise revenue by a tobacco tax
and that it should be used for educational pro-
grammes and the like instead of being put into the
Budget to carry out the promises made during the
election campaign by Mr Burke.

Hon. Robert H-etherington: You do talk a lot of
nonsense.

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: The point must hurt. I
look at it on the basis that the Government is ban-
ning advertising and it is a ridiculous situation
and an affront to hide the real reason for revenue
raising.

Over the last few months, members have been
deluged by letters. I gather that, because I voted
against the Bill when it was introduced last year, I
received many more letters from both sides of the
fence than did other members. The fact is that we
have enough information from specialists all over
the world to show that. The 30-second specialists
in WA are saying their views cannot be substan-
tiated. A professor from the United Kingdom was
brought to WA by the tobacco advertising groups
and he spoke on television the other night about
the reasons children smoked. One of the 30-sec-
ond specialists in WA said he was not in a pos-
ition or qualified to make such statements. This
30-second specialist is running the campaign for
the Government. Who is she to say that the pro-
fessor was incapable of making such statements?

One letter, a copy of which I am sure all mem-
bers received, said that in the Communist bloc
countries which had not allowed cigarette adver-
tising for the last three years, the number of
smokers increased by 28 per cent. A number of
countries have banned cigarette advertising and in
the last three years Finland has had an 0.09 per
cent decrease, Sweden has had an 0.01 per cent
decrease, and Norway has had an 0.06 per cent
decrease. The overall increase in those countries
has been 4.8 per cent and yet the Labor Party has
said that the banning of advertising will change
the existing situation in this State. It is
impractical and improper and the Government
has not one hope in hell of its being a success un-
less it is prepared. to put its money where its
mouth is-into either education or sports pro-
motion,

By banning advertising the Government is
taking away one form of advertising which warns
smokers that smoking is a health hazard. The
Government is taking away also the advertising
which states the tar content in cigarettes. It is
taking away existing educational advertising. This
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form of advertising will not be allowed in the
future.

Several members in the House have indicated
their family situation in regard to smoking. I
smoke occasionally and my wife has never
smoked. We have seven children and they have
never been allowed to smoke at the table at any
meal time. I have forbidden smoking in the lounge
room while we are enjoying television. Six out of
my seven children smoke.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: I am not surprised.
Hon. TOM KNIGHT: The Hon. Robert

Hetherington will be smoking from his ears When
he gets up and answers the questions in his ad-
dress to this House.

At the age or 18 years a person can vote, drive,
drink, write hire-purchase agreements, and go to
war. It is the age that we have accepted for young
people to become responsible. This Bill indicates
that the Government does not believe that a per-
son at the age of I8 years is responsible and,
therefore, it has brought in a ban on advertising
because it thinks these young people are not
capable of making up their own minds.

I have never seen any advertising on drug abuse
or use, and yet look at the extent it occurs in this
country now. Look at the people who are suffer-
ing and there is no advertising regarding hard
drugs. Why is it different with cigarettes? Young
people drink and no-one has suggested that the
Government should ban drink advertising yet. I
do not think advertising makes one iota of differ-
ence; and that is how I feel about this Bill.

[I is up to the people to choose how they live
their lives or waste their lives. We have a fairly
good education system which advises children or
young people what should and should not be done.
Once they have left the education system and
make their way into the world, we believe, in a
democratic society, they have a choice.

This Bill has a stench of socialism about it.
Years ago I read the Communist Manifesto and it
was advocating actions similar to those proposed
in this Bill. It disregards what people want, and it
discredits leaders and people's loyally to their
Government.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: The Communist
Manifesto is in line with a number of th Ings that
Liberal Governments do. Make sure you know
what you are talking about.

Hon. D. K. Dans: Having never read it, I can-
not comment on it.

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: I appreciate that, Mr
Dans. You practise it.

If the 13 members sitting opposite sincerely be-
lieve in this Bill I would like to hear each of them
get up and advise the House of that fact. It seems
that many of them are not speaking tonight. They
should be speaking in this House so that what
they believe is recorded. Obviously they support
the statements made by a few of their speakers,
which have the backing and commitment of
Caucus.

The Hon. Graham MacKinnon mentioned that
Claude Stubbs, an ALP member, crossed the
floor on one occasion, but I have not seen an ALP
member do this in my tO years here. However, I
have seen a number of members from this side of
the house vote against Liberal Party and con-
servative Bills with the Opposition. If there is
such a thing as freedom of choice, let us see this
House operating as a House of Review, indepen-
dent of Caucus.

Several members interjected.
Hon. TOM KNIGHT: It appears I have

touched a sore spot. As soon as I mentioned ALP
members being caucused, the hairs bristled-

Several members interjected.
Hon. D. K. Dans: You are out of puff tonight

and you have been going like the rocking horse
cavalry since 9.30 p.m.

Hon. TOM KNIGHT: When one touches the
tickle spots one receives a lot of comment from
the other side of the House. However, I suggest
that members of the Government prove that what
I say is incorrect and that is: They are not
caucused and they will be voting as individuals for
the interests of children and for the Government
to set aside $35 million for an education pro-
gramme to benefit children. Children are the base
of this Bill-members should be sincere and show
the public they vote for children as a demon-
stration of freedom of choice.

As far as I am concerned I cannot support the
Bill. I will support any amendment to stop chil-
dren under the age of 18 smoking and to help
children with education, but not in the way the
Government is proposing to do it.

HON. D. J. WORDSWORTH (South) [ 11.21
p.m.]: At this late hour I do not wish to delay the
House unduly. I compliment my colleagues on the
manner in which the debate has brought out the
various arguments.

I wish to raise one argument in particular, and
that is my concern at the manner in which money
has been spent on advertising in an effort to make
members or Parliament change their minds about
the legislation. This money has been spent by the
Government-by the Executive-to try to influ-
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ence the Parliament. I do not think we have seen
that sort of thing before. Traditionally, the
Executive is responsible to this Parliament; it is
born out of the Parliament and has to report to it.
We seem to have created a monster. It has got
hold of the money and has started a major propa-
ganda campaign.

It started by building up a media department
and then putting on advisers who are not respon-
sible to the Parliament, but to those who are in
power. For generations the Public Service has
managed to stay independent of the political par-
ties. Members of the service have realised they
have to serve whoever is in power. The advisers,
however, ensure that one political party stays in
power. I suppose they will lose their jobs-I hope
they will-when that party goes out of office. The
propaganda machine has been developed through
the use of the media and the corps of advisers. It
is a disgrace for the Executive to try to influence
the Parliament in the manner in which it has
done, and it is a disgrace to the Labor Party. One
wonders how the Parliament can stand this sort of
pressure.

The answers to questions reveal that something
like 228 advertisements have been placed in news-
papers. If we piled them up we could paper the
walls; 228 full-page advertisements.

Hon. Tom Knight: At $500 a quarter-page.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: That is more
than was put into the whole election. Most politi-
cal parties leave their advertising behind after
elections. We may have an advertising war during
an election-and I wonder how much good it
does-but we give it up when the election is over
and done with. Perhaps I should say "almost"
give it up because at one stage a Minister on our
side was smiling out of advertisements, but it was
pretty innocuous. H-e was trying to get himself
known to the public.

Hon. Lyla Elliott: And re-elected.

Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: He was criti-
cised by both sides of the House until finally the
advertisements were withdrawn. Now,1 228 full-
page advertisements have been directed at
influencing this Parliament. That money came
from legislation to which we agreed, but we
agreed to it because we thought it would be spent
on educating children. Sixty per cent of it went on
advertisements recommending the banning of ad-
vertising. We were told-and we believed this
Government-that our children were starting to
smoke in their early teens and had to be educated.
How many teenagers read The West Australian
or the provincial Press? Perhaps a few read The
11061

Sunday Times because it has a section that might
encourage teenagers.

This campaign was a blatant policy of the
Executive to influence this Parliament. It is a dis-
grace to set up such a propaganda machine and
use it in this manner. We have seen propaganda
and provocation and we have had enough of both
in relation to this Bill. In itself, that is a very sad
story; we have seen various members not being
themselves. It is certainly very hard for a member
to look at the fine print in legislation-and that is
one of our jobs-when the full-page advertise-
ments suggest members of the public should
phone in and support the legislation.

We all support the general principle of reducing
advertising -and its influence on children. Un-
doubtedly, advertising must have some influence;
this House has debated how much influence it
has. The problem is how to cut it right out. The
steps we took in relation to television advertising
were very good and we managed to cut out the
most influential advertisements. It is rather
interesting that the Marlboro advertisements were
perhaps some of the best on television. People in
Esperance where we have only a national station
used to complain to me that they could not see the
Marlboro advertisements.

Perhaps some of those advertisements influence
children to smoke, and it is good that they are no
longer shown. I wonder what will happen when we
have satellites and are able to see programmes
from around the world. Perhaps we all have good
intentions of reducing advertising and I would be
one of the first to say we should reduce it further,
but it is a matter of how we go about doing it.
That is where this Government has got hooked; it
has got itself into problems. It is not the only one;
we have seen the same thing occur with the medi-
cal profession generally.

I suppose the more one has to deal with cases of
sickness and illness caused by smoking, the more
worked up about it one becomes. I was somewhat
surprised to receive a letter from an anaes-
thetist from Peppermint Grove who said that
90 per cent of his friends did not smoke but 90
per cent of his children's friends did smoke, and
therefore we should ban tobacco advertising. No
other reason was given, It worries me when a doc-
tor starts thinking in that manner. He is certainly
not taking a very broad view of all possibilities: I
would hate a doctor to diagnose me on that basis.

The medical profession has become very
involved and almost has tunnel vision on this
issue. Perhaps they are not all affected in that
way, but certainly many of them are because we
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have become very aware of it in their letters to us,
and they sound most credible.

Children take up smoking for other reasons.
We all have the problem of some or our children
smoking and perhaps it reflects on us. None of us
wants to see our children smoking so we try to
blame someone or something, and advertising is a
good aspect to blame.

I object ., the campaign that has been waged.
First an extensive advertising campaign was car-
ried out and 60 per cent of the money meant to be
spent on educating children was directed at the
Legislative Council or at the public to influence
members or Parliament, particularly in this
House. Then we saw the Labor Party campaign to
denigrate this House. That may not have been
paid for out of the tobacco revenue, but it was of
consequence. Then the Australian Council on
Smoking started the advertisements featuring in-
dividual members of Parliament. It would be
interesting to know who funded them. It is dis-
g~aceful to see that some of the Government de-
partments actually contributed to that campaign.
Those people are meant to be servicing this Par-
liament yet have turned against members and
tried to influence them.

It is a sorry thing that a campaign was waged
to get the public in by saying that each of the
members of the Legislative Council is responsible
for 142 deaths, depending on the size of one's
electorate. The Labor Party set that trap and then
sprung it on itself. It has had to give in on sports
sponsorship and it must now bear the blame for
some of the so-called deaths. I think that is
justice, but what a sad end to a most worthy
cause.

What about the pawns in the game-the chil-
dren? I wonder what they think of the Govern-
ment and adults. When one speaks to them they
laugh at the idea that advertising caused them to
take up smoking.

I will support the second reading of this Bill in
order to try to salvage something from this sorry
situation.

HON. H. W. CAYFERl (Central) [11.30 p.m.]:
Like every other member who has spoken tonight
I have been bombarded with copious amounts of
literature and letters in respect of this measure.
As far as the letters are concerned, I have endeav-
oured to reply to most of them signifying my ob-
jections or concern over certain sections of the
Bill.

In the light of the ruling given by you, Mr
President, what I should do for the purpose of
making this speech shorter is ask whether these
copious papers might be incorporated in Hansard

rather than quoting from them at considerable
length. In one band I have a large file dealing
with the people supporting the Bill, and in the
other I have a much smaller file dealing with the
so-called tobacco proponents, who therefore ob-
ject to the Bill. The considerable amount of corre-
spondence in the one file should in all probability
sway the scales to make me think I should support
the measure. Incorporated in this large rile are
letters and, as members can see from the pink
slips, duplicates of letters I have written in reply.
These letters are from doctors, matrons, and
people within my electorate. In fact, I even had a
letter from my wife's cousin, Dr Leslie Dougan,
who is a research fellow to the leukaemia and al-
lied diseases group, who has written pointing out
the misfortunes related to tobacco products and
stating why I should support the measure. In the
same ile are the only bribes I have received in
connection with this measure: They are bribes
about my future in politics. The letters threaten
that if I do not support the measure I will not re-
ceive votes at the next election. Also I will not be
given assistance to organise my election campaign
or any other assistance which is so necessary at
such times.

Hon. Robert H-etherington: Surely this is not
the first time you have had such threats.

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I am not like Mr
Hetherington. I am a lovable guy. Grace
Vaughan told me that once, and she must have
spoken for the Labor Party.

Hon. Robert Hetherington: And she got beaten
too.

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The point I am making
is that in this smaller file, which contains corre-
spondence from the proponents of the tobacco
voice, not one letter contained suggestions aimed
at providing some security for my future in this
place. It is the other file or letters from constitu-
ents in my district which contains such references.
It is very noticeable that the people from some
towns are more vocal than others; it seems to me
there must be some urgers in some towns, or some
members of Parliament may have more pull in
certain towns and have been whipping up encour-
agement for the Bill. So bribes or threats are
being voiced from those persons as far as my pol-
itical future is concerned.

I could quote from material that can be picked
almost at random from either side of the argu-
ment. I have four articles which I thought were
quite good, three against the Proposition and one
supporting it. However, all of these articles have
been quoted by other members, so what is the
point of raising them again and going into stat-
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istics which, from my reading, are quite informa-
tive and interesting? In fact, one article which
caught my interest has been quoted already on
three occasions.

1, like other members, believe that the clause of
the Bill before the House dealing with the ban-
ning of tobacco advertising is both stupid and
clumsy. I believe the provision would be imposs-
ible to administer and it would have very little
merit as far as educating young people against
smoking is concerned. I believe that the Govern-
ment in recent days has also reached that same
conclusion. Mr Moore quoted from tonight's
Daily News and it is superfluous for me to do so
again except to note, as a matter of interest, that
the Minister for Health was the only Cabinet
member to oppose the amendment. It is the only
time during my 20 years in this place that I have
seen a Cabinet decision reported in "black and
ink", as it were.

It is the only time the trust or the word of
Cabinet has ever been betrayed, particularly to
the Press. 1 have never in the past heard the result
of a vote of Cabinet. I had always been told there
is no voting in Cabinet, that decisions are by con-
sensus of the majority. I have never been lucky
enough to be offered a black card as yet, and I
never will be.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I think you came pretty close
once.

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Maybe twice, but it
does not alter what I am saying. I had thought
that Cabinet was rather like a secret society and
its decisions were binding. I have never seen such
a decision made public before.

Hon. D. K. Dans: I think you might find that is
a bit of speculative journalism and journalistic li-
cence.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: That may be. I
hate to think that the time-honoured custom ob-
sewved in Cabinets is being broken and that Cabi-
net decisions are being discussed, in the same way
as confidences shared in the corridors are being
spoken of in the House or handed to the Press.

Like several other members who have spoken, I
am aware, from reading the newspapers and from
other sources, that certain amendments dealing
with the procurement of cigarettes and tobacco
will be moved when we reach the Committee
stage of the Bill. Some of these amendments ap-
pear to be both sensible and workable. I know the
speaker who is about to follow me will speak at
great length, unless he has become a reformed
character in the last few days-

A member: At great, great length.

Hon. D. K. Dam: I do not think he needs any
urging.

Hon. H-. W. GAYFER: It will probably be at
great, great, great length. As a matter of fact, 1
have never seen his desk so full of notes and
papers. He even has one of his advisers sitting
alongside him right now.

Hon. D. K. Dans: Are you trying to scare me,
Mr Gayfer?

Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I am just trying to
warn Mr Dans that we have a long way to go yet.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: We have had the rocking
horse syndrome since 9.30.

Hon. H. W. GAY FER: I agree with that.

It would be futile for any of us at this time of
the night to prove a case. We have made up our
minds. We have had a lead up to the debate for
weeks and months. We have had to talk it over in
our families, and all of us have had family argu-
ments and discussions. We must put our minds to
workable, sensible, and acceptable provisions with
merit in this legislation.

The Bill as it presently stands is of no use. It
serves no useful purpose in bringing about what
the Government intends-that is, cutting down on
smoking by children. That has not been achieved
in any country which has endeavoured to use this
type of legislation to ban advertising.

Children must be educated. I do not believe ad-
vertising does anything at all, one way or the
other, as far as that education is concerned. If we
cannot educate the children, perhaps we should
make it harder for them to obtain cigarettes or
tobacco. Cigarettes have been readily obtainable,
even by me when 1 was the tender age of 12. 1 am
a reformed smoker, and therefore I possibly have
a greater axe to grind against smoking than any-
body else.

I will support the second reading of the
measure, and I look forward to some logical and
sensible amendments that I can support during
the Committee stage of the Bill.

HON. P. H. WELI.S (North Metropolitan)
[11.43 p.m.]: I gather some members would be

disappointed if I did not speak on this Bill; others
are disappointed that I am speaking. I considered
adopting a suggestion put- to me by the Attorney
General. He said he would be happy to see my
speech incorporated in M-ansard. The last speaker,
the Hon. Mick Gayfer, robbed me of my punch
line as I was going to suggest that I should follow
the dangerous precedent that has been set tonight,
and that I should ask for all of my material to be
incorporated in Mansard. I would not go as far as
that. Although the material does not tell the
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story-nothing will sell the story completely,
whether I make a long, exhausting speech or a
short speech-I will deal with it so that members
know what I am putting.

A person's opinion is influenced by his lifestyle
and the people with whom he comes in contact
over a long Period. I am sad that some people who
have spoken to me consider that I have changed
my position in a very light manner. However, they
do not know my lifestyle or the responsibilities I
accept. They do not know the other issues that
con front me from day to day in my role as a
member of Parliament.

I assure members that when I made my de-
cision on this Bill, I made it after much soul-
sea rching.

I have not prepared a massive speech, but 1
want to bring a few matters before the House. Be-
fore I deal with the Bill, I will talk about some of
the side issues.

This debate has brought out the best and the
worst in many people. It has brought out the best
in the groups that are dedicated to their position.
They have tremendous interest in children and
what they believe to be right. Although I cannot
always agree with everyone, I admire the people
who are willing to stand up and be counted, and
to fight for what they believe to be right.

I have spoken to doctors who have been fanati-
cal in their desire to have this Bill passed, but the
majority of doctors to whom I have spoken have
not a clue what is in the Bill other than the sub-
stance of it which has been reported in the Press.
When people have contacted me, I have said to
them, 'Have you read the Bill?" I would say that
90 to 95 per cent of them have not bothered to
read it. I have accepted the responsibility of read-
ing the Bill and making a decision.

Many of the doctors to whom I have spoken
have been dedicated to what they believe. I sup-
pose their greatest advocate is Steve Woodrow to
whom I have listened for some time. On some oc-
casions, he disturbs me. Debbie Fisher has been
the co-ordinator of the Government's campaign,
and she has been doing a tremendous job.

1 have had the opportunity of seeing the
Government's first programme for year 7 classes
at schools. The printed material is backed up by a
video film. The introduction to the material reads
as follows-

This programme was based on the
Minesutta Schools Programme which had
been shown to be the most successful of its
type. This American programme was care-
fully modified by the Foundation for use in

Western Australian schools. Teachers as-
sisted i n the pilot test ing of t hese ma terialIs.

As I understand it, 700 teachers have been briefed
in the use of that material. I will not outline the
campaign in detail, but the material contains vari-
ous tobacco advertisements, which may be a prob-
lem once the Bill is passed, I First saw the ma-
terial 1 2 nionths ago when we debated an earlier
Bill. I have looked at it again, for the purpose of
the debate this evening.

Once again, I have exposed myself to the mess-
age contained in that material. Ina my humble op-
inion, the people responsible for this material
should be complimented for the effort they are
making in our schools. They are very dedicated
people, and they are worthy of being charged with
that responsibility.

The attitudes of some people have disturbed
me. I will not deal with them in any order of im-
portance. I have been accused of various things
relating to this Bill, and this is the only forum in
which I have an opportunity to put alternative
views before my colleagues.

I sought to create debate on the Bill within a
wide area of the community. I often contribute to
my local paper and I convinced the people there
that it would be a good idea to invite young
people to write in and express their opinions on
the issue. This policy was taken up by other news-
papers and, indeed, I understand the Fremantle
Gazette asked if it could run a similar column and
a number of other newspapers followed suit.

I sought the opinions not only of young people
but also of a wide range of individuals. I have
written to a large number of groups both in this
country and overseas.

I wanted to create an input and not just depend
on the lobby groups which knock on my door. I
exposed myself to all those lobby groups, but I
was interested particularly in children smoking
cigarettes. I believe the Government did not
investigate this area fully and most members have
not read the Bill in any detail as it relates to that
matter. I felt a need existed to deal with this
problem.

Therefore 1 wrote to youth organisations, in-
cluding the Scouts, Girl Guides, youth groups,
and youth councils. I also wrote to high schools
and primary schools;, indeed, I contacted any area
where 1 thought young people might be involved.

Attached to the letter was a copy of clauses 8
and 9 of the Bill. I sent that to all the schools in
my province and it reads as follows-
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Part of the Tobacco (Promotion & Sale)
Bill 1983, at present before Parliament, deals
with the sale of tobacco products to minors.

Sections 8 and 9 of the Bill, making illegal
the selling, giving or supplying of tobacco
products to persons under the age of 16
years, are enclosed.

I am anxious to generate discussion on the
proposed legislation and receive both com-
ment and new ideas from young people, es-
pecially those affected by the Bill.

Therefore, would you pass this letter and
enclosure to the appropriate youth council,'
committee or individuals within your organis-
ation so that those interested may take the
opportunity to express their opinions on the
proposed legislative changes.

As the passage of the Bill, through Parlia-
ment, could be completed within the next
fortnight, your immediate action on my re-
quest would be appreciated.

Hon. H-. W. Gayfer: Was that not criticised by
the Minister for Health in another place?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: The member is correct. I
did not hear the Minister for Health refer to my
efforts in that area. However, I believe he said I
was using schools for political purposes. Indeed, I
wrote to schools in that vein and sought an open
debate on the matter. I suggested that young
people work out why they make decisions. If I did
something along lines similar to what the Govern-
ment is doing in this regard, then I answer guilty
to the charge, but I put it to you, Sir, as a mem-
ber who represents an electorate, I have a
tremendous responsibility in this Bill. I accepted
that responsibility and sought an input far and
wide. My letter was directed to the principal and
he decided how far it went.

I believe the charge made by the Minister is
part of the political ploy that has developed in this
Bill which has resulted in a "them and us" div-
ision on the issue.

Frequently I have sought to achieve that level
of communication, but on many occasions I have
gone down that lane only to find a dead end. I
was very disappointed when my wife reported to
me tonight comments which were made on the
electronic media. Granted the Minister for Edu-
cation also took on one of his own members-a
Federal member-however, I assume the Minister
saw the letter which I sent to principals of schools
and which does not in any way seek to influence
people in a political way. I generated the same
sort of debate in the newspaper and I was sad the
Minister for Education should decide to take up
that area.

Prior to writing the letter I detected the portion
of the Bill which deals with children smoking
could not be implemented. Indeed, it would be im-
possible to implement the portion of the Bill
which deals with young people. In the first place,
the Minister accepted that 40 000 children in this
State smoke. However, if a child bought ciga-
rettes from a vending machine he was liable to a
$100 fine. Such a charge could be laid against a
child under 16 years of age.

I spoke to the Minister for Community Welfare
at the opening of the Joondalup basketball centre
saying that it would be a good idea to get various
people, including psychologists and specialists, to
look at the total area. He expressed surprise and
the next thing I heard was a Dorothy Dix
question being asked in the House, but no com-
ment was made.

I wrote to Mr Hodge enclosing a copy of my
letter and informing him of my concern about the
matter. I asked him to refer it to the department.
I did not receive an answer to that letter. I then
spoke to the Minister for Health and his reply was
not very helpful. The sum total of it was he ac-
knowledged it would be impossible to implement
those areas of the legislation. I suggested they had
never been implemented previously to any great
extent and the Minister acknowledged he would
not be prepared to deal with the children in the
Children's Court in relation to this matter. That
would not be the right way to handle the matter
and, therefore, that aspect should have been dealt
with by the Government.

With the exception of the Attorney, who kindly
assisted me with a number of amendments and
gave me a tremendous amount of help, the deal-
ings I have had with the Minister responsible for
the Bill in another place, my request to the Minis-
ter for Community Welfare, and my contact with
the Minister for Education have not impressed me
and it does not appear they are interested in being
co-operative.

I made what I thought to be a very important
decision. When I had the audacity to decide to try
to obtain the opinions of a more representative
group of people than t2'ose who contacted me by
telephone and I surveyed 120 people, jibes were
levelled at me to the effect, "Who paid for your
survey? Who bribed you?" I do not think those
types of remarks are called for and they reflect on
people who feel they are under threat and do not
believe one should have a right to change one's
mind; they believe to some extent society should
be ruled by benevolent dictators. The people who
make those types of statements frighten me, be-
cause we wish to live in a free society.
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Each member of Parliament has a responsi-
bility and should be willing to change his or her
mind. Members of Parliament have a responsi-
bility to debate matters and listen to issues.
Having done so, they should weigh up the position
and arrive at a decision.

Certainly in many cases the philosophy of one's
party will influence one's decisions to some de-
gree, but each of us has a responsibility to con-
sider the wider issues and I sought to do so.

It has been reported that I changed my mind on
this matter. As members know I introduced a
tobacco advertising Bill into the House last year. I
do not believe the tobacco advertising lobby has
really taken the problem to heart; it has not
played its part and I told it so. If it had dealt with
these issues 12 months ago and had acted more
responsibly, we would not be faced with this Bill.
The approach of the lobbyists has certainly been
high handed and that is the ease in respect of
those on both sides of the issue. Those lobbyists
have tried to influence members of Parliament.

But let me come back to this point about my
change of mind. At the time I was about to
introduce that Bill I indicated to the tobacco
lobby that I would introduce the Bill in the upper
House. I have always had an interest in the wel-
fare of young people. That Bill was the best of
any legislation that could be put fo rward at the
time. I said I had detected that young people's
smoking was an issue and that the matter should
go to a Select Committee for further inquiry, a
move which the Hon. Phil Pendal sought to
achieve, but without success.

I told the tobacco industry that it should look at
the hotel industry's "skipper" campaign. The
hotel industry saw that the crack-down on drink
driving was belting it around the neck and so it
did something about it. It came up with a very
commendable programme which found accept-
ance in the community, whereby one person
would be made responsible for driving his friends
home after his friends had a few beers.

The tobacco industry refused to consider its
problem in the same way. It said that Brian Burke
had given an undertaking that if the ALP gained
office his party would not introduce a Bill to ban
tobacco advertising. It said that Wran in New
South Wales and Cain in Victoria had given simi-
lar undertakings. This is what the tobacco indus-
try reported to me. When I say the tobacco indus-
try, I mean a person who represented that lobby. I
explained that I was a babe in politics but that I
felt it could not rely on the Labor Party. I then
introduced my Bill, which was the best offering at
the time. I do not say that everything in it was

right, but I gave a commitment to Dr Dadour that
I would present the Bill to the Council.

Members will remember that I used every re-
source available to me to achieve my aims, includ-
ing trying to bring people to the Bar of the House,
but without success. Even before that time I had
been talking with the Minister about this tobacco
problem, especially about cigarette vending
machines. I wrote to people in London and sought
and received copies of reports wherever I could
Find them. I made a long study of the problem.

Last week I announced that I had changed my
mind. I had reached the stage where I made a de-
cision after considering all the material available
to me. I am not fully persuaded that a total ban
on the advertising of cigarettes would be pro-
ductive-it might be counter-productive. I have
not been sold on the idea that the banning of
tobacco advertisements will achieve what is
sought to be achieved.

Let me comment now on the arguments put by
doctors. We have a tremendous reponsibility to
look after the young people in our community.I
believe that perhaps 95 per cent of the time I am
prepared to accept the advice of my doctor on
health matters. Doctors have a great responsi-
bility in looking after and advising on our health.
They are specialists in the area of health and they
have the authority to tell us about the causes of
ill-health.

Unlike the tobacco industry, I believe there is
an association between cancer and other diseases
and cigarette smoking. I accept the arguments put
by the medical fraternity, not because I know
they are right but because I have developed an ac-
ceptance of and a faith in their ability to look
after the health of this nation. I accept their state-
ment that there is an association with many dis-
eases and cigarette smoking, and I accept the
need for us to suppress cigarette smoking because
they believe it is necessary.

I difffer with them on the subject of tobacco ad-
vertising because I do not believe they are special-
ists in advertising; I do not believe they have the
authority to say that advertising starts people
smoking. That is the part of their argument I can-
not accept. I accept many of the things they say.
but I would not get them to tell me how to fix my
car or to explain geology or a range of other mat-
ters. I go to them to advise me on health matters.

A decision on the effects of cigarette advertis-
ing is a value judgment, and many people have
put quite good arguments to the effect that the
suppression of advertising will bring about a
reduction in cigarette smoking, but others have
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put equally good counter-arguments. Prohibition
did not work with alcohol.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: But that was not a pro-
hibition of advertising.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I accept that. However,
thc community is unprepared to accept the re-
sponsibility in a wider area. We must make a de-
cision whether people should smoke and whether
tobacco should be banned, as is marijuana and
heroin because of their effect.

As a community, we are not prepared to say
that children shall not smoke. The Bill in no way
makes it illegal for a child to smoke. A child can
have a product that he must have obtained il-
legally but which within our schools he can legally
smoke.

What impresses me most is the effect of the
word of mouth example as a means of advertising,
because they have a far better effect than any of
the advertisements we see on the television and
the newspapers. Mind you, Mr President, if I
could get people to accept my message about set-
ting an example and making a point by word of
mouth, I would most certainly have no fear of not
winning my seat or retaining it forever. The Fed-
eral member for my area indicated he was able to
mount a very personal campaign which enabled
him to win his seat.

Our children are, for the greater part of their
waking hours, not in our care but in the care of
teachers. Some of these teachers smoke. Certain
people have suggested that the teachers should
smoke in their staffrooms and not in front of the
children, but do members think the kids do not
know that the teachers are smoking? I know a
smoker when I come across one. I believe this
type of hide-behind-the-bush approach will
achieve nothing with our children.

Hon. Garry Kelly: Do you think teachers
should smoke in front of their classes?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I am trying to make a
serious speech, and the member should under-
stand that I can play politics as well as he can.

Hon. Graham Edwards: You have already done
that.

Hon. P H. WELLS: Teachers who do not
smoke in front of their children are doing the
right thing. Nevertheless, I do not believe we can
kid the children; they know many of us smoke.
Parents and community leaders smoke. The
Premier smokes, but in fairness to him I admit he
has sought to restrict his smoking. But members
should consider the cartoons in our newspapers
and consider how they reflect on the State's lead-
ership.

I think we all accept that television is a massive
influence on our community-but we are not to
deal with actors who smoke. The community as a
whole has not raced up to this problem.

If a person were to sit through the conduct of
this programme in a year 71 class he would ind
that the programme seeks to overcome the mass-
ive peer group pressure on young people to take
up smoking. He would find that the people giving
the programme try to overcome in a commend-
able way the sorts of pressures that adults put on
children, for example, in the home where a child
imitating a parent may put a pencil in his mouth
as if he were smoking a cigarette.

A whole range of influences cause people to
take up smoking. We as a community are not pre-
pared to own up to our responsibilities in those
areas.

It is quite possible to reverse this peer group
pressure. Peter Hill of the antisrnoking campaign
in Victoria talked about peer group pressure in
the summary of his report. He said that a sub-
sequent experiment of manipulation provided evi-
dence that peer group conformity could be
instrumental in changing the attitudes of ado-
lescents. As a researcher he pointed out that we
could reverse the peer group pressure which influ-
ences people to take up smoking. Debbie Fisher
had a broad approach to this issue, and went
down the line to address this peer group pressure.

Others have said it is realistic that $300 000 be
spent by the Government on television and news-
paper advertisements. However, an independent
tribunal declared those advertisements as politi-
cal; it was declared that the advertising in regard
to this measure was election material and could
not be used before the Mundaring re-election. I
often wonder whether the ALP should be picking
up the tab for this advertising, instead of using
money from the $2 million set aside for the
antismoking campaign.

I am not God; I do not claim to have all the
answers.

Hon. Garry Kelly: That's nice.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: Perhaps the member
claims to be in a position-

Hon. Garry Kelly: I do not claim to be God and
I am glad you don't.

Hon. P. H-. WELLS: I have listened over a long
period to the abusive comments of people
interested in this measure. Even doctors have
suggested that I reread the Hansard report of my
previous debate on this issue. They did not need to
suggest that to me; I have read it twice. If I
needed to repeat now the remarks I made during
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that previous debate, I could do so. In terms of
the advertising of tobacco products I made my de-
cision known at that time. I have listened to the
debate on this issue to determine whether I would
change my attitude, but I have not. The banning
of the advertising of tobacco products is not the
total answer.

Hon. Garry Kelly: The Government does not
think that either.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I cannot at this stage sup-
port this Bill. That does not mean to say I will be
forever cut in that mould. I would be quite happy
for the Government to prove me wrong. I do not
bind myself to this decision. If I find that I have
been wrong I will change my attitude.

I have dealt with the aspect of advertising, and
I will deal now with some detail of the Bill. The
most important issue is that something realistic
must be done to stop the supply of tobacco prod-
ucts to children.

Parents are responsible for their children, and
the State has a responsibility to some degree to
make certain that commercial enterprise does not
run counter to the parental responsibility. The
Government has accepted this attitude, but it has
not put its view into action in order to restrict the
supply of tobacco products to children. To restrict
that supply is the desire expressed by everybody
associated with young children, but that desire is
not well expressed by this Bill. We should con-
sider this point in some detail.

Clause 8 of the Bill was amended in another
place. A fine will be imposed on any person who
sells cigarettes to a person under the age of 16, or
sells cigarettes for the use of a young person. It
seems the Government seeks to stop people selling
tobacco products to young people, but for some
reason-possibly because this matter is too hard
to deal with-the Government has said that ciga-
rette vending machines are exempted. I have no
evidence that the Government has carried out any
in-depth study as to how to handle the question of
these vending machines.

The Government has said that a child will be
responsible if he buys cigarettes from a cigarette
vending machine. I do not object to the child
taking responsibility for buying cigarettes from a
shop or a vending machine, but I object to the
loopholes in this Bill, which is supposed to be
closing the loopholes in the existing legislation. It
will close the front door, but leave the back door
wide open.

The Minister does not have the capacity to im-
plement this legislation. Any retailer could ab-
solve himself from the provisions of clause 8. He
could decide, because he has run into problems

with the people he serves, that it is just as easy for
him to install a vending machine, and make the
child responsible. I take it from the wording of the
Bill that a child would be responsible for his ac-
tions, and the owner of a vending machine would
have no responsibility in regard to the child.

if we are to come to grips with the question of
the supply of tobacco products to young people we
must consider these vending machines. I wonder
why the Government deals with this question dif-
ferently from the question of the sale of tobacco
products generally.

A vending machine cannot be charged with an
offence. Does anyone really believe a notice that
children under the age of 16 cannot obtain ciga-
rettes will frighten those young people away? It
has been admitted already that the provision to
make it illegal for a person to sell, give or supply
tobacco products to a young person has been with
us for many years. I would not mind betting that
it has been around for 80 or 90 years, but it has
not worked. The provision has never been im-
plemented, and to implement the provisions in
this Bill will require drastic measures.

I have been told that one major supplier of
cigarettes supplies 80 per cent of his cigarettes to
licensed premises. I am told another company
supplies 70 per cent of its cigarettes to licensed
premises. I will take a figure of 75 per cent to in-
dicate the quantity of cigarettes delivered to li-
censed premises, which are areas where young
people under the age of 16 are not permitted un-
less they are in the company of adults. A simple
method of overcoming the problem of im-
plementing this provision is to restrict the use of
vending machines to licensed premises. I conduc-
ted a survey which indicated that 80 per cent of
people-certainly 80 per cent of the people I
spoke to-would be prepared to ban the sale of
cigarettes by vending machines that are not
supervised.

I understand a problem exists in that area.
Either the restriction of vending machines selling
cigarettes to licensed premises or the banning of
vending machines selling cigarettes is needed be-
fore any realistic headway is made in terms of ac-
cepting our responsibility as the Government and
transferring some of that responsibility to the
parents because while the Government leaves the
back door open, parents have a real problem in
tackling that parental responsibility.

The proposed penalties in regard to retailers
will in no way control the problem because of our
lack of ability to police it. This Act is policed by
health inspectors. Remember the answer given to
a question in this House the other day which indi-
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cated that plenty of people are available to do this
but none have been approached. 1 suggest that we
are not likely to find 500 people willing to run
around the State playing policemen, enforcing
this legislation. I do not think it is warranted.
When I was in the mining industry we made
certain we looked after our leases and options.
The ultimate sanction if we did not do everything
right was that we lost our lease. If it was an
option agreement we ran the very real threat of
losing something which was very important to the
company. I see no reason that this Bill should not
have one ultimate sanction penalty. It would of
itself become self-regulatory because the retailer
would run the risk of losing the right to sell tobac-
co products and, in a very realistic way, he would
be prepared to make certain that the provisions of
the Act were enforced.

Hon. Carry Kelly: You still have the problem
of onforcement. We have to catch them.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: We have the same prob-
lem in terms of imposing the Fine; we have to
catch them.

Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Let him make his conclud-
ing remarks.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: The sanction could be
that they would lose their livelihood from the
sales of these products for 12 months. We should
take a more realistic approach to that matter. I
may be wrong. Members may have a better
suggestion. I suggest that it will achieve more
than the fines that have been suggested.

I am opposed to the provisions of this Bill re-
garding young people breaking the law and the
placing of them before various sections of the
Children's court, the probation court or whatever.
In order to protect our young people who offend
under this Act we need to have on-the-spot fines.
My proposition is that young people should be
given either counselling or educdtional orders;
after they have served them they will not have to
answer the charge before the Children's Court.
That is a more realistic and humane approach to
this problem. I want to impress upon members of
the House my desire not to put children before
the courts. That is a very undesirable way of
handling the problem. I will move some amend-
ments in that area during the Committee stage.

I did not make my decision on this legislation
based on the survey I conducted. Certainly my
survey was more representative than some others.
it reflected the views of people within my area.
For instance, 40 per cent or 4 in every 10 people
supported this Bill, which result, coincidentally,
was the same as that of the survey conducted by
The Sunday Times. I polled 120 people whereas

the newspaper polled only 80. Strangely enough,
another poll run by the Morgan Gallup poll,
which is a specialist in that field, revealed that
only 29 per cent were in favour of the legislation
and perhaps that reflects the way the public
thinks on this subject. Approximately 90 people
believed something should be done about pre-
venting children from smoking. This Bill looks re-
alistically at that area. This fact surprised me:
Eighty per cent of the people I interviewed be-
lieved that the age when young people should
legally be allowed to buy cigarettes should remain
at I8.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Did you interview
them personally?

Hon. P. H-. WELLS: No. I mentioned in the re-
port that I conducted a telephone survey. I do not
claim to have done anything more.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Did you speak to
people all over Australia?

Hon. P. H. WELLS: I spoke to all but ten of
the people Surveyed, and my wife spoke to those
ten people. The member may check that in the
northern area. I spoke with a Labor man who
said, "it does not sound like Peter Wells". I-e was
not interested in giving me his views because he
had to attend a meeting, but I could have antici-
pated his views. It surprised me that the majority
of people preferred the age of 18 years. I have not
been convinced that the arguments put forward
by the Government to reduce the prescribed age
to 16 are valid. We allow young people to drink
liquor at the age of 18. Originally, liquor and
tobacco legislation came together under many
Acts. In fact, in front of me I have Act No. I of
1970 which is an Act to amend the law relating to
the sale of fermented and spiritous liquor and to
prevent the sale of tobacco to young persons. That
has been changed. Historically a nexus exists in
terms of our attitude to liquor and tobacco. It was
strange that smokers generally suggested the age
should remain at 18 years. I asked people whether
they smoked and I am glad to report that non-
smokers were the norm, and that smokers are a
minority within the community. We can take
comfort in that knowledge. Non-smokers, how-
ever, tended to think 16 years should be the
minimun age. I do not know whether that is
significant but it may be relevant in the total
analysis.

I have not been given a fair go in terms of
trying to arrive at a just decision on this Bill. I
have discussed with many people the approach we
should take to this matter. I have always felt we
should have an antismoking health campaign
along the lines of "Life. Be In It", which cam-
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paign was perhaps the mast successful in our com-
munity. A number of parties in that area have
confirmed my belief. I asked an advertising
agency to give me its views on this proposition. I
am told by those in authority that such 'an
antismoking campaign would need to be devel-
aped in three separate categories: Adults, teens
and children under 12.

1 will read from a document I asked the Adver-
tising Federation of Australia to prepare for me to
assist the Government. The advertising industry
probably has a lot more expertise in this area, and
it is one of the groups the Government is trying to
penalise by this campaign. These people were ad-
vised that I wanted this information at 10 or I I
o'clock this morning. They researched the "Quit
for lire" campaign in New South Wales. We
should look at implementing a similar campaign.
We should also take note of the document pre-
pared by the advertising industry which reads as
follows--

Obviously three different ads/
commercials/campaigns. would run, but
as part of the one overall concept.

You may find that the spots running on
96FM, 6 PM are virtually all Teen and
Children spots, whereas spots on 6KY
might be all Adult-and so on.

2. We believe that the $815000 budget
could be added to by Community Ser-
vice donations of further commercial
spots from Television and Radio
stations. Perhaps press as well.

it might be that the $815 000 would
translate to $1.2 million worth of adver-
tising in real terms.

3. The $815 000 includes an allowance for
production and Agency Service Fee.

4. The "Quit For Life" campaign in
N.S.W. have budgeted to spend in ex-
cess of St million on continuing that
campaign.

I accept that we have a responsibility in this area.
The Government has just spent in excess of
$300 000 on advertising in regard to this Bill.
This evening the Minister spoke on a radio pro-
gramme which my wife taped and played back to
me. He stated that one-third of that amount was
spent in the education area, and the remaining
two-thirds in regard to this Bill. In other words,
he said that in excess of $200 000 was spent in
preparing this Bill. I suppose that was to convince
members of Parliament to vote on this Bill in a
certain manner. That is not good. In other words,
if one-quarter of that amount had been spent on
just one of those areas-for example, the under

12's-we might have seen some results instead of
a blatant political exercise.

Hon. V. J. Ferry: Hear, hear!
Hon. P. H. WELLS: We need to find a realistic

approach on which to discuss this Bill.

Hon. Graham Edwards: Did you ask what the
tobacco companies had spent?

Hon, P. H. WELLS: I gather the member who
just interjected agrees that Governments should
spend money in the order of $200 000 to gain ac-
ceptance for their legislation.

Hon. Graham Edwards: From the funding
point of view it would be interesting to know what
tobacco companies have spent in trying to influ-
ence members of the public in this regard.

1Hon. W. G. Atkinson: Who supported this
campaign?

Hion: P. H. WELLS: In terms of the total cam-
paign it is a complete waste of money. People
have rung my office to express their opinion on
this matter. By golly, it is strange that if people
want something they find the relevant person very
quickly.

They have always found me. Even before I
came to Parliament they knew where the Sal-
vation Army man was when they needed him.
People usually ring their member of Parliament
when they need his aid.

The three-quarter page Government antismok-
ing advertisement in the newspaper was a disgust-
ing waste of money, and I believe the tobacco in-
dustry's actions were just as disgraceful.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: The ad was misleading.

Hon. P. H. WELLS: An amount in excess of
$200 000 has been spent by the Government to
announce this Bill to the people of the State. That
money could have been used well to assist our
young people to learn about the issues of this
campaign.

Young people have the pressure placed on them
that it is considered grown-up to smoke and, of
course, the adults in the community do not set a
good example. I accept that a campaign such as
this is long overdue, but some of us should stand
condemned because we have not been more re-
alistic in our attack on this problem, and have not
dealt with it for 52 weeks of the year.

The Government should get on with the job of
dealing with the problems relating to the health of
the people in this State. I am willing to admit that
I may have a different opinion now. Some may
say that I have been bribed and that I should not
change my mind. Some may say that they do not
believe I have acted responsibly, despite the fact
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that I have been elected as a member of Parlia-
ment. Admittedly, a bigger percentage of people
voted for Brian Burke than for me.

I have accepted my responsibility as an individ-
ual, even though I may be under threat of losing
my seat. Mr Edwards said that he has figures that
show I am 4 000 votes behind. However, I have to
follow my conscience, Parliament is not the only
thing in life. One has to take a stand and people
will judge us by our decision on this issue and
many others but not one issue alone. I am pre-
pared to discuss my position with my electors.

I say to Mr Edwards that eight per cent of the
people who voted for Mr Burke voted for me also
in the last election. That does not prove anything,
but it may well be that with this issue it is an indi-
vidual decision.

I do not base my decision on my popularity in
my electorate; it is based on a lot of soul-search-
ing and information presented to me. I have had a
lot of evidence given to me and people will have to
come up with good evidence to convince me
otherwise, now that I have made my decision.

Representatives of the National Heart Foun-
dation came to see me and I listened to them.
Many people in my electorate spoke to me and
some of them love me, and some say they voted
for me, but I doubt that some did.

My decision has not been based on the efforts
of the tobbaco lobby or my colleagues. My de-
cision is one that I have to tive with. I wish to sup-
port that area which promotes the health of chil-
dren, or attacks anything that will prove detri-
mental to their health. I will support the people
working in this area and I hope my support will
strengthen them.

HON. J. M. BERINSON (North Central
Metropolitan-Attorney General) [ 12.40 am.]: I
thank all members who have contributed to this
debate. There are serious issues involved in the
Bill and while naturally I appreciate most com-
ments of those who have supported the Bill, I
want to say that I respect also a number of argu-
ments advanced by our opponents.

Two issues have surfaced repeatedly in the
course of this debate. Supporters of the Bill have
said that smoking is dangerously bad for health. I
agree with that. Indeed, there has been no-one in
the House prepared to deny it. On the other hand,
the opponents of the Bill have said that a ban on
advertising is a serious limitation on important
freedoms. I agree with that as well. That, of
course, creates a dilemma, but it is not a dilemma
which is all that unusual. Neither is the proper re-
sponse to it; namely, an effort to balance the rela-

Live importance of the competing interests with
which we are dealing.

Looking to the health question first, I simply do
not believe that anyone could seriously doubt the
immense damage to health and loss of life which
is clearly tobacco-related. Lung cancer, I suppose.
is the condition most often referred to in this con-
text but it is really only the tip of the iceberg. As
well as lung cancer there are heart disease,
chronic bronchitis, and emphysema, to name but
a few. The scientific credentials of the case
against smoking are provided by the qualifications
of its most active proponents. Doctors and pro-
fessors of medicine are known for their reluctance
to get involved with political issues, or at least,
those outside the immediate interests of the medi-
cal profession. There has been no such reluctance
on the tobacco issue and the commitment to this
issue by Western Australian doctors is reflected
internationally by the medical and scientific com-
munity.

I refer again to the unanimity of professional
opinion on this question including the support
among many others of the World Health Organis-
ation, the international union against cancer, the
international union against tuberculosis, the
United States Surgeon General, the college of
surgeons, and the Australian Medical Associ-
ation.

To leave perhaps what might be regarded as the
more remote arguments of those learned bodies,
let me approach the question for a moment at a
frankly subjective level. I was wondering if any-
one else had a relative afflicted with lung cancer.
During the course of debate it emerged that the
Hon. Ian Pratt was in that position and perhaps
there are others. If so, and if the victim was -one
of the high proportions of victims who was a
smoker, none of us would have doubted that
smoking caused, cdntributed to, or hastened the
death. None of us would have doubted it and none
of us could have doubted it.

The next question is: What do we want for our
children and grandchildren? Smoking is not what
I want for them and I am very sincere when I say
that I do not have the slightest doubt that that
would not be wanted by any other member of this
House. But where is the action to reflect the good
intentions in all of this? It seems to me that if the
trade-off is even a proportion of the lives now lost
against some limit on commercial freedom, then it
is the lives which must come first. That is what is
at the heart of this Bill. It has been described as a
life and death issue, and that, indeed, is what it is.
The cost in Western Australia has been estimated
at 1 200 lives and tens of millions of dollars a
year. How we can measure the suffering of the
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victims and the misery of the families is some-
thing which frankly alludes me. Yet that is what
we are required to measure so as to weigh that in
the balance against considerations like the limit to
commercial freedom and the loss of revenue by
sporting groups. I invite members to make that
measure. I cannot believe that they would be pre-
pared to argue that it goes down on the side of
opposing the provisions of this Bill.

The fall back position of opponents of this Bill
is to deny that cigarette advertising encourages
smoking. It is said that advertising does not en-
courage juveniles to develop the habit.

The Hon. Peter Wells issued a sort of challenge
to produce some sort of evidence to the contrary. I
cannot produce scientific evidence to the contrary,
but I do produce the attitude of the industry itself
because the view that advertising must surely be
capable of encouraging juveniles to develop the
habit of smoking is clearly acknowledged by the
advertising industry. That is the only possible ex-
planation for the advertising code which the in-
dustry has developed and which the Hon. Tom
McNeil quoted to the House. I think some of
their guidelines are Worth quoting again.

Guideline number one says that cigarette ad-
vertising shall be directed only to adult smoking.
Guideline number four says that no advertising
for cigarettes may include persons who have
major appeal for children or adolescents under 18
years of age.

Guideline number six: Advertisements shall not
include well-known past or present athletes or
sportsmen smoking cigarettes nor anyone smoking
cigarettes who is participating or has just partici-
pated in physical activity requiring stamina or
athletic conditioning beyond that of normal rec-
rea tion.

Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Do you think you
should be considering guidelines when your
Government takes no notice of guidelines?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: l am quoting a few of
the advertising industry's suggestions and that is
to the effect that advertising can affect the atti-
tude of juveniles towards taking up smoking. If
the advertising industry did not believe that ad-
vertising was capable of encouraging juveniles to
smoke, it would not have developed these
guidelines.

Guideline number seven: When an advertise-
ment depicts success or distinction it shall not be
implied that this is due to cigarette smoking. Ad-
vertising may use attractive models or illus-
trations thereof, provided there is no suggestion
that the attractiveness is due to cigarette smoking.

Guideline number eight: Cigarette advertising
must be aimed only at smokers. Even as the Hon.
Tom McNeil read those guidelines one could not
fail to recognise that the precise impressions
sought to be prevented by those guidelines are ac-
tually created by the advertising which is pro-
duced day-to-day by the cigarette companies.

How else does one understand the proliferation
of double-page advertisements with one whole
page devoted to a huge yacht, since the winning of
the America's Cup? Why the close association
with sport if not the need to associate with at-
tractive and successful people? Precisely the ob-
jections these guidelines seek to prevent are
achieved day by day by advertisements which ap-
parently escape the control of those guidelines.

Hon. Tom McNeil: Those advertisments are
aimed at an adult population. You cannot deter-
mine that children would not see some attraction.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I welcome that
interjection because it is a very important recog-
nition of the fact that for people to talk about
aiming only at one group is absurd. There has to
be a spill-over effect to all groups. One may as
well say iceecam advertisements should be di-
rected only at children and if it looks yummy to
kids, adults will not be interested in buying it.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: That is a stupid argument
from a man as sensible as you are.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: Sportsmen do not
smoke in cigarette advertisements but the associ-
ation of smoking with sportsmen is inevitable if
the advertisements are centred around sporting
heroes. One does not have to see one's cricketers
or tennis players smoking on the pitch or the
court to find an association between them and the
advertisements that surround them. Anyone who
believes that sort of association is impossible is re-
fusing to face reality.

Let us again come down to a frankly subjective
test. I ask members to try to remember the last
time they saw somebody like me in a cigarette ad-
vertisment-podgy, balding, aging, and pale.
When did they see someone like me? One sees
tall, rugged, lean, bronzed people like the Hon.
Gordon Masters and the Hon. Phillip Pendal.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Flattery will get you every-
where!

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: That is the sort of
person one sees because the aim of the exercise is
to establish a certain association between those
very things that the guidelines are supposed to
prevent-attractiveness and success-and the
issues of image and ego that the Hon. Carry Kelly
developed. That is why attractive models are used
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and huge yachts appear which are not exactly
Australia 11, but which raise the image of it.

It is not possible to canvass all the questions
raised in the debate, but I want to proceed to a
few of the more particular arguments that were
presented.

It is no argument against the ban on advertising
for a member to say it is not the sole or even the
major cause of juvenile smoking. Of course we ac-
knowledge that peer and community pressures are
more immediate and more effective causes. That
can hardly deny the place of advertising as for-
tifying the pressures created by the peer groups.
Unlike peer group pressure which we cannot legis-
late to ban, advertising can be tackled. If this
measure will not solve the whole problem on its
own, it can at least contribute to a solution in two
ways-directly, by removing one of the pressures
to conform, and less directly, by offering a clear
expression of public condemnation of tobacco as a
serious health risk. In that sense, it constitutes
part of the comprehensive education programme
for which the Hon. John Williams argues.

No-one suggests either that the advertising ban
is the beginning and end of the Government's
antismoking programme. It is a part of the pro-
gramme, and an important part at that. The pro-
posed ban on tobacco products advertising is not a
radical measure by any means. It exists in many
other countries, including other democracies, and
it is a logical extension of the existing limitation
on television and broadcasting advertisements
which are now not even regarded as contenti ous.

It was impressive in its own way to note that
even the most vigorous opponents of the proposed
ban on printed advertising of tobacco products did
not. in this debate suggest even remotely that the
current ban on television and broadcasting adver-
tisements should be lifted.

Hon. P. G. Pendal: Why would we want to
suggest that when we have no power?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: If members opposite
are so concerned about commercial freedom I
would have thought they would have recognised
that great principle is already trampled on by the
ban on advertising of these products in the elec-
tronic media. That ban has existed for years and
it is accepted on all sides as being perfectly
reasonable, given the threat to health presented
by tobacco products.

Opposition members: That ban has not worked.
Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I suggest the pro-

posed ban on advertising poses no threat to sport
either. Listening to the Hon. Ian Pratt and the
Hon. Tom Knight one could well be led to the
impression that tobacco companies exist for no

other purpose than to lavish support on sporting
bodies.

Hon. 1. G. Pratt: What did I say?
Hon. J. M. BERINSON: One could arrive at

that conclusion because they seem to be so gener-
ous that the loss of their support, according to
both those members, would be disastrous.

Hon. 1. G. Pratt: What did I say in my speech
about what you are saying now? Pick the right
target.

Hon. J1. M. BERINSON: If the Hon. Ian Pratt
is suggesting there would be no threat to sporting
bodies by the withdrawal of this support, I wel-
come that correction and welcome his support and
direct my comments to the I-on. Tom Knight.

Hon. I. G. Pratt: I do not like being misquoted.
Hon. J. Mv. BERINSON: I am sorry if I have

misquoted the member; I have no intention of
misquoting him.

Hon. 1. G. Pratt: It is like the rest of your cam-
paign.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: To the extent I have
misquoted the Hon. Ian Pratt I withdraw my
comments and put them all on the Hon. Tom
Knight who is prepared to accept them readily.
He talked about it because I invited him to
suggest how much was at stake and he did not re-
spond. He did not indicate he knew how much
was at stake. I was sorry about that not the least
because it suggested he had not paid attention to
my second reading speech when I said that only
$500 000 was at stake altogether. I interjected in
the course of his comments that that is peanuts.

I invite members opposite who put any weight
at all on the argument of risk to sport in this State
to put the $500 000 in the context of the $3
million which sporting groups will receive this
year from instant lotteries alone. It is virtually a
new source of funds for our sports.

May I remind the House of what the Govern-
ment has said in respect of this perceived, but not
real, problem of the sporting groups. The Govern-
ment has said in the first place that it is confident
that alternative sponsors for these groups can be
found. To the extent that these alternative spon-
sors could not be found, the Government will look
sympathetically at the possibility of direct assist-
ance. That is not beyond the State's capacity: in-
deed, compared with the long term potential to
reduce medical costs for smoking-related disease,
the cost would be very modest.

Normally our concern at this stage would be to
see the second reading carried. However there has
emerged during this debate an unfortunate indi-
cation that the second reading will be carried but
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that the Bill will then be destroyed in Committee.
1 do not refer to amendments such as those listed
by the Hon. Peter Wells; indeed, the Government
will be prepared to support a number of those. It
obviously could not support any amendment
which went to the heart of this Bill; namely, the
advertising provisions. This Bill stands or rails on
its advertising provisions. The reason for that is,
that the Government's aim is not to ban smoking
or to punish people who deal in the cigarette
trade. What the Government wants to do above
all is to discourage smoking and, most particu-
larly, it wants to discourage smoking by juveniles.
The contribution to that effect of a ban on adver-
tising is potentially significant. Compared with
that the contribution from other provisions in the
Bill must be seen as relatively minor.

I urge members to support this motion but
more than that, to see that the Committee stage
permits the Bill to be carried in a form that will
mean something and which will retain the ca-
pacity to do some real good for those members of
the community for whom we are most concerned.
Those are the young people, the juveniles, and
particularly those who have not yet taken up
smoking but who from day to day face the press-
ures, niot only from their own circles, but also
from the effects of the advertising which we now
propose to ban.

I support the Bill.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

House adjourned af 1.05 am. (Thursday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

EDUCATION

High School: Greenwood

534. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Attorney Gen-
eral representing the Minister for Education:

Will the Minister please provide the fol-
lowing details for the Greenwood Senior
High School and each of the feeder pri-
mary schools for the years 1982, 1983,
and anticipated in 1984-
(a) the number of students;
(b) the number of transportable or tem-

porary classrooms;
(c) the number of full-time and part-

time personnel employed as-
(i) teachers;

(ii) gardeners;
(iii) cleaners;
(iv) library aides; and

(v) other categories;
(d) building additions or maintenance

including cost or anticipated cost;
(e) the date or expected date any new

building will be or was available for
use by the school; and

(f) the residential boundaries for each
school area?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
Preparation of the total responses to the
member's question 534 has been as-
sessed to require at least flve hours of
active involvement by senior officers.
In answer to question 308 of 25 August
the member was asked to consider the
purposes for which he seeks such com-
prehensive information about schools.
For the Warwick High School-
question 498 of Wednesday, 12
October-although no real purpose was
discerned in the request the answer was
given sympathetic consideration because
of recent community worries about the
school. Even so, the demand on man-
power to compile the information was
considered to be beyond an acceptable
level.
At the Greenwood Senior High School
there is an expected decline in year 8
enrolmnents for 1984 below projections
and consequently some easing of its ac-
commodation difficulties. In view of this

situation and the Budget provisions to
start the new Woodvale High School,
the purpose of requesting such extensive
information concerning schools is not
apparent.
Answers to question 534 are based on
information immediately available.

(a) Enrolments
Projected

1982 1983 1904
Greenwood Senior

High School
Greaney Pirimary
Goollelal Primary
Greenwood Prirmary
West Greenwood Pri-

mary
West Greenwood E.G.

Unit

1 196 1 191
- 315

723 634
716 701

1 296
350-360
670-680
700-7 10

445 444 430-440

245 259 250-260

(b) Temporary Classrooms

Greenwood Senior
High School

Creaney Primary
Goolleal Primnary
Greenwood Ptimary
West Greenwood Pri-
mary

West Greenwood E.G.
Unit

Projected
1982 1983 1984

Yet to be
2 3determined

9 3
3 3

1 2

2 2

(c) Not available as readily accessible
information.

(d) Building additions-
Greenwood Senior High
School-science conversion 1982,
$67 541, Creaney Primary-new
school February 1983, $751 300.

(e) Not applicable. Maintenance item
should be referred to Minister for
Works.

(f) Not available in a concise form.
The member is referred to the
Governmient Gazette where these
details requested were published.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Appointments
540. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Leader of the

House representing the Premier:
Would the Premier advise in relation to
the following Public Service positions-

Department Item No. Office
Mental Health 090821 Clinical Psychologist.
Services General Branch, Pro-

fessional Divsiton.
Prisons 050001 Director, Directorate

Division.
Town Planning 34025) Engineer Transport and

Induintry Section. Proj-
ect Planning Branch.

community 10 1052 Supervisor. Child Life
welfare Protection Unit, Field

Division.
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Department tiem No. Officc-(Conid)
Mental Health 09 1605 Deputy Psychologisi

SeriaresSuperintendent,
Swaanbourne Hospital,
Conmmunity Psychiatric
Services Secion. Crnm-

muiyPsychiatric Ser-
vices Division.

Empo1 en 43 0001 Executive Director.
and Adenunis-
trative Services
Conservation
and Environ-
meet

Conservation
and Environ-
spen

Menial Health
Services

Crown Law

390210 Chief Environmental
Officer. Marine Sources
Branch, Resourcs
Management Division.

390250 Chief Environmental
Officer, Land Renaoces
Branch, Resources
Management Divsion.

09 5000 Superintendent, Div-
ison (or the
Iniellectualy Handi-
capped.
Commercial Solicitor,

(1) Was each position advertised within the
Public Service only, within Western
Australia, throughout Australia, and/or
overseas?

(2) How many applications were received
from-
(a) within the Public Service;

(b) from Western Australia but not
Public Service staff;,

(c) from other States and Territories of
Australia; and

(d) from overseas?
(3) Have any of the positions (or similar

positions) been advertised within two
years?

(4) If so, which items, and when?
(5) If "Yes" to (3), how many of those ap-

plications were received from-

(a) within the Public Service;
(b) from Western Australia but not

Public Service staff,
(c) from other States and Territories of

Australia; and
(d) from overseas?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

Department
Mental Health Service

Item No.
090821

Offce
Clinical
General

(1) Throughout Australia. isio
(2) (a) 3

(b) 2
(c) I
(d) 0

(3) Yes.
(4) Same Position 10-1 1-82 Western Australia only.

09 0823 Clinical Psychologist Special 23-3-83 throughout Australia
09 0843 Clinical Psychologist 28-10-82 Western Australia only.

(5) Same Position 090823 09'
(a) 5 (a) I (a)
(b) 3 (b) 4 (b)
(c) 1 (c) 2 (c)
(d) 0 (d) 0 (d)

Prisons
(1) Throughout Australia.
(2) (a) 4

(b) I
(c) 2
(d) 0

(3) No.
(4) and (5) Not applicable.

Town Planning
(1) Throughout Australia.
(2) (a) 4

(b) 15
(c) 10
(d) 1

(3) Yes.

05 0001

34 0253

Dir

n

Psychologist Special,
Branch, Professional Div-

0l843
2
7
0
0

ector, Directorate Division

Engineer, Transport and Industry
Section, Project Planning Branch
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Department Item No.

(4) I-Same Position 7-I-8I Throughout Australia.
i-Same Position 8-4-SI Throughout Australia.
Ill-Same Position 4-5-83 Throughout Australia.

(5) 1 11
(a) 4 (a) 0
(b) 6 (b) 6
(c) I (c) 6
(d) 0 (d) 2

Community Wel fare

(1) Throughout Australia.
(2) (a) 3

(b) 0
(c) 4
(d) 0

(3) No.
(4) and (5) Not applicable.

Menial Health Services

(1) Western Australia only.
(2) (a) 2

(b) 0
(c) 0
(d) 0

10 1052 Supervisor, Child Life Protection
Unit, Field Division

09 1605

(3) Yes.
(4) Same Position, Throughout Australia, 9-12-81.
(5) (a) 2

(b) 0
(c) 0
(d) 0

Employment and Administrative 43 0001
Services
(1) Throughout Australia.
(2) (a) 5

(b) 15
(c) 10
(d) 2

(3) No.
(4) and (5) Not applicable.

Conservation and Environment 390210

(3)
(4)

Deputy Psychiatrist Superintend-
ent, Swanbourne Hospital, Com-
munity Psychiatric Services Sec-
tion, Community Psychiatric Ser-
vices Division

Executive Director

Chief Environmental Officer,
Marine Resources Branch. Re-
sources Management Division

Throughout Australia.
(a) 5
(b) 6
(c) 8
No.
and (5) Not applicable

Office

III
(a) 5
(b) I I
(c) 9
(d) I
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Department

Conservation and Environment

(1) Throughout Australia.
(2) (a) 8

(b) 7
(c) 6
(d 2

(3) No.
(4) and (5) Not applicable.

Mental Health Services

Item No.

39 0250

09 5000

(1) Western Australia only.
(2) (a) 2

(b) 2
(C) 0
(d) 1

(3) No.
(4) and (5) Not applicable

Crown Law
(1) Throughout Australia.
(2) (a) 3

(b) 3
(c) 2
(d) 0

(3) Yes.
(4) Same Position 15-9-82 Throughout Australia.
(5) (a) 0

(b) 4
(c) 9
(d) 0

TAXAT1ION

Sales: Stare Government Insurance Offlice

547. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Attorney-
General:

(1) Is the SGlO exempt from paying sales
tax on vehicles it purchases?

(2) If so, how many vehicles has it
purchased in each of the last three
years?

(3) How much has the SGlO been saved in
sales tax in each of those years?

(4) Has the equivalent of this amount been
paid into the Consolidated Revenue of
the State of Western Australia?

Office

Chief Environmental Officer,
Land Resources Branch, Re-
sources Management Division

Superintendent, Division for the

Intellectually Handicapped.

Commercial Solicitor

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 1980-81-7

198 1-82-9

1982-3-18

(3) 1980-81-S 5 400 (estimated)

1981-82--3l0 000 (estimated)

1982-83-$25 200 (estimated)

(4) The saving in sales tax is reflected in the

revenue of office and forms part of our

trading results on which a contribution

is made to Consolidated Revenue.
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TAXATION

Stamp Duty: Other Slates

548. Hen. 1. G. MEDCALF, to the Attorney
General representing the Treasurer:

What are the rates of stamp duty pay-
able on mortgages in each or the other
States?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
Mo:Igag-

New Sudh 0-500
Wiles

501-15 000
15 001 and over

vi, loria 0-200
201-8 000
8001.10 000

10 00 1 and over

C ueeunlan.I All values
South Australia 0-400

401-10 000
10 001 and over

Tasmania All vibles,

Normal
Duty

Payable
Nit

$5
$5 + $0.40/5100mo part in ex-

ceof $15 000
Nil
5-I
$4 + $0.35/4I00 or par, ine-
cce, of $0 000
$11 + S0.40/16100 or part in
excess of $10 000
$0.25/5100 or pail
Nil
50 25/5100 or par'
$25 4-$0.35/$100 or part in
excess f$10 000
$3 or $0,25/S100 or part
whichever is the greater.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTE

Owner-drivers: Black Ban

549. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:
(1) Is the Minister aware that Kennedy's, a

fuel company from Mt. Helena, is under
a TWU black ban because of the
company's use of owner-drivers?

(2) Is the Minister aware that Kennedy's
has used owner-drivers for at least three
years as part of their normal business
operation?

(3) Does the Government support the role
played by owner-drivers in the transport
system as an important one that should
be protected?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), will the Minister con-
demn any industrial action directed at
forcing employers to replace owner-
drivers with permanent employees; and
direct his departmental officers to
investigate any reports similar to the in-
cident quoted above, and take appropri -
ate action to protect owner-drivers?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) The Government acknowledges that

every person who works in this State is
performing a valuable function, and

legitimate owner-drivers are no excep-
tion.

(4) There are many different sets of circum-
stances under which owner-drivers work.
Some are legitimate small businessmen
while others are offered work under
terms and conditions which make a
mockery of properly negotiated and
registered industrial awards and agree-
ments. Legitimate owner-drivers who
believe they have a complaint have the
full protection of appropriate legislation
including the Trade Practices Act under
which independent determinations are
made over matters in dispute. It is not
my intention to misdirect the time and
energies of Government officers to areas
where they have no appropriate role to
play.

550. This question was postponed.

INSURANCE: STATE GOVERNMENT
INSURANCE OFFICE

Advertising: Expenditure

551. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Attorney-
General:
(1) What amount was spent by the SGbO on

television advertising in each of the
months from January to September
(inclusive) this year?

(2) What is the amount proposed to be
spent in October and November of this
year?

Hon.]J. M. BERINSON replied:

(1) (Media only-no service charge)

January
February
March
April
May
June
July (TV rating period)
August
September

(2) October (TV rating period)
November

8 653
21 077
8 057

I15922
12 552
24 862
55 253
23 378
21 860

191 614

55 155
20 000
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EDUCATION

Primary Schools: Encabba and Vandanooka
552. Hon. TOM McNEIL, to the Attorney

General representing the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Would the Minister advise when it is

proposed to move the new classroom
sited at the old Yandanooka Primary
School to its new site at Eneabba Pri-
mary School?

(2) What action is proposed to upgrade
either the old classroom at Yandanooka
or the play shed located at the primary
school site, to facilitate the activities of
the pottery club which serves an area in-
cluding Arrino. Morawa and
Mi ngenew?

(3) As tenders have been called for the re-
moval of the classroom and close on 1
November, will the Minister ensure that
immediate action is taken to have a suit-
able alternative room available for the
pottery club before removing the class-
room to Eneabba?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

(1) The date for moving the new classroom
to Eneabba has not been decided as this
depends on the tender accepted. The
pottery club has known of this move for
over 1 2 months.

(2) and (3) A promise has been made to
carry out some upgrading at the old
school building to assist the club.

LAND: ABORIGINES

Rights: Inquiry
553. Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Minister for

Mines representing the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Will the Minister provide the House

with the names of those groups which
received Government fina ncial assist-
ance to prepare submissions to the Sea-
man inquiry into Aboriginal land rights?

(2) Will the Minister advise the House of
the amount of financial assistance pro-
vided to each of these groups, and the
reasons for providing such financial as-
sistance?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:

()and (2) This information will take some
time to collate and the Minister will
write to the member in due course.

GRAIN

Productivity
554. Hon. H. W. GAY FER, to the Leader of

the House representing the Minister for
Agriculture:

With reference to the newspaper article
appearing at page 72 in The West Aus-
tralian of Monday, 17 October 1983.
under the heading "'Record Likely in
Farming Income"-
(1) Is the Minister aware that pro-

ductivity of wheat per hectare on
average has only marginally in-
creased since 1840 when the first
crops were averaged, i.e. five year
average to 1892-93-0.78 tonnes
per hectare, Aive years to 1980-
8 1-0.93 tonnes per hectare?

(2) Would the Minister give the House
an indication of what steps are
being taken, and by whom, to
double the productivity per hectare
of grain, and particularly wheat,
within the next I5 years?

(3) Can the Minister give a positive as-
surance to the grain industry that
the measures proposed will be re-
alised in the doubling of grain pro-
duction by the year 2000?

Hon. D. K. DA NS repl ied.
(1) To make such an invalid comparison

gives gross distortion. initially in 1840
only the best land was used to grow
crops of small acreages in favoured cli-
matic areas.
Since that time the areas on which crops
are grown has expanded dramatically to
areas orfFar less favoured climate and
soil fertility.
It is to the credit of agricultural scien-
tists, technologists and farmers that such
harvests have been achieved in recent
years under such a wide variety of situ-
ations.
To use broad averages to make compari-
sons of this kind over such a short period
of time and disregarding the total fac-
tors necessary in such a comparison is
meaningless.

(2) Advances in crop technology arc oc-
curring from research throughout the
world in public and private institutes.
The Department of Agriculture in WA
is .naking a major contribution with ex-
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panded plant breeding and agronomy
programmes. The opening of the
Dryland Research Institute ai Merredin
is expected to play an important role in
this research effort.

(3) Although it is obvious that no positive
assurance can be given there is no doubt
that if available and potential tech-
nology is fully utilised substantial in-
creases in yields are possible.

FUEL AND ENERGY: PETROL

Price: Inquiry

555. Hon. V. J. FERRY, to the Leader of the
House representing the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:
(I) On what date was the inquiry into petrol

pricing and related matters in Western
Australia completed?

(2) On what date did the report reach the
Minister?

(3) When will the report be available to the
public?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

(1) 22 July 1983.

(2) 22 July 1983.

(3) This matter will be determined shortly.

ABORIGINES

Aboriginal Lands Trust: Henley Brook Property

556. Hon. NEIL OLIVER, to the Minister for
Mines representing the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

I refer to the property located in
Saunders Street, off West Swan Rd,
Henley Brook, vested in the Aboriginal
Lands Trust-

(I) Is the title still held by the Aborigi-
nal Lands Trust?

(2) If "Yes", is there any proposal to
transfer title or portion of title to
any other party or parties?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Charges: Country Towns

557. H-on. H-. W. GAYFER, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:
(1) What does the average householder in

an average country town pay per day in
electricity charges from the SEC?

(2) What is the similar figure for the similar
metropolitan householder?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
While average levels of electricity con-
sumption vary widely within the metro-
politan area and between country towns,
a country householder uses the same
amount of electricity, on average, as a
metropolitan householder. The corre-
sponding average daily electricity
charges are SI1. 15 in both country towns
and the metropolitan area.

TOWN PLANNING

Port Gregory

558. Hon. TOM McN ElL, to the Leader of the
House representing the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) Would the Minister advise whether the

conceptual development plan prepared
by the Department of Lands and Sur-
veys has been included in the Port
Gregory Town Planning Scheme?

(2) When is it anticipated that the residen-
tial cell shown in the conceptual plan
will be released?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) A first stage development will be selec-

ted when matters relating to funding oF
the project and the provision of a satis-
factory reticulated water supply are re-
solved.
The Minister For Lands has undertaken
to write to the member as soon as these
matters are resolved.

- MEAT: LAMB

Marketing Board: Non-export AbatItoirs

559. Hon. W. G. ATKINSON, to the Leader
of the House representing the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Will the Minister inform the House of

the reasons for the Western Australian
Lamb Marketing Board informing a
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wholesaler that it is board policy that no
lambs will be delivered through the
board to non-export abattoirs?

(2) Can he further inform the House of the
number of lambs directed by the Lamb
Marketing Board in the 1983 killing
season to the following abattoirs-

(a) Tip Top. Linley Valley;

(b) Metro Meats, Katanning;

(c) Metro Meats, Geraldton; and

(d) Ross Payne & Co., Boyanup?

(3) Is the Minister aware that as a result of
a wholesaler being refused an order for
1 700 lambs through the Lamb Market-
ing Board, to be processed at the Tip
Top abattoirs, Linley Valley, the
company ordered 500 lambs from the
Eastern States thus depriving the board
and local producers of income, local
abattoir workers of jobs, and in this
case, a local authority of inspection
fees?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

(1) There has not been any change in the
Lamb Marketing Board's policy in
directing lambs to abattoirs. The board
directs lambs to those export abattoirs
which have agreements to slaughter
lambs for the board. All non-export
abattoirs arrange their own supplies of
lambs according to their individual re-
quirements for various grades and
wcight ranges. This is the long-estab-
lished practice.

(2) Since July 1, 1983-

(a) Nil (non-export abattoir),

(b) 46 418 (export abattoir);

(c) 14 535 (export abattoir);

(d) Nil (non-export abattoir).

(3) I am aware of the incident at Tip Top
abattoirs referred to by the member. In
line with its past policy the board did
not allocate lambs for slaughter as Tip
Top meats is a non-export abattoir. I am
informed that the board offered to
supply Western Australian lamb car-
cases to the wholesaler if a bank guaran-
tee were provided.

TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES

Headlights: Adjustment

560. Hon. TOM McNEIL, to the Minister for
Mines representing the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:
(1) Would the Minister advise whether

motorists are under any obligation to
have their motor vehicle headlights ad-
justed before pulling heavily laden
trailers or caravans?

(2) What penalties are imposed on motorists
who are found to be towing a trailer or
caravan with improperly adjusted head-
lights?

(3) How many motorists have been round
guilty of this offence for each of the
years 1980 to 1982 inclusive?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
(1) Drivers at all times are required to have

correctly adjusted headlights.
(2) $20 (infringement penalty).
(3) Individual statistics are not available.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY

Leases: Kimberley

561. Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Leader of the
House representing the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:

Further to my question 511 of
Thursday, 13 October 1983-
(1) Will the Minister advise the area of

land, in hectares, that will be ex-
cised from each of the pastoral
leases listed in part 2(a) of his
answer?

(2) Are negotiations currently being
made to excise land for Aboriginal
purposes from any pastoral leases
other than those listed in part 2(a)
of the answer?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

(iv)

(v)

Ngumpan Group (Christmas
Creek Station
Muladja Group (Go Go
Station)
Yiyili Group (Louisa Downs
Station)
Djugerari Group (Cherrabun
Station)
Ragan Group (Dunham
River and Bow River
Stations)

3 400

100

900

260

10 000
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(2) A number of other applications for the
excision of land from pastoral leases (or
aboriginal purposes are at varying stages
of investigation.

BOATS: PASSENGER f ERRIES

Rottnesr Island: Fare Increase

562. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Leader of the
House representing the Minister for Tour-
ism:

What is the result of the Minister's
reference to his colleague the Minister
for Consumer Affairs, of the question of
the prices charged by ferries servicing
Rottniest Island?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
The matter is still under examination
because the 30 June 1983 accounting
details were still in preparation by the
ferry company's accountant last week.
The member would appreciate that these
most recent figures will be needed for
the prices monitoring unit of the Depart-
ment of Consumer Affairs to complete
its inquiry.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK

Shannon River: Public Meeting

563. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Leader of the
House representing the Minister for
Forests:

Considering the result of the voting at
the public meeting held at Manjimup on
Thursday, 13 October 1983, with
reference to the Shannon basin, will the
Government reconsider its decision in
the matter of declaring the area a
national park?

I-on. D. K. DANS replied:

No action is proposed as a result of the
meeting referred to but the overall
question of the future use of forest areas
is under constant review.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Cigarettes: Tar Content

564. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Attorney-Gen-
eral representing the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the Minister or his department seen
the report by the Independent Scientific
Committee on Smoking and Health that
claims that a reduction in tar content of

cigarettes would help reduce death by
lung cancer?

(2) Will the Minister, as a matter of
urgency, have his department study the
report which was reported in The West
Australian of Monday, 17 October
1983?

(3) Will the Minister review the question of
tar content of cigarettes sold in Western
Australia and advise the House what
options are available to the Minister in
dealing with this problem?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
(1) No. The Minister has not seen the Inde-

pendent Scientific Committee's report.
However, representatives of the Western
Australian Government were present at
the 5th World Conference on Smoking
and Health in Winnipeg, Canada in July
1983 where the most recent information
on the effect of tar content on health
was reported. Papers reported that low
tar cigarettes were associated with a
reduced risk of lung cancer, but the ef-
fect on the risk of coronary heart disease
remains uncertain.
In the United Kingdom, nicotine yields
have declined less than tar yields and
carbon monoxide yields have hardly
changed.
In the 1970s unventilated filter ciga-
rettes with relatively low tar yields were
found to deliver more carbon monoxide
than plain cigarettes with higher tar
yields. This, together with the evidence
to indicate that the smoke from low tar
cigarettes is inhaled more deeply than
smoke from high tar cigarettes, makes it
important to assess the effect of smoking
low tar cigarettes in relation to all
causes of disease.
In Western Australia, 27 per cent of
deaths caused by smoking are cancers
related to tar. Seventy-three per cent of
deaths in Western Australia caused by
smoking are not related to tar.
While the reduction in the risk of lung
cancer may he welcome, the effects on
the risk of ischaemic heart disease or
cerebro vascular disease, bronchitis, em-
physema and chronic airways obstruc-
tion may be less encouraging.

(2)

(3)

Yes.

The public health policy on low tar and
nicotine cigarettes must remain an-
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changed-there is no overall becnefit
from smoking low tar cigarettes. The
health risks of cigarette smoking can
only bc eliminated by quitting or not
starting. For those who continue to
smoke, some risk reduction may result
from switching to lower tar and nicotine
cigarettes, provided that no compensa-
tory changes in style of smoking occur.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK

Shannon River: Public Meeting

565. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Leader of the
House represcnting the Minister for
Forests:

Would the Minister table a copy of the
speech, made by Mr Bruce Beggs, which
he quoted from at the public meeting
held at Manjimup on Thursday, 13
October 1983?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
The statement by Mr Bcggs is contained
in the papers of the seminar held in
Bunbury on 7 and 8 May, 1981-^The
South-West Region-The next decade".
The comments referred to appear at
pagcs 50 and 51 and should have been
available to the member as he attended
the seminar.
The speech in question covers 34 pages
and, in view of member's concern ex-
pressed during the term of the previous
Government about the cost of preparing
answers to parliamentary questions, I
am sure he will agree the expense of pro-
ducing an additional copy of the full
speech for tabling is not justified; ac-
cordingly pages 50 and 5I have been re-
produced and read as follows-

This problem is being actively re-
searched and I am optimistic of the
positive role the scheme can play in
future forest land management in
the South-West.
Timber Production
Sawlogs
Because of past over-cutting, dis-
ease, provision of areas for conser-
vation of fauna and flora, and clear-
ing for mining, and public utilities,
current planning makes provision
for a gradual downward trend in
hardwood log supply until well into
the 21st century.

Since 1977 the first phase of this
plan has resulted in about a 20%
reduction in sawlog cutting levels.
For the foreseeable future, this
trend will continue for jarrab and
karri.
The reduction in the hardwood
supply will be balanced by an in-
creasing supply of pine from
Government and private plantations
scattered through the South-west.
Some substitution of other ma-
terials into traditional timber mar-
kets by steel, aluminium concrete
and plastics will no doubt continue
but we must remember that all
these products require much higher
energy inputs for conversion of the
raw materials.
The change from a hardwood
oriented industry to one based on
softwood will be accompanied by
major changes in logging, conver-
sion technology and marketing for
the timber industry which is
currently in the process of meeting
these needs.
However, the social impact on the
region is likely to provide a far
greater problem that we must all
face.
For example, a large proportion of
the current hardwood timber indus-
try is based in the Manjimup-
Pemberton-Walpole area.
On the other hand the plantation
resource as it now stands is centred
on the Blackwood Valley, Collie
and the Harvey area.
The major establishment thrust is
taking place in the Donnybrook
Sunklands between Nannup and
Busselton.
In the absence of new incentives a
dowturn in log supply in the deep
south would result in a nett mi-
gration of both people and industry
into the emerging pine centres and
would disfavour development in the
Manjimup area.
To rcduce any adverse impact in
the Manjimup area an obvious
option is to switch part or the
current pine establishment pro-
gramme into that area.
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In order to do this though, it could
be necessary to establish plantations
on repurchased farmland in the
area.
This would be expensive for
Government and has been opposed
by Shires and Local Communities,
particularly in relation to the loss of
rateable land.
More palatable options include the
use of agro-forestry techniques by
existing farmers with or without
Government assistance and its
consequent controls.
Perhaps some compromise between
Government owned, Government
sponsored and private ownership is
a realistic option.
The prime point I am making here
is the need for South-West Shires
to recognise a future shift in em-
phasis on the timber industry which
will either favour or disfavour their
current economic and social stab-
ility.
The Forests Department is
currently reviewing its planning
proposals and will be inviting input,
particularly from local authorities,
so that the best interests of all
centres can be considered.

FLAGS

Australian and Western Australian

566. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Leader of the
House representing the Premier:
(1) What are the circumstances governing

the flying of the Australian flag on State
Government buildings?

(2) Would the Premier consider ordering
that the State flag be also flown on these
buildings?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
(1) The State Government follows the rules

for flying the Australian national flag as
published by t~le Commonwealth De-
partment of Administrative Services.

(2) It has always been the policy of the
State Government to fly the national
flag where only one flagpole exists, as
this flag takes precedence over all other
national flags and State and House
flags. Where more than one flagpole
exists the State flag is also flown.

LAND: NATIONAL PARKS

Karri: Rotation

567. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Leader of the
House representing the Minister for
Forests:
(1) Has the Minister instituted an inquiry

into a 200 or 250 year rotation or karri
in national parks?

(2) If not, why not?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

(1) No.

(2) Given the time scales involved and the
more pressing problems the Government
needs to address, this matter is not con-
sidered to be an urgent priority.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Cigarettes; Carbon Monoxide

568. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Attorney Gen-
eral representing the Minister for Health:

What does the Minister intend to do
about the report by British scientists
who believe that tobacco companies
should make cigarettes produce less car-
bon mfonoxide which they believe cause
heart disease?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

The member is referred to the answer to
parliamentary question 564.

LAND: CROWN

Exchange

569. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Leader of the
House representing the Minister for
Forests:

Where is the surveyed Crown land that
could be swapped with farmers' land,
which the Minister suggested whilst ad-
dressing the public meeting held at
Manjimup on Thursday, I13 October
1983?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

West and south-west of Northcliffe and
other isolated locations in the Manjiniup
Shire.
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HEALTH: TOBACCO

Minors: Prosecutions
570. Hon. P. H. WELLS, to the Leader of the

House representing the Minister for Employ-
ment and Administrative Services:

In each of the last five years-
I]) How many incidents involving the

sale of tobacco products to minors
were reported to the department?

(2) How many of these cases resulted
in a departmental officer visiting
the offending vendor?

(3) In how many of these cases was the
vendor charged?

(4) How many incidents of minors,
giving tobacco to their peers or
younger children, were reported to
the department?

(5) What action was taken by the de-
partment in cases where minors
were reported for violating laws re-
lating to tobacco products?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

State-wide statistics on the information
sought are not maintained.

Liquor and Gaming Branch, Perth, has
the following statistics on record:

1978-79 1979-80 1980-81 1981-82 1982-83

(1) Nil Nil Nil

12) Nli Nil Nil

1 1

1 2

(3) Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil

(4)and (5) No reports received in the
last five years.

EDUCATION

School Buses: Guidelines

571. Hon. D. i. WORDSWORTH, to
Leader of the House representing
Premier:

the
the

With respect to the answer to question
521 of Tuesday, I8 October 1983, what
Government agency was responsible for
the insertion of this advertisement?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:

There is no reference to an advertise-
ment in the reply to question 521.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTE

Owner-Drivers: Black Ban

134. Hon. G. E. MASTERS, to the Minister for
Industrial Relations:

I refer to the answer to question 549 di-
rected to the Minister. It seems he has
taken upon himself the role of
categorising owner-drivers as genuine
and non-genuine.

Hon. Peter Dowding: Speech!
Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I ask:

Will the Minister agree it is quite
improper for the Transport Workers'
Union to create an industrial dispute di-
rected at forcing an employr-in this
case Kennedy's of Mt. Helena
(1981)-to replace legitimate owner-
drivers with permanent employees?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
I direct the Hon. Gordon Masters
part (4) of my reply to question 549.

to

INSURANCE: STATE GOVERNMENT
INSURANCE OFFICE

Advertising: Expenditure

135. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Attorney
General:

This question is supplementary to his
answer to question 551 today in which
he gave the monthly breakdown of the
State Government Insurance Office's
television budget for advertising pur-
poses for the whole of this year and for
the next two months. In particular, I
draw the Attorney's attention to the fact
that, in the month of October-that is,
the current month-the SGlO's tele-
vision budget is in the vicinity of
$55 000 as against the amount for the
next month of $20 000.

Can the Attorney General give the
House an unequivocal assurance that
neither he nor the SGlO has ensured
that the SGlO's advertising budget has
been increased deliberately to coincide
with the SGlO Bill now before the
House?
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Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
I can certainly give an unequivocal as-
surance that I have taken no action af-
fecting the amount of 5010 advertising
in any way. Indeed, the amount of its
advertising expenditure was not a matter
which I had previously put to the office
before this question was asked.

I cannot take my answer beyond that
without the opportunity to approach the
office itself. However, I point out to the
House that the higher figure for October
is almost the same to the dollar as the
amount 'expended in July when the
SC 10 legislation was not a live issue.
The answer to the question indicates the
reason for the increase in both those
months; namely, that advantage was
taken of the television rating period.

TAXATION

Sales; State Government Insurance Office

136. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Attorney
General:

This question is supplementary to the
Attorney's answer to question 547 today
in which I asked him to inform the
House of the amount of Sales tax that
had been saved by the SGIO in view of
its exempt status in the last three years.
In particular, I refer the Attorney to
that part of his answer where he says-

The saving in sales tax is reflected
in the revenue of office and forms
part of our trading results on which
a contribution is made to Consoli-
dated Revenue.

My question is: Do the words "a contri-
bution"' mean that all of that $40 600
saved in sales tax was paid over to Con-
solidated Revenue or do I take it that
those words may indicate that only a
part was paid over to Consolidated Rev-
enue?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON repli ed:
I have not taken my inquiries beyond the
information provided in my answer to
question 547. My understanding of the
effect of that question is that roughly
half would be paid. That amount is ar-
rived at by relating it to the requirement
on the office in the current legislation to
pay to the State an amount roughly

equivalent to company tax. In round fig-
ures that amounts to half; but I would
be happy to check that further in case
there is any substantial difference be-
tween my understanding and the factual
position.

TAXATION

Sales: State Government Insurance Office

137. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Attorney
General:

This question is supplementary to that
which I have just asked. By way of clani-
fication, did the Attorney say he under-
stood that half of that $40 600 in sales
tax saved by the SGlO has been made
over to Consolidated Revenue and, if he
is saying that is the case, is it not a fair
conclusion to draw that, since the full
amount has not been made over to Con-
solidated Revenue, the SGIO in at least
those three years, so far as sales tax was
concerned, was operating at a commer-
cial advantage over its competitors?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:

Certainly the answer is obviously,
"Yes". However, let me add to that two
considerations: Firstly, at most we are
looking at a situation which the mem-
ber, by his commendable diligence, has
unearthed of an advantage to the office
of $20 000 spread over three years; that
is roughly $6 000 a year.

Hon. P. 0. Pendal: In sales tax alone. You
then have to consider other forms of
taxes.

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: In sales tax alone,
that is conceded; but I draw attention to
the magnitude of that discovery by con-
trasting it with the premium and
investment income of the SGlO which
runs into tens of millions of dollars a
year. I ask the House, even while con-
gratulating the member on his diligence,
to keep his discovery in perspective.
Secondly, nothing in that example or in
any other which the member may be
able to produce, should detract from the
expressed intention of the Government
that the SGlO should be permitted to
compete in the insurance market on an
ordinary, fair, normal, commercial basis
without advantage deriving from its
Statutory status.
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Hon. P. G. Pendal: That is nonsense, be-
cause-

Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! With respect to

the Attorney General I suggest that, as I
have endeavoured to persuade members
seeking information to confine their
comments to seeking information, he
confine his remarks purely to providing
the answer to that question. I think the
Attorney General would agree that per-
haps he is taking a different approach
which he ought not to do.

Hon. P. 0. Pendal: But we commend! your
diligence!

Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I will not strain
your patience, Sir, in this matter, but
the implication of the question is so
clear that I ought to add one thought. If
as would appear to be the case, there is
in this example some small advantage to
the SGlO, the Government will be more
than happy to ensure that that, together
with any other similar advantage, will be
treated in the same way as other costs
and charges which the SGlO now meets
fully competitively with private
companies.

TAXATION
Sales: Stale overnment Insurance Office

138. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Attorney
General:

This question is supplementary to that
which I have just asked the Attorney. As
a preface I inform him that in 1979-80
an amount of $5.6 million was provided
for in the SGo balance sheet under the
heading of "Taxation", which it
otherwise would have paid to the Feder-
al Government.

Hon. J. M. Berinson: Are you saying it was
provided, but not paid?

Hon. P.OG. PENDAL: I ask-
What percentage of that $5.6 million
was paid to the Consolidated Revenue of
the State, and depending on the pro-
portion paid over-whether it be 10 per
cent or 50 per cent-does he regard the
amount as trivial and therefore not
wvorthy of any serious response on his
part?

Hon. J. M. BERINSON replied:
I understand the question, but I cannot
answer it. My main problem relates to
my limited capacity to carry in my head
the balance sheets of past years of the
SGlO. Truth to tell, I doubt whether I
have even seen that balance sheet of the
SGlO. Now that the member has
brought it to my attention I will take
some notice of it and provide him with
an answer as soon as possible.

TAXATION
Sales: State Government Insurance Office

139. Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Attorney
General:

I thank the Attorney for his response
and ask him to examine also those two
years of the last five in which no pro-
vision was made for the payment of an
equivalent amount; in other words, a nil
amount was put into the balance sheets
of those two years. I ask him to look at
that question and subsequently inform
the house of the significance of the
SGlO on those two occasions not mak-
ing provision for taxation. I am not
suggesting any underhandedness-

Hon. J. M. Berinson: I should hope not.

Hon. P. G. PENDAL: -but I would like to
know how it is that on those two oc-
casions no provision was made, and then
in other years the allocation fluctuated
between $5.6 million and $56 000, which
in anyone's language is a fluctuation of
considerable magnitude.

Hon. i. M. BERINSON replied:

The member has asked me to examine
the position and I will. As a preliminary
comment though, I am prepared to haz-
ard a guess, on the basis of not knowing
to which two years he refers, that we
will find they are years in which the
SGlO did not make a profit. Members
would be aware that the insurance in-
dustry as a whole has passed through a
quite difficult period, marked by some
companies going to the wall and by all
of them reporting significantly reduced
results. I hazard the guess that in the
end result that will provide an answer to
the members question, but as to the pre-
vious question it is necessary for me to
obtain further advice.
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ACTS AMENDMENT (CONSTITUTION
AND ELECTORAL) BILL

Debate

140. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Leader of the
House:

it is with some diffidence I direct this
question to the Leader of the House be-
cause of what happened earlier in the
day. Is the Government serious about
the Acts Amendment (Constitution and
Electoral) Bill, and when will the
Government be ready to debate the Bill?
I will explain the question so that the
Leader of the House has to get up only
once. We have been told this Bill is
urgent. Despite the arguments that oc-
curred earlier in the afternoon, some of
us have things to do outside this House
and we want to know when Bills are to
come on for debate. We want some
certainty about that matter; that is why
I have pressed this question.

I-on. D. K. DANS replied:
To answer the latter part of the question
first, I inform the member that the Par-
liament has always recognised that
members have things to do outside the
House on sitting days. That is why the
Standing Orders provide that a member
can obtain a pair. I have never known of
any interruption to that procedure. On
the question of when the particular Bill
he mentioned will be debated, I inform
him it is in the hands of the Government
and the Bill will be brought on in due
course.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY

Mining: Dry Blowers

141. Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Minister for
Mines:

Last Wednesday I asked this question on
notice of the Minister-

Has the Mines Department in-
creased its inspectorial staff to cope
with complaints from pastoralists of
surface stripping by operators of
dry blowers in pastoral areas?

Is provision made in this Budget to in-
crease the number of inspeetorial staff
to cope with the problem that exists in
pastoral areas, a problem referred to in
my question of last week?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
It is acknowledged by the Government
and by the department that a serious
and growing problem exists in relation
to illegal mining in a number of areas of
the State, including the areas of pastoral
leases. The matter has been addressed
by discussions with the relevant pastoral
or grower organisations, and discussions
have been held between myself and the
Minister for Police and Emergency Ser-
vices and will be held between our re-
spective departmental officers in order
to find ways to improve the situation. As
well as that, within the department I
have asked for a review of procedures
which could be followed to ameliorate
the problem to some extent. But having
regard to the vastness of the areas, to
the fly-by-night nature of the people
who cause the problem, and the fact that
they swoop in and out and the damage is
not discovered for days or weeks after
the event, it is not thought that a sub-
stantial or even a modest increase in in-
spectorial staff would address the prob-
lem adequately.

The Mines Department like all other
areas of Governemnt activity feels the
pinch from a lack of staff in some areas
because of a commitment by the
Government to keep expenditure to a
minimum so as to ensure the people of
the State are not overburdened by the
costs of Government.
I am not prepared to agree, as Minister,
to a substantial increase in the number
of inspectors at this stage. I would hope
that as economic conditions improve we
will be in a position to examine the
number of inspectors we have.
I believe there are other solutions to this
problem and I hope that during the lat-
ter part of this year the review I have in-
itiated within the department, and in
consultation with other organisations,
will come up with some positive ideas.
If Mr Moore has anything positive to
put forward in that sense. I would wel-
come his comments.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY
Mining: Dry Blowers

142. Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Minister for
Mines:

My question is supplementary to my last
question. Can the Minister tell me
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whether the Budget provides for an in-
crease in the staff to monitor this situ-
ation?

Hon. PETER DOWDING replied:
I thought I made it clear.

Hon. N. F. Moore: You did not answer the
question. I asked whether you had in-
creased the staff, "Yes" Or "No".

Hon. PETER DOWDING: We do not have
the resources to monitor this problem
with an increase in inspectorial staff.

Hon. N. F. Moore: So you mean, 'No".
Hon. P. G. Pendal: Just an answer, that is all

he wants.
Hon. PETER DOWDING: Mr Pendal, you

are worse than I thought you were.
The PRESIDENT: Order! If honourable

members want to have a period of
questions without notice, they should
listen to answers; otherwise there will be
no questions without notice.

Hon. D. K. Dans: Hear, hear!
Hon. PETER DOWDING: I have made it

clear that the resources do not permit an
increase for this purpose. I do not be-
lieve that the purpose will be met by an
increase in the number of inspectors. We
can put on a dozen inspectors and not
dent the problem at all. I believe this is a
matter for industry and for the pastoral
people who are affected by it. it is a
matter for members of the Opposition,
such as Mr Moore, who claim a range of

knowledge on this issue, to come up with
some suggestions. It is for the depart-
ments concerned to try to find some sol-
ut ion.
Mr Moore's Government was not able to
Find a solution. At least we have set in
motion some positive ideas with a view
to resolving the problem.

Hon. N. F. Moore: Does that mean, "No"?

ACTS AMENDMENT (CONSTITUTION
AND ELECTORAL) BILL

Debate
143. Hon. A. A. LEWIS, to the Leader of the

House:
I am extremely timid in asking this
question; I tried to phrase my last
question in nice, quiet, simple terms. Be-
cause I have business to attend to and
have to be away at some stage after the
break I would like to know whether the
Leader of the House intends to bring on
this particular Bill before the break at
the end of the month?

Hon. D. K. DANS replied:
I can hardly accept that as a supplemen-
tary question, but I am a fairly timid
person like Mr Lewis. He will have
every good opportunity to be informed
when the Bill will be coming on, and I
would hope, and I am pretty sure, he
will not be disadvantaged.
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