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The SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the Chair
at 10.45 am., and read prayers.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS

Job Security Test Case: Petition

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Leader of the
Opposition) [10.46 am.]: I have a petition which
reads as follows-

TO: The Honourable the Speaker and
Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
State of Western Australia in Parliament as-
sembled.

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

We believe that if implemented,' the pro-
visions of the application would have devas-
tating ramifications on the free enterprise
system, including an increase in unemploy-
ment.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that the Western Australian Government re-
ject any similar application in Western Aus-
tralia and that you will give this matter earn-
est consideration and your petitioners, as in
duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 15 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 33.)

LAND DRAINAGE AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Water Resources) [10.47 a.m.Jt I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of the Bill now before members is to
permit the introduction of a new uniform drain-
age rating method in country areas. The new
rating method to be introduced from this year has
resulted from a number of years of detailed study
by officers of the Public Works Department. Its
introduction was approved by the Government

following a series of meetings with rural drainage
ratepayers and their associations during June and
isg in accordance with an approval in principle
given by the previous Government earlier this
year.

There are currently five different rating
methods in the 13 country drainage districts ad-
ministered by the Public Works Department.
Some are based on complex area rating methods
and some on valuations. Because of these widely
divergent methods, the amount of rates payable
currently varies considerably for the same benefits
in different districts.

The new method is to be applied uniformly to
all districts rated by the Public Works Depart-
ment, with all rural land to be graded and rated
under a simple two-benefit method. Rural land
which has direct access to a drain, works, or other
drainage facility, or which is protected from the
flow of water by such a facility, will be graded as
receiving a direct benefit. All other rated rural
land in a district will be graded as receiving an in-
direct benefit.

Different levels of rate will apply to direct ben-
efit land and indirect benefit land, respectively,
and all will, in future, be rated on an area basis.

Drainage benefits also apply to rated urban
land, but these benefits cannot be directly com-
pared with the benefits which accrue to rural
land. Under the new method, urban land within
drainage districts will be rated on a flat charge
basis related to the area of land. Currently, there
is no provision in the Land Drainage Act for a
differential rating method for urban land so
amendments to the Act are required to facilitate
the introduction of this new rating method.

Because the uniform rating method will replace
a number of widely divergent methods, there will
necessarily be some adjustment to the amount of
rates payable on individual assessments. Some
rates will increase, but others will decrease. This
is an indication that some ratepayers may have
been rated too low in the past and have been sub-
sidised by other ratepayers.

Referring solely to the introduction or the new
rating method, 74 per cent of rural assessments
will experience either a reduction or no change in
the amount of rates payable. Only 17 per cent of
all rural assessments will attract an increased rate
liability in excess of 40 per cent. These figures
will vary due to the budgetary need to increase
drainage revenue generally in 1983-84.

So that no ratepayer will be disadvantaged by
receiving the full effect of an unduly large in-
crease in one year, it is intended to limit increases
arising out of the introduction of this new method,
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plus the requirement for an increase in revenue, to
no more than 40 per cent each year.

There is currently no provision in the Land
Drainage Act to limit rate increases in this way
and, again, suitable amendment is proposed.

I will now deal with the amendments in the
order in which they appear in the Bill. Clause 2
relates to the inclusion of definitions of "rural
land", "townsite", and "urban land" in section 6
of the Act. These are necessary in order to im-
plement the differential rating methods for rural
and urban land.

Clause 3 adds a further restriction to section 88
of the Act, which in subsection (2) currently de-
termines the limits to which rates may be im-
posed. New subsection (3) is an integral require-
ment in limiting the annual increase in rates,
which I will deal with under clause 6.

Section 89 of the Act is repealed under clause 4
of the Bill, and a new section 89 is substituted.

Sectioni 89 is currently used by the rating auth-
ority to determine the grading of land for rating
purposes, in accordance with the benefits derived
from a rating system.

Certain provisions in the section are currently
rather vague and do not appear to cater ad-
equately for the proposed new rating methods.
Additionally, the current provisions are particu-
larly restrictive from an administrative viewpoint
in that they purport to require an annual determi-
nation of the grading of land.

Generally, the benefits accruing to land from a
drainage system do not vary from year to year,
but are related directly to the construction of per-
manent drainage facilities.

Proposed new section 89 in clause 4 provides
for the method of grading of land to be prescribed
in regulations under the Act. It also provides that
a grading may be determined for rateable land
and may be amended from time to time as appro-
priate.

The proposed new section makes clear provi sion
that separate gradings may be determined for
rural and urban land.

The historical rating practice has been to group
together rural land in the one ownership or farm-
ing arrangement, but to separately rate-I apolo-
gise for that split inflnitive-each urban lot.
Although an authority for this practice may be
implied in section 90, that provision is not
altogether clear. Proposed new section 89 in the
Bill will clarify that practice.

Subclause (2) of clause 4 is a transitory pro-
vision to enable the new rating method to apply to
the current rating year.

Section 90 presentiy enables a rating authority
to prescribe a minimum rate for rateable land.
Clause 5 will make clear provision for differential
minimum rates to be prescribed for rural and
urban lands respectively.

Clause 6 provides for a new section 90A, which
makes the necessary provision to enable a maxi-
mum increase in rates to be determined.
Subelause (2) of this clause is also a transitory
provision to enable such a limitation to apply to
the current rating year.

Finally, clause 7 provides for the deletion of
subsections (6) and (7) of section 97 in the Act
dealing with the lodging of objections to gradings
under the old section 89.

The clause provides for a new subsection (6)
which defines the ratepayer's right of objection to
the grading applied to his land under the proposed
new section 89.

1 do not feel I should commend the Bill to the
House, because if I did not intend to do that, why
would I bring it here?

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Mensaros.

LAND VALUERS LICENSING AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Consumer Affairs) [10.55 a.m.J: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of the Land Valuers Licensing
Amendment Bill is to reconstitute the structure of
the Land Valuers Licensing Board.

The present structure of the board provides for
a chairman who is to be a legal practitioner, one
person who is nominated by the Minister and is
experienced in the valuation of land, two persons
experienced in the valuation of land and who are
members of the Institute of Valuers and nomi-
nated by the Western Australian division of that
body, and one member who is representative of
the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia
(Inc.) and who is a member of the Institute of
Valuers.

The proposal is to alter the construction of the
board to provide for a chairman and four other
members. The person appointed as chairman will
no longer be required to be a legal practitioner.

Of the other four members of the board, one
shall be appointed by the Minister. Two shall be
persons experienced in the valuation of land who
are members of the Institute of Valuers and who
are nominated by the Minister from a panel sub-
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mitted by the Western Australian division of that
institute.

Finally, there shall be one person experienced
in the valuation of land who is a member of the
Institute of Valuers and is nominated by the Min-
ister from a panel of names submitted by the Real
Estate Institute of Western Australia.

These provisions are intended to provide a far
wider scope and flexibility in the appointment of
members to the Land Valuers Licensing Board. It
allows for the Minister to become involved in the
recommendation for appointment of all members
of the board.

The Act in its present form simply allows the
Institute of Valuers and the Real Estate Institute
of Western Australia to nominate their own mem-
bers for specific appointments without further
scrutiny of such persons. It restricts the selection
to be made by the Minister as to the type of
chairman considered desirable. This Bill seeks to
remove those restrictions.

The Bill sets up a procedure for the nomination
to the Minister of the appropriate persons for ap-
pointment to the board and provides also for the
appointment of a deputy chairman and deputy
members to the board, the method of appointment
of each being the same as in the case of members
of the board.

The Bill provides transitional provisions to en-
sure the continuance in office of current board
members.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hassell
(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

POLICE AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) [10.57 a.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill sets out to amend the Police Act in three
ways.

To provide for consistency in our Statutes, pro-
vision is made in this Bill to amend the Police Act
by deleting the reference to "Police Court" and
substituting "Court of Petty Sessions" by which
that court has become known, and provided for,
within the provisions of the Justices Act.

The Bill also makes provision for the control of
bullet-resistant vests.

Concern has been expressed through the Police
Commissioners' Conference and supported by
various Governments throughout Australia that if
such articles are available generally, particularly
to the criminal element, police would be deprived

of an advantage when confronted with armed and
dangerous offenders.

Importation of bullet-'resistant vests is pro-
hibited, except with the specific approval of the
Federal Minister for Business and Consumer Af-
fairs, under the provisions of the customs
(prohibited imports) regulations.

Although the importation of these vests is
strictly controlled, an instance has occurred where
the responsible Federal Minister approved the im-
portation of these vests on the basis that they
were for re-export. Such re-export in fact did not
occur. This then raised the problem that there ap-
pears no way that once such were imported and
those formalities complied with, such cannot be
confiscated if the re-export does not occur.

Members of the Police Force-including a
police cadet-special constables, Federal police.
and the armed forces will be excluded from the
provisions of this clause if they are in possession
of such jacket, vest, or article in the course of
their duty. Other persons are exempt for the pur-
pose of supply or delivering such to fulfil an
official order.

The Commissioner of Police is also empowered
to specifically authorise, in writing, and subject to
any specified conditions, persons to possess such
articles. This is considered appropriate to enable
security organisations currently in possession of
such to remain so, as well as those limited number
of people who collect, as a hobby or pastime,
those articles.

Mr Hassell: Do you know the names of any se-
curity firms that might have them now?

Mr CARR: I understand some do and have
been using them.

Finally, the Bill amends the Police Act by re-
moving the existing third schedule, which relates
to the drug provisions within the Act and which
are now contained in the Misuse of Drugs Act.
Following the proclamation of that Act, this
schedule became obsolete.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hassell

(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

WORKERS' COMPENSATION AND ASSIST-
ANCE AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Em-
ployment and Administrative Services) [11.01
a.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

2699



2700 [ASSEMBLY]

The Workers' Compensation and Assistance Act
1981 sets out in section 113 provisions relating to
the establishment of a Supplementary Workers'
Compensation Board. It is clearly intended by this
section that a supplementary board in performing
its function shall have the same jurisdiction,
powers, duties, rights, and immunities and shall
be subject to the same rules and conditions as the
Workers' Compensation Board itself.

The Act also provides in division 3 of part VI
for the determination of appeals against decisions
of the Workers' Compensation Board by reference
from either the worker or the employer to the Su-
preme Court.

A recent appeal to that court against a decision
of the Supplementary Workers' Compensation
Board resulted in a determination that no appeal
right existed for either a worker or employer
under division 3 of part VI.

This is clearly contrary to the intent of this
legislation when enacted in 1981, and this Bill
seeks to remedy this anomalous situation which
discriminates between the rights of parties to an
action under the Act depending upon their ap-
pearance before the Workers' Compensation
Board or the Supplementary Workers' Compen-
sation Board.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Clarko.

PETROLEUM PIPELINES AMENDMENT
DILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 20 September.
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch) [11.03 am.]:

This Bill is a small one designed to amend the
Petroleum Pipelines Act in order to increase fees.
The increase is small and, according to the Minis-
ter's second reading speech, the fees have not
been increased since 1969. We in the Opposition
will not be opposing the legislation, but I do have
a couple of points to make.

It is interesting to note that such a small Bill
should give us an indication at this time of the
style of government we can expect in the future.
The companies affected by the Bill first found out
about it from us in the Opposition. The Govern-
ment did not consult whatsoever with the industry
to explain the reasons for the increase in fees or
why the level of increase had been chosen. The in-
dustry itself is not, by and large, put out by the
amount of the increase, because it is not wildly
significant in monetary terms when we look at
other instances of lack of consultation by this
Government. The proposed amendment to the

State Government Insurance Office, the Mining
Act inquiry, and other instances give an indi-
cation of the style of government we will have
from this Government.

Our other concern with this legislation is its
similarity to and its relationship with the Vic-
torian Petroleum Pipelines Act. Mr Speaker, you
would be aware that the High Court ruled re-
cently that the revenue collected under that Act
was not constitutional, so the Victorian Govern-
ment is now faced with the prospect of having to
repay millions of dollars previously collected from
the companies under the authority of that Act. I
have asked a question of the Premier on this mat-
ter and have been informed that the Attorney has
said that the decision in that case will not
invalidate either this legislation or similar legis-
lation in this State.

What worries us in the Opposition is that there
has been little or no concern expressed by the
Government about the High Court's decision on
the Victorian legislation. The decision is a
landmark and has significant implications for
Western Australia in the long term. Any legis-
lation that takes away a taxing power from a
State, certainly when the tax involves a large sum
of money as in the case in Victoria, is likely to im-
pinge on Western Australia in the future. We are
concerned that the Government did not express its
anxiety until the Victorian case was raised by us.

Further, while a lot has been said by the Prem-
ier about Commonwealth-State financial relations
and the fact that they have not been the best in
the past-I1 agree-nothing seems to have been
done by the Premier or the Government generally
to put up an alternative proposal. An editorial in
The Australian on this topic said, "It is now a
matter of urgency that the tax-sharing arrange-
ments with the States should be widened".
Certainly the whole question of tax-sharing be-
tween the Commonwealth and the States needs
examination. It is a concern to us in the Oppo-
sition that at this stage that examination has not
emanated from this State Government.

Wi th those few words, I indicate that we lend
our support to the Bill.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier)
111.07 am.]: I thank the member for Murdoch
for his indication of support for the Bill. It is a
very small piece of legislation and, as he has indi-
cated, the fee increases proposed are very minor
in terms of the total amount of revenue they will
be producing. Because of the urgency in a time-
frame sense, I will be seeking the co-operation of
the House to take the Bill to the third reading
today. We have had an indication that it is very
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desirable to have this legislation dealt with and fi-
nalised before the week's break.

The member referred to our style of govern-
ment and indicated that he thought-maybe he
hopes, but to be charitable to him this morni.ng,
maybe he hopes not-this will be a sign of things
to come in respect of lack of consultation. One or
the difficulties in handling a Bill for a Minister in
another place is that I am not in a position to ask
him in precise terms just with whom he did con-
sult and the extent of the consultation. I can con-
firm though that this is not an indication of a new
style of government.

In my own case, I happen to be going to unbe-
lievable lengths to ensure full consultation in re-
spect of two or three very important matters
which affect the business community. Probably
the member for Murdoch is well aware of this and
perhaps he is just having a bit of a ping at the
Government by not affording me the opportunity
to check with my colleague in another place. I can
assure him and all members that this is not an in-
dication of a new style of government. We indi-
cated prior to the election that it was our view,
and one we held very firmly, that consultation be-
tween Government and the community in respect
of how people were affected by legislaton was a
very important factor and one which we would
take on board at all times.

Mr MacKinnon: I credit you with having done
this in some cases, but why wasn't that particular
thought carried out in relation to the SGIO Bill,
or amendments to the Mining Act?

Mr BRYCE: Once again those particular
pieces of legislation are not my direct responsi-
bility. Each Minister, as the member is aware,
does his own thing in those areas, although a
Government attitude of consultation exists. I
would have to do the correct and decent thing,
which would be to make inquiries of the Premier,
and the Minister concerned, to ascertain just what
the situation was.

It is amazing how different impressions are
from the viewpoint of various parties concerned.
It just may be another story if I had an oppor-
tunity to ask the Ministers their impressions of
how much consultation they engaged in, and
maybe that view would not be the same as the
view of the other parties involved.

Finally. I turn to the Victorian precedent that
has been raised. We were quite concerned about
it. I say to members opposite in all seriousness
that maybe there is a difference in style between
the previous Government and this one. Members
opposite seem to have the firm view that to jump
up and down to try to attract headlines constitutes

a measure of their protestation or activity in re-
spect of a problem coaifronting the State.

Mr Peter Jones: Oh, no!

Mr BRYCE: I have the distinct impression in
respect of industrial relations and, certainly, in re-
spect of the High Court decision which has affec-
ted the position in Victoria, that this view is held
by members opposite.

It is presumed by members opposite that be-
cause we do not play the game their way we are
not playing the game at all. I assure them a great
deal of work has been done by a significant
number of expert people on behalf of the Govern-
ment through its Ministers and their departments
to resolve each and every one of these difficulties
which arises. Possibly because we have chosen to
play the game a little differently from members
opposite, they get the wrong impression.

The Minister I represent in this Chamber has
sought the technical view of the Attorney Gen-
eral, and, as he indicated in his second reading
speech, the Minister is satisfied that the decision
of the High Court will not affect this Bill. If it
does subsequently, we will take steps to change
our course.

Mr Peter Jones: I think the risk, as I think the
Government has quite properly indicated, is not so
much related to this Bill and the events related to
it, but to what will come down over the years in
relation to the whole principle. It is the principle
down the years. It is no good our waiting until we
get a big case. I know there was some work done
beforehand to determine how much at risk the
States were by virtue of what happened in Vic-
toria. This State has an entitlement to get rev-
entue, but I just don't support the way the Vic-
torian Government went about getting it, and that
has been shown to be true. It is a matter of our
protecting the State's position.

Mr BRYCE: If I heard correctly what the
member for Narrogin has said, I can scarcely be-
lieve my ears. It seems he supported the decision
of the High Court. Needless to say, we will leave
that matter to one side. I appreciate the support
given to the measure by the Opposition.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.
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Third Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third
reading.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Bryce
(Deputy Premier), and passed.

TOBACCO (PROMOTION AND SALE) BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 15 September.
MR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) [ 11.17 am.]: I will

deal with this legislation in two parts, because I
believe it is two pieces of legislation in one Bill.
On the one hand, it attempts to stop minors from
smoking cigarettes, which is a commendable en-
deavour. On the other band, it attempts to prevent
a normal commercial activity, which is the adver-
tising of a commodity bought and used by one-
third of the community.

I say to the Minister that members on this side
would agree with the proposal to stop minors from
obtaining cigarettes. The Government is to be
commended for commencing an advertising cam-
paign in that direction. We agree also with the
proposal that signs should be displayed in shops,
signs to state that cigarettes cannot be sold to
minors. It is necessary also to have similar signs
on cigarette vending machines.

We all know that on the Statute book, legis-
lation has existed since 1916 to prevent the sale of
cigarettes to minors. In those days the fine was 40
shillings, which in today's currency is $4. An in-
crease in that fine is justified, but the maximum
fine in this legislation for a minor who obtains
cigarettes is $100. I am concerned about that be-
cause we all know the onus will be on the parent
of an offending minor to pay the fine. An
anomaly is already rearing its ugly head.

We on this side of the House are not naive
enough to believe that minors will not procure
cigarettes if they so desire. One way for them to
procure cigarettes will be to go to a vending
machines when nobody is watching. If a young
fellow is caught doing this, he can be fined $100.
If he is able to get the cigarettes, takes them be-
hind a shed somewhere with four or five of his
mates, all of whom could be of the tender age of,
say, 12 years, and offers each one of those minors
a cigarette, he will have encouraged minors to
smoke cigarettes and be liable to a fine. I am con-
cerned he will be fined not only $100 for buying
the cigarettes, but also $500 for encouraging five
minors to smoke. This is embodied in the Bill. A
parent could be up for a $600 fine. I find that ter-
ribly rude and I cannot really accept it. I do not
believe that the placing of a ban on advertising

will discourage children to smoke. It has not been
demonstrated to most people's satisfaction that it
will curb the sale of cigarettes or tobacco.

The Minister quoted survey figures which he
believes tell a different story. The main point at
issue is whether an advertising ban will have an
impact on children who do smoke. That is the im-
portant aspect. The Minister's survey indicated
that Western Australian people-apparently con-
clusively--do not agree with children smoking.
tobacco companies influencing sporting fixtures,
or cigarette advertising in general. That survey re-
sult is interesting, but in May and August of this
year the Roy Morgan research centre conducted
other surveys, and I am sure nobody in this House
would dispute the validity or the bona tides of
that research centre. That centre's poll showed a
result opposite to the one the Minister quoted. It
showed that 76.6 per cent of Western Australians
did agree with tobacco companies sponsoring
sporting events and that this practice should con-
tinue. People were asked whether tobacco spon-
sorship of sport or the arts would be likely to
cause a person to take up smoking. That question
is couched in fair terms and the answer was,
"No". That answer was given by 86.9 per cent of
Western Australians. The result of that poll re-
jects other polls.

A more personal question was whether sponsor-
ship of sport or the arts by tobacco companies
would be likely to make a non-smoker take up
smoking. Again that is a fair question. The result
was that 97 per cent of people interviewed
answered, "No". Other polls have been conducted
in the last six years, one by The Age newspaper
which revealed that 70 per cent of the population
was in favour of tobacco companies promoting
sport.

Another important study was conducted by the
National Health and Medical Research Council
in 1979. The findings of that study showed that
parental example, a child's scholastic ability, the
amount of pocket money a child receives, and the
amount of time a child spends away from the
home, influenced young people to take up smok-
ing. Other aspects were mentioned, but advertis-
ing was not implicated as an initiating factor. It
was not even mentioned in the report.

The results of the studies and surveys conduc-
ted by the Morgan Gallup Poll, The Age news-
paper, and the National Health and Medical *Re-
search Council put in jeopardy the Minister's sur-
vey and consequently I do not believe the Minister
has the right to influence the will of the people in
this regard. I accept that the Minister thought the
survey he quoted was a fair assessment, but really
a survey during which 160 people were
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interviewed in four shopping centres is. not a fair
indication of the will of the people. We do not
even know what questions were asked. If a leading
question is asked, one usually gets the answer one
requires. We do not know whether people who
smoked were interviewed. It is interesting that, in
the Minister's survey, of 160 people interviewed,
110 said they did not agree with tobacco advertis-
ing and three per cent were violently opposed to
it. No mention was made of the remaining 34 per
cent who were also opposed to it. We have over
one million people in this State and, although the
Minister has placed heavy emphasis on this sur-
vey-it is one of the reasons for his introduction
of the Bill-the views of 160 people out of a popu-
lation of over one million represents just a smat-
tering of the population and we should really ig-
nore the survey.

While the fact that children smoke is regretted
and should be discouraged as much as possible, it
certainly has not been shown to our satisfaction
that advertising will reduce the influences on chil-
dren who do smoke, and I certainly do not want to
get into the health argument in regard to this as-
pect. We all agree that smoking is detrimental to
one's health and many reports have come out to
that effect. However, some reports indicate the
contrary. Whether or not they are conclusive is
another matter. We are more concerned about the
rights of the individual and his freedom of choice.

Mr Hodge: When you say "we", are. you speak-
ing on behalf of the Opposition?

Mr Clarko: For himself.
Mr WILLIAMS: We have a free vote.
Mr Hodge: You are talking in the lilural. Are

you talking on behalf of other members of the
Opposition or are they your personal views?

Mr WILLIAMS: We will find that out after
we vote. The Minister will find that the majority
of members on this side of the House agree with
Me.

Mr Hodge: You are not the Opposition's
official spokesman. I want to know whether you
are expressing the views of all members of the
Opposition.

Mr O'Connor: We have a free voteon this side
of the House which you are not entitled to. We
have a free say.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'Connor: You are so imbalanced unless

you are on a medical high.
Mr WILLIAMS: When the Minister for

Health gave his second reading speech, we
listened to him in silence. I had hoped we would
be given that same courtesy.

Mr Hodge: It is an important question.

Mr WILLIAMS: I will answer the question the
Minister asked. It is the policy of the Opposition
that we believe in the freedom of choice and the
rights of the individual.

Mr Hodge: I thought you were having a con-
science vote.

Mr WILLIAMS: It is an open conscience vote.
That is our policy. The Government's role is to
educate young people in this State against smok-
ing. The freedom of choice and the right of the in-
dividual must also remain paramount. It must
also be remembered that in the marketplace
companies have freedom to compete under the
Federal Trade Practices Act. It is a legal require-
ment that they compete in the marketplace and
thus create competition, and one of the greatest
ways to create competition is by advertising.

How can a company compete in the market-
place if that right is removed from it? This legis-
lation could infringe on the Federal Trade Prac-
tices Act.

Mr Hodge: Don't you think the health of our
children is more important than that? You sound
like an apologist for the tobacco industry.

Mr O'Connor: Don't you like people to have a
free view and to express their own opinions? You
have only got your own.

Mr Old: They have never heard of that sort of
thing. It is quite foreign to them.

Mr O'Connor: What about the liberty of the in-
dividual?

The SPEAKER: Order! I endeavoured to make
the point some weeks ago that it has been the
practice and custom in the House that second
reading debates are carried out as debates and not
as a period in our programme which is punctuated
by interjections and questions and answers. I ask
members to co-operate with the Chair to ensure
that that practice continue.

It would be appropriate for questions that were
posed during the course of the debate to be
answered by the Minister when he replies. In that
way we will get through the business quite ef-
ficiently.

Mr WILLIAMS: This Bill goes too far and
gives the Minister too much power. To give the
House some idea of the power it confers, I will
quote from clause 5, which makes it an offence
for any person to expressly or impliedly urge or
encourage the purchase of tobacco, a smoking ac-
cessory, or smoking generally.
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The precise wording is-
Expressly or impliedly urges or encour-

ages, or is calculated to lead to, induce, or
promote-

It then goes on to list the purchase of any tobacco
product, smoking accessory, and smoking gener-
ally. That is far too much power for anybody to
have. I ask members to imagine themselves going
socially into a hotel or a sporting body as a
smoker, and taking out a packet of cigarettes and
offering someoune a cigarette. One would be
breaking the law and creating an offence.

Mr Hodge: You know that is not true.
Mr WILLIAMS: It is true; it states that

exactly in the Bill. The Minister has the right to
answer the points I raise, but we will point out
this aspect in no uncertain manner if the Bill gets
to the Committee stage.

It would be an offence to do that in a free so-
ciety such as that in Western Australia. I go one
step further and refer to a similar Bill which has
been introduced in the Senate. It is couched in
terms very similar to those in the Bill before us.

I digress for a moment to indicate to the House
what the Senate thinks of this Bill. Some mem-
bers may not be aware that a Senate Standing
Committee for the Scrutiny of Bills exists. Its
terms of reference are that it-

-... be appointed to report, in respect of the
clauses of Bills introduced into the Senate,
and in respect of Acts of the Parliament,
whether such Bills or Acts, by express words
or otherwise-

The terms of reference then go on to make four or
five points, one of which refers to "trespassing un-
duly on personal rights and liberties".

Mr O'Connor: The Minister does not mind
that.

Mr WILLIAMS: On 6 September, Senator
Jack Evans, who is a Democrat, introduced a Bill
to prohibit advertisements relating to smoking
and tobacco products in the ACT. The scrutiny of
Bills committee drew the Senate's attention to a
number of clauses in the Bill, and they are vir-
tually the same as those in the Bill before us.
Clause 4 in the Federal Bill establishes the of-
fence of ". . . publishing or causing to be pub-
lished any advertisement" in relation to tobacco
products. Subiclause (2) states that if any adver-
tisement contains the name of a tobacco product,
that will be prima facie evidence that the adver-
tisement contains an implied inducement to pur-
chase and use tobacco products.

The committee commented that the clause was
objectionable on two grounds. The first was that
it created an absolute offence without any express

provision that a person must knowingly or
intentionally publish the offending advertisement.
Secondly, was that subiclause (2) reversed the
burden of proof in that any advertisement was
presumed to be an implied inducement to smoke.
The committee goes on-

The possible application of this clause may
be seen from the following example-

If a car owner from outside the
A.C.T. whose vehicle displays a bumper
sticker promoting "Benson & Hedges
World Series Cricket", drives into the
A.C.T., he could be guilty of an offence
under clause 4.

In other words, if he goes from one State to
another he will "cop it". The committee's finding
was-

The committee draws the attention of
Senators to this clause in that it may be con-
sidered to trespass unduly on personal rights
and liberties.

Mr O'Connor: There were Labor members on
that committee.

Mr WILLIAMS: I am about to expose that
fact. For the education of members of this House,
it is only right they should know who are the
members of the committee. The chairman is
Senator M. C. Tate, a Labor member; the Deputy
Chairman is Senator A. J. Missen, a Liberal; and
the committee members are Senator Nick Bolkus,
a Labor member; Senator R. A. Crowley. also a
Labor member; the Hon. Petdr Durack, a Liberal;
and Senator J. Haines, a Democrat.

So the Labor Party has three or perhaps four
supporters on that committee and yet the com-
mittee has condemned that clause which is the
same as a clause in the Bill before us. I do not
think the Labor Party Knows where it stands. The
Senate committee said the clause was so wide in
its scope that its dragnet would catch ordinary
citizens who had done nothing more offensive
than to display a sticker which mentioned the
name of a tobacco company.

Is this fair? Are we to assume from that and
the Bill before us that the police will be looking
out for people wearing T-shirts with the word
"Camel" written on them; will they be looking for
sunshades with "Winfield" on them, or umbrellas
with cigarette advertising? Will the police be
looking for people displaying stickers referring to
the Benson and Hedges World Series Cricket?
This is really oppressive legislation. I see the Min-
ister already has conceded that he has infringed
on the rights of the individual inasmuch as he was
reported in last night's Daily News as saying he
was prepared to concede a further 12 months to
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enable people who have pieces of clothing with
those words printed on them to wear them out.
People now will have two years to wear them Out,
but I do not believe you can wear out hats, sun-
shades and umbrellas in two years.

Mr O'Connor: Or watches and pens.
Mr WILLIAMS: I will come to that.
The second example of the draconian powers

contained in this Bill is to be found in clause 4,
which in effect confers on the Minister for Health
the power to ban any publication he so desires, in-
cluding those printed outside the State. We have
not seen such powers conferred on a Minister
since the last war.

At that time, similar powers were conferred on
a Federal Minister, who was the Minister for
Censorship-, it was done for security reasons.
Now, in this State, which supposedly is free and
democratic, this Minister wants to be able to
censor what we can read. He is really saying that,
if we are not careful, we will be allowed to read
only what he wants us to read. All the Minister
needs to do is to proclaim a magazine in the
Government Gazette and that particular
magazine cannot be sold in this State.

I noted in this Chamber last night that mem-
bers on both sides were reading the latest issue of
The Bulletin, which is a very commendable
magazine; in fact, I think most members read it.
On the back of the magazine is a full-page adver-
tisement for Winfield cigarettes. One can find
cigarette advertising on the back page of most
magazines. One finds it in the The Australian
Women's Weekly, in Cosmopolitan, and in House
and Garden. Such advertisements are terribly
necessary for the publisher to maintain revenue
and print the magazine.

Mr P. .1. Smith: Rubbish!
Mr WILLIAMS: The member does not know

anything about it.
Mr P. J1. Smith: It is one page out of 100.
Mr WILLIAMS: Does the member know the

cost of the advertisement?
Mr P. J1. Smith: t do not.
Mr WILLIAMS: Does the member know the

cost to the cigarette manufacturer?

Mr P. J. Smith: I do not know the cost of one
advertisement, but it is only one of 50 or 60.

Mr WILLIAMS: The manufacturer would be
looking at 330 000 for that advertisement.

Mr Hodge: You are deliberately misleading the
House; you have not read the Bill.

Mr O'Connor: It is just your twisted logic.

Mr WILLIAMS: The reason we are explaining
this-

Several members interjected.
Mr Hodge: I wrote it; what is wrong with that?
Mr WILLIAMS: The draftsmen wrote it; the

Minister does not know what is in the Bill.
The Minister has these powers, and knowing

his bigotry as far as cigarettes are concerned we
believe he will use those powers to the limit. To
support that statement, I refer to an article in the
Daily News on 8 September written by George
Williams, who is quite smart although he is no re-
lation of mine. The article reads as follows-

WHEN Barry Hodge talks about the evils
of smoking, he is more than a Minister for
Health doing his job. He geituinely hates the
things.

Premier Brian Burke confided to a Labor
meeting : "We are going ahead with our anti-
smoking legislation becaue if we don't, Barry
will be walking along St Georges Terrace
snatching cigarettes out of people's mouths."

Mr Burke agrees with Mr Hodge about
cigarettes, but still smokes them.

I believe it demonstrates the paranoia of the Min-
ister.

A Government membe r: The comments were
made by the paper and not by the leader.

An Opposition member: The comments were in
quotes and the Premier did not deny them.

Mr Davies: In what context did he say it?
Mr O'Connor: In what context would you ex-

pect him to say it-in an untruthful one?
Mr Davies: It was a humorous one. You people

seem to be devoid of any humour lately.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr WILLIAMS: Irrespective of what the Min-

ister says through interjection indicating that he
will not be doing so, I and members on this side
believe he will be exercising his powers. If the
Minister wakes up in the morning and has a liver
on and something crosses him, he has the right,
and I am sure he will use it, to say, "We will not
have that magazine in this State". Imagine what
would happen if he said that about The Aus-
tralian Women's Weekl.

Several members interjected.
Mr Hodge: What about Playboy magazine?

You have not mentioned that.
Mr WILLIAMS: I do not know whether that

magazine advertises cigarettes; I do not read it.
Mr IHodge: No, you just look at the pictures.
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Mr WILLIAMS: If we value our democratic
principles, we must make sure that the Minister is
not given such powers. Another very important
axiom which has gone to the wall in this Bill re-
lates to the previous principle applied in a court of
law that a person is innocent until proved guilty-
In this Bill the situation is quite the reverse. In
clause 12, the presumption is made that a person
is proved guilty unless he can prove his innocence.
The offence shall be taken as read in the absence
of evidence to the contrary. In other words, if the
person does not turn up, he is guilty. That is not
democratic;, it is giving the Minister the right to
do what he wants.

Taking the matter one step further, I now con-
sider charitable organisations which will be affec-
ted by this legislation. Has anyone stopped to
think of this aspect? Tobacco companies infuse a
great deal of money into charitable organisations
in this State and do so in good faith because they
have a role to play in helping as many charities as
they can.

Mr Hodge: It's conscience money.

Mr WILLIAMS: In the past, the tobacco
companies have been rewarded by a plaque being
mounted on the piece of donated equipment or,
for instance a wheelchair donated for medical
purposes, and so on. This plaque would indicate
that the equipment had been donated by W. D. &
H. 0. Wills, Benson and IHedges, or Rothmans of
Pall Mall, as applicable.

Another way of rewarding the tobacco
companies has been simply to enter their names in
the balance sheets of the charitable organisations
indicating how much had been donated. Under
this Bill that will be an offence. The organisations
will not be permitted to state that tobacco
companies have supported them. As a penalty is
involved, it means that many people will be affec-
ted. Surely it involves only a small return for the
capital invested. Tobacco companies will take a
second look at whom they support. We might
find-I do not say it will happen, but it
might-such people as the blind school, the police
boys' clubs, the flying doctor, the Jesus People,
and all associations for the handicapped are sud-
denly void of monetary assistance from tobacco
companies because of the paranoia of the Minis-
ter for Health. Under clause 5, the Bill goes
further, as the Leader of the Opposition men-
tioned a moment ago. If a person is wearing a
flunhill watch, he can be charged under this pro-
posed Act because he is advertising a cigarette
company. If he is wearing a Dunhill shirt or tie or
uses Dunhill toiletries, he can also be charged.

[Laughter.]

Mr WILLIAMS: The Minister for Health ob-
viously does not use them, but many people do.

Mr Hodge: Does that mean I can ban you if
you use Dunhill deodorant?

Mr WILLIAMS: You can ban the deodorant,
but you cannot ban me. This is bad legislation be-
cause it violates the rights of the individual.

Mr H-odge: It violates children's health. I am
interested in health and you obviously do not care.
That is quite clear.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr O'Connor: You are not prepared to listen to
UiS.

Mr Hodge: We have listened to enough of this
tripe.

Mr WILLIAMS: I repeat that this is bad legis-
lation because it, violates the rights of individuals.
It is also bad legislation because it will not work
and will not achieve what it sets out to do. Getting
rid of tobacco advertising will not stop people
from smoking.

I agree with the statement of the tobacco
institute that cigarette advertising does not pro-
mote a product; it promotes a brand. Smoking oc-
curs where no cigarette advertising exists and this
can be demonstrated by a study of the situation in
the eastern bloc countries. It is a wonder that
members on the opposite side are not fully aware
of this, fact. In Russia, cigarette advertising has
been banned since the revolution, but the inci-
dence of smoking is on the increase. I dare say
that can be explained by the fact that the working
people in Russia have nothing else to do. We hear
much talk about Norway and how, since it has
banned tobacco advertising, the sale of cigarettes
has declined in that country. In relation to this de-
cline in sales, it has not been said that, when the
ban on advertising was introduced, the Govern-
ment also imposed a tax on cigarettes and in-
creased the price by 60 per cent. Many people will
give up smoking when their pocket is hit and this
is what happened in Norway. We should not be
kidded into thinking thait it is because cigarette
advertising was banned. In Russia, there has been
no advertising since 1917, yet more people than
ever before are smoking.

I will give another example by way of
comparing two countries, Singapore and Hong
Kong. They are similar in population and in their
ethnic character. In 1970, when an advertising
ban was introduced in Singapore, the per capita
consumption of cigarettes was 1 364 a year, and,
by 1981, it had risen to 1 551 a year. So much for
no advertising! In Hong Kong in 1970, the per
capita consumption was I 575 a year and by 1981

2706



[Thursday, 29 September 1983] 20

it had risen to 1 653. If we analyse those figures,
we see that in Singapore, where advertising has
been banned for I I years, the per capita annual
consumption increased by nearly 200, but in
Hong Kong, where no advertising ban has been
imposed, the per capita annual consumption has
increased by less than 100. Therefore, one cannot
say that cigarette advertising is the cause of the
increase.

In the Minister's second reading speech, he said
that 17 countries had banned smoking. I will not
say that the Minister misled the House, but I will
say that I think his figures were incorrect. I in-
formed the Minister that 29 countries have
banned smoking.

Mr Davies: Banned smoking, or banned adver-
tising?

Mr WILLIAMS: I beg your pardon. They have
banned advertising.

Mr Davies: You keep saying "banned smok-
ing".

Mr WILLIAMS: I am talking about the ban-
ning of advertising.

Mr Davies: I do not think anyone has actually
banned smoking-but give us time.

Mr Carr: They should ban it in aeroplanes.

Mr WILLIAMS: It is interesting to note that
of the 29 countries I mentioned, 25 are controlled
by the Communist bloc, by military dictatorships,
or by a one-party system. That is why in those
countries it is so easy to ban advertising.

Of the democratic countries, only four have
banned the advertising of tobacco products,' and
those countries are Norway, Finland, Iceland, and
Italy. Of course, Italy originally banned advertis-
ing, not for health reasons, but to protect its own
monopolistic tobacco industry. I am informed on
authoritative grounds that Italy is about to lift its
ban so its own tobacco companies can combat the
inroads being made by imported cigarettes.

The countries which have banned advertising
include Russia, Poland, Bulgaria, East Germany,
Yugoslavia, Rumania, Czechoslovakia, and
Hungary. They are the Communist bloc
countries. Surely to God we do not want to go
down to their level. We are a democratic country
and we have freedom of choice. We believe in the
right of the individual and that is the way it will
remain.

Last April, the Minister attended a conference
of Ministers for Health in Tasmania and at that
meeting he put forward his plan to introduce this
legislation. He came a bit of a gutser, to put it
precisely, because no other Health Minister at the
conference agreed with his thoughts. It was not

accepted that the legislation should be introduced.
Not to be outdone, our Minister returned and
Pursued his intention to ban tobacco advertising.

In the Minister's second reading speech, he
said-] believe it could be his honest opinion,
knowing the way he feels-that this is perhaps
one of the most important pieces of legislation to
be brought into this House. Frankly, I think the
Minister is losing his sense of proportion. I cannot
condone that sort of comment.

Mr Hodge: It is only 1 200 Western Australian
lives a year. I suppose that is not important to
you.

Mr O'Connor: You will not get rid of all of
that.

Mr WILLIAMS: It will make no difference
whatsoever. That is what I am trying to say. The
best way to tackle the problem is to educate the
children in the primary schools.

Mr Hodge: We are doing that.

Mr WILLIAMS: That is about the only thing
that will work.

Mr Hodge: No, it is not.

Mr WILLIAMS: I would like to have incorpor-
ated in Hansard the editorial in The Sunday
Times, of I8 September in which the following
appears-

But the principle at stake is vastly more
important than the financial consideration.

It is bad enough that the State Govern-
ment is to deny the right of an industry to
advertise the goods it is legally allowed to
sell.

It is disturbing that the logical extension of
this line of thinking must further undermine
the philosophy and practical concepts of the
free enterprise system on which our society
operates.

That is so correct. The editorial continues-

Australia is one of the more overgoverned
countries in the western world. The way
things are heading, Western Australia is
going to be the front-runner.

I agree with that. The editorial continues-
With 1984 only four months away, there is

an alarming trend towards Big Brother
government . .. the kind of government that
decides what is good or bad for us.

The tobacco legislation is only one aspect.
Talk of imposing so-called industrial democ-
racy is another. And so was the savage slash-
ing of salaries in the public arena.
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Presuming that the tobacco advertising
legislation is passed, where will Mr Burke's
government draw the line on any other prod-
uct--or practice-

Members on this side of the House are terribly
concerned about what the Government will come
up with next time if it gets away with this one.
The editorial continues-

.. i deems not to be in the public
interest? For example, there is the question
of alcohol, one of the great threats to the
health of the nation-and its young people.

Indeed, what about gambling? In its own
way, it is also a health hazard. Yet the State
Government, with its vested interest through
the TAB and the Lotteries Commission, ac-
tively encourages people to gamble.

How then can the Burke administration in
all conscience single out tobacco advertising
with such repressive legislation.

This, surely, is the ultimate hypocrisy.

That is an excellent editorial and it puts the
question in a nutshell.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I point out to the
member that if he requires to have something in-
corporated in Mansard, it must relate to graphs
and statistical information, and not to newspaper
articles.

Mr WILLIAMS: Very well.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am sure the mem-

ber has already read most of it, and it is probably
already incorporated.

Mr WILLIAMS: I accept that.
Now I will deal with the sporting organisations

in this State. By their very nature, sporting bodies
are open to people who band together voluntarily
to pursue a common interest. It is up to them to
make their own rules, organise their own affairs,
and decide their own policies and attitudes. In this
country, until recently, happily, sport was not
interfered with by Governments. However, the
present Government quickly changed that in the
greyhound racing situation. We all know, what
happened there. The Greyhound Racing Associ-
ation was told, "You toe the line, or else. You
keep out of this advertising".

Mr Davies: It is lottery funds, too.
Mr WILLIAMS: Sporting bodies can decide

whether they will accept the sponsorship of tobac-
co companies. They have exercised that right be-
cause on some occasions they have decided they
will not be involved in tobacco advertising. On
many occasions, of course, they want to be
involved.

The unfortunate effect of this legislation is the
removal of the freedom of choice of those bodies.
However, the Minister said, "Look, as far as I am
concerned, the tobacco companies can still give
those sporting bodies donations, but they can't ad-
vertise it".

What a futile, stupid statement. Can members
imagine tobacco companies investing large sums
of money in sporting organisations and then not
being allowed to get some return from that
investment? Of course they would not accept that.
Tobacco companies have to answer to their share-
holders who are looking for profits on their
investments. This has always been an investment
for tobacco companies.

Members should look at what this sort of activ-
ity has done far our youth who have been encour-
aged to play sport and build healthy bodies. If our
youth have healthy bodies, they are less likely to
smoke. That is commonsense.

It is interesting to note that many of these
sporting organisations have stated publicly they
are in favour of tobacco advertising. However, the
four largest sporting associations in this
State-those involved in football, cricket, trotting,
and racing-although in principle opposed to the
legislation, have not dared to say so. Members
will notice the names of those bodies are missing
from the list of organisations which are opposed
to the Bill. Why are their names missing? I am
intrigued by that aspect of the matter, because
those sporting associations have the most to lose if
this Bill is passed. Therefore, I am prompted to
ask, "Have they been got at?" If that is the case,
I ask, "Who is getting at them?"

Government members have gone very quiet;
none of them is opening his mouth. It is obvious
those four sporting organisations to which I
referred have been told, "Stay out of it or we will
make sure we fix you right up".

The WA Sporting Car Club (Inc.) is another
organisation which I believe has been told, "Look
out or you will lose any moneys we have lined up
for you". I believe the people involved in speed-
way racing at the showgrounds look like losing
badly if this Bill is passed, because the Govern-
ment will not infuse any money into that area.
Most of the money required by that sport comes
from the tobacco industry and, as a result of this
legislation, that avenue of finance will be lost and
the sport will be lost to the State.

Another interesting comment appeared in The
Sunday Times of I I September last. The article
reads, in part, as follows-

Sponsorship by the three major tobacco
companies-WD and HO Wills, Philip Mor-
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ris and Rothmans of Pall Mall-t-has helped
to develop Australian sport over 30 years.

It is interesting to note the following comment-
The annual value of the support is

currently around $13 million, which is about
25 per cent of total private sponsorship.

The Minister wants to deprive us of that.
Mr Wilson: Is that in Western Australia?
Mr WILLIAMS: Yes. The article goes on to

say-
Sport in WA receives about $1 million

from tobacco companies.
That is, sport in Western Australia receives ap-
proximately $1 million a year from that area.
However, I indicated that, over the last 30 years.
sport in this State had received approximately $13
million as a result of tobacco sponsorship.

Mr Wilson: Let us get that straight.
Mr WILLIAMS: We have got it straight.
Mr Wilson: When I asked you about the figure

of $13 million, you said, "Yes".
Mr WILLIAMS: Yes, I did, and I am right.

because $13 million is the figure which tobacco
company sponsorship has contributed to sport
over the last 30 years. That is what I said and the
Minister should listen.

Mr Hodge: Where did you get the $I million
figure from?

Mr WILLIAMS: I obtained that figure from
the tobacco companies and it is mentioned in this
article also. The Minister should get his facts
right, because be said the sponsorship of sport by
tobacco companies had been in the region of
$500 000 a year. However, the correct figure is SI
million.

Mr Hodge: No, it is $500 000.
Mr WILLIAMS: That is not correct.
Mr H-odge: If you can prove-
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr WILLIAMS: I shall continue with my

speech despite the interjections. The article con-
tinues-

Sport in WA receives about $1 million
from tobacco companies' sponsorship, ac-
cording to Tobacco Institute of Australia
statistics.

What more do members want?
Mr Hodge: I want the truth.
Mr WILLIAMS: The Minister has the truth;

the trouble is he cannot see the truth when it is
looking at him.

Mr Clarko: He does not want to see it.

Mr WILLIAMS: Of course, the Minister does
not want to see the truth because it is not compat-
ible with his argument. The article continues-

Apart from Test cricket and the Sheffield
Shield, sponsored nationally, major events
that also benefit in WA are: the Winfield
Perth Cup, the Benson and Hedges Pacing
Cup, the WA FL, Inter Club Golf, Premier 4s
Bowling Carnival, Camel Claxton Shield and
motor racing at Wanneroo and Claremont
Speedway.

A wide spectrum of people involved in sport is
being supported by tobacco company sponsorship
and the Minister and the Government want to
take away that sponsorship from those people.
Members should ask themselves: Where will these
organisations get the money they have lost? Have
some of these sporting bodies been bought off?
That is what I want to know. If the Government
intends to infuse money into those sporting organ-
isations, how much is involved?

I am worried about this aspect because, if the
Government intends to infuse money into this
area, it is obvious the taxpayers will have to foot
the bill. One way or another, irrespective of how
the funds are raised, taxpayers' money will be
used. The Government intends to take away
money which is used currently on other projects
which benefit the State, and channel it into the
sporting area.

As a result, larger sporting organisations will
gain from this proposal and the less well-known
sports will really suffer, because less well-known
sponsors will move up the ladder and endeavour
to take over the sponsorship of football, cricket,
and the like, but the sports which attract fewer
people will be left with nothing.

The Government does not understand, nor does
it want to do anything about, unemployment. It
simply wants to create strike action and put
people out of work. Here is another glaring
example of that: Mr John Laurenson, the Federal
President of the Outdoor Bill Posters Association
of Australia, has stated that, because of the im-
mense amount of outdoor advertising by cigarette
companies in Western Australia alone, 90 people
will lose their jobs if this legislation is passed.
However, the Government could not give a
tuppenny hoot about that. It is concerned only
about the paranoia of one Minister.

The Government has given these poor people
who will lose their jobs 12 months' grace. Is not
that amazing? If one intends to do something, one
might as well do it. However, the Government
intends to give these people 12 months' grace and,
therefore, outdoor advertising of tobacco products
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will not be stopped until Christmas 1984. What a
Christmas present that will be for the 90 people
who will lose their jobs in the industry as a result
of this Bill!

However, that is only part of the story.
Hundreds of people in Australia are involved in
the public relations area of tobacco companies.
Many of them will lose their jobs, and to what
purpnse? To no purpose at all, because it is obvi-
ous jiat, if advertising of tobacco products is pro-
hibited, it will not stop the sale or a single ciga-
rette. Statistics prove that and I have indicated it
also by the argument I have advanced today.

This legislation is futile and it will not achieve
what it sets out to do. The only aspect or the Bill
which is of any use is that which relates to the
education of minors not to smoke; but frankly we
do not need a Bill to create an educational pro-
gramme of that sort.

I reject the Bill in its entirety.
MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [ 12.09 p.m.]: I ask

members of the House to use their imaginations
and try to envisage a new car being introduced
into Western Australia. I shall call it the
"Folkswagon"-a new people's car. It is only half
the price of similar types of cars and tremendous
sales of the Folkswagon occur.

Unfortunately the Folkswagon has some critical
flaws: Its brakes do not work, at least not very
well; its steering has a serious problem; its visi-
bility is poor; and it collapses on impact. As the
Folkswagon costs only 50 per cent of the cost of
comparable cars, it is an instant success and in a
very short time it has captured 10 per cent of the
Western Australian car market. Statistics later
reveal that 50 per cent of all accidents in WA
involve Folkswagons; as well as this, 75 pe. cent
of all fatalities and injuries on our roads are as-
sociated with this vehicle.

The public are outraged and the Government
sets up a committee to inquire into' the
Folkswagon. Within a couple of years, the com-
mittee submits its report, and the following morn1-
ing in The West Australian we find headlines
similar to those it has been reserving for World
War Ill, but smaller than those used for the
America's Cup headlines. The headlines read,
"Government committee recommends banning
advertising for Folkswagons".

That is what this Bill allows. Tobacco products
can be grown, manufactured, sold, and most im-
portantly consumed by any living person in West-
ern Australia. A child of two years, sitting on the
floor and smoking a cigarette, is not doing any-
thing illegal, and this legislation will not make
that act illegal. We have the Folkswagon situ-

ation. The Government wants to ban the pro-
motion of the product while leaving babies, chil-
dren, teenagers, adults, and senior citizens legally
able to go on driving the Folkswagon. That is
what this Bill does.

The Government has not done anything to ad-
dress the heart of the problem; it will not stop the
problem. If it is true that thousands of people die
each year from smoking. if smoking is so harmful,
and if it is a killer, why does not the Government
make the smoking of tobacco products illegal?
That is the fundamental question about this Bill.

Perhaps the Minister for Health, who some
people think has an obsession on this issue-it ap-
pears his leader says so and I do not try to dis-
count his right to have an obsession on this
issue-is using this measure as a first step to-
wards making Western Australia the first State of
any country to prohibit smoking. If that is so, the
people who are associated with this measure
should come clean and tell us what is the position.
This is merely a continuation of a situation simi-
lar to that of the sale of a vehicle that has poor
brakes.

It is interesting to look at some of the com-
ments of prominent Australian politicians, and
the First to whom I refer is one well known to all
Australians now because of his tremendous ca-
pacity with the use of the English language, one
John Brown, the Federal Minister for Sport and
Recreation. He is the man who has attacked the
koala bear and has said it stinks, when it does not.
and has said it has fleas, when it does not. I think
that man copped a great deal of "foot-in-the-
mouthitis'.

Mr Peter Jones: He also said it piddled on
people.

Mr CLARKO: The Federal Minister was
wrong on three counts.

Mr Davies: Hogan has said he is just as cuddly,
but doesn't do what the koala does.

Mr CLARKO: This is a report of what the
Federal Minister, Mr John Brown, had to say on
radio station SDN in Adelaide-

..it seems to me to be a base form of
hypocrisy for society or governments to, on
the one hand accept large grafts of money
that are gained from excise or tax on ciga-
rettes. allow them to be sold legally as a non-
prohibited product and then on the other
hand bar the advertising of them as being
dangerous material. Now I can't subscribe to
that view at all because I have got a distinct
distaste for hypocrisy which is transgressed
only by my distaste for cigarettes.
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Last Sunday, the rugby league grand final took
place in Sydney and was televised on Channel 9
here in Perth, and we all saw and heard the Prime
Minister (Mr Bob Hawke) comment on the dis-
play of dancing which the sponsors, Rothmans of
Pall Mall (Australia) Ltd., had arranged. He
said-

And may I say this. I know on behalf of
you whb had the opportunity of watching this
on television, congratulations to Winfield for
organising that magnificent opening to the
game and to everyone involved in it. It makes
you proud to be an Australian.

If this legislation . becomes law, it is my under-
standing that, if Bob Hawke were to say a similar
sort of thing at the time of the next America's
Cup challenge when it is held in Western Aus-
tralia in a few yeas-

Mr Hassell: He won't be PM then.
Mr CLARKO: But if he says something of that

nature, he will be liable toa fine of $1 000. That
is a remarkable turnaround in the freedom of the
individual, in this case the Prime Minister, the
number one citizen. What he could freely say in
Sydney he could not say in Perth. What a dread-
ful situation at a time when we have so many
people wanting to make Australia a country with
one law.

There is never a need to bring a bulldozer into
our backyards to get rid of a few weeds when all
we need is a small hoe. This measure brings a
bulldozer into a suburban backyard to get rid of a
few weeds.

One of the weeds is the question of children
smoking. For my part, while I am opposed to chil-
dren smoking, I question the parts of this legis-
lation which try to address this problem. The sec-
tion concerning the beginning of children smoking
is rather incongruous, where for the first time the
Government will be allowing I 7-year-olds to buy
cigarettes in this State. It is the first time at least
since 1916, because prior to the introduction of
this Bill, a person could not purchase tobacco
products unless he was over I8 years of age. Some
people might accuse the Government of encourag-
ing 17-year-olds to smoke.

Seventeen years of age is the time when most
students set out on the last stage of secondary
education, and it is a very critical stage in the
lives of very many young people. Because I have
had personal experience, I can say that in the case
of males it is a time when they seek to be a man.
Certainly in my day, regrettably, all of us who left
school at 17 years of age took up smoking, with
perhaps one or two exceptions. We did so because
we thought that was being manly. We succumbed

to peer pressure. For my part, I smoked briefly
between the ages of 17 and 21 years, and then, I
am pleased to say, I gave it up. It was not a case
of my smoking for the love of the taste of tobacco,
but more a matter of peer pressure. This Bill will
not get rid of that peer pressure.

I find it a little odd these days that there should
be this tremendous increase in the number of
young women smoking. I notice with pleasure that
young men leaving school at 17 or 18 years of age
seem to be smoking much less whereas, unfortu-
nately, the girls are smoking much more. I pre-
sume the reason women are smoking is that they
are entering this new phase in which women are
playing a more expanded role in the community.

Presumably women see smoking as an indi-
cation of their arrival as full citizens. They smoke
in much greater proportions than ever before. Per-
haps smoking is seen as a sign of their indepen-
dence, but it is a pity that they would use tobacco
as that sign. If that is not the reason for the
tremendous increase in the number of females
smoking, there must be some other explanation. It
could be as a result of advertising. If so, why do
more women than men now smoke? For some
reason perhaps that cowboy with the magnificent
hat explains it all; otherwise, I cannot find a logi-
cal reason for the increase.

l am not convinced that a fine of S$100 imposed
on young people of 17 years of age or less is at all
logical. Like we all do, I read the judgments of
our courts, and I have read of people fined all
sorts of amounts of money which I have not re-
garded as high for the particular crimes they have
committed. I cannot remember how much the
spectator who ran onto the WACA cricket ground
and caused the unfortunate injury to the shoulder
of Alderman was fined, but I do remember people
being fined much less than $100 for similar as-
saults.

What will the courts do with a boy of, say, 12
years of age, who buys a packet of cigarettes at a
vending machine? Will he be fined $100, and who
is liable to pay it? If his mother is a single sup-
porting mother, will we rip $100 off her? It would
not be very just if we did.

Mr Davies: That is just updating the penalty in
the existing legislation.

Mr CLARKO: Yes, it does update the penalty
of 12 under the 1916 legislation. In any case, the
fine was a heap of nonsense. Does anyone in this
Chamber remember reading in a paper of a per-
son under I8 years of age being fined £2 for
smoking cigarettes? I cannot.

Mr Williams: It happened several times during
the war, because of the shortage of cigarettes.
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They clamped down on it to stop the minors
smoking.

Mr CLARKO: It seems the fine was imposed
on one occasion, but for a different reason from
that envisaged by this legislation. No way will be
available to the Government to effectively enforce
the Fine. We would need an army of inspectors or
policemen to apprehend 12-year-olds buying ciga-
rettes at vending machines. When we took a child
to the courts, would we seriously think the courts
would fine a I 2-year-old for buying cigarettes
from a vending machine, even if he had commit-
ted the offences on more than one occasion?
Would such a child be fined if the court was
aware that the only means of his support was his
single mother? Of course the court would not fine
the boy. This legislation will have no effect; it is a
cosmetic operation, which merely increases to
$100 the small fine applying from 1916.

If a boy who has bought cigarettes from a
vending machine goes behind the changeroom, or
whatever, with his mates and offers them ciga-
rettes, what sort of penalty would be imposed on
that boy? The member for Clontarf said that the
boy would pay a series of penalties, which would
be equivalent to the number of boys to whom he
gave cigarettes.

Mr Williams: He would have to pay $100 for
each other boy. I have checked it out legally.

Mr CLARKO: A boy giving cigarettes to five
boys could be fined $500, but I do not think a
court would apply that penalty. The act of passing
some boys cigarettes behind some changerooms
might be the most effective way to stop those
chaps from smoking again.

Mr Crane: What clause in the Bill says this
applies?

Mr CLARKO: I will tell the member about
that afterwards; I cannot go through the Bill now.

The Bill is drafted in two parts. One will ban
all tobacco advertising, and the other is directed
towards stopping young people from smoking. I
do not think the latter part will work in regard to
minors. The way to try to persuade young people
to stop smoking should be by the use of education
programmes.

Mr Bridge: There is no doubt that the banning
of advertising will work.

Mr CLARKO: Time will tell.
Mr Bridge: You have your opinion and, let's

face it, I have mine.
Mr CLARKO: I have not smoked for 30 years

and I am a keen watcher of cricket. I often see on
the perimeter fence behind the game the adver-
tisement for Benson and Hedges, but that adver-

tisement will never make me smoke. I could look
at it forever, and it still would not entice me to
smoke. If someone does not smoke, I presume he
could do the same, such as look at the Marlboro
advertisement with the macho man with a ciga-
rette in his mouth and tiding a horse.

Mr D. L. Smith: It might not make you smoke,
but it might make somebody else smoke.

Mr CLARKO: I do not deny that.-but I believe
young people take up cigarette smoking as a re-
sult of peer group pressure, their wanting to ex-
periment, or, in extreme 'cases, their wanting to
rebel against society or -their parents. I take it the
Minister would agree.. - .

Mr Hodge: They are all factors.
Mr CLARKO For some years we have had an

education programme in our schools to-persuade
young children not to smoke. I know from associ-
ation with the friends of my children that a dra-
matic fall has taken place in the incidence of
smoking among children.

I put this decrease down to two things. One is
the education programme against smoking, and
the other is that today there is a greater con-
sciousness about health than I have seen in my
life. One of my daughters will not even drink a
can of soft drink. She has drunk fruit juice all her
life. Perhaps she is more conscious of her health
because she is a swimmer, and perhaps it is part
of the ethos in which she is trained. In any case,
she cannot tolerate drinking a can of soft drink.

There are people who try to get us to do all
sorts of things such as not sprinkling salt on our
food. In fact, the salt already in our food is many
times greater in quantity than that which we
sprinkle on our food. Some people would have us
ban salt from our food, or ban sugar-based prod-
ucts, or many other sorts of products. An edu-
cation programme against such things is prefer-
able.

Mr Bridge: Is it your view that the advertising
does not entice a minor to smoke?

Mr CLARKO: I cannot say that the advertis-
ing does not entice some minors to smoke, because
some advertising must and does work in many
familiar ways.

Mr Bryce: What about those terrible advertise-
ments that run across the bottom of the cricket
telecast? They distract your attention from the
cricket. They could persuade someone to smoke.

Mr CLARKO: The point is that the Govern-
ment wants tu use a bulldozer instead of a hoe to
weed the garden. We do not need to create a so-
ciety in which we proscribe foods and all sorts of
other things. We cannot make it illegal for people
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to eat fatty foods, or foods with a sugar content
greater than a -certain level. Perhaps in some
Orwellian world we might be able to do that-it
is 1984 next year.

Mr Read: We have outlawed hard drugs.

Mr CLARKO: I amn sure the member would
agree that there is a big difference between a can
of Coke and hard drugs. We should ban hard
drugs;, and not Coke.

Mr Read: The effect of tobacco on health is
such that we should ban it.

Mr CLARKO: I do not think the member was
here when I spoke about my "Folkswagon". I said
they were cheap to buy, but the brakes did not
work very well. I postulated that almost three-
quarters of the number of people on our roads
were killed because they had been driving these
cars. A committee came down with the decision
that the advertising of those cars should be
banned, but the "Folkswagon" was not banned.
This legislation will have the same effect: it does
not address the real problem.

Mr Read: The smoking programme you men-
tioned in schools, was that part of the health edu-
cation programme or up to the teachers-

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will ad-
dress the Chair.

Mr CLARKO: It is a fundamental principle
that we should give emphasis to education pro-
grammes. I doubted the sincerity of the Govern-
ment when it decided to raise the amount col-
lected in taxes on tobacco products. It now
amounts to $32 million per annum in Western
Australia, although there is some dispute about
that amount. The Government says it is $21
million, but it is a substantial amount. All the
Government proposes to spend on the advertising
campaign, as the Government has announced, is
$6 million over the next three years, which is $2
million a year. The surplus will be of the order of
$20 or $30. million per annun, a surplus which
casts doubts about the Government's motives.

Mr Hodge: An amount of $65 000 in Mosman.
Mr CLARKO: If the Government believed in

an education programme it could have used that
whole amount. Why combine two things at once?
Why impose' this tax-raising measure when only
one-fifteenth of' the $30 million is going into edu-
cation?

Mr Hodge: You cannot usefully spend any
more than that. I am telling you that we need it to
supplement the tremendous cost of our hospitals
which are treating people suffering from tobacco-
related diseases.

Mr O'Connor: You don't even know the cost.
You said $15 million and now it has risen to $40
million.

Mr Hodge: It is $65 000 for Mosman.
Mr O'Connor: You ought to know because it is

easy to work out.

Mr CLARKO: The Government's actions are
unnecessary. I do not think anything in the world
could justify its collecting $32 million extra per
year when only $2 million per year is required.
That is a rip-off. If I were a Labor voting pen-
sioner I would resent the Labor Party's making
me pay an additional 30c for my packet of ciga-
rettes, when the Bill will not do what it purports
to do other than in a very small area. The Govern-
ment has more or less said, "We understand old
people who have been smoking for a lifetime will
continue to smoke", but, if that is the case, why
take another 30c off them? They cannot afford it.
They have become heavy smokers and for the rest
of their lives probably will have to carry this un-
fair extra burden.

If the Government is going to do all these
things in relation to cigarettes, I wonder when it
will start on alcohol. Surely that would be the
logical extension of the Government's present ac-
tions. A host of health problems in our com-
munity are caused by alcohol. Of course, a lot of
other things cause health problems. The Govern-
ment has not faced up to this problem in ah
honest way.' It needs only $2 million and yet it
will collect $30 million per annum. The Govern-
ment is creating a giant smokescreen and that $30
million will be used for a lot of other socialist
measures.

Mr Hodge: Hospitals.
Mr CLARKO: That is absolute nonsense. The

Minister has been carrying on in the same way in
regard to hospitals for years. He said they were a
tremendous financial burden on the citizens of
this country and the citizens have become used to
this ever-escalating cost. Last year when we were
in Government he sat over here and criticised us,
claiming that we could have been providing a bet-
ter health service. Since he became the Minister
for Health-it is not surprising, looking at the fig-
ures- he has become an advocate for a reduction
in health expenditure.

Mr Hedge: I am trying to get better efficiency;
that is what I am saying.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister has changed com-
pletely. He is the reverse of what he was before.
I-e criticised us when we were in Government.

Mr Hodge: You are being very unfair.
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Mr CLARKO: The Minister suggested very
strongly that there was waste in the health
system. He suggested it was nor being well man-
aged and that there should be more money gener-
ated into that area.

Mr Hodge: Correct.
Mr CLARKO: Now he has changed altogether.
Mr Hodge: I haven't.
Mr Thompson: Why don't you admit the job is

harder than you thought it would be.
Mr Hodge: That is right. It is harder.
Mr CLARKO: I am surprised that the Labor

Party is interested in the smoking area because it
introduced a motion, for which every one of the
Minister's colleagues voted, to legitimate mari-
juana. Of course, that is smoking. On the one
hand, the Government wants to ban advertising of
cigarettes, smoking, and tobacco products-

Mr Bryce: What are you talking about?
Mr CLARKO: The Minister for Education

introduced a Bill to legitimate the use of mari-
juana.

Mr Bryce: Where?

Mr CLARKO: In this House. "Legitimate" is
a word.

Mr Gordon Hill: You say everybody voted for a
Bill which was introduced to legitimise the use of
marijuana?

Mr CLARKO: Through the Minister for Edu-
cation, the parliamentary Labor Party tried to
bring in a Bill which would legitimate the con-
sumption of marijuana.

Mr Carr: I think you have got the wrong issue.
Mr Bryce: I think you are on the wrong thing.

Mr CLARKO: What was the Bill then?
Mr Bryce: I think it was in regard to homo-

sexuality.
Mr CLARKO: No, it was both. He was an ad-

vocate of homosexuality-for others, I hope-and
for the use of marijuana-for others, I hope!

Mr Bryce: Will you apologise to this House and
to the Minister if it is not true that he introduced
a Dill to legitimate the use of marijuana?

Mr CLARKO: I certainly will do that if he did
not introduce such a Bill. I ask the Deputy Prem-
ier to tell me whether the Minister for Education
has publicly stated that he supports the re-
moval of the prohibitions on the smoking Of mari-
juana.

Mr Crane: Oh, yes, he said that.
Mr CLARKO: Will the Deputy Premier

answer that? I will answer his questions.

Mr Bryce: Of course.
The SPEAKER: Order!. The point has been

made, and I call upon the member for Karrinyup
to continue his remarks.

Mr CLARKO: One of the real problems in re-
gard to the controls proposed. will be enforcement.
I do not believe we will be able to enforce these
measures. If this legislation becomes law. I will be
very interested to see what action is taken. An
overall ban on the advertising of tobacco products
is absolutely ridiculous. The product can be legit-
imately grown, manufactured, sold, and consumed
and, if that can be done, it is crazy for the
Government to try to ban the promotion of that
product. The Government was elected to office on
its promise to promote employment. It said it
would do that. Of course, it has not done so. It
came up with a few weak old figures trying to
support its position in Mundaring. It said there
were 830 extra people in employment.

Mr Bryce: Now you are getting nasty.
Mr CLARKO: At the same time, the Govern-

ment announced it would reduce the Public Ser-
vice by I 000 employees. Only 830 jobs were
available so the Government would be 170 jobs
short. The Government needs to do better than
that, and better than appointing .homosexual

officers and a librarian to the TLC and these
Curtin House-type stunts in wvhich the Govern-
ment is involved.

The Government has done nothing about cre-
ating employment and this measure will put in
jeopardy many jobs, not only those in tobacco
companies, but also and more particularly the
jobs of those people who promote tobacco prod-
ucts, especially the outdoor advertising group, and
so on, and, of course, small businessmen. This Bill
will grossly affect small businessmen. Thefleputy
Premier very cleverly and very effectively in the
last couple of years when his party was in Oppo-
sition went on a campaign to try to identify with
small businesses. This Bill will be a kick in the
teeth for them because they will realise he took
that action on fallacious grounds. This, of course,
is underlined by a statement made on 17
September by Mr J. R. Miller, the Executive Di-
rector of the Independent Retailers Association,
who bluntly said that this legislation is "another
kick in the head for small business". He wondered
about this. He said-

One wonders what special compensation is
planned in the event of loss of jobs for em-
ployees and financial losses for small
businesses.

I see this legislation as a vendetta against small
business.
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Mr Bryce: What a pity you blokes have only
discovered small business now you are in Oppo-
sition.

Mr CLARKO: John Brown, the Federal Minis-
ter for Sport and Tourism, said that this sort of
legislation was hypocritical. He hit the nerve.

Mr Thompson: Did the Deputy Premier hear
the story about the Folkswagon?

Mr CLARKO: No, he did not.
Mr Bryce: Yes, I heard the regurgitated, some-

what reduced version.

Mr CLARKO: I want to touch on sporting
sponsorship. As a result of this Bill, Western Aus-
tralians will be denied the opportunity to see as
many sporting events as they have previously. I
regard Western Australia as the home of sport in
the world; we have a tremendous record in sport,
and this dedication to sporting success in Western
Australia is particularly important. The health of
young people in this State as they involve them-
selves in sport is also a most important matter. I
suppose every member of this House is involved as
a patron in junior sport in his district. We go and
watch young people play sport and it gives us a
great deal of satisfaction to see children
dedicating themselves to junior sport, not only
from the health point of view, but also for the
discipline it provides.

All these aspects are very important. There can
be no doubt that money from tobacco compani es
has been very helpful in the promotion of sport in
Western Australia. I find it absolutely ludicrous
in the extreme-as the member for South Perth
would say-for the Minister to say that tobacco
companies will still be able to give money to
sporting bodies, but will not be able to have it ac-
knowledged. That is an Alice-in-Wonderland ap-
proach to life.

Mr Hassell: It is a classical half-truth situation.
Mr CLARKO: I do not know whether it gets

halfway.
Tobacco companies have given a great deal of

financial support to sporting bodies and this is
now to be denied in an almost Hritler-like way.

Mr Bryce: Do you think other companies might
fill the breach?

Mr CLARKO: I refer also to the fact that
tobacco companies and the advertising industry
by regulation have not taken people like Kim
Hughes and sat him on the roller at the WACA
with a cigarette in his mouth. They have not put a
cigarette in Ron Boucher's mouth and taken his
photograph.

Mr MacKinnon: I would like to see them try.

Mr CLARKO: They have not photographed J.
J. Miller coming to the winning post with a cigar
in his hand instead of a whip. The tobacco
companies have refrained from tying together our
sporting heroes and smoking.

Mr Hodge: Rubbish!
Mr CLARKO: That is the situation in Western

Australia.
Mr Gordon Hill: Do you receive a gold watch

for this speech?
Mr CLARKO: I do not have a gold watch.
Mr Gordon Hill: You will get one as a result of

this.
Mr CLARKO: The member makes snide re-

marks, but he is the most abject failure in this
Parliament. He gets $5 000 a year to get people
into their seats in time to vote and cannot do that
properly. Yet we see him offering this criticism. I
was Whip from 1975 to 1977, and I never lost a
vote.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will re-
turn to the Bill.

Mr CLARKO: Certainly Mr Speaker, but I am
quite happy to give a bit of tit for tat. The mem-
ber for Helena thinks he can hand it out and not
get it back, but I assure him I will give it to him.

Last Saturday I watched the Victorian football
grand Final, and after a while-

Mr Parker: Earlier you were watching the
rugby, and now it is the football. I wish I had the
time!

Mr CLARKO: As usual, the Minister misheard
what I said. I did not watch the rugby league
grand final. I was busy at Wanneroo attending
the opening of a new basketball centre-

Mrs Beggs: Having your photo taken.
Mr CLARKO: Not that I am aware of.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will re-

turn to the Bill.
Mr CLARKO: I was not having my photo-

graph taken; the member for Whitford is incor-
rect. Perhaps she was having her photograph
taken.

Mr Bryce: I hope she is not as incorrect as you
were about the Minister for Education.

Mr CLARKO: I will come to that. If the Min-
ister for Education is only a supporter of the
legitimisation of marijuana, and did not bring in a
Bill, I will make that clear and apologise. How-
ever,' I will heap odium on him for trying to legit-
imise marijuana even if it were not done in this
House. I do not think he is a very good example
as Minister for Education if he supports this Bill
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to stop people smoking and advocates a different
line in relation to marijuana.

I was watching the Victorian grand final, and I
saw a sign on the perimeter fence about Sterling
cigarettes. It had no effect on me, and I am sure
it did not affect any of the people with whom I
was watching the football.

Mr MacKinnon: I did not see the sign.
Mr CLARKO: I am inclined to agree with the

tobacco companies which say the signs are to per-
suade people to smoke Sterling rather than
Marlboro or Camel, and I have heard many snide
remarks about Camel.

For the life of me, I cannot see why the
Government should bring in this draconian legis-
lation which means a Western Australian
magazine may not contain an advertisement fOr a
particular brand of cigarettes, but alongside it an
Eastern States magazine can carry such an adver-
tisement. As the member for Clontarf indicated
on the back page of The Bulletin was a full-page
advertisement urging people to smoke a particular
brand.

Mr Hodge: That is not the point.
Mr CLARKO: The Minister said by way of

interjection on the member for Clontarf that that
situation still will be allowed, but the Bill contains
an escape clause which enables the Minister to
prevent that from happening.

Mr Hodge: Under certain circumstances.

Mr CLARKO: The circumstances may be that
the Minister does not like the advertisement.

The Minister has been portrayed in this State
as an arch opponent of smoking. That is fair
enough; I am not criticising him for that. But in
another year if he is still Minister for Health, why
should he not say he is tired of the Eastern States
magazines coming in with full-page advertise-
ments urging people to smoke when he has
stopped such advertisements appearing in West-
ern Australian magazines? Why should he not
then say that is unfair and discriminatory and he
will prohibit those magazines, and stop Women's
Weekly and the like from entering this State with
tobacco advertisements in them?

Mr Hodge: I would have expected you to be
more mature.

Mr CLARKO: The legislation provides for the
Minister to do that; it enables him to use his dis-
cretion when he likes. His discretion will apply,
and not that of the community at large. I am not
blaming the Minister or accusing him, but he has
a fixation against smoking.

Mr Hodge: I have a fixation about health.

Mr CLARKO: It would not be surprising if the
Minister took a more hardline attitude towards
this matter than does the man in the street. If he
is opposed to cigarette advertising, it would be the
logical thing to do.

Mr Hodge: I have a responsibility.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister could take up a
position to the extreme of community attitude. He
has written into the legislation a provision to en-
able him to take the steps I have outlined. The
Minister should take out the provision if he does
not have that intention. I suggest he put it in the
Bill deliberately. The Minister said he wrote the
Bill, although I believe the draftsman wrote it.
However, the Minister wrote the basis for it. The
provision exists and the Minister may use it. Some
people would say the Minister will use it,
otherwise why put it in the Bill?

That is another step which is unacceptable to
me. In addition, the question arises of editorial
censorship. A newspaper will not be able to say,
for example, that Peter Brock won the Marlboro
500 at Bathurst. As I understand it, it is illegal to
do so under this legislation, and if, for example,
the Sandover Medal becomes the Benson and
Hedges medal for football, that also would be
prohibited under this legislation. The Marlboro
Cup and the football awards currently presented
in support of Western Australian football also will
be debarred. That is a ridiculduis intrusion into the
freedom and liberties of people in this State.

Mr Hodge: What about the freedom of young
people to grow up free from pressure to smoke?

Mr CLARKO: Earlier, the Minister accepted
my argument that peer group pressure, parental
situations, and factors of this sort-perhaps a re-
bellious element as well-were all important as-
pects involved in the reasons that young people
have a cigarette.

Mr Hedge: They are contributing factors.
Mr CLARKO: The Minister cannot produce

evidence to say that of all those factors, cigarette
advertising is the prime factor which causes chil-
dren to smoke. There is no evidence to support
that argument.

Mr Hodge: It is one of the most important fac-
tors.

Mr CLARKO: It is a factor. It is like saying,
"I have a sore toe; I will cut off my leg and that
will solve the problem".

Mr Read: Do you wish to stop children smok-
ing?

Mr CLARKO: I believe that is the appropriate
thing to do and when I was Minister for Edu-
cation the programme in respect of smoking was
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continued. I also had discussions with people
known to the Minister, and whom I can name, in
respect of the K- 12 programme in which I specifi-
cally raised that question because I supported
doing more in that direction. I believe that is the
question we should be addressing and not the ban-
nling of the advertising of products. The ban will
have other effects which I consider to be undesir-
able.

As has been said, this is editorial censorship.
We also have a situation where, for the first time
in peacetime in Australia, and probably in most
countries of the world, censorship of this nature is
taking place.

Mr Hodge: That is not true.
Mr CLARKO: Give me an example.
Mr Hodge: What about contraceptives?
Mr CLARKO: There is a big difference be-

tween contraceptives and cigarettes.
Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: It can be decided that certain

products should not be advertised in the com-
munity. I am saying that the use of tobacco prod-
ucts is not one of them, particularly in the way it
is being done. The Government should ban the
use of tobacco if it is really serious and genuine.
That would stop smoking altogether.

A Government member interjected.
Mr CLARKO: Mr Speaker. I have a limited

amount of time left-

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr PEARCE: I hope the member for
Karrinyup will apologise for allegations he made
about me. I certainly never introduced a Bill to
legalise marijuana.

Mr CLARKO: I withdraw my comment that
the Minister for Education introduced a Bill-

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: The member for Ascot is like a

little budgerigar; why does he keep interj .ecting
when I am halfway through sentences?

Mr Bryce: It is all right for you to verbalise-
Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: The member for Ascot sounds

like a chainsaw that is striking on a nail. I apolo-
gise to the Minister for Education, but I do point
out that he is an advocate of the legitimisation of
the use of marijuana, judging from Press reports.
I have said it is a contradiction for a person to be-
lieve that and at the same time take what I con-
sider are draconian measures against the use of
tobacco products.

Mr Carr: Are you going to make an apology to
Mr Pearce?

Mr CLARKO: I have just made it. Is the
Deputy Premier deaf? It is probably the chainsaw
next to him hitting on a nail and preventing him
from hearing it. The Minister acknowledges that I
apologised. I would be happy to say it again if
necessary.

Debate Resumed

Mr CLARKO: This legislation will have a
serious effect on sport in Australia and it will also
have a serious effect on cultural activities. Re-
cently "Swan Lake" was telecast throughout Aus-
tralia on the ABC and it had a huge audience.
The Prime Minister (Bob Hawke) went to pains
to talk about the worth of such productions and
how important it was to bring them to the citizens
of Australia. The recently appointed Chairman of
the ABC (Ken Myer) said the same. Ita Buttrose,
who is Chairman of the Australian Ballet's 21st
anniversary celebrations, was the only person to
mention that the production had been sponsored
by a cigarette company. She said-

I must say we could not have done this
without them and we are very grateful.

In future, under this legislation, a cultural event
such as "Swan Lake" could not be broadcast in
Western Australia under the sponsorship of a
tobacco company with that sponsorship being ac-
knowledged. Under this Orwellian situation, that
would be illegal. In addition, the Confederation of
Australian Sport said-

We believe that every sporting organis-
ation should be free to accept or reject spon-
sorship from any source according to its own
judgment.

I support that claim most emphatically. I am also
surprised that the Minister should raise as part of
his argument the study carried out in major shop-
ping centres because it was not an appropriate
survey.

Sitti 8 suspended from 12.55 to 2.15 p.m.
MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [2.15 p.m.]:

This is a very strange Bill for the Labor Party to
introduce, not so much for what it seeks to do, but
for the way in which it seeks to do it. I laud and
commend the aim of the Government in that
every effort by way of educational programmes
and initiatives, within the limits of reasonable
practice and within the constraints of acceptable
statutory requirements, in order to prevent the ex-
pansion of the use of tobacco products by child-
ren, should be taken. Not only is that aim
laudable, but also it ought to be embraced by the
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Government. I am not questioning that aspect of
the Bill.

What I am questioning in the first instance is
the way in which the Government has sought to
go about its aim by introducing legislation which
the Minister Car Health has told us he drafted
personally. Over the nine years or so that I have
been in this Parliament, the Australian Labor
Party has sought to remind us on every occasion
how it stands for the freedom of the individual. It
has criticised the fact that some of the legislation
that was on the Statute book when we became the
Government, and some that we introduced, was
an erosion of human rights.

Mr Bertram: It certainly was.

Mr PETER JONES: There, one has the
interjection and there, one has my question. Here
we have the party represented by the member who
just interjected coming in with a Bill that is a hor-
rendous erosion of personal freedom and an
intrusion into the power of the people to make up
their own minds.

The reason for the introduction of this Bill,
which the Minister has repeatedly given by way of
interjections today and by way of answers to
questions on other occasions, is the health of the
children and the young people of this community.
Now, I am not questioning the motive for that,
but I question the vehicle. I question the way the
Government has gone about this; and I question
some of the accompanying measures the Govern-
ment has chosen to take.

When they brought in this Bill-I say "they"
because I presume the Minister for Health is sup-
ported in this and he is not on his own-

Mr Parker: He is supported 100 per cent.
Mr PETER JON ES: We know-

Mr Hodge: It has been Labor Party policy since
1976. It is not a personal fetish.

Mr PETER JONES: I am aware that as far as
one or two members of the Government are con-
cerned, they have doubts about the legislation. I
do not know whether-

Mr Hodge: I would not believe that. We have
tremendous support.

Mr PETER JON ES: If that is so, it only makes
the wonderment all the more hard to comprehend
that the Labor Party should be seeking now to re-
strict the freedoms of people and organisations
within the community to make determinations of
their own where this important issue is concerned.

Mr Hodge: Governments often have to
intervene in the interests of the health of children.
You ought to know that.

Mr PETER JONES: The Minister has had one
chance to speak, and he will have another one.

Mr Williams: He has been prattling all the
morning. He will not let anyone else have a say.

Mr F-odge: You are lucky I am taking an
interest.

Mr Hassell: We are indeed!
Mr MacKinnon: More than we can say for your

colleagues.
Mr PETER JONES: For the sake of the Minis-

ter, I say that I am not questioning the dangers
associated with the consumption and use of tobac-
co products; and t have two reasons for that. The
first is that this matter ought not be debated in
the way that it is in this legislation. More particu-
larly, as a layman, I am not qualified to study and
question some of the medical evidence that has
been put before the community and, more par-
ticularly, put before the members of this Parlia-
ment recently.

No doubt those skilled in the medical pro-
fession, such as the member for Subiaco, will re-
mind us of those issues; but I do not question
them from a professional point of view. However,
a great deal of division exists among those who
seek to project points of view on this matter. For
example, when various claims were made by the
Professors associated with the Faculty of Medi-
cine at the University of Western Australia, they
were challenged immediately by one of their own
number.

Mr Hodge: They were not. All 17 professors
signed them. No professor challenged the others.

Mr PETER JON ES: I repeat: The professors
within the Faculty of Medicine at the University
of Western Australia wrote to members and
issued a statement. One of the doctors within the
faculty challenged what was said in their state-
ment and immediately after that Dr Armstrong
sent out another paper indicating his opinion on
what was said by Dr Johnson of the Department
of Physiology, the doctor who questioned what the
professors said originally.

I am not capable of judging which of the two
views is correct; but that situation gives credence
to the fact that divisions of opinion about this
matter exist among people in the medical frater-
nity.

In the course of debate, with the exception of
the member for Subiaco, not many members
would be able to question the medical aspects of
this issue. Indeed, I accept that the use of tobacco
products is injurious and harmful to people's
health. I mentioned that previously, but I pointed
out also that, as a member of Parliament, I ob-
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jected to some of the statements made by those
who have approached me. 1, as I am sure have
other members of Parliament, have been ap-
proached by people from the medical profession,
various sporting bodies, and other groups about
this matter.

I do not mind receiving letters from constitu-
ents-that is another matter-but I take excep-
tion to the assault made on members of Parlia-
ment by people, particularly some of those from
the medical profession, who have a point of view
to express.

I replied to three of the people who wrote to me
about this matter. I did not debate or question the
medical issues they placed before me. However, I
referred to the way in which they viewed some of
the aspects of the legislation they sought to sup-
port, and questioned their attitudes to Certain as-
pects of this Bill which seek to interfere with the
freedom of the individual. I have received no re-
sponse to my letters. Those people were very
interested in bombarding members of Parliament
with their views, but when asked to pursue a par-
ticular point, they have not been prepared to do
so.

I did not question the evidence presented by the
professors from the University of Western Aus-
tralia, but I asked them the difference between
legislation of this nature which relates to the use
of tobacco products, and similar legislation deal-
ing with the use of alcohol. I know the Minister
has indicated that the problems caused by tobac-
co-related products are of far greater magnitude
than those attributable to the use of alcohol. I do
not question that. By way of answer to a question.'
the Minister has indicated that in Western Aus-
tralia every year, 400 people die from alcohol-re-
lated diseases. A lesser figure was indicated by
the Minister as being the number of people who
die from drug-related diseases. However, leaving
that aside, the inference that can be drawn from
the Minister's answer is that the Government of
this State is prepared to accept the deaths of 400
people as a result of the use of one product, but is
not prepared to accept the deaths of 1 200 people
as a result of the use of tobacco-related products.

Mr Hodge: You should not draw that inference
from my remarks.

Mr PETER JONES: If we do not draw that in-
ference, it can only be assumed that the Minister
will be introducing legislation to ban the advertis-
ing of products containing alcohol.

Mr Hodge: You should not assume that at all.

Mr PETER JONES: Well then, there is no dif-
ference between the two products.

Mr Hodge: As soon as Parliament resumed, the
Government took action to establish a Select
Committee to investigate the use of alcohol and
drugs and the treatment in this area.

Mr PETER JONES: I am not talking about
the treatment; I am talking about the use of al-
cohol and tobacco and the measures in the Bill
which relate to tobacco products.

Mr Hodge: The terms of reference of the in-
quiry are very wide.

Mr PETER JONES: The Government seeks to
ban the advertising of tobacco products and wants
to give the Minister horrendous powers. One
must, therefore, ask why the Government is not
addressing itself to the problems caused by the
consumption of alcohol, because if the principle is
right for tobacco-related products, it is right also
for alcohol-related products. The Minister has in-
dicated that the reasons for this legislation are
based clearly on health. I do not question that. I
only ask where the Government stops. I cannot
say it will make a value judgment and let 400
people die every year as a result of using one
product, but it cannot accept the deaths of I 200
people as a result of their use of another product.

Mr Hodge: That is not correct.
Mr PETER JONES: The Minister has said the

inquiry which has been set up will address this
question. He will correct me if I am wrong, but I
believe that by way of interjection the Minister
indicated that the terms of reference of the in-
quiry address that issue. If that is so, the Minister
is giving us clear warning that the Government
might-it will not definitely do this, because the
Minister said we must not make this assump-
tion-well introduce legislation to extend the
types of provisions contained in this Bill to cover
products other than tobacco.

The Government is seeking to legislate to ban
the advertising of tobacco products now. Will
that be followed by similar legislation to cover al-
cohol and the like?

Mr Hodge: I can give you an assurance we have
no plans to introduce similar measures in respect
of other products. They are two different subjects.

Mr PETER JONES: They are not two differ-
ent subjects.

Mr Hodge: They are completely different.

Mir PETER JONES: On a matter of principle,
they are not two different subjects.

Mr Hodge: They are.

Mr PETER JONES: The Minister has said
that every year in Western Australia, 400 people
die from alcohol-related diseases. He has said also
that I 200 people die every year in this State from
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tobacco-related diseases. In principle, what is the
difference between the two products? In principle,
what is the difference between the advertising and
sponsorship of, alcohol. and the advertising and
sponsorship of tobacco? Unless the Minister
questions the principle involved, the only answer
he could give to my question is that it is a matter
of degree; one product is three times worse than
the other. I hope the Minister does not intend to
tell me young people do not drink.

Mr Bertram: When the Liberal Party platform
contains a ban on the advertising of alcohol, will
you support it?

Mr PETER JONES: In the same terms as in
this Bill? The answer is, "No".

I would like to make a final point about the
medical fraternity. One of the things I find dis-
turbing about their stand is that it is somewhat
hypocritical, and not just in this debate. Some
years ago they took a stand on the issue of spon-
sorship for sports, including Government sponsor-
ship, through the Department for Youth, Sport
and Recreation. This sponsorship became some-
thing of an issue in Western Australia for those
who entered the debate, people such as the now
Senator Jack Evans and Dr Armstrong.

At that time I was Minister for Recreation, and
I made it clear that the Government was not
going to enter into any joint sponsorship arrange-
ment using funds under the control of the Govern-
ment for the conduct of sporting events, for assist-
ance with tours, or for grants where those funds
would be joined with funds from the tobacco
companies. At the time, there were no companies
involved with school sports or school-age partici-
pants in sporting events or recreational activities.
The Government was roundly attacked for doing,
in principle, what the present Government is
seeking to do. The idea was unacceptable to me
then, just as it is now in the terms the Govern-
ment has brought it forward.

Another point where I find that the stance
taken by some people is hypocritical concerns
those people and bodies associated with medical
research who were active on the earlier occasions
and who are also involved in the present cam-
paign. They seem to have double standards be-
cause now, as before, they continue to seek to
deny sporting bodies and community groups the
opportunity to receive funding from the tobacco
industry without themselves being choosy about
where their funds come from. As the annual re-
ports of the University of Western Australia indi-
cate, they were and are willing to accept support
from the tobacco industry for research. I raised
this issue at the time and I know the university

has subsequently gone on receiving those funds; it
has been prepared to receive sponsorship itself for
its own activities while seeking to deny com-
munity groups the same opportunity.

The Tobacco Research Foundation was provid-
ing funding to the university's department of
anatomy, its department of human biology, its de-
partment of mod icine, and its department of
microbiology in 1980. In 1981, the same depart-
ments were still receiving those tobacco industry
funds, as can be seen by the annual reports.

I am not questioning their right to receive that
money. It is a decision they have made in the light
of their knowledge of what they need in the way
of funds for continued research and experimen-
tation. However, I do question their right to ac-
cept this money for themselves while seeking to
deny it to others. They cannot have it both ways.

Mr Speaker, you might remember the work
that went into our endeavours to secure funding
for what is now the international hockey stadium
at WAIT. At the time, efforts were made to se-
cure assistance from the tobacco industry by way
of a capital grant. One person who was involved
in seeking to secure some funding by way of spon-
sorship from the tobacco companies to enable us
to hold the world hockey tournament was Dr Ric
Charlesworth. While on the one hand he was pur-
suing the money from the companies, he was on
the other hand criticising them. He chose to make
that decision.

Mr Davies: You knew where he stood; he did
not vacillate.

Mr PETER JONES: How could he criticise the
companies while at the same time try to obtain
money from them for the sporc of hockey?

Mr Davies: He was not hiding his position. He
was doing it for the sport.

Mr PETER JONES: But he wanted it both
ways. He had a nice public posture.

Mr Davies: There was nothing illegal about it
at the time.

Mr Old: But it was hypocritical.
Mr Davies: Not at all.

Mr PETER JONES: I make it clear that I do
not support the argument that there needs to be
tobacco industry funds for sport, if sport is to sur-
vive. Sporting and cultural groups will have to
fight and find other ways to raise money. My
point though is that they should be free to find
money wherever they can. The Government
should not be seeking to deny them this right. It
has not been to the credit of some groups to foster
the argument that they need tobacco company
sponsorship if they are not to go out of business.
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That is something that remains to be seen on the
assumption this Bill becomes law. These groups
ought to take the line that they should be free to
make up their own minds, in the light of the evi-
dence presented about the tobacco industry, from

just where they will obtain sponsorship.

They should be allowed to accept or deny the
evidence as they see fit. This Parliament should
not be asked to tell the Western Australian Foot-
ball League or any other group that it cannot get
funds from a certain area. That is the issue at
point.

In the Minister's second reading speech, he pro-
vided Figures relating to the sponsorship of sport
in Western Australia, and he gave the total
amount as $500 000. In reply to my question
1127, the Minister said-

My information is that major contributions
are towards football, cricket, horseracing,
trotting, speedway, others--darts, golf,
greyhounds, soccer, and baseball.

I have since questioned the Minister, including by
interjection today, whether that Figure is correct,
and he has said that it is right and that any higher
estimate is wrong. If the Minister wants us to ac-
cept his assurance, he must supply his sources; he
cannot get away merely with saying, "My infor-
mation is that.

I believe that, at least in relation to the sport of
cricket, the Minister is wrong. He indicated
cricket receives about $60 000. 1 want to make
this point clear, not in defence of this laudable
sport, but to indicate to the Minister that he must
produce some better evidence to back up his fig-
ures.

It has been publicly indicated and published
that the major sponsor for cricket in Australia is
The Benson & Hedges Co. Pty. Ltd. group
and that it has provided a sum of $5 million to the
Australian Cricket Hoard over -a three-year
period. The board is to distribute the funding in
accordance with a formula based on the represen-
tation of the board of control. The information I
have-it is not just general information-is that
cricket in Western Australia gets much more than
the Minister has indicated. So, the Minister
should make it clear why he believes the figure is
only $60 000 per annum in this State when clear
evidence is available from sporting bodies to show
that the figure is greater by at least a margin of
double that.

Mr Bertram: Wouldn't it have been better if
you had simply got the information from the
tobacco companies? They have the factual evi-
dence, the direct evidence. It would be a simple
matter.
(86)

Mr PETER JONES. Members opposite have
tried to project the argument that I am defending
the point that cricket should continue to receive
these funds.

Mr Brian Burke: Of course you are.

Mr PETER JONES: I am trying to put a
question to the Minister. He would not answer
this question when it was put on notice, so I ask
him now to indicate the basis of the assertion of
the Government, and his defence of that assertion,
that it is only $500 000 a year provided to sport
by tobacco companies. I have provided the evi-
dence by one example that his figures are incor-
rect. HeI said that $60 000 is provided for cricket,
but that was wrong. I have been told that some of
these amounts are under commercial contractual
arrangements, which are not available. Certainly
the amount provided to the racing fraternity is
more than the Minister said it is, and the same
applies to football. We can clear up this matter if
the Minister tells us what is the total figure and
the source of his information.

Mr Brian Burke: Who sends you here? Is it the
people from Narrogin or the tobacco companies?

Mr H-assell: What a disgraceful comment.

Mr Brian Burke: If you had listened to what he
had to say, you would think the same.

Mr PETER JONES: It is a pity the Premier
was not here earlier. I am asking the Minister for
Health to indicate what amounts of money we
should talk about. I have made it clear that what-
ever are the verified amounts, they will indicate to
us how much money will have to be found from
another source. It will then be up to the sporting
associations, such as the football league or what-
ever, to find another source. All I am talking
about is the freedom of those bodies to accept
sponsorship instead of Government legislation on
what those associations can or cannot do.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you think it is good for
them to accept money from anybody?

Mr PETER JONES: It should be their de-
cision.

Mr Brian Burke:. So they can accept money
from criminals such as drug runners, brothel
keepers, or illegal gamblers? What sort of an atti-
tude is that?

Mr PETER JON ES: The Premier is trying to
defend his position on this horrendous piece of
legislation. I do not make any apology whatsoever
for indicating the position of the football league,
the WA Ballet Company, or the Australian Ballet
Company, the last of which obtains $500 000 a
year from the tobacco industry in a way similar to
that under which it obtains money from a whole
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range of bodies and companies, such as those in
the oil industry. These sporting and cultural or-
ganisations should be free to make their own de-
cisions about their sources of funds without being
subjected to this kind of legislation. I also make it
clear-

Mr Brian Burke: Let me make one point-

Mr PETER JONES: Mr Speaker-
Mr Brian Burke: You don't know what is in the

Bill.

Mr PETER JONES: Mr Speaker-
Mr Brian Burke: We are not stopping them

from getting that money; we are stopping them
from advertising. Answer that point.

Mr Williams: Don't be so stupid. How do you
expect these people to give this money without
any chance of getting something back?

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order!

Mr PETER JONES: I am well aware of the
point the Premier makes. Does he think that, say,
the Benson and Hedges company will give $5
million for cricket over a period of three years as
an anonymous donor? The Peter Stuyvesant
company provides an art collection for display
round Australia, a collection which we have had
in this State on at least two occasions in the WA
Art Gallery. This Bill will deny that exhibition
the opportunity to come to this State under the
name of Peter Stuyvesant.

Mr Bryce: It won't stop it from coming here at
all.

Mr PETER JONES: It will not be able to come
to Western Australia unless Peter Stuyvesant do-
nates the showing of the collection anonymously.

I will again try to cover the point for the sake
of the Premier. If we allow, say, the Australian
Ballet Company or the cricket association to ac-
cept sponsorship from whatever source it so de-
sires-in other words, give it the freedom to ac-
cept sponsorship and make its own decisions
about it-it is obvious that would apply to the
Government as well. I remind the Premier that
the previous Government-I assume his Govern-
ment has done so as well-would not join in spon-
sorship of or provide funds for any group, or assist
with the staging of any event which had any as-
sociation with the tobacco industry. That was a
policy decision of the Government.

Mr Hodge: You let all the buses have it, and on
Westrail property.

Mr PETER JONES: The Government has the
entitlement to make its own decisions, and
companies and organisations should have the

same entitlement, but the Bill seeks to take it
away.

Several members interjected.
Mr PETER JONES: I view this Bill as an hor-

rendous piece of legislation in the way it seeks to
do something which I have said is laudable. I ac-
cept the fact that the Government has conducted,
and I believe it should, an education programme
to persuade young children not to smoke. How-
ever, I am concerned by the way it seeks to do
that. The Bill will lower the age at which a person
may obtain cigarettes from 18 to 16 years. The
Minister may care to give some indication why
this is so when the Bill is so horrendous in other
respects.

Mr Bertram: Maybe it is because the age of
maturity has gone from 21 to 18.

Mr PETER JONES: Proposed section 8 pro-
vides that a person who sells, gives, or supplies
any product or smoking accessory to a person
under the age of 16 years will have committed an
offence.

Mr Hodge: You wouldn't have to be a Rhodes
scholar to tell me why I did that.

Mr PETER JONES: I am asking why-
Mr Brian Burke: Do you agree with it?

Mr PETER JONES: I am asking why-

Mr Brian Burke: Do you agree with it or do
you disagree with it?

Mr PETER JONES: I disagree with the whole
way the Government has gone a bout its intention.

Mr Brian Burke: Do you disagree with this pro-
vision or not?

Mr PETER JONES: I am asking the Minis-
ter-

Mr Brian Burke: Why don't you sit down in-
stead of going on with this tobacco company
tripe?

Mr PETER JON ES: He is getting touchy.

Mr Brian Burke: I am getting touchy, and
every parent should be touchy about the nonsense
you talk.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: You are absolutely unprin-

cipled.

Mr PETER JONES: I am quite happy to wait
until the Premier finishes his interjections, but I
hope to get a word or two in now and again.

I asked the Minister whether a pipe-cleaner
under proposed section 8 is regarded as a smoking
accessory, because I had received a letter from a
community group in my electorate which raised
this matter of pipe-cleaners. The question was
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posed that under the Bill a person who bought
pipe-cleaners for use in a kindergarten or play
group would be committing an offence.

Mr Bertram: Do you think they would be pros-
ecuted?

Mr PETER JONES: The Minister virtually
confirmed that under the Bill a pipe-cleaner
would be regarded as a smoking accessory when
he answered a question 1 put to him. The answer
was obvious from even a cursory examination of
the Bill, but I wanted the Minister to make the
position clear. The Bill does not refer specifically
to pipe-cleaners.

Mr Hodge: You are really scraping the bottom
of the barrel.

Mr PETER JONES: This matter was the basis
of the letter sent to me.

Mr Hodge: tf you can't find more than that to
talk about, you should sit down.

Mr PETER JONES: I had another inquiry,
which referred to the definition of the term "other
officer" in proposed section 11, and 1 referred the
matter to the Minister. He said that the term
"other officer" means "other officer concerned in
the management of the body corporate". How-
ever, it was put to me by a friend of mine who is a
lawyer that the secretary-stenographer of a man-
ager of a body corporate, or another important
company officer who is closely associated with the
manager, could be classified as someone falling
under the umbrella of this legislation.

Mr Bertram: Did she get remuneration?

Mr PETER JONES:. Of course she received re-
muneration. The Minister said, "One doubts the
Courts Will have any great difficulty in identifying
such persons"; in other words, a prosecution must
have been instituted for a case to have reached
the courts. I repeat: The Minister says, "One
doubts the courts will have any great difficulty in
identifying such persons". I dwell on that and
other examples because simply it is virtually
unenforceable. I asked the Minister-

How is it intended to ensure that no person
uinder 16 years of age-

That is the age .specified in the Bill. To con-
tie-

-uses a cigarette vending machine?

Tile Minister replied-

The member will appreciate there is no
way to ensure that persons under the age of
16 will not use cigarette vending machines.

Of course there is not!

Mr Brian Burke: Why isn't there?

Mr PETER JONES: It is not possible to ensure
against persons exceeding the speed limit when
driving motor vehicles. In other words, with the
previous items, it is Virtually unenforceable.

Mr Hodge: It is no more unenforceable than is
the speed limit.

Mr PETER JONES: He goes on and makes it
quite clear that it is an offence. All these things
are set out as prescribed offences under the legis-
lation, and penalties are prescribed for them. As
the Minister says, however, the legislation is vir-
tually unenforceable. We cannot do that.

Mr Hodge: I didn't say that. I said it is no more
unenforceable than is the speed limit.

Mr PETER JONES: He then says in relation
to things like pipe-cleaners-

Mr Hodge: You are being deliberately obtuse.

Mr PETER JONES:. I asked by what method it
was intended to enforce clause 8(b), which pro-
vides that a person who sells, gives, or supplies
any tobacco product or smoking accessory to any
other person for the use of a person under the age
of 16 years is guilty of an offence.

The Minister replied that this was merely a
redrafting of existing provisions which will be en-
forced initially by officers of the Public Health
Department. So in other words, the enforcement
of these virtually unenforceable provisions will
rest with the bureaucracy in the Public Health
Department!

Mr Bertram: Is there something wrong with
that? Apparently not.

Mr Brian Burke: He supports under-age
drinking. That is what he is doing.

Mr PETER JONES: If those examples are
then taken with the situation which exists in
clauses 3 and 4 of the Bill in regard to definitions
of the power given to the Minister-we know the
Minister said by way of interjection before the
luncheon adjournment that he would not use
those powers except in an extreme case or in the
case of someone trying to frustrate the legis-
lation-the point remains that the Bill provides
the power for the Minister.

It is all very well for him to say that he will not
use it, but the present Government when in Oppo-
sition made it very clear in recent years that those
powers rest with the Minister, whoever the Minis-
ter happens to be. This Minister might well be
benevolent with the use of those Powers, but the
power is there also for his successors to use. How
can we really be asked to accept an arrangement
in a Statute which gives to "the Minister" the
power to declare a paper, a periodical, a journal,
or a newspaper, the definition of which is pro-
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vided within the parameters of this legislation,
when the decision will be made on the whim of
the Minister?

Mr Hodge. State Government Ministers have
been doing that for years with indecent publi-
cations; you know that.

Mr PETER JONES: We are not talking about
indecent publications. Indeed, it has been ac-
cepted in regard to some things.

Mr Hodge: A State Government Minister at his
whim can ban any publication if he thinks it is in-
decent; you know that.

Mr PETER JONES: We are not talking about
indecent publications.

Mr Hodge: You are talking about a Minister's
having the power to ban something.

Mr PETER JONES: Under this Bill.
Mr Hodge: What is the difference between that

and the Minister's having the power to ban in-
decent publications?

Mr PETER JON ES: I ant well aware of the
powers that attach to Ministers on a whole range
of matters. Some powers are very strong indeed.

Mr Hodge: There is no difference.
Mr PETER JONES: The powers vested in the

Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife, for example,
are very strong indeed and I do not question them.
I certainly have some reservations about some
facets of the administration area. In this case, I
have considerable reservations in relation to the
way in which it is indicated that "the Minister"
should have the power to declare certain things to
be non-exempt.

Mr 1-odge: But that is no different in principle
from the other examples you just gave yourself.

Mr PETER JONES: I am talking about this
Bill.

Mr H-odge: I was talking about the principle of
Ministers having those powers.

Mr PETER JONES: The Government is pre-
pared to ask this Parliament to vest that power
not only in the present Minister for Health, but
also in future Ministers for Health.

Mr Brian Burke: The principle remains un-
changed.

Mr PETER JONES: I am referring to this
legislation. The Minister had to get through to
page 26 of his second reading speech before he
started talking about freedom and the basis on
which freedom should be considered.

Mr Bertram: Freedom for juveniles.
Mr PETER JONES: I quote from the Minis-

ter's second reading speech-

Freedom is something we all cherish, but
when freedoms conflict our Community must
choose the greater good. It is a simple
question of balance.

The greatest limitation of freedom is when
the actions of one person or group threaten
the freedom of the majority.

Mr Bertram: Do you agree with all that?
Mr PETER JONES: I am not disagreeing with

that because otherwise, if some constraint were
not imposed upon community behaviour and the
general practices of society, we would not need a
Parliament providing the parameters within which
we should operate. He later says-

We must compare the freedom of the
tobacco manufacturer to promote a known
cause of disease, disability, and premature
death with the freedom of our society to im-
plement sensible measures to protect our
public health.

I take great issue with that paragraph because he
then concludes that section of his speech by say-
tag-

What we want most of all is freedom for
our children, and this legislation provides it.

This legislation does not provide it at all; that has
been made quite Clear. It does not prevent chil-
dren smoking. We cannot legislate to prevent
their smoking. Over the years all Parliaments and
all Governments of whatever political persuasion
have found it is impossible to legislate to protect
people against themselves, The kind of objective
which the Government is pursuing cannot be
achieved. I have not questioned that. Indeed, I
have commented on that objective. It cannot be
pursued on the basis of quite horrendous con-
straints and statutory inhibiting provisions being
imposed on one section of the community in order
to try to protect another, or not in the way the
Government is trying to do so here. Indeed, the
Government would have been far more honest and
might well have received far more support had it
sought to outlaw smoking altogether. At any rate,
this certainly does not do so. This principle has
been quoted and I know the Government has re-
peatedly scoffed at it. The Minister has not ex-
plained it at all and I fail to see how the Govern-
ment can ask the Parliament to legislate to pre-
vent the advertising of a product that can be law-
fully made and commercially marketed.

If a product is quite lawful, and it satisfies the
requirements of the Health Act and the statutory
requirements that allow it to be commercially
produced and marketed, the public should make
up their minds whether they wish to purchase the
product or not, instead of the Government, on the

2724



[Thursday, 29 September 1983J172

one hand, allowing it to be produced and then, on
the other hand, saying, "You cannot advertise the
product, but we are allowing people to purchase
it".

Mr Bertram: it is a bit much to suggest that
that is on.

Mr PETER JONES: In case the message was
not understood, I commend the Government in re-
lation to its educational programme and what it is
seeking to do in presenting to the community, es-
pecially to young people, the dangers of the use of
tobacco products. I do not accept that the
Government-any Government-is entitled to
prevent someone by Statute from advertising a
product which can be made and marketed com-
mercially.

Secondly, I do not believe any Government is
entitled to say to one group in the community that
it cannot be funded from a particular source.
Surely that is an entitlement and freedom all
groups ought to have and be allowed to enjoy,
without the constraints of legislation.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [3.01
p.m.): This State is witnessing the most untrue
and dishonest campaign of half-truths and un-
truths-

Mr O'Connor: By your Government.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -to which it ever has

been treated by any commercial lobby group in
our State's history. This dishonest and untrue
campaign is being aided and abetted deliberately
by the Opposition, which claims it has given its
members a free vote on the matter.

Mr O'Connor: Which your members do not
have.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yet the Opposition has
instructed its spokesman on health not to handle
this particular Bill.

Mr O'Connor: That is not true.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The leading speaker for

the Opposition is the member for Clontarf which
begs the question: Where is the Opposition
spokesman on health matters?

Mr O'Connor: You are dishonest; you are a dis-
grace to this House.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is an absolutely dis-
honest campaign of half-truths and untruths.

Mr O'Connor: You have commanded your
people; you are a shocking disgrace.

The SPEAKER: Order! Up to now most, in
fact all, speakers have been heard in relative
silence. I would hope this continues.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a deliberately un-
true and dishonest campaign, aided and abetted

by the Opposition which has not got the guts to
stand up and say it supports this professional,
well-flnanced. lobby group that is intent on con-
verting as many as possible of the children of this
State into smokers. It is time the Opposition was
told a few truths about this matter because the
Opposition failed to raise one protest when the
electronic media was prevented from advertising
tobacco products.

What is the logical conclusion to speeches such
as that just made by the member for Narrogin? It
is that the Liberal Party in this State stands
squarely behind the principle that tobacco prod-
ucts should be advertised on television and
radio, because that is exactly the meaning of the
contribution the member made.

Mr O'Connor: You are untruthful and you
know it.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Narrogin said nio fetter should be put on those
people who would advertise tobacco products. The
logical conclusion of that particular proposition is
that that advertising should once again be
introduced into radio and television. We have not
heard the member for Narrogin say any Liberal
Party member opposes the prohibition on the ad-
vertising of tobacco products on the electronic
media. Perhaps members of the Opposition can
tell me when last they did that?

Mr Hassell: I do not recall that Bill coming be-
fore this House.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Of course it did not, but

if the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was ever
prevented from commenting on matters because
they did not come before this House, he would not
have had to remove his foot from his mouth over
the subject of AIDS and other associated matters.
The Opposition is never constrained from com-
meniting because things have not come before this
House.

Mr Court: Even the Prime Minister thinks-
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not care what the

Prime Minister thinks on this particular issue. As
far as we are concerned, the morality and the
right in this issue resides squarely with the
Government. The political naivety of an Oppo-
sition which, thinks it can be the errand boy for
the tobacco companies in this country has to be
seen to be believed.

Several members interjected.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the sort of mess-

age carried by the member for Narrogin during
his speech.

Mr Peter Jones: That is not true.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is it not strange how the

Opposition is more upset about a Government
proposal to constrain advertising of tobacco prod-
ucts than about reform of the Legislative Coun-
cil? It is time to lay to rest some of the nonsense.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have

called for order several times since I have been in
the Chair-probably about 12 or 15-and I have
been here for about three minutes. The next time
I have to call order, the person whom I am calling
to order will come to order immediately without
my having to say it three times. If he does not, I
propose to take some action.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: One of the arguments
most frequently raised, and which was raised
today by the member for Narrogin, is the non-
sense which says if it is legal to produce and sell
something, it should be legal to advertise it. Yet
the member for Narrogin has voted to support the
restriction on advertising of certain goods that are
produced and sold legally. Everybody knows and
everybody supports the restriction of material not
considered to be suitable for consumption visually
by children. Restrictions are placed on the adver-
tising of that material. That is as it should be.
The Opposition should not go on with this non-
sense that if it is legal to make and sell something,
it should be legal to advertise it because if that is
what the member for Narrogin is saying, he is
talking about opening the floodgates of pornogra-
phy. It will allow people to produce restricted por-
nographic material and to advertise when they
like-during children's television programmes if
they want to, or in kiddies' story books, because
the same principle is at stake.

The Opposition cannot cling to an argument
which says that if it is legal to produce and sell
something, it is legal to advertise it. We have not
said previously that is true, and the member for
Narrogin never maintained that when he voted to
prevent people advertising products at certain
times even though it i legal to sell and make
those products. One cannot maintain the
intellectual consistency of an argument that con-

tradicts itself in the way that argument does. The
Government is being subjected to a campaign that
is untrue arid dishonest by the most professional
and well-financed lobby group in this country.

Mr Court: They cannot compete with you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The campaign is being

aided and abetted by the Opposition and by
speeches such as that made by the member for
Narrogin with his nonsense about the ability to
advertise something that can be sold and pro-
duced legally. It is a campaign that flies in the
face of the attitude of Opposition members
towards the restriction on advertising of tobacco
products on the electronic media; the campaign
flies in the face of what this Parliament should be
trying to do in respect of the health of the com-
munity, and in particular of children in the com-
munity.

If Opposition members are not aware of the
facts, let me detail to them something that oc-
curred when Mr Fairweather, the talking horse
for the tobacco companies, appeared on a radio
programme. In answering a telephone call, he was
confronted by a lady who said she had worked for
one of the tobacco companies and had witnessed
some of the motivational courses through which
their salespeople were put. She said that the
salesmen were instructed in the techniques for
selling tobacco products and were told, "Co out
and convert the children to customers. Once the
children have been converted they are customers
for life".

Mr Court: That sounds like your election cam-
paign.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Williams: That is the way the Communists
operate-

The SPEAKER: I direct the member for
Clontarf to cease interjecting.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the sort of tactic
being supported by the Opposition, not knowingly
and not with any public acceptance of the sup-
port, it is true, but whether or not the Opposition
believes it, that is what is happening. Whether or
not the Opposition accepts the fact, every member
in this Chamber has an obligation to protect the
health of the community, with special reference to
the health of children. That special reference in
no way entertains the sort of nonsense the mem-
ber for Narrogin spoke about in the restriction of
sales to 16-year-old children. If the member for
Narrogin objects to that limit, he should say so
because I support it strongly.

If one looks at the tobacco companies' cam-
paignl one finds that it refers to a vocal minority.
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Of course, there is some truth in that. The vocal
minority comprises those who will not be cham-
pions at sport because in increasing numbers they
are taking up the habit of cigarette smoking. The
vocal minority includes those who cannot pros-
ecute their own point of view successfully because,
firstly, adults do rnot listen to them and, secondly
they are not to know, confronted with skilful ad-
vertising and promotion, that the consumption of
tobacco products is not in their best interests.

I am absolutely shocked and amazed at the at-
titudes expressed by the Opposition. Does it not
realise that on the most conservative estimates of
the effect of cigarette and tobacco product con-
sumption in this State, 12 000 Western Aus-
tralians are dying every year; and that is the most
conservative estimation?

Does the Opposition not realise that the body of
medical and other expert opinion, on which it
prides itself on relying, has unanimously in this
State supported the proposition that a ban should
be imposed on the advertising and promotion of
tobacco products?

Mr Court: I query the figure mentioned by the
Premier; should that be 1 200 and not 12 000?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes it should be 1 200; 1
am sorry. That body of medical experts, whose
opinions we as legislators have an obligation to
heed and reflect upon if we are sensible, in my ex-
perience unanimously supports the Government's
legislation. How can Opposition members, in the
face of that sort of evidence, seriously say that the
Government should not be moving to restrict the
advertising of tobacco products in this State?

It can be seen that the tobacco companies have
really only one feather to fly with, and that is
their link with sport. That link is the most unprin-
cipled aspect of their whole campaign. Everyone
knows that if one is a champion sportsman, one
does not smoke. Everyone knows that one's ability
to perform to capacity is impaired by the smoking
of cigarettes or other tobacco products. To see
that refleciion so precisely presented in such a dis-
honest way as when members say, "Here is a
champion sportsman, he does not support the ban
on advertising of tobacco products and pro-
motion" as though there can be some link be-
tween the two, and any young person might say,
"I am going to be a champion sportsman re-
gardless of whether I smoke", is absolutely unac-
ceptable. I am amazed that members of the Op-
position cannot see that fact.

Mr Court: If you go into a league football
changeroom after a game, you will ind that many
of the leading footballers smoke. I do not support
it, but it is a fact.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not deny that is
true; I do not know whether it is true. The mem-
ber for Nedlands has just said he agrees with me
by saying he does not support that activity.

Mr Court: I don't support smoking.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: By not supporting this

Bill the member is supporting smoking. How can
he evade that challenge; there is no question of
the fact? As far as the Government is concerned,
every Opposition member who votes against this
legislation, in this Chamber or in another place,
has to bear on his conscience the responsibility for
that action. The well-financed tobacco lobby,
which deliberately sets about the capture of our
young people, will be aided and abetted by any
actions taken to oppose this legislation. In the
community people generally support the conten-
tion of the tobacco companies that a restriction
will be imposed on sporting events because of this
ban. One aspect about which there is no confusion
or doubt is that parents do not want their children
to smoke and they believe that advertising and
Promotion of tobacco products is part of the pro-
cess whereby young people in particular are en-
couraged to take up cigarette smoking.

I am telling the Opposition that the electorate
believes this. Whether the Opposition believes it is
up to the members, but it is a political fact of life.
1 believe Opposition members should think very
carefully before casting their vote against the
proposition that simply seeks to extend a restric-
tion already imposed on the electronic media;
which is supported by a comprehensive and sub-
stantial programme being mounted by the
Government; and which is an integral part of a
very intelligent and sensible antismoking cam-
paign. If the Opposition believes that the elector-
ate, confronted with the danger to the health of
young people that this Bill opposes, is disin-
terested in that particular issue, it is quite wrong.

No constituency exists for the proposition sup-
ported by the Opposition. I do not know of any
smoker who does not want to stop; any non-
smoker who wants to start; or any parent who
wants his or her children to start smoking. The
political realities are that no constituency exists
for a politician who wjfll say, on some obscure
basis relating to the sponsorship of sport, that this
piece of legislation should not be supported. There
is no political basis to found opposition to the Bill,
if that is what the Opposition intends to do.

I refer to another point raised by the member
for Narrogin; that is, that sporting organisations
should be free to seek money from whomever they
choose. The Government does not agree with that
and there are obvious examples; the Trotting As-
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sociation and the Turf Club should not be seeking
money in sponsorship from an Organisation associ-
ated with Abe Saffron, who is a known criminal
with interests-

Mr O'Connor: Will you say that outside the
House?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am trying to use an

analogy. If it does not suit the Opposition-I have
never met Mr Saffron-

Mr O'Connor: You have just denigrated him.
Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not trying to make

a point about Mr Saffron; I am trying to make a
point about the nonsense suggested by the mem-
ber for Narrogin when he said that sporting or-
ganisations should be free to accept money from
whomsoever they choose. That is certainly not an
acceptable situation.

Mr Peter Jones: Not acceptable to you?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is obviously acceptable

to the member, because he said it.
Mr Peter Jones: I said they should be free to

make their own decisions regarding sponsorship.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is right, and I said

that is not acceptable to me.
Mr Peter Jones: In the same way-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I will deal with this

question in a moment.
If the member cannot accept the situation in

which the provision of sponsorship money or ad-
vertising money will be frowned upon or excluded
by the Government, he is naive; and I suspect he
does not believe what he says. In all sorts of situ-
ations when money is provided from illegal activi-
ties, the Government, in order to stamp out the il-
legal activities, must say that it shall not be used
in certain ways.

There is another part to the equation, because
we are not saying that sporting organisations
should not accept money from tobacco companies.
What we are saying as the second stage of the
equation is that, having accepted the money, those
organisations then advertise the fact and associate
themselves with the tobacco companies which
have been banned from advertising on the elec-
tronic media, and the companies are circum-
venting the spirit of that ban by associating them-
selves with sporting groups in this way.

When the member for Narrogin heaped scorn
upon the prospect of anonymous donations to
cricket or football organisations, he was heaping
scorn on the scores of good people in OUr COM-
munity who make donations anonymously, who

are happy to make them anonymously, and who
do not seek to have their names emblazoned
across advertising panels in an immoral and unac-
ceptable display that circumvents the ban of ad-
vertising on the electronic media.

As far as we are concerned, it is absolutely hyp-
ocritical to say that the tobacco companies, in
sponsoring such things, in insisting on the adver-
tisement of their sponsorship, and in threatening
to withdraw the sponsorship if the advertising re-
quirement is not fulflled, are doing anything but
blackmailing the sporting organisations into ac-
cepting the money.

As a result of the search by the tobacco
companies for another avenue to prosecute their
consumption drive once they lost the avenue of
the electronic media, I cannot see how any mem-
ber of the Opposition has a problem in accepting
this proposition. It is not political; it is not a mat-
ter of ideology, It is simply a matter of our saying
about the consumption of tobacco products, par-
ticularly by young people, that we have an obli-
gation to discourage it.

Mr MeNee: We should discourage strikes.
Have you got the wharfies back to work yet?

Government members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Jamieson: The old union basher!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: As I say, it is absolutely

unacceptable to the Government to see Opposition
members, knowingly or unknowingly, supporting
this massive sales drive by the tobacco companies,
because that is what is happening.

I do not know whether I have any more com-
petence in advertising matters than Opposition
members have, but I can say that, during my brief
period in radio and television, I learned so me-
thing that made it clear to me that all the adver-
tising techniques being used by the tobacco
companies reflect their drive to expand their de-
mand, not their drive to change the brand tastes
of different consumers. I give the example of the
"Anyhow, have a Winfield" campaign. The logic
behind that advertising is simply what I stated
about consumption; that is, "Cigarette smoking is
bad for you; cigarette smoking will harm you; but
anyhow, have a Winfield". That is the primitive
and traditional logic behind that slogan.

As far as the Government is concerned, no
member of this Parliament has the right to sup-
port that sort of proposition.

MrT MacKinnon: Has tobacco consumption in
recent years been increasing or declining?
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Mr BRIAN BURKE: Tobacco consumption
has been declining marginally, as I understand it.
However, in the two main areas of con-
cern-consumption by young people and con-
sumption by women-massive and significant in-
creases have been experienced.

Mr MacKinnon: Overall, a decrease?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Yes, and we are pleased

about that. All we want to do now-if the mem-
ber for Murdoch is pleased about it, he would
want to do so--is to compound the decrease.

Mr MacKinnon: You do not know what I will
do.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member will not do
it by supporting the continued advertising of
tobacco products.

In many ways, it would have been easier for the
Government not to grasp this nettle. We will ob-
tain no political mileage from that. A man as as-
tute as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
should realise that. We will receive no political
mileage whatsoever from seeking to ban the ad-
vertising and promotion of tobacco products.

I do not know how we will obtain political ad-
vantage from this move. However, members op-
posite should ask themselves, if they are con-
vinced-

Mr Hassell: I am not.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -why it is a popular

issue.
Mr MacKinnon'. You just spent five minutes

telling us that the populace supports what you are
doing, and now you say there is no political ad-
vantage. You cannot have it each way.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know whether
the member is being deliberately misleading, but I
will repeat what I said.

Mr MacKinnon: I am only repeating what you
said.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: No. What I said was
about the question of whether sporting pro-
motions, functions, and events would continue.
There was probably a majority of people who be-
lieved that they would see some diminution in
these functions or attractions if the advertising of
cigarettes and tobacco products was banned. The
next question to which I addressed myself was the
question of the ban; and I said that in my view the
majority of people would support legislation that
sought to ban the advertising and the promotion
of tobacco products. What I say now is that it is
not a political issue about which I perceive mass-
ive popular support. Taking into account the fact
that people might be swayed by the advertising
that is continuing about and around sporting

functions, perhaps some people would support the
ban, but I would say that we do not want the ban
simply because they would be deprived of the
sporting functions.

The question of civil liberties was raised most
recently by the member for Narrogin. Perhaps a
majority of people would think that this is an in-
fringement on civil liberties; and while they sup-
port a ban, for various reasons I do not think this
is an issue on which any political party, Oppo-
sition or Government, could obtain broad public
support for an unfettered right. I do not think
anyone on either side of the argument maintains
there is massive or disproportionate support rela-
tive to that on the other side.

Mr MacKinnon: Could I ask one other
question? If that is the case, why did you com-
mission a public survey to gauge public opinion?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The surveys have ad-
dressed themselves to a number of key areas. One
of the most important areas has been the effect of
our advertising campaign on consumption. When
we introduced the education programnme, the
Leader of the Opposition-I think it was
him-asked whether we intended to monitor its
effect on a continuing basis. We said, "Yes" and
we are doing that now.

Let me stress the point about the sponsorship of
sporting and cultural functions and events by
tobacco companies. We have no objection to their
doing that. However, we do object to their insist-
ence that, if they sponsor cultural or sporting
functions or events, they shall advertise in parallel
or in concert with those events.

Mr Thompson: Don't all other sponsors request
that right?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Many sponsors make
their donations anonymously. I remember Sir
Charles Court made a donation to the chair of
music at the university and I do not think he has
his name tacked across the chair that sits in front
of the piano!

Mr Thompson: I have been associated with
many sporting bodies and sponsorship arrange-
ments none of which has been on the basis that
the sponsor shall remain anonymous.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That tripe has nothing to
do with the point. The fact that the sponsors want
their names to be associated with the event, does
not make it right or wrong. The fact that the
sponsors want their names to be associated with
the event does not relieve us of the obligation to
say that we do not believe that should occur, if
that is what we believe.
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It is true that most people who sponsor sporting
or cultural events want their names to be associ-
ated with those events. Perhaps the member for
Kalamunda can tell me why sponsors want their
names to be associated with the events. I shall tell
him why: The sponsors want to sell their products
and, as far as we are concerned, one cannot argue
in a monopoly situation a sponsor wants the brand
of his product to be identified by having its name
associated with the event, because, as a monopoly
not facing competition, it cannot be argued that
brand swapping is involved. There is no brand to
swap in many cases, so why do those monopoly
advertisers insist that their sponsorship be recog-
nised by advertising associated with the sporting
group?

Mr Williams: What monopoly are you talking
about?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The question about a
monopoly situation which, for example, was the
position of the Swan Brewery for a long time, is
that if the advertiser believes that the advertising
connected with the sponsorship it is providing is
expanding its market, why is not the same thing
happening with the tobacco companies?

How can the tobacco companies argue antisep-
tically that their sponsorship and the associated
advertising simply causes people to swap brands?
It does not and everybody knows it does not.

Product differentiation might be part of the ex-
ercise, but the thorough attack on young people as
potential customers is a big part of the advertising
campaign carried out by tobacco compani.es.
Everybody knows that. Nobody except the tobac-
co companies bothers to talk about it or deny it
and members opposite know as well as we do that
part of the advertising push is to expand the mar-
ket and not simply to cause people to swap the
brand of cigarettes they smoke.

Mr Blaikie: Can I ask another question?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not feel like answer-

ing questions today.
Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I accommodate Oppo-

sition members with their interjections and com-
ments at every turn. I am not afraid to answer
their silly interjections, especially the interj ections
made by people like the members for Clontarf
and Vasse.

Mr Williams: You are the limit today'.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Cannot the Opposition

understand the seriousness of this proposition?
Firstly, it is not political; secondly, I would
suggest at best its popularity in the public mind is
evenly balanced; and, thirdly, the consumption of

tobacco products has such devastating effects on
the health of the community that we see it as an
obligation and responsibility to, as far as is fairly
possible, discourage the consumption of cigarettes
and other tobacco products.

Mr Court: If you ban the advertising of tobac-
co, will you still allow it to be sold?

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That really is the worst

argument I have ever heard. If we restrict the ad-
vertising of pornographic material, why do we not
ban it? If we restrict anything, why do we not ban
it? It is simply the case that appropriate discipline
in the matter of advertising is not the logical pre-
cursor of the banning of the sale or production of

a certain good or service. It does not follow as
night follows day that, if we attempt to restrict
advertising, we want to outlaw the consumption of
a particular product.

The next aspect I shall deal with is the scare
tactics the Opposition occasionally but not often
raised, which were raised most often by the tobac-
co companies, about the thin end of the wedge
and how the ban on tobacco advertising and pro-
motion will lead automatically to a ban on the
family car or one's grandmother's hearing aid.
The Government has absolutely no plans to ban
the advertising of any other product now being
sold within the community.

Mr O'Connor: At this stage.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I should imagine that if

tomorrow we found another thalidomide case in
our midst, members opposite would want us to
ban the advertising and sale of that drug.

Mr Bryce: I'm not so sure, if there was a quid
in it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have no plans to ban
the advertising of any other product that is now
being advertised or sold within our community. I
refer specifically to beer, because that is the com-
modity most often raised.

Mr O'Connor: Do you say you will not ban it?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am saying we have ab-

solutely no intention to do so. The fundamental
difference is this: There is no safe level of ciga-
rette consumption, but there is a safe level of al-
cohol consumption.

Mr Court: It destroys whole families.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not a question of the

abuse of cigarette consumption; it is a question of
the abuse of alcohol.

Mr McNee: The abuse of alcohol consumption
is even worse-

Several members interjected.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There is a well-defined

and logical basis for the policy that cigarette ad-
vertising and promotion needs to be the subject of
the legislation the Minister for Health has
brought to the Parliament.

In conclusion, let me recap on some of the
issues I have raised, but, firstly, I shall pay a
tribute to the Minister. I have heard interjections
floating in the direction of the Minister about his
puritanical obsession with cigarette smoking.

Mr Court: Give the Minister a chance!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I have heard members

attempt to derride what I consider to be the Min-
ister's proper preoccu pat ion-beari ng in mind his
portfolio-with public health and, as far as I am
concerned, those sorts of comments are com-
pletely at odds with the public utterances of those
on the Opposition benches when they seek to be
reasonable and understanding.

Mr Williams: You are out of date!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The concepts of reason-

ableness and understanding are beyond the ken of
the member for Clontarf.

When the member for Narrogin says, "I agree
with what the Government is doing, its intentions
are honest and honourable and really we accept
that this campaign to stop people smoking is a
good thing, but let US Pull Out its molars and its
incisors, and every one of its other important teeth
and make sure we have an honourable motive and
a practical failure"-

Mr Peter Jones: I did not say that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Narrogin changes direction and contradicts him-
self. He tries to appear to be reasonable and he
ends up aiding and abetting the most unprincipled
and dishonest campaign of half-truths ever waged
by the most Financial and professional lobby
group seeking only one thing; that is, the pursuit
of profits from human misery-the pursuit of
profits that leads inevitably to the illness and
death of members of our own families.

Several members interjected.
Mr Peter Jones: Alcohol is next if you believe

that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is beyond my ability to

convince the member for Mt. Marshall that if
there is a difference in the abuse as to the use of
different products, there is a difference in the
treatment that attends to the abuse on the one
hand and the use on the other hand.

Mr Court: And you can get skin cancer from
the sun roof in LTDs.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr McNee interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I indicate to the mem-

ber for Mt. Marshall that when I call for order I
expect him to remain silent.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In any case, I am con-
vinced that on reflection Opposition members will
have to accept the desirability, the logicality, and
the necessity of supporting this ban on the adver-
tising and promotion of tobacco products.

Mr Spriggs: Why should we be hypocritical?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I hope the member

would not be.
Mr Spriggs: We would be if we supported the

ban.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am suggesting that on

reflection members opposite might change their
minds.

Mr Spriggs: I won't.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Why does the member

bother to come?
Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We may as well vote by

post if we are not to entertain argument in this
place.

Mr Williams: You don't.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is true that I would

not pick the member for Darling Range as the
member most likely to change his mind, but I am
simply trying to nudge him towards the situation
where everything he thinks is right may not be
right, although I know that is stunning in its con-
cept and bewildering in its digestion. But no-one
has the mortgage on being right.

Mr Spriggs: I thought you did.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the member thinks

that, he should vote with me on this issue.
This really is a critically important issue and it

would be very disappointing to see the Opposition
in this place attempt-and fail by definition of
the last election-to use its numbers to defeat this
Bill. It would, in my view, be absolutely contrary
to one thing for which we did have a mandate at
the last election, if we had a mandate for nothing
else, and that is this piece of legislation, if mem-
bers of the upper House use their numbers to de-
feat the Bill. I plead With the members of the Op-
position-

Mr O'Connor: After your talk.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -to accept that, re-

gardless of the particular sponsor of the legis-
lation, whether or not they like our politics, the
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substance of the matter-with some amendment
if there are things we have not drafted properly or
if there is any aspect that is undesirable-is one
the Opposition should accept as an integral part
or' our education programme which is a desirable
and necessary piece of legislation that we should
all support.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Deputy Leader Of
the Opposition) [3.44 p.m.]: The speech made by
the Premier was extreme in the position he
adopted; vitriolic in the attack he made on the
tobacco companies and those people who disagree
with him; dishonest in its misrepresentation of the
position adopted by the member for Narrogin and
other members of the Opposition; hypocritical in
that he went on and on about this subject when,
at the same time, he is not attacking the very core
of it-that is, he is smoking himself-and utterly
intolerant of any point of view except his own.

Mr O'Connor: Absolutely right.
Mr H-ASSELL: I have observed in this

Chamber on other occasions that when the Prem-
ier comes to the House with something of which
he is sure and confident-but he is now leaving
the Chamber, perhaps to have a smoke.

Mr Wilson: He does not want to listen to your
tripe.

Mr Bryce: You will never find out how busy it
is to be the Premier.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier directed a
number of remarks towards the end of his speech
at one of my colleagues about coming here to
listen to the debate, but it seems as soon as the
debate gets a bit rough for the Premier, he leaves.

Mr Bryce: He has had guests waiting for some
hours.

Mr HASSELL: We can judge his commitment
by his actions.

Mr Bryce: This is the only time you make an
impression-on an empty chair.

Mr O'Connor: It is always empty.
Mr HASSELL: I was saying that I have ob-

served on more than one occasion that when the
Premier comes here with something of which he is
confident and something where he is comfortable
in what he is doing, he speaks in measured tones
and reasonably quietly. But when he is very
doubtful he shouts and does nothing else other
than attack the Opposition.

Clearly today he was very uncomfortable and
not committed to the position he had. There is no
question that within a thousand days he would
shift his position on this legislation whatever ar-
guments were put up.

Mr Hodge: You are deluding yourself if you
believe that.

Mr HASSELL: It is obvious the Premier is
shocked to discover the extent of commitment in
the community to the retention of the vestiges of
the liberty of the community. He wants to ride
roughshod over members of the community, but
this has not been received with open arms, and it
has made him feel uncomfortable.

Mr IHodge: I have no stronger supporter in the
Government than the Premier.

Mr Bryce: Which Government brought in 548.
Mr O'Connor: This is just as bad. It is taking

away the liberties of the individual.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Sometimes I find in

my role as Speaker that I paint myself into a cor-
ner. I have been calling for order and I have been
trying to have members of the Assembly co-op-
erate with the Chair by having a debate and not a
question and answer period during the second
reading stage. I will probably come to the con-
clusion that if I hear any more interjections that
are disorderly, I will have to name someone.

Mr HASSELL: If the Deputy Premier wants to
debate section 54B of the Police Act, I will do so
at any time it is convenient. Section 54B is a
powerful protection of the right of peope to have
their say in an orderly fashion with the protection
of the law, as they are entitled. In all my dealings
with that section, I always defended the right of
people to have their say and to protest lawfully.

The Premier's contribution to the debate saw
him treat the House and its members with con-
tempt, and that is quite apart from what he had
to say about people outside the House. He was
totally intolerant, and I hope he lives to regret his
performance, which was quite a disgraceful one.
As I said at the beginning, his speech was ex-
treme, vitriolic, dishonest, hypocritical, and
intolerant.

There was nothing in the Premier's speech
which would have persuaded anyone to his point
of view, because for a start he spent the whole
time shouting at the House and denigrating any-
one who held a point of view different from his.
He tried to lump them in with what he perceived
to be some immoral campaign by some people
who, in the freedom of our society, are entitled to
protect their interests in whatever way they see
fit.

I do not represent those interests in this place; I
represent quite separate interests. I do not intend
to be cowed into submission because the Premier
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tries to lump me in with other people who he says
are doing something which he thinks is immoral.
His speech will go down as a very dark blot on his
record because it is on the record for all time-it
is his attitude to people who disagree with him;
his attitude to people who have genuinely tussled
with what is clearly a difficult problem, and have
genuinely reached a conclusion which is different
from that which he has reached, He has shown
himself to be a much diminished democrat in the
process.

I will give my support to the second reading of
this Bill to enable it to be debated in Committee
and so that I can give my support in the Com-
mittee stage to those provisions of the Bill di-
rected to the prevention of the sale or supply of
tobacco products to children. I have already given
my support in this House, and away from it, to
the Government's commitment to use part of the
moneys raised from the recent substantial in-
crease in the State tobacco tax to permit edu-
cational programmes directed to reducing smok-
ing, particularly smoking by young people. At the
same time I have given long and deep consider-
ation to proposed legislative provisions to prohibit
in a broad way the advertising directly or by spon-
sorship of tobacco products.

The matter of sponsorship needs to be cleared
up. The distinction the Premier and his colleagues
have attempted to draw between a prohibition on
the advertising of tobacco products and the pre-
vention of sponsorship is for all practical purposes
a nonsense, and well the Minister knows it, and
well the Premier knows it. Everybody in the com-
munity knows that tobacco companies, as with
many Other commercial organisations, enter into
sponsorship arrangements as part of their com-
mercial activities to promote their products.

Of course, tobacco companies require that the
fact of their sponsorship be made public as a con-
dition of it;, of course, they require in some case
that the fact of their sponsorship be identified in
billboards, handbills and programmes, and in
other ways. The commercial organisations in our
community which engage in sponsorship do so, as
I said, as part of their commercial operations.
They are in a completely different position from
that of the many people in our community who
support charities, sports, and other worthy causes
because they have a particular interest in that
area or they have a sense of moral responsbility
towards it. In those circumstances it is natural to
expect that many people will offer their support
anonymously. In the case of the sponsorship of
sport it is of course hand in glove that it should
not be anonymous.

The Government well knows that the prohib-
ition on advertising will put sponsorship to an end.
It avails the Government nothing, except to high-
light its own dishonesty, to try to draw a distinc-
tion and say that it will still permit sponsorship
while it prohibits advertising. The Premier knows,
the Minister knows, all the members of the
Government know, as well as every member on
this side of the House knows, that the prohibition
of the advertising of tobacco products will bring
to an end the sponsorship provided by tobacco
companies.

Mr Tonkin: That is because their motives are
impure.

Mr HASSELL: That is the decision the
Government has made, and that is the decision
the Government should be arguing about. It
should not be trying to avoid the point by bringing
in what is purely a red herring for the purpose of
trying to score some feeble point in a debating
sense.

In the course of the development of the public
debate on this issue I have been provided with a
considerable quantity of material. It might be
called vast because there is so much of it. That
material has come from various interests, includ-
ing the tobacco industry, sporting bodies, the ad-
vertising industry, and the medical profession.

All of the people who have provided material to
me have done so from the point of view of some
interest. The tobacco companies clearly have an
interest in their commercial wellbeing-their sur-
vival-which depends on the sale of their product.
It is a legitimate interest, and the fact that the
Premier calls it immoral does not make it im-
moral even if he believes the product they sell is
not a desirable one. I say quite clearly that I be-
lieve the product they sell is not a desirable one.

Members of the medical profession and associ-
ated community groups concerned with health
have been extremely active in letting me know of
their genuine concern about community health,
and the adverse effects of smoking on that health.
Personally, I do not smoke and I never have. At
the same time I believe there is no doubt that the
weight of medical evidence is very much on the
side of those who say that smoking is harmful to
health. It is particularly distressing that so many
children and other Young people are smoking. I
must say I have been shocked by the figures
quoted. I hope they are not accurate, although I
suspect they are.

No doubt there are many factors which come
into play in determining whether children will
take up smoking. Some of those factors include
the example of adults, and the sense of adventure
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associated with what at least, used to be regarded
as forbidden fruit.

Again my own experience is of interest. I was a
member of a family of five children, and in my
young days my parents were regular and moder-
ate to heavy smokers. However, not one of the
children in the family has ever taken up smoking.
It is not always conclusive to say the example of
parents will determine the issue. If ever we as a
family had an example presented to us, it was an
example of smoking, but it was not followed.

Mr Tonkin: Human psychology is not quite as
simple as that.

Mr HASSELL: I do not suggest it is. The very
point I make is that it is not as simple as that.

Mr Tonkin: It doesn't have a one-to-one corre-
lation.

Mr HASSELL: It is not as simple as the
example I gave any more than the issue of adver-
tising is simple.

Mr Hodge: Are you saying advertising is not a
contributing factor?

Mr HASSELL: I am not making that assertion
at all. I am saying the Government cannot leap to
all the conclusions that it does; I am saying that
there are a number of factors which come into
play to determine whether children will take up
smoking.

I was brought up in a family in which my
parents were smokers and in a community in
which during my childhood the advertising of
tobacco products was totally free, including ad-
vertising on television and radio, yet neither I nor
other members of my family have ever been
moved to take up the habit.

Mr Tonkin: Can I tell you a little story? I gave
up smoking many years ago because my baby
daughter of two years of age looked as though she
was going to smoke. I stopped and now she
smokes.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the
House was not in the Chamber when I gave a
little homily a few moments ago that interjections
are highly disorderly. I refer him to Standing
Order No. 137.

Mr Tonkcin: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
Mr HASSELL: The essential issue which par-

liamentary representatives must face is whether it
is correctly the role of the legislator to prohibit
the advertising of a product which has been law-
fully grown, harvested, manufactured, and sold
and which is "used" by a significant proportion of
the population.

Mr Clarko: One-third of all adults.

Mr HASSELL: I am informed that one-third
of all adults smoke. I thought the figure was a
little higher. We as legislators must face that
q uestion. The Premier said it was not a political
issue and that we should apply our minds to this
matter in an open way. I return to my initial re-
marks about the Premier's speech and its hypoc-
risy. In the same breath as he told us to look at
the objectives of the legislation in an objective and
rational way, he has sitting around and behind
him members of the Government who are com-
mitted by Caucus to support the legislation re-
gardless of their own views.

We as legislators must decide whether it is our
object or duty to prohibit advertising of tobacco
products without prohibiting the activity itself.
The Government has not proposed that smoking
even by young people or children should be pro-
hibited.

Leave to Continue Speech
I seek leave to continue my remarks at a later

stage of this day's sitting.

Leave granted.

Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

LOTTERIES (CONTROL) AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for Em-

ployment and Administrative Services) [4.40
p.mj.: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Last year, following legislation passed by the Par-
liament, the former Government introduced the
instant lottery. It quickly became evident that the
instant lottery was far more popular than anyone
had predicted and that, in particular, it was very
popular with school children. Many lotteries
agents were actively selling tickets to school chil-
dren and indeed soliciting children as customers.

As the Opposition spokesman in the area, I re-
ceived many complaints from parents concerning
these developments and voiced those complaints
to the then Government and in the media. There
was quite considerable controversy on the issue;
however, finally in a belated response to the con-
cern of the community the then Chief Secretary
(Mr Pike) caused to be promulgated a regulation
prohibiting the sale of instant lottery tickets to
persons under the age of 16 years.
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Subsequently, the Legislative Review and Ad-
visory Committee, in a report tabled in this
House, expressed concern that such a provision
was the subject of a regulation rather than an Act
of Parliament. The committee also expressed the
opinion that the regulation may well go beyond
the power to make regulations, which is conferred
by section 24 of the Lotteries (Control) Act.

The Bill before the House will correct the
anomaly and erase these doubts by inserting into
the Lotteries (Control) Act a new section which is
similar to the regulation. Upon the passage of the
Bill and its proclamation, the regulation will be
repealed in response to the report of the Legislat-
ive Review and Advisory Committee.

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

(Deputy Leader of the Opposition).

TOBACCO (PROMOTION AND SALE) BILL

Second Reading

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

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Deputy Leader of
the Opposition) [4.42 p.m.]: Before we adjourned
the debate to take questions I was saying the es-
sential issue parliamentary representatives must
decide is whether it is Correctly the role of the
legislator to prohibit the advertising of a product
lawfully grown, harvested, manufactured, sold,
and "used" by a significant proportion of the
adult population. The Government has not pro-
posed that smoking, even by young people and
children, should be prohibited.

Adult individuals in our community must ta ke
responsibility for their own decisions which they
make freely. Many people do things of one kind
or another which I regard as being foolish,
dangerous to themselves, or simply undesirable;
but it is not for me, as a legislator, to use the law
to prohibit people from making all those decisions
with which I disagree Or which I believe are
dangerous to them or not in their best interests.

There are always questions of degree or choice;
the relative danger of damage; and the knowl-
edge, understanding, acceptance, or rejection by
individuals of the various factors.

Earlier the member for Narrogin quoted part of
the Minister's speech in which he said there were
questions of degree and of balancing one set of
interests against another. I agree with that point
of view but, in my view, when we are talking
about advertising as distinct from smoking itself,
the balance comes down against legislative action.

The issue before the Parliament now is not
whether people should be prohibited from smok-
ing. There is no suggestion from the Government
or, for that matter, from any other quarter, that
smoking itself should be outlawed. The issue the
Legislature faces is whether the advertising of
tobacco products should be made illegal.

There are a number of objections to the Bill be-
fore the House, but in relation to those provisions
of the Bill which deal with advertising, the objec-
tion which weighs as the only signficant one to me
is the issue of principle. However much the Prem-
ier in his intolerant and abusive way may attack
those who differ from him on this issue, to my
mind it is a legitimate and proper position to con-
sider the principle of freedom of speech as being
related to this matter.

I am fearful that, if we as a community accept
the proposition that advertising of this product,
while it remains completely lawful, should be pro-
hibited, we will soon come to apply that principle
to so many products in the community and to so
many activities that our basic freedoms of speech
and choice will be curtailed significantly.

It is possible to say that this attack on our free-
dom of speech is not, of itself, enormously
significant, but in so far as this attack on our free-
dom of speech represents the breach of a very
fundamental right, it is enormously significant.

The Premier says-and I have no reason to
doubt him-that the Government has no plans to
introduce any other restriction on advertising in
relation to any other product, but that is not the
point. However much the Premier may seek to
distinguish sharply between the situation in re-
lation to liquor and that in relation to cigarette
smoking, in substance no distinction exists when
the matter is carried through to its conclusion.

Mr Parker: Do you know that the Association
of Australian Brewers was approached by the
tobacco lobby and asked for its support on the
campaign, based on the same logic you are ad-
vancing and that association indicated it was not
prepared to support the tobacco lobby and dis-
agreed completely that there was any connection
between the two issues? The association said it
did not see there was any necessity to support the
tobacco lobby on this matter and, in fact, it dis-
agreed with it.

Mr HASSELL: In reply to the Minister for
Planning, let me say, firstly, I did not know what
he has just indicated; but let me repeat what I
said earlier in my speech. In this House I do not
represent the tobacco industry, nor do I represent
the liquor or any other industry; I represent the
interests, as I perceive them, of our community,
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both in the long and short terms. I represent what
I genuinely believe to be the necessity that we de-
fend resolutely the basic freedoms which we have,
because they are under attack from many quar-
ters.

Mr Bertram: When you say "we" ,to whom are
you referring?

Mr HASSELL: Although it is not appropri ate
to debate it today, much legislation within the
Federal sphere is being contemplated currently
which, to my mind, is being pursued genuinely by
its proponents in the name of fairness and
equality but which, at the end of the day, will
reduce our freedom.

I see this legislation as being within the same
philosophical stream and the same philosophical
category, and being inimical to the long-term
interests of our nation. if it is logical, if it is legit-
imate, if it is appropriate to restrict the advertis-
ing or tobacco products because they are harm-
ful-and I accept that they are-it must be logi-
cal, legitimate, and appropriate to accept restric-
tions on the advertising of liquor, because liquor
does a great deal of harm in the community and
causes just as much misery, suffering, and cost as
tobacco.

Mr Hodge: Why didn't you do something about
it when you were in office if you feel so strongly
about it?

Mr HASSELL: About what?

Mr Hodge: About banning the advertising of
liquor.

Mr HASSELL: I am sure the Minister cannot
be as lacking in understanding of what I am say-
ing as his remarks suggest. I have said I do not
favour the banning of the advertising of tobacco.
What I am saying is that if the Government sup-
ports the banning of the advertising of tobacco,
logically the Government must also support the
banning of the advertising of liquor.

Mr Hodge: That does not follow logically at all.
Mr HASSELL: It is a different argument and

it is not the point the Minister first raised. At
least the banning of the advertising of other prod-
nets can be justified. It is not a matter of only
liquor or only tobacco products, for there are
many activities as well in our community which
are not good for various people.

The Governmenit, when in Opposition, was at
pains to raise fears in the community about the
level of salt in the community. No-one advertises
water, but if we consider this matter in the
broader context, we can talk about liquor, Coca-
Cola, Kentucky fried chicken, confectionery,

motor racing, and a dozen other products and ac-
tivities.

Mr Hodge: Motor cars.
Mr HASSELL: They are different.

Mr Hodge: They are all different from tobacco.
Mr HASSELL: No, they are not; the differ-

ence between tobacco and liquor is nil.
Mr Hodge: They are markedly different.
Mr HASSELL: The taking of both of them is

damaging to health.
Mr Hodge: You take reasonable quantities of

alcohol without it being damaging to your
health-somec medical authorities say it is ben-
eficial to health-but no cigarette consumption is
beneficial.

Mr HASSELL: I dispute that because I believe
that smoking one cigarette a day would make no
discernable difference to a person's health.

Mr Hodge: That is not what medical
authorities advise rme.

Mr HASSELL: They would say it begins the
process of doing damage. I am saying it would
make no discernable difference to a person'
health, just as having one glass of alcohol a day
would make no discernible difference to a person's
health. However, in the case of motor cars, there
is no intrinsic damage done by using a motor car
except perhaps for people who take the extremist
point of view and refer to the pollution from the
exhaust emission; but basically there is no
intrinsic damage done and it is only the misuse of
the vehicle that causes any dlamage. So there is no
parallel there. There is a direct parallel between
smoking tobacco and drinking alcohol. The Minis-
ter can shake his head as much as he likes. His at-
titude throughout the debate has been as
intolerant as his leader's attitude. There are other
points of view.

Mr Hodge: I accept that, but I think you are
wrong.

Mr Bryce: I hear what you say, but I do not
agree with what you say.

Mr HASSELL: I will support a number of
measures contained in the Bill. I understand there
are some difficulties and deficiencies with those
measures related to attempts to curtail smoking
by children. There is even a legitimate argument
that by outlawing smoking by children and by
raising the level of the perception of the offence
involved in smoking by children, we might make it
more attractive to children. I do not agree with
that argument; I believe children have to learn
some discipline, even if it is unpleasant and even if
the easy way out is to let them have a go. But that
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is beside the point. I support the second reading of
the Bill so that those provisions can be debated
and so that they can perhaps be improved by
amendment and hopefully, enacted.

I do not support the prohibition of cigarette ad-
vertising; that is an attack on a basic principle of
our society which will form a dangerous
precedent. It is something we should do without
for the long-term interests of the way in which we
regulate OUr society.

In conclusion, the only other thing I will refer
to is the action of the Government in directing the
Greyhound Racing Association to have no part in
the current campaign by sporting interests against
this Bill. What the Government did was utterly
unprincipled, utterly without precedent, and com-
pletely wrong. The Greyhound Racing Associ-
ation was established in 1981 by the Western
Australian Greyhound Racing Association Act,
which established a body entitled the Western
Australian Greyhound Racing Association as a
body corporate with perpetual succession and
with a common seal. It was intended to operate as
an association independent of Government
although dependent on a Statute. It was brought
into being as the fulfilmenit of the restructuring of
the greyhound racing industry after a very diffi-
cult period.

Contrary to what the Minister for Employment
and Administrative Services said publicly when he
issued his directive, the association has not re-
ceived any money from the Government and has
not and does not receive financial support from
the Government in any direct way.

Mr Parker: The association has been extraordi-
narily generously treated, as I think you will
agree, in terms of Government decisions concern-
ing the allocation of public funds available
through the TAB.

Mr HASSELL: Totalisator Agency Board
funds are not public funds. The Minister mis-
represented the position to the public when he
made out that the association had received public
money, which it had not. When I presented the
Bill to the House in 198 1, the basis upon which it
went through this House was that not one penny
of public money would go into greyhound racing.
The Minister supported the Bill.

Not only does the Act establish an independent
body known as the Greyhound Racing Associ-
ation, but also it provides in section 6 specifically
as follows-

The Association does not represent, and is
not an agent or servant of, the Crown.

Members know why that provision was put in,
and the Government is dishonest if it does not tell
the House why.

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr H-ASSELL: Mr Speaker, the association-

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr HASSELL -was never intended to be sub-

ject to direction as is a Government department.
Indeed, it was the specific intention of the
Government of the day, as was accepted and set
down by this Parliament, to put the association on
a secure and independent footing-

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr HASSELL: -as in the case of the trotting

and horse racing industries, and to get it off the
back-

Mr Parker interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not think the Min-

ister for Employment and Administrative Services
was in the House some time ago when I said
interjections were highly disorderly. I want mem-
bers to try to co-operate with the Chair in con-
ducting a second reading debate, not a question
and answer period.

Mr HASSELL: The association was intended
to be and is by Statute independent of the
Government. Section 11, to which the Minister
referred like a broken record or parrot, says the
Miister may from time to time give directions to
the committee with regard to its functions, powers
and duties, either generally or in respect of a par-
ticixlar matter, and that the committee shall give
effect to those directions. I very much doubt
whether the direction given by the Minister was
lawful under that section.

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr HASSELL: Even if it was, that does not

alter the situation one jot, because the fact of the
matter is that the Government has sought to pre-
vent a private, independent Organisation-

MrT Parker interjected.
Mr HA SSELL: -from opposing its legislation,

when that legislation has not been adopted by the
Parliament and, for all the Minister knows and
for all I know, may not be adopted by the Parlia-
ment.

The Government has practised a crude and
blunt form of censorship, and should be con-
demned for that. This shows the very danger of
this Bill; it shows that this Government, as in the
case of any Government, should not be entrusted
with any general, uncontrolled power of
censorship.
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Mr Parker: You introduced that section to the
Act. The advice you were given was that the
reason for the introduction-

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will have
an opportunity to reply if he wants to at another
time to the accusations made by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. This is why I have tried
to get members to co-operate.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister well knows that
section I I was included in the Act to provide ulti-
mate protection for the TAB in respect of the use
and distribution of funds supplied over a long
period, and the repayment of the moneys made
available by it, for the restructuring of the
greyhound racing industry.

The Minister well knows that decisions of the
Greyhound Racing Association as to the amount
of money it puts into prizes and so on affect its ul-
timate capacity in any one year to make a pay-
mrent for the reduction of its indebtedness. That
provision was precisely put in to deal with any dis-
putes that might arise in that situation. Clearly, if
the association could not use its money to provide
good prize money, it could not attract the support
it needed for greyhound races and, therefore,
could not generate the money needed to put it
right for the long term. On the other hand, if it
went too far in doing that, it would not have any
money to repay its debt. That is what the pro-
vision is about, and the Minister knows that.

The main point is not that at all; it is that the
Government has misused completely a power in
an Act, a power intended for another purpose, to
exercise censorship on a body which disagreed
with a view ofthe Government. Its action is as
blatant and as brutal as that. It shows the danger
with this kind of legislation; it shows the danger
to our community of allowing any Government,
whether it be a Liberal, National-Country Party,
National Party, or Australian Democrats Govern-
ment-any party one cares to name-to have a
power to censor what people read in a general
sense. I used the words "general sense" because
there is the exception in the case of the pornogra-
phy the Minister would have to deal with every
day. I pity him in that work, because as he would
know it is not an appealing prospect to have to do
that job.

Mr Parker: I agree with you completely on
that, but there is no other way for it.

Mr HASSELL: I can tell the Minister that I
went to that job with doubtful support in my mind
for any form of censorship. After I dealt with the
material that came up to me I had to acknowl-
edge there are just some things we cannot let onto
the streets.

Mr Parker: We have been through a similar
process in that regard.

Mr HASSELL: I thought the Minister would
have-it is so bad. However, that is a different
question from stopping an association lawfully
constituted and operated, independent of the
Government, from taking part in a legitimate pol-
itical activity in relation to Government legis-
lation. The Government has tried to muzzle the
association-that is not intended as a pun-in its
attempt to stop the Government doing what it
intends to do with this Bill. As I have said, the
-Government's action was blatant and brutal, and
particularly demonstrated the danger of giving
Governments the power to control what we
read-the opinions expressed by anybody else.

The Government should withdraw the direction
now. It should clear the slate, because whether or
not this Bill is passed, the fact that it gave the di-
rection is a blot on its record.

As I said, I will support the second reading of
this Bill and I will support the provisions related
to smoking by children. However, I will oppose
the provisions which seek to prohibit the advertis-
ing of tobacco products.

MR BERTRAM (Balcatta) [5.08 p.m.]: It is
fairly accurate to say that most of the comments
which need to be made in this debate have been
made already. This matter has been before the
Parliament off and on for something like 14 years.
In that circumstance it is difficult to canvass new
arguments. Only recently, in 1982, a similar Bill
was put before the Parliament, and a lengthy and
comprehensive debate took place. Not a great
deal remains to be said.

In addition, the outcome of the vote on this Bill
in this place is known already,.and in that case
one wonders why we will have the debate. It will
be something of a charade, a situation which is
always far less than satisfactory.

The Bill really is a Committee Bill; that is
where the work ought to be done on it.

Precedent does exist for Government action of
this kind, and it has been referred to already: It is
worthwhile remembering that in 1975 the Federal
Government acted just as this Government is now
acting.

Eight or more years ago all major parties of the
Federal Parliament acted in unison to place a ban
upon cigarette advertising on radio and television.
There has not been an upheaval about that or a
spate of other Bills banning all sorts of other ad-
vertising on radio and television. It was banned by
the parties in the manner we have described be-
cause they were well aware of the need for it and
of the fact that the people of Australia were
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onside with them. Bearing that in mind, it is a
little strange, is it not, to say the least, that Lib-
eral Party in W.A. should be taking a position dif-
ferent from the stand taken by the Liberal Party
in Canberra so many years ago? Presently the
Liberal Party and the National Country Party are
hopelessly split, in complete disarray, and com-
pletely divided on this Bill. We have the Labor
Party on the Government side solidly backing the
Bill, and a sizeable number of members of the
Opposition supporting the Government as they
certainly should do.

I would not like this Bill to be passed without
personally congratulating the Premier, the Minis-
ter for Health, and the Government for the fact
that the Bill is before the Parliament at this time.
It reflects great credit on the Premier and on the
Minister.

Mr Gordon Hill: Hear, hear!
Mr BERTRAM: I congratulate them. I am not

a person who runs around more or less willy-nilly
as one often sees in this place or at one of those
mass mooney weddings where confetti is thrown
around the place, whose congratulations are not
really substantial or do not have any depth of
meaning or sincerity. I want to make my views in
that respect known. I offer my sincere congratu-
lations.

The Australian Labor Party platform on many
issues is well known, but the State Parliamentary
Labor Party has not always discharged in the Par-
liament its obligations under the platform. Some-
times to do so a member has to battle his way
against his own team to some extent, and it can be
a difficult task. In this case it is very important to
acknowledge and to encourage other Ministers on
the Government side to be prepared to pick up the
hard ball occasionally to make sure they do not
get bogged down in endless administrative work
and on routine legislation and to ensure that from
time to time they attend to the things that are im-
portant and elevate those things to top priority.
Anyone who seeks further justification for this
Bill is very hard to please.

I was most impressed with the Minister's
speech. The problem itself which we have before
us is bad enough. The recalcitrants, the people
who push the cigarette products, also make
legislating very difficult. It is obvious that when
this Bill becomes law, whether it is in 1983, 1984,
1985, or whenever-hopefully in 1983-the
tobacco companies will go right through the legis-
lation with a very fine tooth comb with a view to
evading its provisions. When we are facing up to
people who take that sort of position, legislating
becomes even more difficult. It is very sad that

there should be in the community these days such
elements which have manifested themselves par-
ticularly over the last eight to 10 years. Those
people seem to derive great satisfaction, and I
daresay very considerable incomes, out of
frustrating the will of the people as expressed by
legislation through the Parliament. That is a very
bad thing. There is a difference between doing the
right thing and attacking Bills with a view to get-
ting correct meanings, and so on, but the tech-
nique often pursued these days is very evident:
Namely, frustrate legislation and render it in-
nocuous, and find ways of getting around it by
hook or by crook. This is an unwholesome state of
affairs and one which should be countered.

One hears a lot about "If it is lawful to do
something, it should be lawful to advertise it".
One only has to think about that for a fleeting
moment to realise how empty the proposition is.
Really what is being said in that regard is that the
advertising industry should be given a special pos-
ition, an exemption, a priority, or a preference
over the rest of the community. From time to time
people in the exercise of their lawful rights are re-
quired to do quite absurd things.

Is i t not abundantly absurd, for example, for a
person driving home from this Parliament at, say,
three o'clock in the morning, knowing the road
perfectly and driving lawfully, to come to an
intersection which is well known to him and on his
approach see there is not another vehicle within
cooce of the intersection and therefore find absol-
utely no danger is presented to him. But this per-
son going about his lawful business must stop at
the stop sign? Why? Is there any real sanity or
commonsense in that? There is probably very
little sanity in it because if a person stops any-
where in the middle of a road these days he stands
a very good chance of getting his neck broken.
However, nobody, or very few people, complain
about that because they know it would be a
proper interference with a person's rights. That is
just one example.

A storekeeper can lawfully sell his goods, but
once a certain time of the day arrives he has to
close his doors. Okay, he cops that. One could
give a thousand and one examples of people pur-
suing lawful activities and their rights being
brought to an end or modified by legislation or
regulation. However, that is not good enough for
the advertising industry. It wants a complete open
slather situation in so far as it is reasonably poss-
ible to have it. I suppose we must cop this. Some
of us are not very impressed by advertisements or
the fact that we are bombarded with them every
time we turn on a television or radio. We pay a
solid sort of penalty for watching our television
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shows by suffering advertisements every few min-
utes.

Let us have the advertising but not in circum-
stances where the advertising is seen to be anti-
social, such as advertising cigarettes. Whether we
like it or not, we must do something about it. In
lire we may not like many things, but we often
must do them. If that is true or life generally, it is
also true of legislators. It would be wonderful if
we could tear up all Acts and regulations,
although I do not know how long we would last.
From time to time we have to exercise judgment
and place restrictions on ourselves. We do not
particularly like doing that, but we weigh up these
matters and if there is no choice we do what we
do not particularly want to do and legislate in a
way that is proposed in this Bill.

Members should disregard the prop-
osition-which gets plenty of publicity-that it is
lawful to pursue a certain course of action and sell
certain goods, and therefore it should be lawful to
advertise them. That argument does not stand up
and I can give myriad examples. I do not think it
is necessary, and I do not intend to do so.

To date, legislation such as that before us now
has not become an election issue. I suggest to
members that if this Bill is not carried and is
brought back to this House to be resubmitted, the
time will come when it will become a general elec-
tions issue. That has happened in other parts of
the world where ultimately all the parties agreed
to support the proposition. I do not think that is
very surprising because until recently if a person
died aged say about 50 from a heart attack, a
stroke or some vascular disease, there was a gen-
eral acceptance of it and people said "Bad luck,
we are sad about it, but that is it". People now
Find, as I have in the last 18 months to two years,
that people in their mid-40s, 50s, and 60s are
dying unnecessarily.

They are dying because they have smoked ciga-
rettes. That link is established and unmistakeable.
A few years ago that link was not known to exist;
it certainly is now.

A very good friend of mine recently suffered
pain in his chest and went to his doctor who ar-
ranged for an X-ray. It disclosed a mark on the
lungs. The doctor said to him words to this effect:
"There is a mark there; we had better look at it
more closely and see what it is"; to which my
friend replied NI should expect the worst-I have
been smoking for years". One sees there an
unmistakeable nexus. It was a brave thing to say,
but that is not the point I am making. My friend
knew the difficulty he was in, and subsequently he
was found to be suffering from terminal cancer.

He knew what to expect and he knew why he had
that condition.

Until a few short years ago that comprehension
and understanding would not have existed, but it
is much more apparent today. I am prepared to
bet a few bob that as that understanding con-
tinues to grow and the people of Western Aus-
tralia see the link and see what cigarette smoking
is doing to their loved ones, relatives and
friends-because the diseases associated with it
are not pleasant; I have seen people dying in hos-
pital and it is not very nice-they will become
more upset and will not only support this legis-
lation, but also will demand it. Many people
already are demanding it. I have been a member
of this House for about 15 years, and I have never
known so many people to ring up and ask that we
persevere with this Bill. People ring up and com-
plain about all sorts of things, but how often do
they ring and ask us to pursue certain legislation?
That is a Portent of things to come.

Mr McNee: Many people ring me to complain
about electoral reform.

Mr BERTRAM: I suppose they are people who
get one-sixteenth of a vote. If I were in the mem-
ber's electorate he would hear from me regularly.
I do not believe in theft; for a politician the theft
of votes is a cardinal offence.

I remind members of this House and of the
Legislative Council it is becoming slightly danger-
ous to oppose this legislation. The former member
for Scarborough opposed the last Bill which dealt
with this matter and was defeated at the election.
Mr Herzfeld was vehement in his opposition and
made a long speech against the Bill; he is no
longer a member of the Assembly.

Mr Spriggs: He will be in another week.
Mr BERTRAM: The member for Bunbury op-

posed the proposition; along came a general elec-
tion and he is no longer a member. This will
interest the young gentleman on the other side:
The former member for Mt. Marshall voted
against Dr Dadour's Bill and he is no longer a
member. The "distinguished" member for
Whitford voted against the measure-what was
his name?

Mr McNee: If I listened to you I would not
cross the Terrace going home tonight.

Mr BERTRAM: It has become slightly danger-
ous to oppose Bills of this kind.

Clearly, this move is capturing the imagination
of the public.

Mr Old: They cannot resist such a dynamic ar-
gument.
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Mr BERTRAM: When the conservatives on
the other side get the slightest idea that the people
have had enough of this nonsense-as they did
when they saw the need to ban advertising on
radio and television-members opposite will agree
to a ban on advertising as proposed in this Bill.
Once members opposite get that idea I guarantee
all those arguments against this Bill will suddenly
disappear, and it will become law.

I was surprised by the recent announcement
that the conservative parties are to have a so-
called "free" vote on this. I cannot follow that.

Mr O'Connor: You would not understand be-
cause you do not get it over there.

Mr BERTRAM: I have been told repeatedly,
so naturally I believe it, that people on the other
side always have a free vote. They do not caucus
or carry on with any of that nonsense. Perhaps on
this occasion they have not so much a free vote as
a "super-duper" free vote. Members opposite do
not caucus; they meet every Tuesday when Parlia-
ment sits, for what purpose I do not know. Most
people imagine it is to work out how they will op-
erate as a team and combine as a united force.
Until recently a free vote was never on-it used to
be a conscience vote. It became highly amusing
when we were in Opposition to see the then
Government members' unanimous conscience
votes. Perhaps a former Premier thought it was a
little rough and that members could not have
unanimous consciences. We do not hear so much
about it now; members opposite now are said to
have the so-called "free" vote.

Earlier in the day I heard someone speaking
about this Bill and indicating that it will not stop
people smoking; that is sad but I think it is prob-
ably true. Many people are able to stop smoking
but, so far as I am concerned, the real endeavour
of this Bill is to discourage people from starting to
smoke. No provision is contained in the Bill which
says, 'Thou shalt not smoke"; but the legislation
recognises that cigarette smoking is an addictive
habit which means that once a young person is
hooked on it he has the devil's own job to become
unhooked. We on this side of the Chamber recog-
nise that and arc not prepared to sit idly by and
allow young people to acquire an addiction and in
due course suffer the penalty for it on a long-term
basis.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Leader of the
Opposition) [5.32 p.m.J: When listening to the
Premier speak on this Bill tonight I am reminded
of a description of him as "the master of misinter-
pretation". In the Premier's speech he was both
hypocritical and irrational; and I say that with
sincerity. if anything should be done in connec-

tion with cigarette smoking-and as a non-smoker
I see no good in it, I can see the harm it does and
I believe the fewer people who smoke the bet-
ter-the way to overcome the problem is by edu-
cation. The Premier himself is setting a bad
example when we see him walking around this
Chamber and in the community with a cigarette
in his mouth or in his hand. Not only is he setting
a bad example to the community but also to his
family. The Premier has in his hands a better way
of handling the situation other than through ban-
ning advertising; he could set an example. I be-
lieve he sets a very poor example for a person who
is a leader in this country.

Reference has been made tonight to members
on this side being approached by the tobacco
companies. I state clearly I have had many more
representations from antismoking people than
from the tobacco companies and in fact I have not
seen more than two people from the tobacco
companies in the last two or three months.

Mr Gordon Hill: Does that make you deaf or
dumb?

Mr O'CONNOR: No; it makes a lie of the
statements from that side of the House. The
people approaching me have not been tobacco
companies although I have had some represen-
tations from people in the advertising field who
are concerned about their jobs and their future
because of the proposed ban on tobacco advert is-
ing, and their fear of how far this legislation may
go at a later stage if it is allowed to continue.

Members opposite also stated that members on
this side were financed by the tobacco companies,
which is totally untrue. As a matter of fact the
Premier has assisted tobacco companies more
than I have in the whole of my life because he
purchases the product of tobacco companies. Not
only does the Premier support tobacco companies
but also the Government does. When one looks at
the price of a packet of cigarettes today, which is
about $1.80, one finds the cost of the tobacco
product is approximatlcy 49c and the balance is
made up of Commonwealth and State taxes. The
State tax is levied on top of the Commonwealth
tax which means if there is an increase of 10c in
Commonwealth tax on cigarettes the price
automatically rises by 13c to allow for a further
3c tax for the State Government. A substantial
amount of money is being received from these
commodities.

Some weeks ago I quoted figures relating to ad-
ditional tax received from the tobacco industry
and during the last few days those figures have
been confirmed in the newspapers. At the time
the Premier stated that $15 million additional tax
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would be received whereas I quoted a figure of
$40 million. The figure quoted in the paper was in
excess of $36 million. The difference between my
figure and the Premier's figure indicates how far
out the Government is in connection with finance,
how it has fumbled the finance.

Mr Davies: It is hard sometimes. Do you re-
member when you quoted tax figures on fuel-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR: I am referring to the

financial fumbling of this Government which it
has done at every step.

Mr Davies: I will look it up for you.
Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, do.
The Government had previously stated that $58

million would be received in additional water,
electricity and gas charges when in fact the figure
was $114 million. It has now quoted $15 million
will be received from tobacco tax whereas the fig-
ure should be about $40 million.

The figures quoted by the Opposition have been
almost right in each case. If the Opposition, with-
out the assistance of facilities that the Govern-
ment has at its disposal, can arrive at fairly accu-
rate figures one would expect the Treasurer and
the Government to get a little closer.

Referring to the $40 million a year that the
Government will receive, what is it putting back
into education and health aspects-S2 million a
year. which is only five per cent? Is the Govern-
ment dinkum? Does it want to do something
about the health of the community or is it grab-
bing the funds for Consolidated Revenue? When
the Government puts only five per cent of this
money into what it claims is a problem area, it
causes me a great deal of concern.

As I said earlier, I believe tobacco smoking
does no-one any good, but neither does this Bill. It
interferes substantially with the freedom of the in-
dividual. We saw how Hitler in the Nazi regime
in the I1930s took control of certain aspects from
the people-their civil liberties. This Government
is moving in the same direction in a Hitler-type
fashion. It complained about section 54B of the
Police Act but the present legislation is far worse
as far as civil liberties in this country are con-
cerned. Section 54B protected innocent people.
This Bill takes away the freedom of the individual
to do so many things.

Tobacco products are legally available in this
State. It is legal for people to use the products in
any way they wish, yet the Government brings in
legislation to ban the advertising of them. But ad-
vertising is not the core of the problem; it is
tobacco smoking. The problem should be over-

come by an education programme which should
begin at home with a programme directed at the
parents indicating the harmful nature of smoking
and asking them to set an example to their chil-
dren. I hope the Premier will do the same for his
children. A programme should also be directed
towards the schools to help to overcome this un-
healthy habit which so many people have.

We have seen members opposite-Ministers
and members of the Labor Party-who have sup-
ported the use of marijuana, but who want to ban
the advertising of tobacco. Does that make sense?
To my mind, it does not. We can do without mari-
juana in this country. It is no good to anyone. The
statistics show that a small amount of marijuana
causes brain damage yet some of the Ministers
and members opposite support its use in this
State. That shows the hypocritical nature of the
Government.

The Government is trying to override freedom
of expression, and I disagree with that. For that
reason, I will express my objection to certain parts
of the Bill in the Committee stage, but I will not
oppose the second reading.

Under the terms of the Dill, any person promot-
ing smoking could be fined up to $1 500. All ad-
vertising will be banned after a period of 12
months. That means that if somebody had a
Dunhill pen, for which he might have paid $100
or $200-they are pretty good pens-he could be
prosecuted for promoting cigarettes. That demon-
strates the farcical nature of the legislation. If
somebody had a Dunhill cigarette lighter, that
would be in the same category. One might have a
gold cigarette lighter with "Dunhill" or something
written on it; but one would be promoting or ad-
vertising cigarettes if one was found using the
lighter.

The Bill is a Nazi-type operation. No doubt
Hitler did no more than the Bill proposes, in-
itially. He just went along gradually, and the
Government is doing exactly the same. I disagree
with that sort of thing.

Mr Davies: We may have to take the clock out
of the bar. It has "Rothmans" on it.

Mr O'CON NOR: That is right.
Mr Davies: Nobody will know the time.
Mr Hassell: That just shows how silly the Bill

is.

Mr O'CONNOR: [t will be an offence to offer
a cigarette to another person in a public place.

A Senate standing committee has considered
this type of legislation and stated its views clearly.
It does not like the sort of action being taken in
this State. The standing committee does not com-
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prise Liberals only; it does not comprise Labor
party members only, nor Democrats only. All par-
ties are represented on that committee, which is
opposed to what the Government is trying to do.
The committee said this type of thing was objec-
tionable, on the basis that an absolute offence
would be committed without the provision, "must
knowingly or intentionally publish".

If somebody drove a car from South Australia
to Western Australia with a cigarette sticker on
it, he could suffer a penalty in this State.

Mr Gordon Hill: Which Senate standing com-
mittee are you referring to?

Mr O'CONNOR: The recommendations were
published in the last two or three days.

Mr Gordon Hill: Which committee?

Mr O'CONNOR: It was mentioned in the
paper in the last couple of days. I understand that
two standing committees operate in this field. One
of them is the standing committee on social wel-
fare and the other is on legislation.

Mr Clarko: That committee checks to see
whether legislation is appropriate.

Mr O'CONNOR: As far as I know, no other
committee is considering banning cigarette adver-
tising.

Mr Gordon Hill: You are wrong.

Mr O'CONNOR: In what way?

Mr Gordon Hill: With the Speaker's indul-
gence-

The SPEAKER: You will have your chance
when you rise to speak.

Mr O'CONNOR: If a car with a bumper
sticke r which advertised tobacco came from South
Australia to Western Australia, the driver could
be in trouble.

This Bill trespasses on the personal rights and
liberties of individuals. I do not think the general
community knows the full effects of the legis-
lation.

The definition of "Published" is rather strange;
and I will deal with that in the Committee stage.

The Premier made some comments regarding
compensating people and sporting bodies who lose
money through the ban on advertising. Is it his
intention to reimburse people who were paid by
the cigarette companies before the legislation was
passed?

Mr Brian Burke: We have said that we wilt en-
tertain individual applications for assistance, on
their merits, when they are made.

Mr O'CONNOR: In other words, the Premier
will not give an undertaking to keep people up to
the same mark as the one they were on before.

Mr Brian Burke: No, that is right.

Mr O'CONNOR: I thank the Premier for that
information. This means that many sporting
bodies will lose much money. We have seen some
very good promotions by tobacco companies in
this State-the Marlboro Cup. the Benson and
Hedges Cup, and the cricket series which we
could lose. I hope the Premier considers making
funds available to meet this situation.

Mr Brian Burke: Why I say we are not giving a
blanket endorsement for the provision of tax-
payers' funds in those areas is that we expect that
many people will find substitute sponsors, as the
Western Australian Turf Club has done already.
We do not believe we should be the First in the
field to say to people, "There is no obligation".

Mr O'CONNOR: I will go along with that.
What the Premier is saying is that if the bodies do
not receive substitute sponsorship, the Govern-
ment will pay them.

Mr Brian Burke: We will look at the situation.
In some cases, where there is a professional or-
ganisation making a profit, we should not give our
assistance. We will entertain individual appli-
cations on their merits.

IMr O'CONNOR: Many organisations will lose
money in this Field. When the level of the Con-
sumer Price Index increases year after year, it will
be interesting to see whether the gap will be coped
with.

I fail to see how advertising on a fence could
encourage people to smoke. I have not smoked all
my life, although I have seen advertisements
often. They have made no difference to me. Prob-
ably the fact that my parents never smoked
helped me a little. The education at home and at
school is the most important factor.

Mr Davies: You must have had a puff or two
down in the bike shed.

Mr O'CONNOR: I would have done that; but I
do not think I have had more than six or seven
cigarettes' since I was 14. It would be a very un-
usual person who did not, at some stage, partici-
pate in smoking cigarettes in some way. As a mat-
ter of fact, I have caught some of my kids smok-
ing up in the paddock. I might see a light up
there, and find they are having a puff. Probably
everyone has done that.

This legislation worries me considerably be-
cause people do not understand it. I have had rep-
resentations made to me to ban the advertising of
alcohol, salt, and other things; and this is not the
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end of the line. If this legislation is passed, the list
of bans could escalate. Education is needed to
meet this problem, especially with the young
people.

The Government should receive $40 million
from its actions in this respect. It has announced
it may spend $2 million on these programmes, but
it should spend substantially more than that-25
per cent at least.

Kits have been produced in an effort to per-
suade people to stop smoking. That campaign has
been fairly successful. The kits cost about $5
each, and we have about 400 000 smokers in the
State. If the Government gave every smoker a kit,
it would cost $2 million. The cost of that would
hardly affect the amount the Government re-
ceived.

I have a great deal or concern about some as-
pects of the legislation. On page 8, clause 7 pro-
vides-

7. (I) Where in proceedings for an of-
fence under section 5 it is proved that any
thing published includes-

(a) the name of any tobacco product or
smoking accessory, whether or not as a
part of any other name, description, or
expression;

(b) any name that is a part of the name of
any tobacco product or smoking access-
ory; or

(c) any name,, word, symbol, design, or
other form of presentation that is com-
monly associated with any tobacco prod-
uct or smoking accessory,

Pipes are a smoking accessory, and therefore the
word "pipes" cannot be used. What happens if
Humes Ltd. has an advertisement in The West
Australian for pipes for sale? That is bow stupid
it is. If Humes Ltd. did that it could be breaching
this legislation. Members must look carefully at
that.

Mr Brian Burke: If they call them water pipes,
that is all right. At home you could talk about
downpipes.

Mr O'CONNOR: I hope this is an outpipe.

Mr Brian Burke: What about paying the piper?

Mr O'CONNOR: A woman contacted me. She
used pipe-cleatners to make toys. This legislation
could preclude her from doing that; or rather,
make her liable to a fine. That is what the legis-
lation says.

Mr Brian Burke: How could it do that?

Mr O'CONNOR: Because it precludes the use
of equipment connected with cigarettes or smok-
ing

Mr Brian Burke: It prevents you from using it?
Mr O'CONNOR: It prevents the advertisisng

of it.
Mr Brian Burke: She could not be put in gaol

for using them. She uses them to make toys.
Mr O'CONNOR: Is the Premier saying she

could use them?
Mr Brian Burke: Yes.
Mr O'CONNOR: What about pipes?
Mr Brian Burke: You could use pipes and not

get put in gaol.
Mr O'CONNOR: Are you saying this legis-

lation does not mean what it says?
Mr Brian Burke: What it says is that you can-

not advertise them, not that you cannot use them.
Mr O'CONNOR: What it says is this:

"Wherein proceedings for an offence under sec-
tion 5 it is proved that anything published in-
cludes any name that is part of the name of any
tobacco produce or smoking accessory. A
pipe is a smoking accessory.

Mr Brian Burke: I agree with that, but I do not
agree with your point. The pipe-cleaner you say
she used to make toys?

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes.
Mr Brian Burke: She could do that.
Mr O'CONNOR: She was worried she might

be prosecuted.
Mr Brian Burke: If you will support the Bill I

will give you a guarantee that no-one will be pros-
ecuted for advertising water pipes, and we will
amend the legislation to exclude water pipes.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am just showing how loose
the legislation is. It is very loose, and I think it is
not very well thought out in this regard, because
there may be many other cases where this could
be taken forward.

The peopl e who will be affected by this legis-
lation, if they do not get the money for sport, are
those concerned with cricket, racing, trotting.
football, soccer, basketball, netball, and many
other international and local events. What the
Government ought to do is to stand back and take
note of what has been said in the House. It ought
to realise and understand that the problem is not
one of banning -advertising. If it wants to be
dinkum it ought to ban tobacco. It ought to set up
a definite educational programme, a programme
which will get into the schools, into the homes,
and get the people involved to feel that tobacco is
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bad for them. If the Government went forward
with a proper educational programme through the
schools, it could spend 25 per cent of the money
from the tobacco tax on the programme and that
would be more than enough to spend on a proper
campaign 10 see that this was handled properly.

Mr Brian Burke: Is that what you would do?
Mr O'CONNOR: Yes.
Mr Brian Burke: Why did you not spend a

quarter of what you raised from the tax?
Mr O'CONNOR: Put it this way-
Several members interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: Is the Premier not going to

listen to me? We did not take money (rorn
smokers and pensioners as this Government is
doing. We did not have that sort of money. This
Government taxes everyone so excessively that it
ought to have money dripping out of its ears. I am
only asking for 25 per cent of that money to be
used in this campaign.

Mr Brian Burke: We were left a deficit.
Mr O'CONNOR: The Government was not.

The Government admitted in this House that it
transferred 538 million, I think it was, into the
1983-84 Budget-the money the previous Govern-
ment left in the 1982-83 Budget.

Mr Davies: Did you spend 25 per cent?
Mr O'CONNOR: I do not know the amount

we spent.
Mr Davies: You know it was a lot less.
Mr O'CONNOR: I am answering the Premier

first. The previous Government did not get those
moneys. There was a $ 14.2 million deficit after
transferring something like $60 million from the
short-term money market, some of it to statutory
authorities and the balance into the 1983-84
Budget.

Mr Davies: That was the money we could not
transfer back.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am pointing out the fact
that the Government was not left in a parlous pos-
ition. I hope the Government will have a further
look at this on the basis of not taking civil
liberties from individuals and that it will give
proper education to the people who need it. I
think the number of young people in this country
who start smoking is disastrous. The Minister for
Health mentioned that something like 1 200 lives
a year are lost and this Bill would save them. This
would not be so. A few lives may be saved from
this, and that is good, but there would be many
more if the Government promoted a private edu-
cational programme both in schools and at home
in connection with this matter.

I support the second reading of the Bill, but 1
will have something to say on some of the clauses
in the Committee stage.

Questions On Notice: Closing Time

The SPEAKER: Before I leave the Chair I
wish to announce that questions on notice for
Tuesday, 11 October will close at 4.30 p.m. on
Thursday, 6 October.

Sitting suspended from 5.56 p.m. to 7.16 p.m.
Debate Resumed

MR GORDON HILL (Helena) [7.16 p.m.]: I
have pleasure in speaking on the Bill. At the out-
set I extend my congratulations to the Minister
for Health for the fine job he is doing both in his
portfolio and in the campaign to reduce the inci-
dence of smoking in Western Australia. This
legislation is part of that very important cam-
paign. Another piece of legislation which was also
part of that campaign was introduced to the
House by the Premier some considerable time
ago. I believe this Bill will assist in reducing the
incidence of cigarette smoking and, as a result,
the associated illnesses.

As well as extending my congratulations to the
Minister for Health, I congratulate the Premier
on the vital role he has played, and the Cabinet in
giving unanimous support for this campaign
which includes the introduction of this Bill.

During the course of debate, a number df mem-
bers opposite have referred to the threat to free-
dom posed by this Bill. In particular, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition referred to the threat to
the freedom of advertising agents and the tobacco
industry to advertise their products. That freedom
pales into insignificance when compared with the
freedom of the taxpayers of Western Australia
not to pay extra taxes to meet the costs of the ill-
nesses which result from the consumption of
tobacco products.

Mr Court: Freedom doesn't mean much, does
it?

Mr GORDON HILL: I keep hearing distant,
inane bleatings from the member for Nedlands.
They must be of no consequence, because he is
not prepared to shout them so thAt I can hear and
answer them.

The threat to freedom referred to by the Depu-
ty Leader of the Opposition is really a nonsense
argument when compared with the loss of the
freedom of the taxpayers of Western Australia
because they are required to pay extra taxes to
pay for the results of the efforts of the tobacco in-
dustry to sell its prod ucts-efforts which are sup-
ported by some members of the Opposition.
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In advance, I congratulate some members of
the Opposition for the support they will give to
the Bill. Of course, I refer to the members for
South Perth and Subiaco-there may well be
other Opposition members-who have indicated
their intention to vote with the Government on
the Bill and who are prepared to voice their disap-
proval of the Liberal Party's attitude on this
question.

Mr MacKinnon: What is the Liberal Party's at-
titude?

Mr GORDON HILL: I shall come to that in a
moment.

It seems to me the shadow Minister for Health
has been gagged by the Opposition and is unable
to express a point of view on the Bill, I have not
heard him utter one word about the legislation-

Mr MacKinnon: Have you ever tried to gag the
member for South Perth?

Mr GORDON HILL: -because if he were to
utter a word on the Bill, he would speak in sup-
port of it.

Mr O'Connor: You looked like you were
gagged the night you lost the numbers in the
House!

Mr Davies: Stunned, not gagged.

Mr GORDON HILL: I look forward to hear-
ing the contribution to be made by the shadow
Minister for Health.

Mr B~ertram: Why isn't he handling the legis-
lation?

Mr O'Connor: He is free to do as he wishes, but
you aren't.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GORDON HILL: I do not mind
interjections from Labor members, as they are
supportive.

The SPEAKER: Well, I do mind.

Mr GORDON HILL: The member for South
Perth is not permitted to stand up and speak on
this Bill, because he would only embarrass the
Opposition. Therefore, the shadow Minister for
Health has been gagged and is not permitted to
speak on the legislation, If he is permitted to
speak on it, I shall look forward to hearing his
contribution.

It is interesting to note that the blemish-the
spot-on the Opposition-that is, the Opposition
Whip--has been put forward as the lead speaker
for the Opposition on the first major piece of
legislation relating to health which has been
introduced in this place since we have taken
office.

So, I congratulate those members of the Oppo-
sition in this House and those members of the Op-
position in the other place who are intending to
support the Government's move; they deserve
great praise indeed for their attitude.

A short while ago the member for Murdoch
asked by interjection what the attitude of the Lib-
eral Party was. I-e obviously does not know his
own policy.

Mr Bertram: In Canberra the attitude of the
Liberal Party is to ban cigarette advertising.

Mr GORDON HILL: The attitude of the
Western Australian Liberal Party is, and I
quote-

Special emphasis must be given to preven-
tive medicine and rehabilitation.

This is one of a group of measures aimed at pre-
venting people, children in particular, from taking
up this habit, this drug. As the member for
Balcatta said a short time ago in his eloquent
"speech", the Liberal Party on a national level
has indicated support for this Government's
intention.

A short while ago the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition said that with this Bill we were trying
to limit the freedom of advertising agencies and
tobacco companies. I remind him that in 1976 the
then Federal Liberal Government did precisely
the same thing with respect to the communication
of advertisements on television and radio. When
speaking to the second reading of that particular
amending Bill, which amended the Act allowing
for advertising on television and radio, the late
Erie Robinson said-

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

By implication he was saying that the State
Governments were negligent in their duty if they
did not do likewise. We have taken up the re-
sponsibility for the people of Western Australia,
who support this move by the Government; we
have taken up the suggestion of the then Federal
Minister for Posts and Communications.

This Bill has the support of a wide range of
community groups and people, as the Minister
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outlined during question time. In addition to the
list mentioned by the Minister, the Childbirth and
Parenthood Education Association of Perth sup-
ports our move and has produced a directory of
parent support services in which the association
indicates its total support and states-

Isn't it true that cigarette companies are
promoting cigarettes, not sport, and that they
use young people's sports to promote their
product because this is where they know they
are most likely to recruit new smokers?

Of course, what is the point of advertising if not
to recruit new smokers?

Mr MacKinnon: What junior sport do they pro-
mote?

Mr GORDON HILL: Private enterprise
groups advertise simply to increase the market for
their product. Members opposite should know
that it is the obvious reason the tobacco
companies advertise.

The Minister did mention the Australian Pen-
sioners' League of WA, a body which has
branches throughout the State. It is worthwhile
reminding members opposite and Opposition
members in the Legislative Council, particularly
those in marginal seats, that the league is very
powerful and has a large membership. It totally
supports the Government's legislation. What is
more, the Anglican Archbishop of Perth has indi-
cated his support. More importantly, as men-
tioned by the Minister, the Western Australian
Sports Federation backs the Government's move,
and this body has 360 000 members.

All these groups and the community at large
support the Government's move because they rec-
ognise that Western Australians are paying out
165 million a year in taxes to public hospitals to
meet the cost of illness and death caused by
tobacco products. This Government is concerned
about the freedom of the taxpayers and the right
of the taxpayers not to pay out this sort of money
for illnesses which occur because people have be-
come addicted to this pernicious drug.

Many people including the Leader of the Oppo-
sition have indicated that they believe people, es-
pecially children, should not smoke. The Leader
of the Opposition indicated that he would do what
he could to stop children smoking. This is his op-
portunity to have some influence on this very im-
portant matter.

It has been shown conclusively time and time
again that advertising does have an effect on the
consumption of cigarettes and that it has the ef-
fect of inducing young people to take up cigarette
smoking. Surveys have shown this to be the case.

If members opposite cannot accept those facts I
do not know how they could accept any fact.

Even if members have some doubt about the
accuracy of those surveys, or think it is a distinct
possibility the surveys are inaccurate, they must
still give support to this legislation. It may stop
young people from taking up the habit of ciga-
rette smoking, and it may decrease the consump-
tiqn of cigarettes generally in this State; there-
fore, it may decrease our health bill. I submit to
members that that likelihood is worthy of deep
consideration.

The prime consideration of this Government is
to reduce the likelihood of children taking up
cigarette smoking. This Bill represents an area in
which this Government can take action to reduce
that consumption of cigarettes, and it is one part
of an important package the Government has
brought forward to try to reduce cigarette smok-
ing in this State.

I refer now to comments made by the Leader of
the Opposition. He asked me during my
interjection earlier to indicate whether any
national Parliament Standing Committees had
given support to this Government's legislation,
and he quoted at length from the report of a Fed-
eral Standing Committee he claimed was released
recently, but did not give the name of that com-
mittee.

Mr O'Connor: I have the report right here in
my hand.

Mr GORDON HILL: I would like to know the
name of that committee.

Mr O'Connor: it is the Senate Standing Com-
mittee on the Scrutiny of Bills. I will give you a
copy of it.

Mr GORDON HILL: That would be an endr-
mous authority on health matters!

Mr O'Connor: As much as you are?
Mr GORDON HILL: I refer now to the rec-

ommendations of the Senate Standing Committee
on Social Welfare brought down in 1977. 1 refer
particularly to three of those recommendations
because they put the lie to the claim of the Leader
of the Opposition that no Federal Parliament
Standing Committee-

Mr O'Connor: it doesn't put the lie to my
claim. I quoted from the report of a Federal
Standing Committee. How could that be a lie?

Mr GORDON KILL: The Leader of the Op-
position said that no such committee existed, or
made recommendations for the banning of ciga-
rette advertising.

Mr O'Connor: To my knowledge.
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Mr GORDON KILL: I can now inform him
that he was wrong.

Mr O'Connor: What is the date of that com-
mittee?

Mr GORDON HILL: He should have been
listening. The recommendations were brought
down in 1977 by the Standing Committee on
Social Welfare.

Mr O'Connor: That's not a recent committee.
Mr GORDON HILL: I did not say it was a re-

cent committee report. One of the recommen-
dations states-

That Commonwealth and State Govern-
ments determine as national policy a commit-
ment to a decrease in the per capita con-
sumption of tobacco;

The next recommendation is-
That State Governments and local govern-

ment authorities be encouraged to ban the
advertising of tobacco products;

Those recommendations indicate in black and
white total and unequivocal support for this
Government's actions. The final recommendation
to which I refer states-

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

That recommendation supports the 1976 legis-
lation introduced, as 1 remind the Opposition, by
a Federal Liberal Party Government.

I refer now to policy statements of conservative
parties in Western Australia. The National Party
has not been at all hypocritical. It has supported
the legislation. A motion by one of its country
branches which was carried on 14 July 1979,
states-

That a total ban be placed on the advertis-
ing of cigarettes and associated tobacco prod-
ucts.

The National Party made its position quite plain.
It wil vote in support of this legislation. I take my
hat off to its members for their sincerity and
honesty.

On the other hand, the National Country
Party, Perth branch, moved a motion that was
carried on 28 July 1979, which was-

That this conference requests the Parlia-
mentary Party to press for the cessation of

cigarette and all tobacco advertising in all
forms of media.

What absolute hyprocrisy is the position adopted
in this House by the National Country Party.

Mr MacKinnon: Is that from a branch?
Mr GORDON HILL: The motion says, "this

conference requests'. I can only assume-
Mr MacKinnon: You said it was a branch.
Mr GORDON HILL: Obviously the National

Country Party is out of touch with its member-
ship.

Mr Old: Hang on, does every motion moved at
your meetings get the support of the meetings?
Just try to be honest. I know it's very hard for
you. You are quoting a motion put to the confer-
e nce.

Mr GORDON HILL: It is typical of the
National Country Party to revert to personal at-
tacks and abuse when it is painted into a corner.

Mr Old: What absolute rubbish.
Mr GORDON HILL: The Perth branch of the

National Country Party carried a motion on 28
July 1979 to the effect that the advertising of
cigarettes and all other tobacco products should
be banned in all forms of the media. I gather that
is the policy of the National Country Party.

Mr Old: Was it passed at the conference?
Mr GORDON HILL: [.have merely quoted-
Mr Old: Quote the reference.
Mr GORDON HILL: I will quote it, and I am

prepared to read the report into Hansard, or table
it. The document is the result of research by the
Australian Council on Smoking and Health
(WA). This thorough document was compiled by
a thorough organisation, and it dragged some
skeletons out of the cupboard of the National
Country Party. The member opposite is out of
touch with his rank and file, and his party is out
of touch with the electorate at large. In fact, the
conservatives of this State will rue the day they
opposed this legislation.

Mr Old: I am quivering in my boots.
Mr GORDON HILL: I remind the member of

the enormous support of this legislation as indi-
cated by the number of telephone calls and letters
sent by electors to their members of Parliament.
The Leader of the Opposition said he has received
many more approaches from his constituents than
from the tobacco industry. Obviously he is blind,
deaf, and dumb, otherwise he would have listened
to the ease put to him by his constituents.

As I have said, the conservatives will rue the
day they oppose this legislation, because it has the
support of the majority of people in the corn-
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munity. As the member for Balcatta said, mem-
bers in this place last year who held marginal
seats, and opposed the Bill introduced last year by
Dr Dadour, lost their seats at the last election. I
await with eagerness the next State election to
witness what happens to people in the same situ-
ation on the other side of the House, because I be-
lieve their stay in this place is temporary.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch) [7.39 p.m.]; I
remind the member for Helena, who has just re-
sumed his seat, of one important fact: We on this
side of the House in the Opposition parties have a
free vote on this issue. As a consequence it Is my
responsibility as a member of the Opposition to
indicate to the people in the electorate of
Murdoch, and especially those who contacted me,
the stance I have taken in relation to this issue.
My view is one of opposition to the legislation.*
Firstly, I do not dispute any of the medical evi-
dence that has been put before me-

Mr Bertram: The tobacco companies do.
Mr MacKINNON: -by many people in sup-

port of the legislation. I believe, as the Minister
for Health indicated, although not to the same ex-
tent, that smoking is harmful to one's health.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr MacKINNON: However, by itself, that is

not an argument in favour of the legislation, as
the Minister for Health would have us believe.

Mr Hodge: There is more to life than good
health, isn't there?

Mr MacKINNON: I have some concerns about
this legislation. I hasten to add for the benefit of
both the Minister for Health and the Premier,
that I did not make up my mind on this Bill until
I had the opportunity to read it, to examine the
Minister's second reading speech, and to read ail
the information people forwarded to me. On the
basis of that examination I then made up my
mind. For the Premier's information, I point out
that the people who seemed to be the most pro-
fessional in their approach to me, certainly in the
form of printed matter, were the people support-
ing the Government's legislation. The amount of
paper I received through the mail from that lobby
would heavily outweigh that which I received
from the tobacco industry.

I am not, as the Premier would indicate, sup-
porting a massive sales drive for the tobacco in-
dustry because I am opposing this Bill. For the
Premier's information again, of all of these people
who have approached me, only two did so in per-
son and both of those were from the tobacco in-
dustry. I have not had one personal representation
from any other individual. I have bad many tele-
phone approaches and many people have written

to me, and when I added them all up, which I did
last evening, I found the balance of the argument
favoured the stance I am about to take.

My concerns in relation to the Bill are the same
as those of many other members of this side of the
House and they relate to the precedent it sets.
The Government, by declaring a product basically
illegal-if it is illegal to advertise therefore it
should be illegal-as explained previously by
members of this side of the House-

Mr Bertram: It is illegal, and you know it.
Mr MacKINNON: The questions which have

been raised by many members of this side of the
House and in editorials around the country are:
What next? Secondly, why tobacco? I will quote
from two editorials to give an indication that my
views are shared not only by members on this side
of the House, but also by editorial writers of The
Sunday Times, The West Australian, and other
newspapers around Australia. I will now quote
from The Sunday Times of I8 September 1983
for the benefit of the Premier, to show him that
we are not paranoid; we have a point of view
which is an important one shared by other people.
The writer of the editorial in The Sunday Times
of I8 September said-

With 1984 only four months away, there is
an alarming trend towards Big Brother
government .. , the kind of government that
decides what is good or bad for us.

It further said-
For example, there is the question of al-

cohol, one of the great threats to the health
of the nation-and its young people.

Indeed, what about gambling?
We will see the double standards of this Govern-
ment very soon when it brings in legislation to
legalise casinos in this State. The writer of the
editorial in The West Australian of 27
September, had this to say-

The ban is dangerous because in seeking to
outlaw advertisements for a product that is
lawful to grow, manufacture, sell and con-
sume it strikes at the vital principles of a free
Press and free speech. It would be all too
easy for legislators to follow up with bans on
the promotion of anything else they con-
sidered bad for the community.

Mr Wilson: Do you think the newspapers had a
vested interest in that?

Mr MacKINNON: I for one am not prepared
to take the word of this Premier, a man I would
not trust, when he says, "We have no plans at this
stage to include any other product under this type
of legislation". The enticement for him and his
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colleagues will prove to be too great and it is clear
in due course we will see legislation embodying
other related areas.

Mr Old: They won't touch marijuana.

Mr MacKINNON: If not, the question there-
fore remains, why not? As has been indicated by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the other
concern or precedent which worries me is the
example created the other evening when a direc-
lion was issued to the Western Australian
Greyhound Racing Association. Under this legis-
lation, tobacco companies' support for sport will
decline and the Government will then say, "We
will step into the breach". This Government, and
just about any other Government that gives
money to sporting bodies and others, will then
start to tie the grants. It will say, "We will give
you that money if ... if. .. if...". Knowing the
colour and calibre of this Government, we know
that those "ifs" will be very heavily qualified for
mostly political reasons.

Mr Bryce: What is your favourite fantasy?

Mr MacK INNON: The other thing which con-
cerns me about this Bill is that once again, as I in-
dicated today with respect to a small piece of
legislation, it gives us an indication of the colour
of this Government, a Government clearly pre-
occupied with regulation, control, electoral
change, and increased taxation. It is not con-
cerned with what it said were its prime electoral
commitments.

I will quote From the opening paragraphs of the
Labor Party's policy speech read by the Premier
prior to the election. It reads as follows-

The message I bring to the people of West-
ern Australia on behalf of the Australian
Labor Party is a message of a new commit-
ment.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!

Mir MacKINNON: It continues as follows-
The commitment we make is to a better

future for the West and all its people:

a commitment to restore their confi-
dence that the West can be and should
be the best State in the best country in
the world.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear! Good stuff!
Mr MacKINNON: It continues-

a commitment to arrest and reverse the dis-
astrous plunge towards massive unemploy-
ment in this State.

Mr Bryce: That sounds a bit familiar.
Mr MacKINNON: It continues as follows-

a commitment to mobilize the great re-
sources of our State to build its strength and
security.

Dare we mention Yeelirrie!
Mr Blaikie: Oh, yes.
Mr MacKINNON: It continues as follows-

and a commitment-an unqualified commit-
ment-to end the present drift, the loss of di-
rection,--

Mr Bryce: Isn't it strange that you couldn't mo-
bilise Yeelirrie in seven or eight years?

Mr MacKINNON: It continues-
-the loss of con fidence, the lack of leader-
ship and the lack of vision about where West-
ern Australia is heading and what we can
achieve together.

This Government's commitments are Closer to
regulation, control, electoral change and raising
taxation. I will run down today's Notice Paper
and look at the sort of legislation we will soon be
discussing. We have the Land Drainage Amend-
ment Bill and the Land Valuers Licensing
Amendment Bill.

Mr Bryce: What have they got to do with it?

Mr MacKINNON: Is this really contructive
government attempting to combat massive unem-
ployment? Then we have the Workers' Compen-
sationk and Assistance Amendment Bill and The
Lotteries (Control) Amendment Bill.

Mr Bryce: Ar you trying to fill in time?
Mr MacKINNON: That is increasing taxation.

We have the State Government Insurance Office
Amendment Bill. How will that Bill get this State
working in the right direction?

Mr Wilson: You are not doing much about it.
Mr MacKINNON: Then we have the Daylight

Saving Bill. That will really get this State moving
in the right direction! We have the Builders'
Registration Amendment Bill-more control!

Mr Wilson: Listen to the business community
on that subject.

Mr MacKINNON: It is clear where the
priorities of this Government lie. The people of
this State were led to believe they would get as-
sistance.

The next reason for my opposing the legislation
is my concern at the anomalies included in it. The
first anomaly seems to be a very clear and un-
equivocal one; that is, the reduction of the legal
age from I8 to 16 years for so-called children to
buy cigarettes. I ask members of the House, if
they were going to bring a law into this State de-
signed to stop children from smoking, would they
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lower the age at which children could gain access
to such a harmful product, a product which this
Minister and the Premier are so concerned about?
Would members lower the age? I can remember
when one had to be 21 years before one could
legally have a drink.

Members would know that in their younger
days they went and had a beer when they were
about 19 or 20 years. The age limit is now 18
years; kids of 16 have a drink because they can
get away with it. With the age limit being
reduced from I8 to 16 years, children as young as
12 and 13 years will be smoking cigarettes with-
out prosecution.

If the age limit is to be reduced from IS to 16
years, will the Government be consistent and
reduce the age at which minors can consume al-
cohol, and if not, why not? Has the Government
been consistent? The answer is "No". Will the
Government reduce the voting age? If it is all
right to have a cigarette-such a harmful drug
that in the words of the Minister is slaughtering
people daily-do not young people have the same
responsibility to exercise a vote? The silence from
the Government benches is deafening. The Minis-
ter for Health does not have the gumption to
come into the House and answer.

Several members interjected.
Mr Bryce: You could not make an impression

on a cushion.
Mr MacKINNON: I ask what is to be done

about the age limit for a driver's licence? A per-
son can take his life in his own hands, and in the
words of the Minister for Health consume these
dastardly drugs at the age of 16, but he cannot
obtain a driver's licence. Where is the consistency
in that? There is none. All the Minister can say
about reducing the age from 18 to 16 years is that
the Government wants to be in line with the other
States. If that is the case, why are we bringing in
this Bill? Why has the Minister not taken the
time to speak to his Federal and State colleagues
and do something about this issue at a national
level?

Mr Bertram: He has.
Mr MacKINNON: I will explain in a moment

why the Minister has not done that.
The Minister is sincere in his desire to do some-

thing about the health of the children of this
State. I do not knock him for that. However, I be-
lieve the Premier is taking him for a sucker , and
very successfully too. The Premier knows as well
as I do the First thing his Government did in re-
lation to cigarette consumption when it came to
power was to increase the tax on cigarettes. Why
did it do that first? I asked the same question
when we opposed the legislation in this House.

Clearly, it was because the Government's
priorities as I have indicated, are in the areas of
regulation, control, electoral change, and increas-
ing taxation in whatever form it might be.

Increasing taxation on cigarettes and raising
revenue was the Government's first priority. If the
Minister for Health were sincere in what he was
saying he would have been publicly berating his
Premier because, out of the funds raised, the
Government has committed only $2 million a year
for the next three years towards educating the
people about whom the Minister says he is most
concerned.

Our leader has indicated the figure is in the
order of ive per cent to six per cent of the total
funds raised. How can the Premier sit there and
in all sincerity expect me and other members on
this side and the public to swallow his claim that
the Government is sincere in wanting to do some-
thing about controlling cigarette smoking? It is a
red herring and the Government's purpose in
introducing this Bill, and the reason the Minister
for Health is carrying the Premier's flag, is to
justify the taxation increase. The Premier was
desperate for that increase to fund his advisers
and railway lines and all the other promises he
may or may not be about to bring to fruition in
the Budget.

The fourth area of concern which comes under
the heading of anomalies, relates to Eastern
States' sporting events. It is strange that it will be
all right for me and my family to sit at home and
watch Benson & Hedges World Series Cricket
from Adelaide, the MCG or the Sydney Cricket
Ground, and at the edge of those grounds there
may be a sign for Benson & Hedges 25s or some-
thing similar. In all probability no Benson &
Hedges-sponsored match will take place in Perth
this year as a consequence of this legislation. The
signs will be at the other grounds.

Mr Bryce: It might be Coca-Cola.
Mr MacKINNON: Why cannot the Govern-

ment take a constructive stance and use some of
the $35 million to buy space at the MCG next to
the Benson & Hedges sign and put up a sign in
big bold letters "Smoking is dangerous to your
health"? If advertising is such a powerful influ-
ence would not the sign have the same effect?

Mr H-odge: No.
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister can explain

why that is not so when he responds.
It is totally illogical that the sign "Benson &

Hedges" or "Black and White" or "John Player
Specials", or whatever it may be at the time will
encourage a person who is watching the match to
smoke cigarettes. As the member for Karrinyup
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said there was apparently a sign for Sterling ciga-
rettes at the Melbourne Cricket Ground last
weekend. I saw that game and I did not see the
sign. I cannot tell members any one of the signs at
the ground. That is the impact it will have on
most people.

Mr Bertram: It is a waste of money.
Mr MacKINNON: I believe cigarette

companies waste a lot of money in sponsoring
sport, but if that is what they want to do, we
should let them go.

The fifth area in which an anomaly occurs re-
lates to the fact that the Minister does not have
the gumption to tell me or the people I represent
which magazines will be gazetted. Which publi-
cations will be banned in Western Australia? Will
he give an unequivocal commitment that The
Australian will not be banned in Western Aus-
tralia if it carries cigarette advertising?

Mr Hodge: Of course.
Mr MacKINNON: The Bulletin?
Mr Hodge: Yes, and Playboy.
Mr MacKINNON: I do not read Playboy but I

read the other two publications. I imagine a lot of
my constituents read Playboy.

Mr Hodge: And the The Australian Women's
Weekly.

Mr Tonkin: I cannot do without the "Weekly".
Mr MacKINNON: We all know what the

Minister cannot do without.
I thank the Minister for Health for that assur-

ance in relation to the particular magazines. Why
will he not give an indication of the magazintes in
relation to which he will exercise this clause? If
he has no plans for any group, and there is no
right of appeal for a group, to which types of pub-
lication is he referring? Why does he want the
power?

Mr Hodge: That was in my second reading
speech.

Mr MacKINNON: Has the Minister indicated
to me or anyone locally that he has examined the
impact on printers in this State who print
magazines containing cigarette advertising? Is it
not reasonable to assume those publications will
in future be published, as they can be now, and in
some instances are, in South Australia, other
States or South East Asia, and then imported?

Will not local printers lose jobs as a conse-
quence of that? There is a distinct possibility that
will be the case. The Minister may have some
powers to ban publications, but how will he be
able to get enough inspectors to check on the myr-
iad industry and association journals published

around the State which carry this type of adver-
tising? The people who publish them will not be
here in Western Australia; they will not take the
risk. People outside the State will take the risk.

The other anomaly which concerns me and
gives a clear indication of where are the Govern-
ment's priorities-whether they are in fundraising
or in pursuing a control of cigarette smok-
ing-can be found by comparing the two pieces of
legislation we have had to consider this year in
this area. I refer first to the Business Franchise
(Tobacco) Amendment Bill. I commented on the
penalties contained in that legislation when it was
before the House. I refer to section 4 of the Act
which was amended by that legislation and which
states that any person found guilty of failing to
produce to the commissioner documents he may
request-and a person may have lost the docu-
ment or lost the notice asking him to produce the
document-is liable to a penalty, which was in-
creased from $200 to $5 000. That is a minor of-
fence; a minor misdemeanour under an Act which
collects the revenue.

Mr O'Connor: That is a 2 500 per cent in-
crease.

Mr MacKINNON: That is correct, but the
level of the fine is the important point as I will in-
dicate.

The Minister for Health comes into this House
and in the opening paragraph of his address states
that no Bill is more important than the one before
the House and that he is privileged to present it.
He continues by telling the House of his great
concern for the health of children. The penalty for
a person convicted under clause 5 (6) who causes
or takes part in the publication contrary to
subclause (1) is $1 000.

Mr Hodge: Do you think that figure is too low?
Mr MacKINNON: I certainly think it is too

light if the Minister wants to be consistent.
Mr Hodge: If you want to you can move an

amendment.
Mr MacKINNON: I will come to that in the

Committee stage.
I refer now to clause 8 which reads-

A person who sells, gives, or supplies any
tobacco product or smoking accessory-
(a) to a person under the age of 16 years;

(b) to any other person for the use of a per-
son under the age of 16 years, -

I hope the Minister has heard from other mem-
bers the comments I made about lowering the age
from 18 to 16 years.

Mr H-odge: Are you opposed to that?
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Mr MacKIN NON: Certainly, and if the Minis-
ter wishes to be consistent so should he be- To
continue-

-commits an offence and is liable to a fine
not exceeding $200.

The Minister would like the House to believe that
every person who takes up smoking will die; we
know that is not true. He suggests that even if a
person smokes one cigarette a day it is harmful to
his health. The Minister will therefore fine a
pusher of drugs-and I use his term-up to $200.

Mr Hodge: I have never used the term "pusher
of drugs".

Mr MacK INNON: The term refers to a pusher
of the tobacco drug.

Mr Hodge: I have used the term "pusher of
tobacco".

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister is prepared to
fine such a pusher only $200. The person who
inadvertently fails to give a tax collector a piece
of in formation can be lined $5 000.

Mr Hodge: I will entertain an amendment if
you want to move one.

Mr MacKiNNON: It is not my Bill, It is the
Minister's Bill.

Mr Tonkin: It is the Parliament's Bill.
Mr MacKINNON: I am showing the absolute

hypocrisy of the Minister and the Government. 1
am trying to demonstrate where their priorities
lie.

Mr Tonkin: You are not succeeding.
Mr MacKINNON: I refer to clause 7 of the

Business Franchise (Tobacco) Bill 'which states in
part that a person shall not sell tobacco in the
course of intrastate trade unless he is the holder
of a licence under the Act. The penalty f or convic-
tion of an offence under that clause is $20 000 yet
a person who, in the words of the Minister, may
be enticing a young person to kill himself will e
ceive a penalty of only $200.

Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: I do not understand how

the Minister can sit in this Chamber looking at
me so smugly and. say his Government's priority is
the Bill it has introduced when, clearly, the fact
that it introduced the Business franchise
(Tobacco) Bill to Parliament first and the penal]-
ties are disproportionate, indicates clearly where
the priorities of this Government lie. It is not in
the area of tobacco control or the control of ad-
vertising; it is mostly in the area of revenue gath-
ering.

The third area which gives me cause for con-
cern relates to misleading comments made by the
(871

Minister in his second reading speech. I have indi-
cated before that I do not doubt the Minister's
sincerity and I have not heard a speaker yet who
does. I refer to comments in the Minister's speech
that clearly are not true and cannot be im-
plemented. They show the Minister's total
overcommitment to this issue. In his second read-
ing speech the Minister said-

Members know only too well that tobacco
smoking is the greatest single preventable
cause of ill health and premature death in
Western Australia today.

Even if the proposed legislation is passed it
certainly will not prevent ill health and premature
death, as this Minister would have us believe. It
might reduce the figure slightly but it will not
prevent those occurrences.

Mr Hedge: 1 did not say it would prevent them.
Mr MacKINNON: I will remind the Minister

of further comments he made as follows-
The great paradox about smoking is that,

although it represents a huge health problem,
it is a problem which can be prevented.

Smoking cannot be prevented whether or not this
legislation is passed.

The Minister has been carried away with his
own legislation and is making irrational state-
ments. Smoking cannot be prevented. It may be
reduced by ways and means I would support and
which I will outline at a later stage. I refer to
further comments of the Minister where I ob-
jected to his irrational statements when he said-

Since then, the epidemic of diptheria in
this state has been conquered: Thanks to con-
certed health measures, Supported by all sec-
tions of the community, there has not been a
single case of dipiheria reported for ten
yea rs.

By and large, this is the history also of
typhoid, cholera, polio and turberculosis.

I ask members of this House: Is smoking in any
way related to any of these diseases?

Mr IHodge: It is a public health threat.
Mr MacKINNON: Diptheria, cholera,

typhoid, polio and tuberculosis: Aire these diseases
created by habit forming drugs?

Mr iHodge: They are major threats to public
health.

Mr Mac KINNON: But in no way are they re-
lated to tobacco advertising or the consumption of
tobacco.

Mr H-odge: You are only showing your ignor-
ance.
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Mr MacK INNON: No I am not; I am showing
the Minister's duplicity. The Minister's statement
suggests to the House and to the general public
that there is a connection between diptheria, chol-
era, typhoid, polio, and tuberculosis, and cigarette
smoking. If the Minister believes that he is more
naive than 1 first thought. The Minister does not
believe what he has written, and neither do 1.

Mr Williams: Did he write it?
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister wrote the

legislation, so 1 presume he wrote his second read-
ing speech.

I have some doubts about the area under the
heading of "Justification". The Government
claims that the effect of advertising overrides and
is paramount to the consumption of tobacco prod-
ucts by young children. I quote firstly from a pub-
lication to which the department and the Govern-
ment have subscribed entitled Cigarette Advertis-
ing and Children-Do you Care? I care, and'that
is why I read the publication. Professor Leeder's
research document is quoted as follows-

Predisposing factors are those which are
antecedent to smoking be 'haviour and which
provide'the initial motivation for it. In our
study these included smoking by parenits, sib-
lings and friends. We also found that ap-
proval of advertising was' an -important pre-
disposing [actor. Furthermore, children -who
held favourable attitudes to -smoking and
cigarette advertising .were at. greater- risk of
adopting or maintaining smoking behaviour
than those whose attitudes were more disp-'
proving.

The Government has placed great faith in that re-
search document, but nothing in what I quoted in-
dicates that advertising directly,'influtences chil-
dren to smoke. It may be a factor that influences
children in some way or other to be more predis-
posed to taking up cigarette smoking, but it does
not say that advertising entices those children to
smoke.

Mr IHodge: It is a factor.
Mr MacKINNON: I quote again-

We also found that approval of advertising
was an important predisposing factor.

What does "approval of advertising" mean? Does
that mean that if I read the advertisement as a
child, I approved of it, and that meant 1 loved it,
and so I rushed out and bought a cigarette? It
does not mean that at all.

Mr I-odge: It means it psychologically con-
ditions one, as a child, to accept cigarettes and
take up cigarettes so that one becomes part of the
community.

Mr MacKINNON: Maybe that is what it
means, but it does not indicate that it is a direct
influence on the child.

I even picked up the report of Western Aus-
tralia's committee on the monitoring of advertis-
ing of tobacco prbducts which was presented to
the then Minister for Health in September 1981.
The Minister for Health would say that the
people on that committee were reasonably quali-
fied people, by and large. Conclusion No. 3 in
that report reads as follows-

There is no clear scientific evidence to sup-
port the contention that cigarette advertising
is a major factor in initiating the smoking
habit.

So we have a document which says in a vague
way that children may be influenced. We then
have another document which says there is no
clear scientific evidence. I then take up what the
pro-cigarette lobby has said. I am now goi 'ng to
the other side of the argument, and I quote fromn
the points provided to me as follows-.

Even the U.S. 'Surgeon General's
office -which can hardly be classecd as- pro-
smoking-has stated that peer pressures,
family pressures, environment, schooling and

*individual rebellious tendenacies caused chil-
dren to smoke, but *added that. cigprette ad-

-vertising. could not be blamed.
Certainly I am not a psychologist; I am merely a
qualified accountant who is now a member of
Parliament. It seems to me, on my reading of.the
evidence, that-doubt exists as to the impact or the
effect of advertising on children. If there is such a
doubt,' should we in the Parliament be taking a
sledgchlaimer, in thc fofm of this legislation, to
crack a nut? Or should we be taking the alterna'-
tive? l believe 'we should take the alternative;,
which I will outline in a moment.

Cigarette advertising was not one of the factors
that influenced me to smoke when I was you4g.
We did not have television; I did not read The
West Australian; I did not read The Australian
Women's Weekly; I read comics mostly, when I
was young, if I could lay my hands on them-and
I smoked.

Mr Rushton: The Phantom, I hope.
Mr Court: Did Superman smoke?
Mr MacKINNON: Strangely enough, they did

not have smoking advertisements in those comics,
yet I smoked. I smoked because my mates
smoked, and we had a fag every day on the way
home from school.

I can only relate my personal experience, as it
is affected by the evidence presented to me. I do
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not believe cigarette advertisements had a
significant influence. If they have such an influ-
ence, it is a tenuous link and I would need much
greater evidence to be induced to support such
severe legislation to control that weak link.

The Government claims its justification for this
legislation is public support. The Minister said so
in his speech, but the Premier contradicted him
this afternoon when he was questioned closely
about the matter. If!I am any judge, and if the
telephone calls I have received indicate the lack of
public support for this legislation, I will vote
against the legislation. That is how I see the facts
as they are presented to me.

If the Premier is listening, I will give him some
advice about this legislation and about the process
of government. The Premier will not last for very
long if he continues to govern by public opinion
polls, as is his wont. He will face the same fate
faced by other leaders who have tried to govern
by public opinion polls. Former President Jimmy
Carter was one of them. I believe the Premier and
his Government are heading down the same path
as Jimmy Carter.

If smoking is harmful to health, if it is such a
big problem, if we are to ban the advertising of an
illegal product, why is the Minister for Health not
bringing into the Parliament a prohibition on the
advertising of prostitution in this State? Are the
diseases transmitted as a consequence of prosti-
tution dangerous to health? Does not the Minister
have a concern for the new disease, AIDS, which
may be spread in this State as a consequence of
prostitution?

Mr Hodge: Nothing other than tobacco kills
I 200 Western Australians every year.

Mr MacKINNON: Every weekend one can
pick up the newspapers and find advertisements
for massage parlours, escort agencies, and the
like. They are advertisements for an illegal activ-
ity. However, the Minister sits right where he is
now, smiling at me and condoning that particular
activity. Yet, he has the hide to bring into the
Parliament a Bill to stop the advertising of ciga-
rettes. When one is faced with those facts, one
can hardly say that the Government is sincere in
what it is endeavouring to do.

I put to the Parliament-
Mr Hodge: How many people die of prosti-

tution each year?
Mr MacKINNON: It is probably time that the

Minister found out exactly what part prostitution
plays in the spread of venereal disease. Is it not a
disease that causes a huge loss of money every
year?

Mr Hodge: Of course it does, but nowhere the
same as cigarettes.

Mr MacKINNON: Is the Minister concerned
about that?

Mr Hodge: Of course I am.
Mr MacKiNNON: What is the Minister doing

about it? Nothing.
Government members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister knows what

should be done in relation to the control of ciga-
rette advertising. I support an increase in taxation
imposed by the Goverment on cigarette advertis-
ing because it will have an effect on the consump-
tion-

Mr Gordon Hill: Did you not vote against it?
Mr MacKINNON: Yes, because of the next

point I will make.
If the Government is sincere about increasing

taxes, it should spend a reasonable amount of
money on these purposes. The Goverment says it
will spend $2 million a year, or 6 per cent of the
income derived from the tobacco tax. I think the
Goverment should spend more than that. The
Leader of the Opposition says the taxation rate
should be at least one-quarter, and I say it should
be at least one-third. That money should be com-
mitted to health education pro-
grammes-preventive health, as outlined in our
policy.

I support a major education campaign, one that
does not cover just the schools, but which covers
the total community. That would enable the
people of this State to make a mature judgment
on their own future. They could decide whether
they wanted to cause this harm to themselves by
cigarette smoking.

I have already indicated that my wife smokes,
and I would give anything to stop her from smok-
ing. I would therefore like to see this Minister
putting some money into trying to educate people
like my wife and like the Premier to stop smoking.
I support what the Minister has done and com-
mend him for doing it. I support-him for including
in the legislation sufficient notice of the changes
being made. In the past, both Governments have
made the mistake of giving insufficient notice to
the people affected by changes. I commend the
Minister for the inclusion of those clauses in the
Bill.

The fourth thing I would support is the Minis-
ter's getting on with other people in a combined
approach. The Minister cannot tell me that this
ban will have a significant effect when the major
sporting events with the highest ratings from
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other States come here. Perhaps at the next
America's Cup a cigarette company might be
backing one of the Australian or American
syndicates. Does that mean that those wonderful
craft will not be able to sail off Fremantle?

Mr O'Connor: What would happen to the pub-
lic if they changed over?

Mr MacKINNON: If the Minister, instead of
rushing into this Parliament as he has done, had
taken some time to work with the other States in
the Commonwealth, that would have been an ad-
vantage. If I were in his shoes I would be Working
closely with the industry and not against it in an
effort to gain its support to do something about
tobacco consumption, because I believe that the
tobacco industry does see the writing on the wall.
It is prepared to do something about it. It has
already shifted its investments out of this area of
the industry, and I believe it has taken a respon-
sible approach. As I have indicated before, I
would retain the age of 18 as the age below which
it would be illegal for people to buy cigarettes.

In conclusion, I intend to oppose the legislation
for the reasons outlined. As I have just said, there
are other steps which can be taken to encourage
people to reduce tobacco consumption which do
not infringe human rights, as this legislation does.
I think it has some force, but I have correspon-
dence from those 17 people at the university who
had this to say in a letter to me-

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.

Does "the easiest to control" mean that in future
we will have legislation endeavouring to control
parental and sibling influences or peer pressures?
It would imply that all we are doing today is
taking the easy route and banning advertising.
Soon we will see legislation with greater imposts
on human Freedoms being introduced by this
Government when pressures like these are
brought to bear upon the Government.

I will oppose the legislation for those reasons.

DR DADOUR (Subiaco) [8.25 p.m.): Unlike
the speakers on this side of the House, I support
the legislation. This Bill is very similar to legis-
lation 1 introduced last year which enjoyed a very
handsome win in this House or 30:24 on non-
party lines-at least, as far as the Liberal-
National Country Party Government was con-
cerned. However, in the upper House it met its

doom. This is what worries me: It may suffer the
same fate again.

As a medical man, I think we should support
this. People were talking about red herrings. We
have been watching red herrings being drawn
across the trail of this debate. This really makes
me sick. There are two basic things we have to
think of. First, does cigarette smoking cause the
diseases which have been enumerated here?

Mr Tonkin: Of course it does.

Dr DADOUR: Do we agree on that? Statisti-
cally we can prove it. However, we cannot prove it
to the satisfaction of the tobacco people for the
simple reason that we cannot show how the cells
in our lungs become cancerous. On statistics the
chances of a smoker getting carcinoma of the
lungs are 10 times greater than of a non-smoker.

The second thing we must work out is what
part advertising plays in the promotion and main-
tenance of cigarette smoking amongst our chil-
dren. It does play a part. It is one of three or fodir
salient features, and it is the most amenable to
treatment. It is the one we are able to bring to
Parliament. We cannot influence parental control
or the other psychological aspects. We can go to
Parliament and we can ban advertising. Those are
the only two points we should be considering as
legislators.

The other points which have been enumerated
make me sick. Whether legislation is good or bad,
it can be cleaned up and made better if necessary.
This Bill is a much better piece of legislation than
mine. The Minister has cleaned up the points and
made some very good changes. The salient change
is that he has increased fines for young children
being sold cigarettes.

Mr Tonkin: I wish we had more members in
this place like you. That is not because you are
agreeing with us; it is because you are admitting
you can make mistakes and that this Bill is better.

Dr DADOUR: Of course it is better, but the
red herrings are the same. Let us look at the most
disgraceful thing the tobacco people could have
done. They have jumped on the back of clean,
beautiful sport. They sailed along with it. We
have been told that this does not affect children.
Of course it affects children. There is hero
worship of our sportsmen by our children. I have
seen some of these sportsmen smoking, and in the
background on the perimeter of the oval they see
the beautiful advertisements, so they associate
good, clean sport with tobacco smoking. It is an
association of ideas.

This is what advertising is all about. It is there
to sell the product; nothing more. The advertising
people, or the tobacco people, say it only influ-
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ences people to change brands. I do not know. I
think The West Australian should be caned for
printing the full-page advertisements which ap-
pear from time to time; it is so very wrong. When
I read the rider in The Sunday Times: "Freedom
of the Press, freedom to advertise", I realised they
did not care about the I 200 deaths in Western
Australia each year because of toflacco.

Mr Tonkin: They make money out of it.
Dr DADOUR: A peculiar thing happened on a

doorknock in which I was involved. Doors were
being closed in my face because people thought I
was trying to stop them from smoking. This is
what the tobacco industry told these people. After
a while I got wary. I had a packet of cigarettes in
my pocket. When they started to close the door I
offered a cigarette.

We are trying to stop about 10 000 children a
year from taking up smoking. We have over
40 000 children smoking on a permanent basis at
this moment. This is a disgraceful set of circum-
stances. When I introduced my Bill last year I
said-

Elements of a total programme are vari-
ously opposed as-
(]) Price increases;
(2) removal of cigarettes from the Con-

sumer Price Index;
(3) reduction of outlets; for example,

vending machines;
(4) bans on sales to those under a certain

age;
(5) stronger and more attention-catching

warnings on packets.
Mr Rushton: Do you support the reduction

from 18 years to 16 years for illegal sales?
Dr DADOUR: The member for Dale is draw-

ing a red~herring across the trail. His interjection
was only a red herring; it was of no significance.
He can play politics another time. I am really
upset. I do not think members opposite realise the
extent to which I was harassed-

Mr Tonkin: I can guess.
Dr DADOUR: -by these people with their

lies, their semi-truths, and untruths. I feel sorry
for the Minister on this score, because he will be
copping it and, indeed, he has been copping the
lot.

I am aghast to think my colleagues on this side
of the House have been talking in such a manner.
They find this Bill very hard to accept. What is
more important-is it more important that we
care for our children or have tobacco advertising?

Mr Bridge: Absolutely!

Dr DADOUR: I want to make one matter plain
to this Parliament. If this legislation does not
work, say, in two or three years, I shall be the
first to move to rescind it.

Mr Blaikie: Provided you are here, of course,
Dr DADOLJR: I shall be here, but I doubt very

much whether some other people will be here, be-
cause what occurs here will rebound on members
outside the House, in their electorates. The people
outside the Parliament know what is going on and
if the majority of the members of the Liberal
Party vote against this legislation they will be
viewed by those outside the Parliament as being
in the pay of the tobacco people.

Mr Tonkin: They will change their minds
quickly.

Dr DADOUR: This worries me, because I am a
doctor and-

Mr MacKinnon: Isn't that a red herring?
Dr DADOUR: No, I am not a red herring!
I invite all members of this House to come to

Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and see the respir-
atory invalids. The poor devils do not have the
wind to dress themselves. They are in bed with
their oxygen masks on, breathiag their last. There
is nothing more painful than that sort of death
and there is nothing more dreadful to see.

How can members on this side of the House fail
to support this type of legislation which will
reduce the number of people in that condition?
Those respiratory invalids cannot enjoy life; life is
drudgery for them. At times I think I believe in
euthanasia which would help them on their way
rather than let them suffer in that manner. How-
ever, it is not in me to do that Sort of thing.

The seventh point I made in my second reading
speech on the Bill I introduced last year was that
a complete ban should be placed on all forms of
advertising and promotion. That is what this Bill
seeks to do: It seeks to impose a complete ban on
all forms of advertising and promotion of tobacco
products at a State level. Were this Bill to be
passed, we would have no more billboards, no
more perimeter advertising, and no more of the
insidious things which were done by the tobacco
people after they were kicked off radio and tele-
vision. In order to get back on to television, the
tobacco people placed their slogans on the per-
imeters of football ovals and the like and, in that
manner, they were able to advertise on television
by default.

Last year at the rugby league grand final at
Sydney, for 141h minutes of the 1 /-hour game,
perimeter advertising of tobacco products was dis-
played on television. That is an even better result
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than the tobacco people would get if they were
permitted to advertise their products on television.
Even if they were permitted to advertise on tele-
vision, they would not be allowed to do so for 141h
minutes in a 1 /-hour programme.

Mr Hodge: It is cheaper to do it that way, too.
Dr DADOUR: The member for Narrogin said

the University of Western Australia was receiving
money from tobacco products to fund its research.'
That may be the case, but last year the people at
Sydney University said they would not touch any
of that Filthy money and they kicked out tobacco
sponsorship. It was the first university to take that
step and 1 am certain the balance of the
universities throughout Australia will follow suit
very quickly.

Mr Peter Jones: I did not criticise the Univer-
sity of Western Australia for doing that.

Dr DADOUR: I did not say the member for
Narrogin did; I simply pointed out that at Sydney
University a complete ban was placed on the use
of money from tobacco products in that way and
that ban was imposed unanimously.

1 will not tolerate criticism being levelled at the
letter circulated by the professors of the Faculty
of Medicine at the University of Western Aus-
tralia. Those people do not need to put their
names to anything at any time. Indeed, this is the
first time I have seen alt the professors put their
names to a document.

Mr Hodge: It is the first time in history.
Dr DADOUR: I wrote to the professors and

congratulated them on this. However, I told them
they were speaking to the converted in my case.
Why do people advertise if advertisements do not
sell the product?

Mr Tonkin: Precisely.
Dr DADOUR: Why do these companies chan-

nel such large sums of money into advertising?
A Government member: Where do their new

markets come from?
Dr DADOUR: Why do not these companies

admit that tobacco smoking causes the following
diseases-

Coronary artery disease which is one of the
major killers in the western world; lung can-
cer; emphysema; and chronic bronchitis?

Death usually comes fairly quickly when one con-tracts coronary artery disease or lung cancer. Em-
physema and chronic bronchitis kill slowly. The
respiratory invalids of whom I was speaking suf-
fer from the latter diseases. Lung cancer can re-
sult in one becoming a respiratory invalid also, be-

cause the cancer invades the lungs, but it is all
over rather quickly.

Let us compare the smoker with the non-
smoker. The earlier the age at which smoking be-
gins, the greater the risk of untimely death. When
compared with the non-smoker, firstly, the
smoker has five years Shorter expectation of life;
secondly, he has twice the risk of heart disease.
That has been proved only statistically; it has not
been proved medically, because we have not been
able to view the cells becoming cancerous with
chronic bronchitis getting worse and emphysema
setting in. The smoker compared to the non-
smoker also has 10 times the risk of contracting
lung cancer and an increased risk of getting other
diseases, namely chronic bronchitis and emphy-
sema; diseases of arteries; cancer of the bladder;
and cancer of the mouth and throat. Not long ago
an eminent vascular surgeon said he had never
amputated the leg of a person who was a non-
smoker. Indeed, that doctor is sitting in the gal-
lery tonight.

The overall cost of tobacco-induced diseases is
approximately equal to that of the road trauma;
that is, $70 million annually in this State. The fig-
ure might be a little less or a little more, but it is
within that range. However, the important aspect
to be considered in this matter is not the cost
involved, but the suffering caused by the con-
sumption of tobacco products. I congratulate the
Government on introducing this legislation.

It is possible the legislation may need to be
amended, but that will come to light only in the
course of debate. The Minister introduced the Bill
in a very efficient manner, dealing with it page by
page, and I agree with the principles he enunci-
ated.

I support the legislation and, in my opinion, it
is better than the Bill I introduced last year. The
penal clauses to which some objection may have
been raised have been removed and provisions re-
lating to the sale of tobacco products to children
have been included.

People take up smoking for a variety of reasons,
many of which have been referred to by members
tonight and I shall not repeat them; however, one
of the most important influences is advertising. I
received a letter from Professor Stephen Leeder
from the Faculty of Medicine of the University of
Newcastle in New South Wales. I think most
members received this letter, did they not?

Mr H-odge: I received one.
Dr DADOUR: Originally I thought it was a

personal letter and I answered it. Professor
Leeder talked about the findings of he and his col-
leagues which resulted from a study made be-
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tween 1979 and 1980 of over 6 000 children aged
between 10 and 12 years in Newcastle, His letter
reads, in part, as follows-

Our findings about the relationship be-
tween children's attitudes toward advertising
and their smoking behaviour are derived
from a population that the tobacco industry
considers to be a valid sample market.

Therefore, the tobacco people believed that was a
broad, homogenous area within which to perform
the investigation. The letter continues-

Approval of cigarette advertising in 1979
predisposed children to start smoking during
the following year. Children who strongly
disapproved of cigarette advertising were un-
likely to become smokers over the same
period.

Peer group pressures, smoking by parents
and amount or pocket money were also re-
lated to the likelihood of a child becoming a
smoker. But of all these factors the one most
amenable to change is advertising. Further,
the cigarettes most commonly smoked by
children were a brand which had recently
been the subject or an extensive advertising
campaign in the Hunter Region.

In our study, approval of cigarette adver-
tising can be thought of as a "risk factor" ror
the development or smoking. Reduction of
exposure to advertising, by reducing advertis-
ing, can only have a beneficial effect on
childhood smoking rates which at present are
disconcertingly high in this country.

All the available evidence on Australian
children indicates that cigarette advertising
encourages them to start and continue smok-
ing. There is no evidence to the contrary.

Surely this investigation in Newcastle carried out
by these eminent people cannot be taken lightly. I
could have done with this report when I
introduced my Bill last year, because at the time I
was rather puzzled as to where I would find the
proof that advertising did have a major effect on
smoking habits. The effect of smoking has now
been proved if we read the paper this moan speaks
of in his letter and it has also been proved now in
other places where similar experiments have been
undertaken.

When my Bill was before the House last year a
number of arguments were put up against it, and
one was that it would cause unemployment among
the 5 000 employees of the tobacco companies in
Western Australia. Five thousand-more like five
full-time employees! Let us all face it, when this
legislation becomes law, as I sincerely hope it will,
it will be a long time before the measure has the

effect of reducing the amount of tobacco products
sold. Sales will not go down with a bang; at most
they will go down by 10 per cent in the initial
stages. These employees will not be out of a job
and the shopkeepers will not suddenly lose money
from a drop in sales of tobacco products. It will
not be a drastic thing; it will be slow. So the fall
in employment opportunities with tobacco
companies is another red herring. Good heavens,
we do not manufacture the things here, we get
them from the Eastern States or overseas and
then we flog them. So the figure of 5 000 is quite
wrong.

Sponsorship of arts and sports was another
topic brought up.

Mr Davies: You are the first to mention the
arts; everyone else has spoken about sport. The
Peter Stuyvesant foundation.

Dr DADOUR: The tobacco companies have
poured money into this area, and perhaps we can-
not blame them. They see it as a means of cheap
advertising; it is indirect advertising done more
cheaply. It must be accepted that there are other
sponsors besides tobacco companies. Agreed, the
tobacco people pay more, but they get the prime
spots to themselves. I can remember the scene at
the Subiaco Oval during the 1982 grand final.
From my seat in the stands I could see 24 ciga-
rette ads around the ground. At this year's grand
final I could see only four, so perhaps the writing
is on wall and the companies are cutting their
losses and going.

Mr Hodge: But they would have been strategi-
cally placed so as to gain the maximum amount of
television shots.

Dr DADOUR: They were to the left and the
right of the scoreboard; they were all round it as
well as everywhere else. They were not around the
electronic scoreboard.

Other sponsors will be found to replace the
tobacco companies, and the people involved will
have 12 months to find new sponsors. The Prem-
ier has said that if these groups have a shortfall, if
they are not making a profit, the Government will
make up that shortfall, so this is no longer an ar-
gument with which to be concerned.

The big thing about this whole argument is that
the tobacco companies will not admit that the
smoking of tobacco products causes these dis-
eases. The companies know that the moment they
admit this they will have cut their own throats.
That is why we get all these red herrings about
what this legislation will do. I was subjected to all
these arguments last year, so I know it is not easy
to stand up against them. I was lucky in that I
had some good people backing me up all the way.
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We also heard the argument about the freedom
to manufacture, the freedom to sell, and the free-
dom to advertise.

Mr Tonkin: Freedom to die.
Dr DADOUR: Tobacco causes horrible con-

ditions in people; it causes premature death. It is
the greatest public health risk in the country
today. It is our responsibility as legislators to re-
move that risk or to prevent it as much as poss-
ible. Any interference to the freedom to manufac-
ture, sell, and advertise tobacco products is
overridden by the fact that tobacco products are
so deadly.

Opponents of my Bill said that it was taken di-
rectly from the Singapore Act, and of course it
was, but what of it? We would definitely have
used the Norwegian legislation if we thought it
would have been accepted, but that was far too
severe for our western world. Those Nords do not
muck about when they enact legislation.

Another point our opponents raised was that
the legislation would not work and that similar
legislation had not worked when it had been
introduced in other countries. We are all aware of
the Swedish and Norwegian situations and just
how effective the Norwegian legislation has been.
Italy's legislation was different altogether.
Singapore's legislation has worked and does work
well. So, the results in other countries is no im-
pediment.

The people who opposed my Bill next said there
would be no cricket and no football on the tele-
vision-'no nothing" on the television. Fancy, if
we did introduce a ban we would not be able to
view the Eastern States! There is an electronic
ban on the advertising of cigarettes now, yet we
still see some, so what is the difference?

This legislation will be passed, later if not
sooner. I believe the writing is on the wall and
that when it is finally passed in Western Australia
it will move through the rest of the States very
quickly. That is why the lobby against the Bill Is
so intense and so liberal. As far as football and
cricket is concerned, nothing much can be done
here.

The tobacco companies would do themselves
more harm if they did try to take it away quickly
than if they just stepped out gracefully. I do think
they will step out gracefully, and other Sponsors
will step in or the Government will become
involved.

Mr Bateman: That has already been proved
with the Perth Cup.

Dr DADO!JR: That is correct-The West
Australian. That is the newspaper which has been
riding us to death, and the people concerned ad-
mitted they had a vested interest. That is another
red herring.

Another red herring is the statement that this
legislation will affect the telecast of interstate
sport. It was even said that if someone offers
someone else a cigarette, a fine may be imposed
on the person offering the cigarette. I would have
been ined quite a number of times during the
election. In fact, I must have gone through about
six packets of cigarettes at that time. We have
heard also the old red herring that it will be il-
legal to smoke at all if this legislation is passed.

Mr Bateman: What about the old blokes who
pick up butts along the street? Will they be fined?

Dr DADOUR: It will even be hard for them to
find a butt.

It has been said that magazines and newspapers
from interstate will be banned, but to say that is
ridiculous. Section 92 of the Australian Consti-
tution states that there shall be free trade between
the States. Magazines and newspapers from other
States will be allowed into the State unless they
comprise cigarette advertising only, which would
be a blatant offence against the law. The Minister
would use his discretion to ban the particular
magazine or newspaper. I imagine that such an
occasion would be the only time that provision of
the legislation would be enforced in regard to
interstate magazines and newspapers.

We have heard the same old red herrings and
stories that we have heard before. I have made a
note of "heavy lobbying". The lobbying we have
had in regard to this legislation from the tobacco
supporters is the worst sort of lobbying we have
ever had. We must be careful of sporting com-
mentators from the Eastern States who might call
to ask for a radio talk-back interview or some-
thing like that. I suggest to members that they do
not agree to such inter-views because the radio
station will tape the interview, cut it up. and put it
together again in a way that is entirely different
from what was said. We must be most careful in
dealing with some Eastern States reporters, es-
pecially those we do not know. They can be really
tough.

This legislation is good; it is wholesome.
Mr Davies: It won't put you out of business as a

doctor will it?
Dr DADOUR: That is a point. People have

spoken about employment diminishing. In the
short term not much will happen in regard to em-
ployment, but in the long term the people who
will lose their jobs are those working in our hospi-
tals where people affected by cigarette smoking
are treated.
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People who have smoked will notice the differ-
ence in their ability to recover from a cold. When
they smoked they would have taken about four or
five weeks to get over a cold, but when they gave
up smoking they would have taken only about two
weeks to get over the same type of cold. Surely
that is indicative of the cffccts of .smoking.
Certainly I found this when I stopped smoking.
Whether or not I took antibiotics for a cold, it
took me four or five weeks to get over it when I
was a smoker, but now, whether or not I take
antibiotics, I take only two weeks to get over a
cold.

Mr Davies: I think fluoride is putting dentists
out of business, isn't it?

Dr DADOUR: One aspect of tobacco smoking
is that it has an antiseptic affect on teeth. A
smoker would have fewer dental caries than
would a non-smoker, It is like the treatment of
haemorrhoids, but I will not go into that matter
now, because I think I would be on dangerous
ground.

We have had the old red herring in statements
of, "What next will be banned-alcohol?" Ciga-
rette smoking and alcohol consumption are en-
tirely different subjects. Cigarette smoking poses
a public health risk to our children, and it is our
children we aim to care for. They are the people
we are primarily trying to help. We all know what
happened in regard to the prohibition of alcohol
in the United States in the 1920's and 1930's. 1
would not be party to such a prohibition, although
I have been pressed by a number of people to do
so. I cannot understand how any similarity can be
drawn between cigarettes and alcohol.

Chronic alcoholics can be grouped with chronic
leg throwers and chronic gamblers. Chronic al-
coholism, leg throwing, and gambling are the
three evils of man, but I cannot put cigarette
smoking in that category. It is in a different group
altogether.

The effect of cigarettes is two-fold in how
people can be hooked on them.

Mr Tonkin: Yes, I was.
Mr Rushton: You can get hooked on tea.
Dr DADOUR: A person can be hooked on

sugar or on the other things about which I have
just spoken. Cigarettes cause two types of crav-
ings, one is physiological and the other is psycho-
logical. The psychological craving is when some-
one reaches for a cigarette.

Mr Tonkin: I didn't even like smoking, but I
couldn't give it up.

Dr DADOUR: The Minister would be like
most of us. Some people have nightmares about

cigarette smoking; they dream that they have lit a
cigarette, and wake up in a sweat.

Mr Tonkin: They might find that they have.
Dr DADOUR: If a person gives up cigarettes,

the cravings will continue for a while, but eventu-
ally he will find no taste for them again. He may
put on some weight, but after 12 or 18 months he
will return to his normal weight.

This legislation is a must. We on this side of the
House have an open vote on this Bill, and there
are those among us who will vote for it. I cannot
tell the House who those members are, but they
are among us. Others will vote against it, and I
wonder why.

Cigarette smoking does cause the diseases I
have already mentioned, and members on both
sides of the House believe that. Advertising sells
cigarettes; it is one of the main factors to get chil-
dren hooked on cigarettes. If members accept
those two points, how could they not Support the
principle of this legislation? People have tried to
ridicule the effects of the Bill, but the principle in
it is sound.

During the Committee stage we should consider
the provisions carefully to determine whether they
can be cleaned up to enhance the principle of the
Bill, but the Bill should not be emasculated, as
some people plan to do to it. Those people hope to
leave i n only the provisions relating to the sale of
cigarettes to children.

The previous member for Mundaring tried to
amend my Bill. I could not believe my ears when I
heard that supposedly intelligent man, a person
with a university degree, saying the rubbish he
did. If his amendments had passed, the Bill would
have been worth nothing.

Mr 1-odge: That's what he intended.
Dr DADOUR: No-one can tell mue he was not

in the hands of the receivers. He must have been.
When anyone decides not to support this form of
legislation, I become suspicious of them. I have
become a doubting Thomas with regard to such
people. I received no money in support of my elec-
tion.

Mr Rushton: Who has?
Dr DADOUR: I do not know.
Mr Rushton: Why do you think you have the

right to make such statements?
Dr DADOUR: I have the right because I feel

so strongly about this legislation.
Mr Rushton: But you are wrong.
Dr DADOUR: I am entitled to my view.
Mr Rushton: Other people have a right to have

an opinion different from yours.
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Dr DADOUR: Yes, 1 agree, if their opinions
are based on a sound footing. When the opinions
are not based on a sound footing, I am worried. It
is a very rich lobby. Who am I to wonder whether
trips overseas, campaign money, jewellery, or
whatever is provided to any side of the House?
This worries me no end. I am really worried about
the public risk and the chance we have of leading
Australia with this legislation as we did in regard
to tuberculosis. Nobody squawked about compul-
sory X-rays for tuberculosis.

Mr H-odge: Of course not.
Dr DADOUR: Did anybody squawk when the

tuberculosis legislation went through this House?
I do not know; I was not here.

Mr Davies: Didn't we pasteurise milk as well?
Dr DADOUR: Yes, but the compulsory X-ray

was a personal rights question involving the
taking away of the rights of an individual and
forcing him to have an X-ray. We are not even
forcing people to do anything with this legislation;
we are trying to protect and help them. I am in a
dilemma on this point. In hindsight it has not got
any better; it has worsened. Sometimes I wonder
what I am doing here. This side of the House
should follow the example of the information we
have received from leading medical men in West-
ern Australia and the world. Look at the people
who have backed this sort of legislation. I think
the Minister named 50 people today who were
quite unanimous in their views. I do not think that-
anyone was really offside, except a few cranks
such as the cranky fellow from the University of
WA.

Mr Davies: Armstrong?
Dr DADOUR: Johnston.
Mr Hodge: He is an expert on ears.
Dr DADOUR: He is probably doing very well

with his research money.
I issued a Press release last year because I

thought things were getting a bit rough in regard
to people pulling my Bill to pieces in exactly the
same way as they are pulling this Bill to shreds. I
quote from the Press release as follows-

Opponents of the Legislation have begun
feeding some appalling lies about it around
the community,

In the past couple of days, people have
been told the Bill will stop a number of
things, including:

sporting magazines and popular
magazines, such as The Australian Women's
Weekly, being sold in W.A. if they contain
cigarette advertisements.

Mr Hodge:, They are still saying that.
Dr DADOUR: That is right. It continues as

follows-
the sale in W.A. of Eastern States news-

Papers.
the televising in W.A. of sporting events

from the Eastern States and overseas, if ciga-
rette advertisements are displayed at the
venue of the event and are visible during the
telecast.

Another red herring. It continues-
packets of cigarettes being displayed in

shops, forcing them to be kept under the
counter.

They have not come to that one, have they?
Mr Hodge: No, they have forgotten about that

one.
Dr DADOUR: It continues-

cigarettes being sold in other than plain
packets.

donations to community organisations by
tobacco companies, even if there are no
strings attached or promotional requirements
attached to the donations.

people appearing on radio and televisioui
programmes making any reference to ciga-
rettes, even if the reference is not for adver-
tising purposes.

All these claims are absolutely untrue, as
anyone who has read the Bill would know.

However, they are being repeated by
people who, on being questioned about the
source of their information, say they heard
through organisations with which they are
associated.

That rings true, does it not? It continues-
Since several different organisations have

been mentioned, it is plain that this misinfor-
mation is being spread around as part of a
deliberate campaign.

It is a damning commentary on the unprin-
cipled lengths to which some of the op-
ponents of this legislation are prepared to go
to defeat it, that they are prepared to manu-
facture such monstrous lies.

I don't know how the peddlers of this dis-
honest filth can sleep easily at night with this
sort of thing on their consciences.

I can hardly object to people who have a
vested interest in ensuring the Bill's defeat
because cigarette advertising puts money in
their pockets fighting hard against the Bill,
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but I take great exception to them telling lies
to do it.

It is no coincidence that these dirty tricks
have begun to emerge when support for the
Bill is growing and its prospects of becoming
law are rising.

Exactly the same thing is occurring now, and this
worries me because I know that those people who
voted against this legislation in the other place
last year believe in the old adage that if one ad-
mits politically that he has made a mistake, it is
tantamount to political suicide. So those who
voted against it last time will vote against it this
time almost to the very man and woman. We are
relying on the three new Liberal members in the
upper House.

Mr Tonkin: They sound a bit reactionary to
Me.

Dr DADOUR: I do not know. I have not lob-
bied anybody. After the last time, I decided, "No
lobbying for me". If anybody from the upper
House mentions it to me, I tell him to talk about
it with someone else. Let them make up their own
minds and appease their consciences on this sub-
ject. This is one of the most emotive subjects that
has come before this Parliament and the legis-
lation deserves to be passed so we can help our
children and prevent them from taking up the
filthy habit of smoking. I support the legislation.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Spoken with courage!

MR P. J. SMITH (Bunbury) ) [9.07 p.m.]: I
am honoured to be able to follow such a dis-
tinguished campaigner as the member for Subiaco
in regard to this Bill. I notice from reading last
year's Hansard of 16 November that my prede-
cessor, Mr Sibson, the then member for Bunbury,
was the First speaker who rose to oppose this Bill.
I notice that Mr Bertram is now the member for
Ralcatta, then he was the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn. He made the observation a few hours ago
and said, "Look at the people who opposed it last
time who are not here this time".

Earlier tonight I asked a question without no-
tice of the Minister for Health to get some idea of
the sort of people in this minority group who will
be supporting this legislation and I noticed they
comprise doctors, pensioners, school teachers,
both private and State, churches, health groups
like the National Heart Foundation, the Asthma
Foundation, and the very large group, the WA
Sports Federation, which has some 360 000 par-
ticipants. It indeed represents very strong support
for this Government's stand.

As members would probably know, I am a for-
mer primary and secondary school teacher and I
have had wide experience in coaching and in the
administration of many junior sports. I have been
involved in athletics, basketball, hockey, swim-
ming, and skindiving; and I am an active member
of the Bunbury Sports Youth Committee. In re-
lation to all these activities we have had great dif-
ficulty in obtaining funds. One thing in common
all these groups I have been associated with had
was that they all agreed that if the money came
from cigarette advertising, it would be immoral
for us to take the money and then spend it to pro-
mote junior sports. I would be selling them out if
[ stood here now and opposed this Dill.

It has been said by some members opposite that
children are not influenced by advertising, par-
ticularly newspaper and magazine advertising.

Mr Tonkin: Who do they think watches tele-
vision?

Mr P. J. SMITH: That is right. In the main we
all moved to have television advertising elimin-
ated.

I have a seven-year-old son and when he plays
cowboys and indians he always stops for a mock
smoke. That is the he-man image; it is the influ-
ence of television. However, I notice that John
Wayne and some of the cowboy stars died of lung
cancer.

Mr Crane: Does your son roll his own?
Mr P. J. SMITH: Sometimes he pretends to.

He is also a Star Wars fan and I noticed that
Luke Skywalker does not smoke, so that when my
son is running around fighting Darth Vader he
does not smoke either.

Mr Court: He plays with nuclear weapons.
Mr P. J. SMITH: Yes, but we will stick to

cigarettes for the time being.
I thought my son was not influenced by

magazines and newspapers until the other day
when the America's Cup was being contested. We
were looking through the paper and he said,
"Hey, Dad, look at the Australia 11 cigarettes".
There was an advertisement for Chesterfield ciga-
rettes connected with the America's Cup and
showing the usual happy couple smoking Chester-
field. My son asked me why the name of the ciga-
rettes was not Australia II; he asked why it was
spelt differently. That is the influence of news-
paper advertising.

The member for Clontarf mentioned that ciga-
rette advertising contributed a large amount of
money to magazines. The magazines I have had
most contact with are those my wife brings
home-women's magazines-and I challenged
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the member when he was speaking to explain why
only one cigarette advertisement was so import-
ant. All the various magazines we have at home
contain 80 to 140 pages and all have one cigarette
advertisement. There are dozens of others of
course, for coffee, sanitary napkins, tissues, and
the like. I did not find out how much the particu-
lar cigarette advertisement costs and if anyone
can help me I would like to know.

It seems significant that cigarette companies
are prepared to pay such a large amount of money
to get an advertisement on the back page of the
magazines. It is a page we will all see and which
our children see. That is what worries me about
advertising in magazines. I know that under this
legislation they will be allowed into this State if
they are printed outside Western Australia. Some
magazines like The Australian Women's Weekly
which is published monthly has a special section
for Western Australia, so it should not be hard for
one page in that magazine to be blacked out. It
could even be a propaganda point for some of the
magazines to write a piece saying why the page is
blacked out.

Another point raised by the Opposition was
that if it is legal to manufacture a product it
should be legal to advertise it. There are many
things in society that we do not consider are suit-
able for children and which are not advertised,
such as soft porn and contraceptives.

It has been stated that peer pressure will start
children smoking. I ask: From where did the peer
group get the pressure on them to smoke? I say it
is from advertising. All right, they want to be he-
men and women, but they have to pick it up
somewhere. Sometimes it is by example, but a lot
of children start smoking as a result of the adver-
tising of new brands of cigarettes.

Let us face it: We know if the advertising were
not influencing someone-the new groups who are
going to smoke, such as children-the cigarette
companies would not spend their money on adver-
tising. The member for Karrinyup drew the
analogy earlier of the "Folkswagon" and talked
about the headlines relating to it. I would like to
go ahead to the future and look at a stage where
some radical group has taken over both Houses
and legalises heroin. Members may ask, "What
has heroin got to do with smoking?" They are
both drugs and the major difference between the
two is that heroin k a swift killer. Smoking takes
a lot longer to kill a person.

Let us say the radical group says that under the
ideas they are bringing forward, they will adver-
tise only for adults and children will not see it.
The advertisements will be put in magazines and

around the perimeter fences and children will not
think it is a good thing to use heroin, so we will
have "Marlboro Heroin" for the outdoor man or
slogans like "Keep Kool with our Snow" or "Fix
yourself up". That could possibly happen.

If we asked the Opposition and parents about
that they would say "No way would we allow ad-
vertising like this because our children notice ad-
vertising and we do not want it anywhere around.
We do not want our children to be heroin ad-
dicts". Yet the Opposition and some members of
the public are saying children do not take notice
of cigarette advertising. That is not true; it is
amazing what one can pick up from perimeter ad-
vertising. Members ask whether anyone remem-
bers what one saw around the perimeters. Apart
from the Benson and Hedges signs around the
perimeters I always remember Strongbow Cider
advertisements. I do not know why but it is
always there. Perhaps we could have a sign saying
"Sterling effort" or something like that.

Parents know the power of advertising, and
they are the people who are Worried. Adults
understand the power of advertising and the ef-
fects of cigarettes. They know what is the ulti-
mate health hazard. That is why statistics show
fewer parents are smoking. Many people have
said they have noticed that adults are not smok-
ing. My experience amongst school children is
that in recent years more are smoking as advertis-
ing has become slicker and more intense.

Mr Hedge: Statistics bear you out; more chil-
dren are smoking.

Mr P. J. SMITH: Naturally, some of my con-
stituents have written to me and said they do not
want me to support this Bill. Most members on
the other side have had that experience. However,
many of my constituents have supported me. As a
result of my involvement with youth, sport, and
teaching, and the effects of cigarette smoking I
have seen on adults. I cannot possibly oppose this
Bill.

Some people have said some jobs will be lost;
certainly that is possible. It has been said also
that sporting groups will lose money. I do not see
the major sporting groups have a problem because
other sponsors will move in. We may have the
Twisties championship or the SGlO champion-
ships. At the moment the cigarette companies
have the major share of the advertising because
they are prepared to put up the big money. They
see this is where the audience is and the
companies have influence and get into all the
major sports.

Mr Hodge: Amatil, the Parent company which
produces most of the cigarette brands, also is the
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cover company for the manufacture of Smith's
Crisps, Coca-Cola, Perrier mineral water and all
sorts of products.

Mr P. J1. SMITH: This Bill will help cut down
the numbers smoking and help to discourage chil-
dren from smoking. It will stop many of our
youths from being hooked on nicotine and moving
towards a slow death. We should give kids a
chance and support this Bill.

MRt COURT (Nedlands) [9.18 p.m.] Since
coming to this Parliament I8 months ago I ave
been subjected to a lot of lobbying-as have most
members-from both sides of the fence on this
subject. The medical people who have taken the
time to ring or write to me, or visit me at my
office, have outlined very clearly the medical evi-
dence against smoking. I certainly cannot dispute
that evidence because I am not trained in that
area, and I take their word for the evidence they
provide.

I have made the point of listening closely to all
the people who have taken the time to contact me.
That often involves lengthy telephone conver-
sations, because people want to know my opinion
and my attitude. It is important that I take the
time to talk it out.

The Government's attempt to stop people
smoking is commendable, but the way it is going
about it with this Bill is deplorable. It has made it
an emotional issue. Social issues are emotional at
the best of times; but this one has been played
right up. and now we have massive advertising
from both sides of the fence. It is reaching the
stage where I might even have to become a
smoker, I hear so much about it!

I believe in allowing the Government to put its
side of the story, but if it ignores some of the
more serious problems, we will have to deal with
them. I was interested to hear the previous
speaker's comments, because I would like to take
further his remarks about hard drugs, and the
like.

Before I go any further, it is important that I
outline my personal views and attitudes towards
smoking. I am a non-smoker, and I dislike smok-
ing. I am opposed to smoking in most public
places and public transport. I find it most annoy-
ing on an aeroplane, even when I am sitting in a
non-smoking section, because I still have to put up
with the smoke drifting across or down from the
smoking section. That really makes me cross.

One often sees on cars a sticker which says,
"Kiss a non-smoker and taste the difference". I
would have to agree with that slogan, although I
have somewhat limited experience of it.

I oppose the main part of the Bill on four
grounds. The first ground relates to the freedom
of the individual. We live in a democracy; and we
have freedom of speech and freedom of assembly.
as the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform pointed out so capably the other day. The
q uestion of civil liberties is involved in this matter.

My second ground is that it is impossible to ban
cigarette smoking, no matter how one tries to
legislate against it. I will discuss that aspect
further.

My third ground for opposing the Bill is that
the more the advertising of cigarettes is banned,
the more it becomes a big deal for young people
to smoke.

My fourth ground is that the Government is
concentrating its efforts and money on a health
problem which now runs third to the problems
connected with hard drugs and alcohol. I will take
that matter further, and discuss some of the
suggestions that have been thrown around in this
debate.

In relation to my first point dealing with the
freedom of the individual and our civil liberties,
the Government does not understand what is
meant by a democracy. Once we start tampering
with other people's freedoms, we really are on the
road towards a totalitarian State. Once it starts
somewhere, whether we like it or not, it tends to
go the next step further. We are proud to live in
the free world. Many members heard me say in
the last few days that we live in the most demo-
cratic country in the world. We have the right to
put our point across, and to have things done as
openly as possible without hiding anything. I am
opposed to continually introducing controls, con-
trols, and more controls.

We should give people credit for their ability to
make up their mind on these issues. I do not sup-
port the Labor Party's advertisements dealing
with electoral reform that have sprung up around
Nedlands. I do not support the tobacco lobby's
advertisements in the newspapers. However, in a
democracy, that is all part of the system. That is
how it works. The people can put their message
across. It is very important that we should all be
prepared to fight for that.

It will be impossible to ban cigarette advertis-
ing. Even if all the States passed legislation to ban
cigarette advertising, I do not think it could be
done. I am talking about the reality of the situ-
ation, and I will give examples.

Mr IHodge: They have done it very successfully
in Norway, Finland, and those other places.

Mr COURT: With modern communications,
we turn on the television at any time of the day Or
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night and we can watch direct telecasts from dif-
ferent countries. We have been up at all hours of
the night watching the sailing in Newport. as well
as the tennis, the cricket, the golf-you name it,
we watch it. No Government could easily stop us
from watching a direct telecast. If the direct tele-
cast was sponsored by a cigarette company, the
advertising would come into our homes.

We seem to be becoming more and more
involved in the international scene. One can turn
on the Channel 7 news and see an instant replay
of someone being killed in New York.

Mr Bertram: Do they still do cigarette advertis-
ing in New York?

Mr COURT: Cigarette advertising is allowed
in New York, yes.

Mr Bertram: Still? That surprises me.
Mr COURT: I will deal with that question be-

cause of some comments made by Ralph Nader
when he was here recently. The other, more subtle
ipeans of putting the advertising message across is
through having companies like Dunhill which play
on an image connected with handbags, suits, and
things like that. If the Government imposed a
complete ban on advertising, it still could not stop
Dunhill from advertising its wares. I presume that
is part of the campaign-to build up an image of
the Dunhill name connected with non-cigarette
products. In relation to Sterling, I presume that
the company would build up a name based on sil-
ver.

The more the Government tried to cut out ad-
vertising, the more clever the companies would
become. It is just human nature. It is a challenge.
If one said to Alan Bond that he could not win the
America's Cup, he would try until eventually he
won it.

Whenever one goes into a supermarket, the First
thing one sees is the row of check-out counters.
Even if cigarette advertising were banned around
the check-out counters, the dominant feature of a
check-out counter is rows of cigarettes. That will
never be stopped. Whenever one walks into a
supermarket, one sees the check-out counter, and
the rows of cigarettes.

I am not being defeatist; I am being realistic.
No matter how inuch legislation the Government
introduces, it will not cut out the advertising of
cigarettes.

When Ralph Nader was in town, he said that
the best form of advertising is wodof mouth. I
agree with him. In business, the best form of ad-
vertising is by word of mouth. The Government
cannot legislate to stop word of mouth advertis-
ing; and that will never be stopped. Word of

mouth is a very powerful force. When I was
young, there was not as much cigarette advertis-
ing as there is. today. I presume it was largely
Word of mouth that enticed one to try one's first
cigarette.

My third point dealt with the attempts to ban
advertising creating a greater demand for ciga-
rettes among young people. I attempted to ask a
question of the Premier, and he kept mentioning
the ban on the electronic media. It appeared to
me-and I may be corrected-that when the ban
came on the electronic media-television and
radio--the cigarette companies immediately went
into sporting events. They were virtually forced
into them. They decided that if they put their
names to sporting events, they would get the
message across. If the Government put a ban on
cigarette company sponsorship of sporting events,
the companies would move somewhere else. Per-
haps they would move overseas and be involved in
overseas telecasts Of Sporting events.

Mr Bertram: They moved out of the United
States into the third world, where they are killing
them off now.

Mr COURT: Ralph Nader said that the ciga-
rette companies did not seem to sponsor sporting
events in the United States. They can advertise
openly on the different forms of media. When a
company is spending much money on advertising
on the media, it does not have much left for spon-
soring sporting events.

Mr Read: They will still try to sell their prod-
uct.

Mr COURT: When, the cigarette companies
were not allowed to advertise on television, they
went into sport.

Mr Read: What I said follows on.
Mr Bertram: We ought to pursue that.
Mr COURT: We will not ban advertising in

this country. The Labor Party is spending a for-
tune on an advertising campaign for electoral
reform; but we would not bring in legislation to
stop that form of advertising.

Mr Read: What would you state was wrong
there?

Mr COURT: I think the point I wanted to get
across was that if we ban something for a certain
reason, human nature being what it is, the reverse
effect often happens. If we manage to make a
legal ban on all advertising-

Mr Read: What about a ban on a lawvful con-
sumer?

Mr COURT: -hich we think will reduce
smoking, we could find that it might become a
trendy, cult thing to smoke, rather than our
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having it out in the open, with cigarette
companies advertising, and the people opposed to
cigarettes also getting their message across. They
should have equal rights. The antismoking lobby
can be just as effective as anyone else in getting
their message across.

A Government member: That is nonsense.
Mr COURT: The fourth thing is that the

Government is putting its efforts in the wrong di-
rection. I would like to hear from the member for
Nollamara, who has been a minister of religion, a
member of Parliament, and now a Minister of the
Crown-

Mr Read: H-e is still a minister of religion.
Mr COURT: Yes. In his experience does he get

many people coming into his office saying they
have a problem with cigarette smoking, and they
are dying or whatever; or does he get people
coming in on a regular basis with a severe hard
drug problem, or a severe problem with alcohol? I
am quite sure, knowing the sorts of experiences
that the local parish minister has, he continually
has people with drug problems and with alcohol
problems, and he knows the very harmful social
disruption which occurs. Many members of Par-
liament also have to face up to trying to help
people in these situations. Would the member
agree with me that he gets those very serious
problems to handle?

Mr Wilson: All sorts of problems. One thing
emerging from your argument is that the prob-
lems which occur as a result of smoking often do
not become evident until later in a person's life.
Of course you have to take into account the time
lag before it wreacks havoc in a person's life.
Certainly plenty of pensioners come into my
office. Towards the end of their lives you can see
how far the signs have gone as a result of their
having been addicted to smoking.

Mr COURT: They do not come into the Minis-
ter's office and say, "You have to get me off ciga-
rettes". But we do have young people in their late
teens and early twenties coming in with drug
problems, and we see whole families being dis-
rupted by alcoholism.

Mr Hodge: Have you seen the statistics re-
leased by the Australian Bureau of Statistics on
the deaths of people from alcohol and cigarettes?

Mr COURT: I think the Minister must do
more work on this subject. He mentioned that
each year, 1 200 people in this State die from
cigarette-related diseases, 400 from alcohol-re-
lated diseases, and I think, 300 from hard drugs.

Mr Hodge: It was much less than that.

Mr COURT: Let me relate my experience to
the House: I had a baby sitter who was 22 years
old. In her teens, she attended a local high school.
There were about 100 people in her final year in
different classes. By the time she was 22, five of
the people with whom she* went through school
were dead from hard drug abuse. I am not going
to mention the school or the area. Some of the
other teachers here might back me up. I found
that staggering. To me, that was a real problem.

Mr Read: Have you any evidence to support
that statement?

Mr COURT: Yes, I have evidence, because
when I learnt the names of these people. I found
that I knew some of them. I went to see a local
GP with whom I had been to school, and I asked
him to explain this problem of hard drugs to
die-heroin and the like. He has a practice in
Victoria Park. He said, "it is a recent problem of
the last 10 years". He maintains they never get
past 25, once they become addicted to heroin;
they are dead., They do not get the cl'apce to be-
come a cigarette statistic. That is a point which
the member for Bunbury brought up quite well.

Mr Hodge: No-one is trying to deny it.
Mr COURT: One can view statistics in differ-

ent ways. It could be said that, currently, each
year 1 200 people die from cigarette-related dis-
eases. We have .a very real problem right now
with hard drugs and alcohol. I will tie that in with
the education programme in a moment.

Mr Hodge: It has been worked back to the
number of man hours lost from different
causes-alcohol, drugs, and cigarettes. Even
though the other problems are serious, cigarettes
are still in front.'

Mr COURT: What I am saying is that one
must look at it from the point of view of how the
trends are increasing. If there is a big problem
with hard drugs, one cannot just look at the stat-
istic of 1 200, 400, or whatever it is. If there is a
rapid growth in the number of deaths due to hard
drugs, one must certainly. concentrate on edu-
cation programmes in that direction.

Mr Hodge: No-one is trying to play that down.
Mr COURT: In a moment, I will tie this in

with the education side of this question. On the
question of alcohol, what worries me from my
limited experience is the way whole families are
dragged into the situation, and we see some very
messy scenes. I am being critical of the Minister
and Government in that I think they have taken a
narrow-minded approach on the education side of
trying to solve the cigarette problem. I fully sup-
port education programmes to try to stop not only
young folk, but also middle-aged and old people
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from cigarette smoking. However, a super-
emotional issue has been created. The Govern-
ment should be more rational and should not only
talk about trying to help people with smoking
problems, but also have education programmes
connected with hard drugs and alcohol.

Mr Hodge: We are doing a lot of work on that.
We have set up a Select Committee of this
Chamber to study that particular problem.

Mr COURT: Tonight we were told in question
time that a Mr Crowley came across from South
Australia to look at restructuring the health edu-
cation unit. That is commendable, and the fact
that he is doing it for nothing is even better. The
Government has been sitting on the interim report
for a while, and the flnal report will not be
available until January. However, when such a
topical issue is at hand, and so many millions of
dollars raised by the new tax will be spent on a
programme, the matter is urgent. The Govern-
ment should release the interim report now
to say how health education will be restructured
not only for smoking, but also for hard drugs and
alcohol, and I am sure there are more.

Mr Hodge: Haven't you heard of the Alcohol
and Drug Authority? It is a very large Govern-
ment authority which is working full time, every
day of the week, on problems associated with al-
cohol and drugs.

Mr COURT: I am talking specifically about
education programmes.

Mr Hodge: The Alcohol and Drug Authority
does a lot of work on education programmes. That
is one of its primary aims.

Mr COURT: Yesterday the Prime Minister
was asked what he thought about the Govern-
ment's introducing legislation to ban cigarette ad-
vertising. He said it was nothing to do with the
Federal Government, and he had different views
from those of the Premier on this issue. However,
he said he did not want to become involved in the
argument, because it was a domestic issue.

I thought the Minister for Health was trying to
indicate that they were united throughout Aus-
tralia in that they were going to Stop Cigarette ad-
vertising, but even the Prime Minister seems to
have a different point of view.

Mr Bryce: What does Peacock think about your
position vis-a-vis electoral reform? What does he
think about the Liberal Party's position on elec-
toral reform in this State?

Mr COURT: He supports it fully.
Mr Bryce: He is appalled by it. He is a one-

vote-one -value Liberal man.

Mr COURT: Come off it! I intend to keep
talking about the advertising of tobacco products.
We spent two weeks talking about the so-called
electoral reform which the Government
introduced into this House and tonight we are
talking about smoking.

Mr Bertram: You have been talking about hard
drugs for the last half hour.

Mr COURT: I relate hard drugs and alcohol to
this issue.

Mr Laurance: Do you want to rescind the Acts
Amendment (Constitution and Electoral) Bill?

Mr Bryce: Just be consistent.

Several members interjected.

Mr COURT: The Minister for Health does not
mind my referring to hard drugs and alcohol in
this debate on smoking, because I am trying to tie
them together.

Mr Bertram: That is appropriate. They all kill
you off in time.

Mr COURT: My electorate office is situated in
the same building as the office of the National
Heart Foundation of Australia, so I have a very
consistent lobby going on in my office.

Mr Hodge: If you don't support this Bill they
will evict you!

Mr COURT: I commended them on the
"Smoke Free Day" they organised last year which
was held as a dummy run for other States. The
foundation put a great deal of work into that pro-
gramme and it was very committed to it. Those
practical education programmes are first class.
Currently the foundation is in the middle of a pro-
gramme called "Skip for Life" and everyone is
going around with skipping ropes in their hands. I
support fully those types of practical education
programmes which get through to a particular
cross-section of the community.

I am sure we could argue about the ill-effects of
alcohol in relation to this Bill and we all agree
they are a problem. I have been concerned about
alcohol-related problems and the big break-
through in this area has been the production of
Swan Light. I had not had a drink of beer for two
or three years until Swan Light was produced and
now I think I can Comfortably hit the Swan Light!
It is a pity we cannot produce a cigarette with the
harmful properties removed, as has occurred 'in
the case of Swan Light.

The trouble with the Government's legislation
is that if a cigarette of that type were produced, it
could not be advertised and people could not be
told that it was harmless.
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Mr MacKinnon: You can't even advertise ciga-
rette holders which do take out some of the harm-
ful properties in cigarettes.

Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: I shall refer to another area con-

nected with smoking in which the Government
can take action without introducing a Bill into the
House, by using its powers of gentle persuasion. I
refer here to the sale of lles that look like ciga-
rettes and pipes.

Last week I received a telephone call, not from
a constituent of mine, but from people from an
Aboriginal community in the metropolitan area.
They wanted to express their concern that their
children were going to the local lolly shop and
buying lollies which look like pipes. I said I would
investigate the matter and I did. I went and
bought a bag of lollies. I think we would all re-
member buying these jollies which look like
packets of cigarettes; the brands seem to be the
same as the real thing. The people who tele-
phoned me were complaining about the sale of
sherbert pipes which look like real pipes and
which are filled with sherbert.

Mr Barnett: Table the lollies!

Mr COURT: These items are sold by the nor-
mal shops which sell lues. As well as the
sherbert pipes, I also bought these lollies in the
form of cigarettes. They are packaged in such a
way as to look like packets of Camels and Ches-
terfields. One can also buy sherbert refills for the
pipes.

It was commendable that these people tele-
phoned me about the matter. I knew some of the
people involved and they indicated they did not
like the fact that their children could go down to
the corner store and buy these lollics.

I do not suggest the Government should
introduce legislation to ban the sale of these
lles. I would like the Minister for Health and
the Premier to go to the confectionery companies
which distribute these goods in this State and ask
them not to sell this type of material. It would be
of great benefit if these lollies could be taken out
of the corner stores, because they really look like
packets of cigarettes. I shall table them and they
can be disposed of.

Mr Bertram: That is a form of advertising, isn't
it?

Mr COURT: I am not saying it is advertising,
but it encourages people to smoke.

Mr Bertram: Because it is advertising; that's
why.

Mr COURT: I have made a number of points
tonight to make it clear that, in a democratic

country such as this, we cannot effectively ban
cigarette advertising. Legally it is possible to
introduce all the Acts one likes to ban it, but in
reality, I do not think they will work.

in conclusion I indicate this Bill is a little ab-
surd. It assumes that Western Australians are
thick, ignorant no-hopers, who are not capable of
making up their own minds. I believe 99.9 per
cent of the people in this State are capable of
making up their own minds on these issues. pro-
vided they are given all the details.

A few years ago when I was young neither my
parents nor my school teachers explained to me
the ill-effects of smoking. There was very little
education about it, so we all used to try smoking.
I suppose, as the member for Murdoch said, one
tried a cigarette on one's way to school. It is dif-
ferent these days, because children are educated
about the ill-effects of smoking. In most cases, I
hope, parents talk openly about cigarette smok-
ing, drugs, and the consumption of alcohol and
make their children aware of the problems in this
area. Programmes are conducted in the schools
which increase that awareness.

Last year Ron Clark came across to Western
Australia for the "Smoke Free Day" and he was
interesting to talk to. He said a good trend he saw
around the schools was that young school children
no longer saw smoking as being a "he man" activ-
ity. in fact, the position was quite the contrary:
Young people felt sorry for those who smoked.

Mr I-odge: But smoking among young people is
on the increase. Haven't you seen the statistics?
More and more young people are taking up smok-
ing.

Mr COURT: I Support education programmes
which reinforce what Ron Clark is getting across.

Mr Hodge: The education campaign is being
negated by the advertising;, that is the problem.

Mr COURT: Just on that point, am I correct in
my understanding that the Minister said, if this
Bill is passed, when I receive my two newspapers
in the morning-they are The West Australian
and The Australian-when my children read the
sports pages and the like, there will be no ciga-
rette advertising in The West Australian, but
there will be in The Australian?

Mr Hodge: That will be the case if the paper is
brought in from another State. I think they print
The Australian here, don't they?

Mr COURT; J do not know. My household also
subscribes to some magazines. I got a yachting
magazine Modern Boating from Sydney, and also
magazines from America and England. They will
all contain cigarette advertising. My son gets two
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tennis magazines from overseas and they will con-
Lain advertising. Therefore, the material we read
at the breakfast table in the morning will still con-
tain cigarette advertising.

Mr Bertram: How old are your kids?
Mr COURT: They are nine and t2.
Mr Bertram: You will take a rather different

attitude when you put five or six years on them.
Mr COURT: If this Bill is passed we will still

have all that cigarette advertising in the house.
Mr Hodge: The position is the same in Norway.

They have nor- been able to stop advertising of
cigarettes coming in from other countries, but
there has been a massive decline in cigarette
smoking by young people. I know this is not per-
fect, but it is a big impiovement.

Mr COURT: My children take the attitude
that they do not like smoking and I hope they
continue to feel that way.

Mr IHodge: Hut you are judging the whole situ-
ation based on your children's attitude.

Mr COURT: I realise that and their attitudes
may change in three months' time. However, the
point *I am making is the material we read in our
house will still contain cigarette advertising. No
matter what sort of legislation the Government
brings in, human nature being what it is, one way
or another the companies will find a way to keep
advertising cigarettes.

I wanted to make these comments because in
the last I8 months a lot of people have taken the
time to ring me to express their opinions. I have a
brother who is the President of the Asthma Foun-
dation of WA, and he has made his position very
clear. I support any education programme that
will stop not only youths but anyone else from
smoking. To attempt to introduce a ban on the
advertising of tobacco products will be quite inef-
fective for the reasons I have outlined.

MR BURKETT (Scarborough) [9.51 p.m.]: I
would like to refer to evidence I have in a report
from the Norwegian National Council on Smok-
ing and Health, because I think its contents will
allay the fears of Opposition members who have
said that a ban on tobacco advertising will be in-
effective and that it will not decrease the partici-
pation in smoking, particularly by young people.
The heading is "Trends in Tobacco Consumption
and Smoking Habits in Norway" and it reads-

In the I950s and 1960s our knowledge of
the health hazards of smoking increased con-
siderably. New scientific evidence was pub-
lished and led to a growing interest for smok-
ing as a health problem, both in the popu-
lation and in the mass media.

In 1964 the Director General of the
Health Services of Norway published a state-
ment leading to greater engagement by the
Government.

The. National Council on Smoking and
Health was established in 1971 and in 1975 a
tobacco act entered into force.

U lp to 1969/70, sales of tobacco products
increased. In the 1970s there were no marked
changes in annual sales. This levelling-out
was simultaneous with the Governmental
measures against smoking.

We can register a trend towards stopping
smoking. Among men, daily smoking has de-
creased, especially since the middle of the
1970s. The percentage of female smokers has
been stable since 1973.

Many of the measures have been directed
towards children and young people. Over the
last years a marked decrease in smoking has
been observed in this group. It will take some
more years. however, before this reduction
will have any effect on the statistics for the
general population.

Mr Blaikie: I hope this quote is not your entire
speech.

Mr BURKETT: No, it is not. I do want to refer
to it, and I intend to do so. Some of the member's
colleagues, including the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, seem to read their speeches. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition seems to read
everything he says, so if the member would be
quiet he will allow me to read through it much
quicker. To continue-

TRENDS IN TOBACCO SALES
Prior to the World-war 11, there was an in-

crease in tobacco consumption and the rise in
sales continued during the 1950s and 1960s.
From 1969/70 onwards, however, there has
been a new trend. The increasing consump-
tion stopped, and during the 1970s there have
been no marked changes in annual sales.

I will quote now the Norwegian Tobacco Act, No.
.14 of 9 March 1973 relating to restrictive
measures for the marketing of tobacco products-

1. The object of this Act is to limit the
damage to health caused by the use of tobac-
co.

2. Advertising of tobacco products is pro-
hibited. Cigarette paper, cigarette rollers and
pipes are regarded as tobacco products.

Tobacco products must not be included in
the advertising of other goods or services.
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The King may issue regulations concerning
exceptions to the provisions in the first and
second paragraphs.

3. It is prohibited to import into Norway,
sell or distribute cigarette packets, packets of
smoking tobacco and packets of cigarette
paper which are not marked with a symbol
and a text pointing out the risk to health in-
herent in cigarette consumption. The Minis-
try will issue further regulations concerning
the marking and its application.

Persons producing or selling tobacco prod-
ucts may not, by any symbol or text on the
packets, supply their own information on the
health consequences of smoking.

The Ministry may issue regulations con-
cerning exceptions to the provisions in the
first and second paragraphs.

4. The Ministry may issue regulations con-
cerning the content, weight, filters, packag-
ing etc. of tobacco products.

5. It is prohibited to sell or to hand over
tobacco products, or imitations which may
prove an encouragement to the use thereof,
to persons under 16 years of age.

We have heard learned persons opposite sayi .ng
that no matter what we do we will not decrease
smoking habits by placing a ban on adverti sing.
Members can see by the graph I am holding just
what the effect of an advertising ban can be. The
source of the graph is the Norwegian Directorate
of Customs and Excise and the Central Bureau of
Statistics. One can see the line going right up the
page to the point where the advertising ban was
introduced and then the graph levels out and later
begins to drop.

Mr MacKinnon: At the time they imposed the
tobacco advertising ban, did they introduce any
other control?

Mr BURKETT: The advertising ban was the
main thrust.

Mr MacKinnon: They did implement a few
other things.

Mr Williams: The main thing was the 60 per
cent increase in the price of a packet or cigarettes.

Mr BURKETT: But the advertising ban was
the main thrust. If members read this report, they
will see quite categorically that the ban has
proved to be a success.

Members opposite have told us how generous
the cigarette companies are. The member for
Nedlands is a very well-known and well-respected
yachtsman, but I wonder how often the tobacco
companies sponsor his twilight yacht races on the
Swan River. I doubt that they ever put anything

into that particular sport, because it is not a spec-
tator sport and it is not one that is televised.

Mr O'Connor: I would review your thoughts on
yachting, after the last few days.

Mr BURKETT: I do not think we can use what
has happened over the last few days as a criterion
of the norm. The member for Nedlands must look
at this more logically and he should give the legis-
lation his support.

Mr Simpson, the Director of the Tobacco
Institute of Australia, is somewhat reserved about
this $5 million to $10 million aspect of Australian
advertising of sports sponsorship. He has said, "it
is a poor substitute for advertising, but it is not
without fringe advertising benefits". In Western
Australia our own Robbie Burns, a Daily News
journalist, has said, "Companies look on sponsor-
ship solely as a business transaction demanding
something in return for the money put in. It is not
a girt, it is part of their advertising budget".

On the question of the effect of advertising on
children, journalist Glenys Bell, in an article gen-
erally pessimistic about antismoking measures, is
a little less reserved about the aspirations of the
tobacco companies. I quote her words as fol-
lows-

One of the roles of advertising is to reach
beyond the steady market, the habitual
smoker, to the prospective smoker. For the
long term survival of the industry, the pro-
spective smoker must also be a young
smoker. Once captured, the possibility is high
that the industry has a captive for life. It is
the young smoker, naturally, over whom the
industry and anti-smoking groups are fight-
ing.

An examination of the most causative factors
cited will reveal one crucial generalis-
ation-smoking behaviour in adolescents is ident-
ified with the development of social status, self-
identity, adultness, and interpersonal relation-
ships. These are, of course, the predominant sub-
jects addressed by almost all cigarette advertise-
ments, as the member for Bunbury mentioned
tonight.

In Australia these advertisements promote
identification with numerous desirable stereotypes
as exemplar figures, both fictional-ike the epic
Marlborough cowboy identification which capi-
talises on children's reported desire to be tough
and mature-and real-like Paul Hogan, which
capitalises on the desire to be successful,
extroverted, and rebellious.

The implied message is crystal clear: "Smoke
this and you, too, will become attractive, confi-
dent, socially acceptable, and tough". Yet we are
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asked to accept that a muiltimillion dollar adver-
tising strategy specifically addressed to known
casual factors in the initiation of adolescent smok-
ing can play no part in the recruiting process.

Mr Rushton: Whose point of view is that
again?

Mr B3URKETTl: It is the point of view of a Mr
Ryan. I will give the member a copy of
it-member for Dale! In countries like Africa,
where at present it is the better educated who
form the large smoking segment, advertisements
concentrate on success, social status, smartness,
and virility. Examples of such unsubtle messages
are, "You're smart to smoke", "Join the smart
set", "Enjoy that fine, clear head feeling", and
"For very important people".

I heard the member for Murdoch say, when he
was a Minister and visited the Osborne Park area
to open a new building, that he was proud he did
not smoke and that when his wife was expecting a
child he was pleased she did not smoke. I know
that the Leader of the Opposition, who enjoys a
run along the beach, does not smoke, and neither
does the member for Murdoch. At five past six on
any evening, one can see him running out of the
Parliament.

We must give children a chance. I do not
smoke, and my wife does not smoke, but my 21
and 18-year-old daughters do smoke. I hope my
14-year-old daughter has not started. When I pass
the bedrooms of the 21 and IS-year-old daughters
at approximately six o'clock each morning to pick
up the paper, it is like when I used to visit my
Auntie Kath Mills when she was dying in the
Wooroloa Hospital. I hear those kids cough, and
it is like walking along the corridors of the
Wooroloo sanatorium. My kids enjoy a balanced
diet, and are healthy.

Mr Rushton: What about the parental responsi-
bility?

Mr BURKETT: Member for Dale! Parental re-
sponsibility-can extend to telling the kids that
they should not smoke in the house.

Mr Rushton: Mine don't smoke.

Mr BURKET: I may not have the wizardry of
the member. We know, as we have heard him say
in the House, he is far superior to us ordinary be-
ings!

My children are like many other children, and
they do smoke. I hope the proposed ban on ciga-
rette advertising, which has been excellently pres-
ented by the Minister for Health, will save some
of our little children, and in turn the children I
mentioned earlier tonight when they come up into

the area where they are to be wooed by the tobac-
co companies.

Mr Blaikie: On a more serious note-

A Government member: You can't be more
serious than that.

Mr Blaikie: I say this in all sincerity. How do
you believe your children started to smoke, and at
what age were you aware they did smoke?

Mr BURKETT: Member for Vasse! Kids have
been subjected every so many minutes to tele-
vision advertisements which state, "Join the big
one", and through the newspapers they are con-
fronted with advertising such as, "Get 30 big ones
for the same price as 25 little ones". I do not
know at what age my children started to smoke,
possibly it was 15 or 16 years, but they had this
advertising forced upon them-just thrust in front
of them.

Mr Blaikie: On TV?

Mr BURKET'T: They are subjected to this ad-
vertising from the time they are little children.
They would have a much better chance of fighting
the habit if they were not subjected to this adver-
tising.

I do not think I have received more literature
on any matter than on this one, and I have re-
ceived it from doctors, tobacco lobby people, and
others. Many people have called on me, and even
two people from Sydney called at my office to
talk to me about this matter. I have had
numerous telephone calls and have received let-
ters galore.

My mind was not made up until after I read all
the supportive material to the banning of tobacco
advertisements. I know this legislation is not easy
to accept, but we would have our heads in the
sand if we thought it will not be good. When we
read statistics such as those available about the
I1200 people who die from cigarette caused dis-
eases each year in this State, we cannot put our
heads in the sand. Approximately 300 people die
each year in this State from motor vehicle acci-
dents, and the member for Nedlands talked about
alcohol and drug-related deaths.

Mr O'Connor: How many lives do you think
the advertising ban will save?

Mr BURKETT: I do not know how many it
will save, but it certainly will save a great
number. Can anyone put a value on a life? What
would anyone do if someone said to him, "What is
the value of your life? I will give you $5 000, tax
free. You can give it to your wife and the chil-
dren, and we will put the button on you. Good
night, Mr O'Connor!"?
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If we save even a small number of lives in the
short term, that will be of tremendous benefit to
the people who value those people, such as the
Leader of the Opposition, myself, the enjoyable
member for Vasse, and the wizard from Dale.

Mr O'Connor: I have referred to a way of
saving more lives.

Mr BURKETT: The efforts being put into this
Bill by the Minister for Health are a step in the
right direction, and those efforts carry my sup-
port. I certainly hope that all the children in the
next five, 10, 15, 20, 30, or 40 years will not
cough the way my two eldest girls do now every
morning. I know the coughs are smoke related.

I support the Bill.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Tonkin
(Leader of the House).

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of thc

House) [10.07 p.m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Tuesday, I I October.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10.08 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOSPITALS

Statistics

1148. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What are the latest statistics available in

respect of-

(a) cost per HP day;
(b) cost per outpatient attendance;

(c)
(d)
(e)

(f)

total cost per IP day;
ward staff per occupied bed;
PMO's per occupied bed;
registrars per occupied bed;

(g) total junior medical staff per occu-
pied bed;

(h) OT's per occupied bed;

(k)
(I)

physios per occupied bed;
other staff per occupied bed;
total staff per occupied bed;
cost of provisions for IP day,

for-
(i) Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital;
(ii) Fremantle Hospital;
(iii) Royal Perth Hospital?

(2) What are the statistics under these
headings for the two previous years?

Mr HODGE replied:
Considerably more research is required
to answer this question than was orig-
inally anticipated. An answer will be
forwarded to the member as soon as
possible.

1262. This question was furt her postponed.

LAND: AGRICULTURAL
Clearing Bans: Compensation

1281. Mr OLD, to the Premier:
(1) Are applications for licences to clear

land in the gazetted catchment areas
currently being received and considered
by the Public Works Department?

(2) Are claims for compensation by
landholders for refusal to clear land in
the gazetted catchment areas currently
being considered?

(3) If "No" to either of above, on what
authority have these activities been sus-
pended?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) to (3) The Minister for Water Re-

sources directed on 25 August 1983 that
the processing of applications for
licences to clear land and claims for
compensation be deferred temporarily,
pending a review of procedures.
Sixty-six valid claims are in the pipeline
and will be authorised for payment im-
mediately their validity is established.
The Minister intends to lift the suspen-
sion on processing claims for compen-
sation and applications for licences to
clear.

FACTORIES AND SHOPS ACT

Review

1309. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:
(1) Is the Government intending to review

the operations of the Factories and
Shops Act with a view to abolishing or
reducing any sections of the Act, and
any activities relating to the Act which
unduly impinge on the business sector?

(2) If so, will he please advise what form of
review is proposed?

(3) Is it intended to review retail trading
hours in order to assist the tourist indus-
try and the buying public?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) to (3) Consideration is being given to

conducting a review of the Factories and
Shops Act in accordance with the rec-
ommendations of the Government Regu-
lations Review Committee.

RECREATION: YACHTING

Purchase of Yachts

1312. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Tourism:
Is the Government prepared to make ar-
rangements to purchase Peric Ba non
and Australia H) for the Western Aus-
tralian Maritime Museum, when they
become available now that Western
Australia has become the yachting head-
quarters of the world?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The purchase of Australia 11 by the
Government is considered highly desir-
able and this matter is to be pursued
with the Prime Minister as it is felt that
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the Commonwealth Government should
be involved.
Purchase of Perie Banou has not been
considered by the Government but it is
understood that Mr Sanders is not pre-
pared to sell in any event.

1313. This question was postponed.

MEAT: LAMB

Marketing Board: Referendum

1314. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

In the forthcoming referendum of Iamb
producers, can he say-.
(a) when the referendum will be con-

ducted:
(b) who will be conducting it;

(c) will -he referendum include docu-
mentation of the case-

6j) for the Board; and
(ii) against the Board;

(d) if "Yes" to (c), who will prepare
the respective cases;

(e) will a register of producers eligible
to vote in the referendum be conm-
piled;

(f) if "Yes" -to (e), what are the cri-
teria of eligibility;

(g) If "No", how will producers acquire
referendum-ballot papers and who
will determine their eligibility to
vote?

Mr EVANS replied:
(a) Ballot papers will be posted by 17

October. The poll will close at 4.00 p.m.
on I November.

(b) State Electoral Office.
(c) No. A brief statement outlining the

Lamb Board's present charter will be in-
cluded on the ballot paper,

(d) Not applicable.

(e) Yes.

(f) The criteria of eligibility was- published
in The West Australian on
29 September, page 36.
In addition I am prepared to receive ap-
plications from producers of slaughter
lambs who feel they are excluded by the
criteria.

(g) Not applicable.

MINING

Gypsumn

1315. Mr COWAN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Mines:
(1) With reference to question '1236 of 22

September last respecting a 'gypsum
lease, why is the Minister not able to ad-
vise when the lease will be granted?

(2) What is the usual amount of time taken
by the Department of Mines before it
considers applications similar to ML
77/9?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) Until information has been received

from the applicant and assessed it is not
possible to advise when the lease appli-
cation will be determined.

(2) The processing of such applications
involves statutory referrals to-other Min-
isters and authorities, and the time
period between application and determi-
nation depends on individual -circum-
stances.

POLICE

Fraud Squad; Lease Agreement

1316. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

With reference to question 1240
Thursday, 22 September last concerning
a lease agreement investigation by the
fraud squad, why did not the police take
action?

Mr CARR replied:

The reason why no police action was
taken following the inquiry was that
there was insufficient evidence available
co substantiate a criminal charge.

ROAD

Cockburn Road

1317. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:

With respect to that part of Cockhurn.
Road which -runs between the Coogee
Beach townsitc and Coogee Beach itself,
is it intended to realign tht road within
the next three years?

Mr GRILL replied:
No. However, my answer to question
13 18 is relevant.

2775



2776 [ASSEMBLY]

ROAD

Cockburn Road

318. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:

Has the Main Roads Department any
plans to divert Cockburn Road from the
west side of Mt. Brown to the eastern
side of Mt. Brown?

Mr GRILL replied:
The metropolitan region scheme has re-
cently been amended to provide a reser-
vation for a controlled access highway to
the east of Mt. Brown. There is no pro-
posal to construct a road within this res-
ervation in the foreseeable future.

LAND

Building Blocks: Pannelia

1319. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Housing:

H-ow many building blocks were sold by
the State Housing Commission in
Parmelia since 1 March 1983?

Mr WILSON replied:
Seventeen lots sold and a further Five are
in process of negotiation.

LAND

Building Blocks: South well

1320. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Housing:

How many building blocks has the State
Housing Commission sold to individual
private purchasers in the Southwell area
since I July 1982?

Mr WILSON replied:
Sixteen lots were sold from an auction
held 20 November 1982.

PORT

Small Boat Harbour: Woodman Point

1321. Mr A. D. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Works:

What is the timetable for repairs to the
damaged breakwater which protects the
small boat harbour on the south side of
Woodman's Point?

Mr McJVER replied:
Tenders have been called for the
carrying out of repairs to the damaged

breakwater closing 4 October with a
construction period of 15 weeks from the
date of acceptance.
It is anticipated that the tender will be
awarded before the end of October and
that work will be completed by February
1984.

LAND: NATIONAL PARK

Three Bears Area

1322. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for the En-
vironment:
(1) Would he advise whether the access

from Yallingup north to Three Bears is
to be closed by the National Parks
Authority 'or other body?

(2) If "Yes",, why has this action taken
place?

(3) Because of the popularity of the Three
Bears area, will he ensure that access is
retained?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) Closure of the track north of Yallingup

to Cabejgup has been considered by the
authority due to problems of erosion.
No action has been taken at this stage.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) Investigations are being undertaken to

select a more suitable alignment.

HEALTH: DENTAL

Fluoridation of Water Supplies: Bunbury and
Busselgon

1323. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Is it the intention of the Government to

have the water supplies of-
(a) Bunbury;
(b) Busselton;,

(i) chlorinated;
(ii) fluoridated?

(2) Can he give details of the costs involved
in each town for each project?

(3) As the ratepayers of both schemes are
already paying for losses on the other
State services, does the Government
intend to meet any or all of the costs of
fluoridation?
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Mr TONKIN replied:
()(a) and (b) (i) Representatives of the

Busselton Water Board and of
the Bunbury Water Board are
to meet me in two separate
meetings next week. At these
meetings the question of the
chlorination of the supplies of
these towns will be discussed.
No decision has yet been made
regarding the chlorination of
either supply.

(ii) The question of the fluori-
dation of the supplies to the
towns is a matter for my col-
league the Minister for Health.
1 understand, however, that the
two water boards have each re-
ceived a direction under the
Fluoridation of Public Water
Supplies Act to fluoridate their
supplies. These directions were
given in the late 1970's by the
Minister for Health at that
time. There was resistance
from the boards largely on ac-
count of the costs involved and
the direction was not enforced.

(2) Bunbury chloriuation-approximately
$100 000.
Fluoridation-correspondence received
from the City of Bunbury advised that
the estimated cost to fluoridate the
Bunbury water supply was $211 000 in
February 1981. Escalation would bring
this figure to about $260 000 at present
day costs.
Busselton chlorination-approximately
$30000.
Fluoridation-no detailed estimate has
been made, but a rough estimate is be-
tween S5100 000 and S5150 000.

(3) The water charges associated with the
Russelton and Bunbury schemes do not
include any contribution towards losses
on other State services.

As explained above, the question of flu-
oridation is a matter for the Minister for
Health. However, section 9(3) of the
Fluoridation of Public Water Supplies
Act states:

Subject to section thirteen of this
Act, the cost of and incidental to
the fluoridation of the public water
supply pursuant to the direction of

the Minister shall be borne by the
water supply authority.

EDUCATION

Reading Clinic: Busselton

t,324, Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Further to question 936 of 1983, what
schools are expected to be catered for
with the expansion of the Busselton
reading clinic?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The organisation of the Busselton Read-
ing Clinic from term 3, 1983, is that a
combination of six and eight week pro-
grammes are to be run depending on the
assessed needs of the children involved.
In this form the service may be suf-
ficiently flexible to accept referrals from
the primary schools of Busselton, West
Busselton, Vasse and Dunsborough.

Whether or not this pattern can be sus-
tained in 1984 depends on availability of
staffing within the total context of staff
allocation to be received by the Special
Education Branch.

1325. This question was postponed.

MEAT: LAMB
Frozen

1326, Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is it fact that all frozen meat is required

to be labelled so that consumers are
aware that they are buying frozen meat?

(2) If "Yes", can he assure the consumers
that the WA Lamb Marketing Board is
complying with these requirements when
frozen lamb is sold on the local market?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) No. Section 222 of the Health Act does

not require the meat to be labelled but
does require the conspicuous display of a
notice to advise consumers of the sale of
frozen meat.

(2) The Lamb Board sells meat in the
frozen state to wholesalers and retailers
and it is described as "frozen" in the ac-
companying documents. The Lamb
Board does not sell frozen meat direct to
the public.
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WATER RESOURCES

Catchment Areas: Gravel Pits

1327. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Water Re-
sources:

Are permits still available to shires in
the gazetted water catchment areas for
small amounts of land to be used as
gravel pits on the condition that the
shire undertakes to reinstate the area
concerned?

Mr TON KIN replied:

Yes, but each application is treated on
its merits. In many cases the concur-
rence of departments, for example the
departments of Lands, Forests and En-
vironment, is needed, in addition to that
of the relevant water authority, before a
licence is issued. In country areas some
delays have recently occurred in pro-
cessing applications as a result of the
current review of catchment clearing
controls:

EDUCATION

Western Australian Council for Special
Education

1328. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Is the Western Australian Council for

Special Education still in existence?

(2) Who comprises its membership?
(3) Was the council preparing a report on

children with remedial educational
needs?

(4) What is the progress with the prep-
aration and completion of that report?

(5) Will the report be made public?
(6) When did the council last meet?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Dr D. A. Jecks, Director, Western Aus-

tralian College of Advanced Education
(Chairman);
Dr H. J. Blackmore, Psychiatrist Super-
intendent, Community Psychiatric Div-
ision, Mental Health Services;

Dr P. G. Cole, Dean of Education, Uni-
versity of Western Australia;

Mr K. Green, Principal, Balga Special
School, Education Department of West-
ern Australia.

Dr A. Little, Research Fellow, Univer-
sity of Western Australia.
Mr H. W. Louden, Assistant Director-
General (Secondary) Education Depart-
ment of Western Australia;
Mrs P. Smeeton, OBE, Former Presi-
dent, Country Women's Association of
Western Australia (Inc.);
Dr R. Weiland, Director of Guidance
and Special Education, Education De-
partment of Western Australia;
Mrs N. M. Kennealy, Acting Education
Officer, Education Department of West-
ern Australia (executive officer).

(3) The council is preparing a report on
children with remedial needs which fo-
cuses on the area of reading disabilities.

(4) A final draft is being prepared.
(5) The decision on whether or not to make

the report public rests with the Minister
but past reports of the council have been
made public.

(6) The council last met on 14 September
1983.

WATER RESOURCES

Sawyers Valley

1329. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

Further to the question asked of him in
relation to the connection of water to
Lot 76 Mitton Place, Sawyers Valley,
on Tuesday, 27 September, 1983, is he
aware that-
(a) water is connected to a Property

two blocks away from Lot 76
Mitton Place, Sawyers Valley;

(b) there is a Metropolitan Water
Authority pumping station 200
metres away from Lot 76 Mitton
Place;

(c) there is a Metropolitan Water
Authority main 400 metres away
from Lot 76 Mitton Place;

(d) the goldfields water supply pipeline
runs along the back of Lot 76
Mitton Place;

(e) properties less than a kilometre
away from Lot 76 Mitton Place are
provided with water from the gold-
fields water supply from a main at
Mt. Helena;
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(f) the owners of Lot 76 Mitton Place
are anxious to have water provided
for their house to be constructed on
the land;

(g) they are provided with other ser-
vices;

(h) they are receiving little help and no
co-operation from the Metropolitan
Water Authority and the Country
Water Supply Authority in relation
to their problem of obtaining a
water connection?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(a) Yes.
(b) Yes.
(c) Yes.
(d) The property is within the MWA supply

area and does not abut the OWS main.

(e) Yes.
(r) Yes.
(g) I am not aware of the position regarding

other services.
(h) The subdivision of Swan Location 986

into 12 lots, one of which is Lot 76 was
granted approval by Town Planning
Board on condition that the subdivider
guaranteed that prospective purchasers
be advised that no reticulated water
supply is available.
A major upgrading of the MWA supply
system in this area is needed to supply
Lot 76, and this alternative was offered
by the MWA but rejected by the de-
veloper at the subdivisional stage be-
cause of the cost involved.

HOSPITALS

Ambulances;, Funding
1330. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) Has the Ambulance Drivers' Association

sought talks with him over the establish-
ment of an inquiry into the funding and
operation of ambulance services?

(2) If so, has a date been set for the talks?
(3) If not, why not?
Mr HODGE replied:
(I) The ambulance officers union has

sought talks with me.
(2) Yes.
(3) Not applicable.

1331. This question was post poned.

HEALTH

Expenditure

1332. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Apropos his answer to question 933 of

1983 what portion of each of the
amounts shown under (a) to (e) are-
(a) CRF expenditure;
(b) GLE expenditure;
(c) other than CRF or GLF expendi-

ture?
(2) If amounts other than CRF or GLF ex-

penditure are included what amounts
are they and what is their source?

Mr HODGE replied:

$ MILLIONS

Source of 1982/83 Expenditure

Capital Works

(a) ...........
(b) ...........
(c) ............
(d) ...........
(c) ............

Total ...

Consolidated
Revenue

Fund
61

517
73

4
0.1

655.1

General
Loan Funds

4
24
4

Other

3

32 3
figures quoted in million of dollars.

Total
Capital

4
27
4

35

Grand
Total

Expenditure

65
544
.77

4
0.1

690.1
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(2) Details of the "other" funds used in the
capital works programme are-

SM
Contribution from
Lotteries Commission ... 2
Infrastructure Bor-
rowings (net) ...........

3

HOSPITALS

Expenditure: Overruns
1333. Mr CRAYDEN, to the Minister for

Health:
'What overruns, if any, occurred in
Government hospital operating cost
budgets in the financial year ended 30
June 1983?

Mr H-ODGE replied:
No overrun occurred on the operating
cost budget for hospitals in 1982-83.

HOSPITALS

Managerial Data
1334. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) Was a functional reporting system to

provide improved managerial data com-
parable within and between hospitals in-
stalled in the Department of Hospital
and Allied Services in 1982-83?

(2) If so-

(a) is the system considered adequate;
(b) are further changes to the system

proposed?
Mr HODGE replied:
(1) No. A functional reporting system was

being developed during 1982-83 and is
still under development with limited
introduction only in 1983-84.

(2) (a) and (b) See answer to (1)

H EALTH

Alcohol: Research
1335. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) Have efforts been made to obtain details

of new research into alcohol that ap-
pears to confirm the theory that it leads
to addiction by producing chemical
changes in the brain?

(2) If not, will details of the research be ob-
tained and evaluated?

(3) Did Professor Robert Myers, Professor
of Psychiatry and Pharmacology at the
University of North Carolina, who con-
ducted the research, make contact with

-the Western Australian Government
-authorities when he visited Australia re-

cently?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) No specific inquiry has beeR made,
although the Alcohol and Drug Auth-
ority is aware of this research.

(2) 1 will ask the Alcohol and Drug Auth-
ority to do so.

(3) No contact was made with the Alcohol
and Drug Authority, to the best of my
knowledge.

HEALTH

La boratory Services: Volume of Work
1336. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) What was the volume of laboratory

work, as measured by specimens re-
ceived, in the State Health Laboratory
Services during the 1982-83 financial
year?

(2) What was the percentage increase or de-
crease in the work volume in-

(a) the central laboratory area;

(b) the branch laboratories?

Mr HODGE replied:

(I) The State Health Laboratory Services
collects its statistics Over calendar years.

Figures for 1982 are:

Central Laboratories 654 204
Branch Laboratories 282 136

Figures for the first half of 1983 are:

Central Laboratories 333 921
Branch Laboratories 150 387

(2) 1983 figures indicate the following in-
crease in work volume over 1982 as fol-
lows:

Central Laboratories 2.1 per cent
Branch Laboratories 6.6 per cent
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HEALTH

Mental School of Nursing

1337. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What educational programmes are being

conducted at the Mental Health Ser-
vices School of Nursing during the
current year?

(2) Are the programmes in accord with the
new syllabus for the training of mental
health nurses which was compiled by the
Nurses Board of Western Australia?

(3) Does the School of Nursing curriculum
meet the Nurses Board requirements in
all respects?

Mr HODGE replied:
(I) At the Mental Health Services School of

Nursing an educational three year pro-
gramme is conducted which, on
completion, leads to registration as a
mental health nurse.

(2) Yes.

(3) Yes.

HOSPITALS

Country Areas: Upgrading

1338. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

What hospital facilities in Western Aus-
tralian country areas-

(a) are currently being upgraded;
(b) have been documented for

upgrading?
Mr HODGE replied:

(a) Hospital facilities currently being up-
graded-

Boyup Brook-General upgrading;
Broome Stage I-New ward block
and remodelling of existing ward
for children;
Cue-Replacement nursing post;
Derby Regional-Storage and
workshop Facilities;,
Esperance-Redvclopment
(operating, admin., casualty, con-
sulting and store areas plus chil-
dren's ward, maternity and perma-
nent care beds);
Geraldton Regional-New laundry
service;
Kondinin-General upgrading;
Kununoppin-General upgrading:

Lake Grace-General upgrading;
Manjimup-Children's ward im-
provements;
Marble Bar-General upgrading;
Meekatharra--General upgrading
and office, X-ray, operating, casu-
alty and kitchen improvements;
Merredin-Redevelopment
(additional and replacement beds,
operating, birth, CSSD, X-ray,
casualty, kitchen/dining and ther-
apy areas);
Mt. Magnet Nursing Post-General
upgrading;
Narrogin Regional-Birth suite;
Port H-edland Regional-
Redevelopment of children's ward,
maternity ward, operating theatres,
sterile supply, kitchen and dining
areas and administration areas.
New surgical ward, birth suite and
laboratories;
Ravensthorpe-kitchen, office,
store, X-ray, laundry improvements
plus general upgrading;
Roebourne-New wards and ser-
vices plus general upgrading:
Southern Cross--General up-
grad ing;
Williams-adaptation of existing
Facilities for medical centre;
Wiluna Nursing Post-additions
and general upgrading;
Yarloop-General upgrading.

(b) Part One-Hospital projects for which
funds are available in 1983-84 and for
which documentation is proceeding-

Beverley-General upgrading;
Cunderdin-General upgrading;
Dongara-Extensions to medical
Centre;
Dumbleyung--General upgrading;
Jerramungup-General upgrading;
Kalbarri-Extensions to medical
centre;
Katanning-Expansion of perma-
nent care facilities;
Kalgoorlie Regional Stage
3-Rplacement ward accommo-
dation;
Kellerberrin-General upgrading;
Laverton-General upgrading;
Leonora- Upgrading of permanent
care facilities;
Mullewa-General upgrading;
Pingelly-General upgrading;
Roitnest Island-New nursing post;
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Wickepin Nursing Post-General
upgrading;,
Wyalkatchem-General upgrading.

Part Two-hospital projects in prelimi-
nary stage of documentation for com-
mencement when funds are available-

Albany Regional-Development;
Augusta-Development, including
extra ward accommodation;
Broome Stage 2-Admin., X-ray,
outpatient, casualty, operating and
birth areas;
Bunbury Regional-Development;
Collie-Redevelopment;
Derby Regional-Redevelopment;,
Kununurra-Redevelopment;
Geraldton Regional-Development;
Margaret River-Replacement hos-
pital;
M ullewa-Developrnent;
Wagin-Development of perma-
nent care facilities;
Wyndham-Development.

HEALTH

Asbestos: Asbestosis and Mesothdliomna

1339. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) How many cases of-

(a) mesothelioma;
(b) asbestosis,
have been recorded in Western Aus-
tralia?

(2) What facilities are available in Western
Australia for those who have worked

with asbestos to undergo a free medical
examination and chest X-ray?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) (a) 142.

(b) 149.

(2) Perth Chest Clinic, Fremantle Chest
Clinic and Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital
offer free medical examinations and
chest X-rays. In addition, chest X-ray
examination can be arranged at all
Government hospitals that have X-ray
facilities.

HOSPITALS

King Edward Memorial and Princess Margaret:
Statistics

1340. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What are the latest statistics available in

respect of-

(a) cost per patient treated;

(b) length of stay in days;

(c) number of inpatients;

(d) number of outpatients,

for-

(i) Princess Margaret Hospital;

(ii) King Edward Memorial Hospi-
talI?

(2) What are the statistics under these
headings for the two previous years?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) and (2)

DETAILS

(a) Cost per patient treated
(14 Length of stay in days
(c) Number of inpatients
(d) *Number of outpatient

occasion of service

King Edward Memorial Hospital
1982/83 1981/82 1980/81

1681.21
5.9

12720
79 432

1436.12
5.7

13482
75 196

1251.64
5.8

13 687
145 969

Princess Margaret Hospital
1982/83 1981/82 1980/8I

1164.66
3.9

15 753
246 781

1012.99
4.0

14706
198 582

916.35
3.8

16296
176 702

*Because of changes in the basis of statistical collections between financial years, the time series is not
necessarily valid for comparative purposes.
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HOSPITAL

Swan District: Emergency Raster

1341. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minist er for
Health:
(1) Will the fact that only young residents

will be provided to service the 24-hours
a day roster for emergencies at Swan
District Hospital mean that only minor
emergencies will be handled at the hos-
pital?

(2) If so, will seriously ill emergency cases
and also seriously injured victims of ac-
cidents be taken to the hospital or will
they by-pass it?

(3) Does the proposed emer-gency service
duplicat existing emergency services
provided by local general practitioners
and specialists?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) The medical staffing pattern for Swan

District Hospital casualty -service has
not yet been finalised.

(2) There is no intention to alter the existing
organisation of ambulance services
.whereby the accident and emergency de-
partments of the teaching hospitals are
the accepted centres for the manage-
ment of the class of patients to which
the member refers.

(3) There is no permanent doctor-on-site
service currently operating at Swan Dis-
trict Hospital by either general prac-
titioners or specialistg.

HEALTH AND HOSPITALS

Expenditure: Overrun

1342. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Treasurer:
(1) What was the overrun of Consolidated

Revenue Fund Estimates of Revenue
a nd Expenditure for the year ended 30
June 1983 on- "
(a) Public Health;,

(b) Hospital and Allied Services;
(c) Mental Hlealth Services;,
(d) WA Alcohol and Drug Authority;

(e) Nurses Board of Western Aus-
tralia?

(2) What was the actual amount of CRF
-expenditure on each of these items dur-
ing the year in question?

(3) What proportion of the total CRF Esti-
mates of Revenue and Expenditure for
1982-83 did total expenditure on the
above items represent?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) This information is set out in the

public accounts accompanying the Audi-
tor General's report which will be tabled
in Parliament shortly.

HOSPITALS: STAFF

Replacement Policy: Number

1343. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Health:

What is the current number of hospital
employees that have not been replaced
as a result of the Government's staff re-
placement policy?

M r HODGE replied:
Out of the statewide total of 1 331
vacancies (26 September 1983) 68.47
full-time equivalent positions have not
been replaced. Of these 34.31 FTE have
been deleted by the hospitals themselves,
and a further 5.0 FTE are still subject to
further submissions from hospitals be-
fore a final decision is made.

1344. This question was post poned.

RECREATION: YACHTING

America's Cup: Hydrographic Chart

.1I345. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Works:,

Will the Public Works Department pro-
*duce a hydrographic chart covering the

area immediately south of its present
" Trigg" chart and adjoining the recently
released "Rottnest Island" chart as this
is the most likely area on which a future

* 12 metre defence will be sailed?
Mr MO!VER replied:

* Yes. The area described is generally well
covered by the existing charts issued by
the Hydrographer, Royal Australian
Navy. However -a further Public Works

*- Department chart of the area will be
*prepared within a few months by

replotting the basic Navy soundings and
carrying out additional soundings in

*shallow water as necessary. It is agreed
-that the additional chart will complete

the Public Works Department series, as
shown on the tabled plan extract.
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LIQUOR: WINE
Licence Fees

1346. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
Will he give an assurance he will not in-
crease the State licence fees on wine?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

The Government has no plans to in-
crease liquor licence fees on wine.

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY

Luncheons: hta Buutrosc
1347. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

(1) Further to question 1217 of 1983 has he
now had time to find out if any tax-
payers' funds or resources were used to
have Ila Butirose speak at the "Decision
Makers" luncheon held at the King's
Hotel on 20 September 1983?

(2) If taxpayers' funds or resources were not
used to advertise this luncheon, who
paid for his letterhead paper, postage
and typing used to invite interested per-
sons, and when was this money paid to
the Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am not aware of any tax-

payers' funds expended in connection
with this luncheon.

If the member has any evidence to the
contrary and refers it to me I will have it
investigated at once.

EDUCATION

Primary School:, Gidgegannup
1348. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) Has the Government made any commit-

ment to establish a primary school at
Gidgegannup?

(2) What arrangements or directions have
been instituted to expedite the construc-
tion of the school, including the selection
of a suitable site?

(3) What are the projected student numbers
upon which the decision has been made?

(4) Why has the Education Department
given attention to this area when there
are other urgent areas in need of new
construction?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (4) 1 have met with a parent group to

discuss their requests to establish a
school at Gidgegannup. As a result of
this meeting, a survey of parents in the
area is currently being undertaken.

LIQUOR: DISTILLERY
Swan Valley: Feasibility Study

1349. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) Did he indicate publicly in a speech in

the Mundaring electorate on
Wednesday, 28 September, that the Op-
position had stated it would not con-
struct or support the establishment of a
distillery in the Swan Valley?

(2) What was the basis for his statement?
(3) As the previous Government did not

support the establishment of a distillery
based on the feasibility study which had
been previously commissioned, will he
detail the costings, estimated annual
losses and subsidies included in the
study available to the previous feasi-
bility?

(4) Has the Government received a report
and recommendation resulting from a
further feasibility study?

(5) If so, will he advise the substance of the
new feasibility study?

(6) If not, why not?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Statements made by a member of the

Opposition.

(3) to (6) The member will be aware from
answers to his repeated questions on this
issue that full detail - will be made
available at the appropriate time.

MINING

Uranium: Roxby Downs and Veelirric

1350. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware that the Prime Minister sup-

ports the granting of export licences For
the Roxby Downs uranium project?

(2) Has he made representations to the
Prime Minister while he is in Perth in
support of export licences for Yeelirrie.
uranium?

(3) If "No" to (2), does he plan to make
such representations to ensure export Ii-
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cences are granted for the Veelirrie
project?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) to (3) On 28 September 19$) I replied
to a question without notice on this mat-
ter and the member participated in
consequent debate on the issue. My re-
sponses can be obtained in the extract
from Hansard.

135). This question was postponed.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION

Metropolitan Water Authority

1352. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Could he describe the safety record of

the Metropolitan Water Authority's
staff from the point of view of accidents
and/or disabilities incurred which mer-
ited claims for Workers' compensation
during the financial year 1982-83?

(2) How does this record compare with the
one during the financial year 198 1-82?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) During 1982-83 595 compensation
claims were made. Most were of a minor
nature and only 132 were lost time in-
juries.

(2) During 1981-82 547 compensation
claims were made, of which 106 were
lost time injuries. The Metropolitan
Water Authority lost time injury fre-
quency rate varied from 18 per million
man hours worked in 1981-82 to 22 in
1982-83.

SEWERAGE

Arinadale

1353. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Has the whole land or only easement
over the land being portion of Lot 45,
(corner of 7th Road and 3rd Avenue)
Armadale and required for sewerage
been acquired by the Metropolitan
Water Authority?

(2) If it has not, what is the proposed ac-
tion?

Mr TON KIN replied:

(1) No land easement or purchase has been
made.

tea)

(2) A valuation has been sought from the
Valuer General to enable negotiations
with the owner to proceed. The MWA
preference is for an easement.

SEWERAGE

in fill Sewerage Works
1354. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Water Resources:

Could he please describe the areas
where infill sewerage works are-
(a) being constructed at present;

(b) planned to commence within the
current financial year or thereafter
for which the required statutory
preliminary actions (such as No-
tices of Proposal, etc.) have already
been completed; and

(c) being planned and designs and site
inspections have been or are being
undertaken?

Mr TONKIN replied:

The following reply is relevant to the
Metropolitan Water Authority system
as it is assumed that the member's
question concerns that system:
(a) Morley 19D

Booragoon 4A
Midland 5J
Belmont 3A
Balcatta 7C

(b) (1) Midland 9C
Balcatta 3N and 3B

(2) Statutory formalities are in
progress for the following
areas:

Redeliffe 5A
Morley 13A
Willetton 6H

(c) Thor nlie I B
Balcatta 5A and 12A
Balga 4F
Cannington 7J1 and 4R1
Balcatta 3Q, 2L and 2M
Morley IlB
South Guildford IA
Redeliffe 6A and 2J1
Belmont 5A
Can nington 7A
Westfield 6A
Bateman 3J
Gosnells 7B. and t I A
Balcatta 4G
Midland 21 A
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Balcatta 6C and 6D
Bassendean 4B and 1 3a
Midland 6F'
Belmont I M
Bateman SA
Rockingham I IA
Thornlie 7M
Balga 611
Westfield 4X
Rockingham 9A

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS: DISPUTE

Wunigong Dam

1355. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Has the long standing dispute in relation

to the construction of the Wungong
Dam and involving the Metropolitan
Water Authority, the main contractor
and one of his earthworks
subcontractors, been resolved?

(2) If so, what was the result?

(3) If not, what is the present position?

M r TON KI N replied:

(I ) Yes.

(2) The Metropolitan Water Authority
agreed to settle the contractor's claim by
paying $150 000.

(3) Not applicable.

"HIANSARD"
Availability: Tuesday Morning

1356. Mr MENSAROS, to the Speaker:
(1) In order to facilitate the work of mem-

bers, particularly those on the Oppo-
sition side, could he please prevail on the
Government Printer so that copies of the
weekly Hansard volume be available at
least on Tuesday morning following the
subject week of sitting?

(2) For the same reason, could he please
cause the Notice Paper to be printed
and ready in the early morning on the
subject sitting day?

Mr SPEAKER replied:

(1) and (2). These matters will be taken up
with the Government Printer.

WATER RESOURCES
Dams: Storage

1357. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

As the yearly peak is around the end of
September or beginning of October,
could he give the capacity and the quan-
tity of water held by each metropolitan
dam (including Mundaring Weir) as at
the last measurement?

Mr TONKIN replied:
MUNDARING WEIR
Capacity of weir 77 395 000 cubic
metres;
Quantity of water as at 8 a.m. 29/9/83
70 104 000 cubic metres
On 29 September 1983 storage and
capacities are as follows:

cpacity current
stotage

SoutIh Dandaluip 208 200 65 389
Serpentine 154 900 114 311
Canning 90500 77658
Wungong 60000 42 916
Churchman Brook 2 102 1 720
Serpentine Pipchead 2637 2065
Victoria 559 701

TOTAL 549 278 304 760
Mundaring 77395 70 104

All figures are in thousands of cubic
metres. Inflow is still continuing.

WATER RESOURCES, SEWERAGE, AND
DRAINAGE

Facilities: Maintenance

1358. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) What is the total amount of estimated

outstanding maintenance as to the end
of the last Financial year for the water,
sewerage, and drainage facilities of the
Metropolitan Water Authority?

(2) Are these amounts being allowed as de-
ferred maintenance in this yea r's
budget?

M r TON K IN repl ied:
(1) Estimated outstanding maintenance at

30 June 1983-

Water
Sewerage
Drainage

1 805 000
I 631 000

278 000

3 714 000

(2) Yes.
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HOSPITALS

Private: Insurance

1359. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) What type of insurance covers are pri-

vate hospitals obliged to take out and
keep alive as a condition of their Ii-
ccnce?

(2) In particular, are private hospitals re-
sponsible to insure for damage to prop-
erty of their patients caused through ac-
tions but not necessarily negligent ac-
tions of their staff?

Mr HODGE replied:.
(I) Private hospitals are not obliged to take

out any insurance cover as a condition
for renewal of their licence.

(2) No. This is not a requirement under the
Health Act.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Renovations: Cooling Off Period
1360. Mr JAMILESON, to the Minister for Con-

sumer Affairs:
(1) Have there been reported cases of older

people being hustled by representatives
of firms selling "contracts" to renovate
and paint houses, thereby avoiding the
"1cooling off" period provided in law?

(2) If so, are there any amendments pro-
posed to present laws to overcome this
problem in the community?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) Yes. The Department of Consumer Af-

fairs has received many reported cases
of older people being pressured into con-
tracts for the renovating or painting of
houses and may I add at highly inflated
prices.

This question was covered fully on 4
August 1983 in this House in answer to
a question without notice on a firm
known as East West Promotions.

(2) Yes. The Government intends
introducing legislation to amend the
Door to Door Sales Act. The proposed
amendments will offer maximum protec-
tion for all persons who find themselves
pressured into contracts in their homes
or at their places of employment. Again
this question was discussed in detail in
the house on 4 August 1983. The Bill is

presently with Parliamentary Counsel
for drafting.

TRANSPORT

Interstate Commission Act
1361. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Was he given prior advice that the Fed-

eral Government intended to proclaim
the Inter-State Commission Act?

(2) What is the attitude of the State
Government towards the establishment
of this I nter-State Commission?

(3) What is the likely effect on the transport
industry in Western Australia of the es-
tablishment of this commission?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No. However, the matter was discussed

generally at the Transport Ministers'
Conference at Brisbane on 22 July 1983.
Advice of the intended proclamation was
sent by letter from the Federal Minister
for Transport to myself shortly prior to
proclamation but was delayed in the
post due to industrial problems in
Canberra.

(2) The State Government supports the
Inter-State Commission providing it
confines its activities to matters of an
inter-State nature only and to an
investigatory and advisory role. We
would withdraw that support if the
commission intruded into intra-State
matters.

(3) Provided the commission confines itself
to transport matters of an inter-State
nature only it is unlikely to have any
great impact on the transport industry in
Western Australia. However, to the ex
tent that the commission gives good ad-
vice which is heeded, the transport in-
dustry must benefit.

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY

Luncheons: Funds

1362. Mr COURT, to the Premier.
(1) Were any Government funds or re-

sources used to promote the "Decision
Makers Luncheon" held on 28
September at the Sheraton Hotel at
which the Prime Minister spoke and
cheques were to be made payable to the
"Leaders Fighting Fund"?
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(2) If "Yes", when were these amounts, in-
cluding postage, paper and typing, paid
for and by whom?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2)1 am not aware of any taxpayers'

funds expended in connection with
this'i luncheon.
If the member has any evidence to the
contrary and refers it to me I will have it
investigated at once.

CONSERVATION AND THE ENVIRON-
MENT

Environmental Protection Act: Amendment

1363. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
the Environment:
(1) Is the Government proposing amend-

ments to the Environmental Protection
Act or any other statute with reference
to controls of industrial effluents and
emissions?

(2) As previously indicated by the Govern-
ment, is it intended that the Department
of Conservation and Environment will
administer emission and effluent control
legislation?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes", when is it
proposed to introduce the new arrange-
ments, and for what reason is the change
being made?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) to (3) The Government has already an-

nounced that it proposes to amend and
improve the environmental Act which
has serious deficiencies. At this stage, no
decision has been made on the final
form of the amendments.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Inst itutrion: Hilion

326. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Youth
and Community Services:
(1) Where have the juvenile offenders who

were placed in the Hiliston Community
Welfarc Department establishment been
placed?

(2) What is the nature of the place to which
they have been transferred?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) Those young people who were

transferred from Kiliston-in many

cases they were offenders requiring
maximum security accommo-
dation-have been placed either at
Riverbank or at Longmore Training
Centre.

TOWN PLANNING

Bunbury

327. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for
Planning:
(I) Has the Minister seen reports in the

South Western Times indicating that
several projects have been, or are to be,
deferred as a result of alleged delays in
his approval of town planning scheme
No. 6 for Bunhury9

(2) Has he seen comments attributed to a
Mr Newton Herbert on these matters?

(3) Can he comment on the accuracy of
these claims and as to what steps have
been taken to hasten developments in
this region?

Mr PARKER replied:
(I) Yes, I have seen the comments in the

last edition of the South Western Times
along the lines suggested by the member
for Bun bury. The position, firstly, in re-
lation to town planning scheme No. 6 as
a whole is that although the newspaper
report and public statements indicated
that it had concluded last year-i think
on 9 August 1982-it was not put into
the hands of the Town Planning Depart-
ment or Board for its consideration until
about the middle of this year. Certainly
it was not submitted to me for my con-
sideration by the Bunbury City Council
until a few weeks ago. Town planning
scheme No. 6 is a complete revision of
the Bunbury town planning scheme and
is a very complicated document, contain-
ing a number of contentious issues.
However, a number of urgent matters
have needed to be resolved in the interim
period and those matters which have
been drawn to my attention have all
been resolved by me.
For example, two accommodation com-
plexes for aged persons were referred to
me and I allowed them to go through as
amendments to town planning scheme
No. 5, so that they could proceed. The
Town Planning Board had adopted the
attitude that it would not process any
further amendments to town planning
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scheme No. 5 because it was delaying
the finalisation of town planning scheme
No. 6.
However, in relation to those urgent
matters, I advised the board that I
wished to have those matters dealt with
prior to the determination of town
planning scheme No. 6 and they have
gone through the processes that the law
requires.
The Pennant Holdings Ltd. shopping
centre developments project has not
been put to me at any stage as being
urgent, although another Pennant Hold-
ings development was put to me as being
an urgent matter and was allowed
through. Certainly, no one from either
the Bunbury City Council or from the
developers of the extensions to the
Bunbury Forum has ever suggested to
me that I should deal with the proposal
earlier than the general development of
town planning scheme No. 6.

(2) and (3) Referring to Mr Newton
Herbert's comments concerning his
rezoning; Mr Newton Herbert is seeking
to have rezoned from a rural zoning to
an industrial zoning approximately 100
hectares of land on the North Boyanup
Road. Mr Herbert has been trying to
achieve this, I think, for 10, 11 or poss-
ibly more years against the advice of
most authorities in the area and indeed
against the Bunbury region strategy
plan which was prepared in conjunction
with the Bunbury City Council and
other people in the Bunbury region and
which has been adopted by the Govern-
ment as its policy for the area. The
Bunbury region plan does not in fact
show the area of land owned by Mr
Herbert as being land which is suitable
for industrial development. There are a
whole range of reasons for that, not the
least of which is that the land is on the
Preston River, in the Preston River
drainage system and in the flood plain
and no flood plain studies have been car-
ried out. Consistently the Town
Planning Board opposed the rezoning
suggested by Mr Herbert and recently.
by the Bunbury City Council on Mr
Herbert's behalf. However, following its
last recommendation to my predecessor
(Mrs Craig) the then Premier (Mr
O'Connor) received a letter from Mr
Herbert in which he suggested that

there would be much merit from the
Liberal Party's point of view in agreeing
to the rezoning, because it would result
in favourable publicity for that party's
candidates.
I will read a couple of parts of this letter
and will then table the whole letter. The
letter is addressed to the then Premier
(Mr O'Connor) and is written by Mr
Herbert.

Mr O'Connor: Will you table all letters?

Mr PARKER: I will table the letter.

Mr O'Connor: All letters that are required?

Mr PARKER: Part of the letter reads as fol-
lows-

You have my word that we can suc-
ceed and also create good publicity
for the sitting members if we can
get the necessary help from yourself
and June.
You know I will continue to support
the Liberal Party regardless, but
with so much at stake including a
joint venture with a UK group for a
national industry, the Bunbury ven-
ture is a vital part of our backing to
complete our programme. Your as-
sistance could win the day.

Within a few days of that letter being
sent to the then Premier, Mrs Craig
against the very strong advice of the
Town Planning Board, gave preliminary
approval to Mr Herbert's rezoning ap-
plication, and the matter then went out
for public submissions.

The Town Planning Board in de-
termining whether the project should be
given final approval, again came out
very strongly against granting that ap-
proval for rezoning-for a whole host of
reasons, which I can go into if re-
quired-and I am currently consi *dering
that report. The sequence of events and
Mr Herbert's comments in the South
Western Times need to be seen in tha'
light.

I table the letter.

The letter was tabled (see paper No.
306).
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GOVERNMENT ADMINISTRATION
Inquiry: Teachers

328. Mr O'CONNOR, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Does the Minister expect that "the corm-

mittee to review all Government
functions and all the services it pro-
vides" will be able to give him early ad-
vice on whether the Government's de-
cision to break its pre-election promise
to appoint 50 additional grade I
teachers is a wiser use of Government
resources than would have been a de-
cision to keep its promise?

(2) If he does not expect advice on this
question, will he explain why the com-
mittee which is to review the delivery of
411 Government services will not review
the delivery of education to grade I pu-
pils in relation to the Government's
promises relating to that service?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) 1 am not aware whether the
committee will investigate the matters to
which the Leader of the Opposition
referred.

Mr O'Connor: It said it would review "all
Government services".

Mr PEARCE: I am not responsible for the
committee, so I am not aware of the way
in which it will operate, or whether it
will conduct its inquiries into the Edu-
cation Department. I would welcome
such an investigation by the committee
because I am prepared to have all as-
pects of the education system and deliv-
ery of education services considered.
With regard to the 50 teachers, I advise
the Leader of the Opposition he is. being
relatively foolish in attempting to persist
with this point. Firstly, any teachers for
year I over and above the standard for-
mula would be a considerable advance
not only on the performance of his
Government but also on the policies it
espoused.

Mr O'Connor: We are talking about your
election promise for an immediate 50
teachers,

M r PEARCE: Provision will be made in the
coming Budget for an additional 202
teachers.

Mr O'Connor: That would be normal.

Mr PEARCE: It will not be normal. oF those
additional teachers, 20 will be over and
above the formula, and used to relieve
pressure on year I classes in specific cir-
cumstances. Provision for the remaining
number of teachers to make up the 50
will be fulfilled during the life of the
Government.

LAND: AGRICULTURAL

Clearing Bans: Coiipensa lion
329. Mr D. L. SMITH, to the Premier:

(1) Are claims for compensation for
landholders For refusal to clear land in
the gazetted catchment areas still being
held up by the Government?

(2) When can farmers expect payment?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) and (2) The Government has been con-

cerned about the potential number of
large claims For compensation by
landholders and their impact on the
State's resources. The previous Govern-
ment was aware of the problem but ap-
peared to have neither the will nor the
managerial competence to take any ac-
tion.
I am pleased to announce that 66 claims
for compensation which had been sus-
pended temporarily will be authorised
for payment immediately their validity
is established. The 66 claims were those
in the pipeline at 26 August, 1983, the
day after the Minister for Water Re-
sources announced the temporary sus-
pension of payments.

Mr O'Connor: Didn't you say they had been
proved to be valid? You made a state-
ment that they were valid so why wait
for their validity to be established?

Mr Old: Look at the answer to question
1281.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Perhaps
that could be the next question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I take the point;, I do
not know the question but I will check
the matter.

Mr O'Connor: You answered it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If validity has been es-
tablished, obviously the claims will be
paid immediately. To continue with the
answer to the question-
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The cla-ims are valued at $4.5
million including interest. As pre-
viously stated and restated, the
Government accepts the obligation
to pay fair and just comp~nsation.
It is also conscious of its responsi-
bility to be cautious and prudent in
Lhe expenditure of taxpayers' fundi.

MINING: COAL

Collie: Exploration

330. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Economic Development and Technology:

1 refer to the Western Collieries and
Dampier Agreement for which the Min-
ister is responsible. He has advised me
arrangements are in hand between the
SEC and the companies for public funds
to be used to provide exploration funds
for the private companies involved, and
to subsidise the private companies. I
ask-Will he indicate the reason the
Government approved the use of SEC
funds by private companies for explo-
ration activities?

Mr BRYCE replied:
The substance of this matter involves
some fairly confidential arrangements
between the SEC and the companies
concerned. As it also 'concerns the af-
fairs of a ministerial colleague in

-another place I suggest the member put
the question on the Notice Paper if he
wants me to reconsider the matter.

HOSPITAL

Princess Margaret: Staffing

331. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:

Has Mr Peter Cabban reported on his
inquiry into staffing levels and patient
care at Princess Margaret Hospital, and
if so what were his Findings.

Mr HODGE replied:
Mr Cabban has reported only informally
as yet. He has made a verbal report both
to the hospital board and to me.
In that report Mr Cabban gave an as-
surance that there is no evidence of any
immediate deficiencies which would
jeopardise patient care,
A written report will be submitted in
due course and I understand it will also

contain proposals for a series of deeper
studies to establish accurate measures of
need and a review of administrative pro-
cedures.
Meanwhile, I am hopeful that Mr
Cabban's interim report will reassure
the public that there is no danger to
patients at PMH, and I am most grate-
ful to him for providing his report so
promptly.

AGRICULTURE: MACHINERY

Tractors: Chamberlain John Deere Ply. Lid.

332. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware that 60 people will

have to be laid off at Chamberlain John
Deere Pty. Ltd. because the Federal
Government has awarded a large con-
iract for tractors as part of an overseas
aid arrangement to Bangladesh. to
Massey-Ferguson (Aust) Ltd., which
tractors have a 'ow Australian content?

(2) Will the Premier make immediate rep-
resentations to the Federal Government
to have this decision reversed in favour
of Chamberlain John Deere?

(3) Will he undertake urgent inquiries to see
whether the State can extend some form
of assistance to Chamberlain John
Deere to preserve the jobs of the 60
people affected?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) I am aware of the matter abouf

which the member seeks detailed
answers, but this matter has been the
carriage of the Deputy Premier as it
falls within his ministerial responsibility.
We have made strenuous representations
to the Australian Government. I suggest
that the member direct his question to
the Deputy Premier and the detail he
seeks will be provided.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Lake Leschenaultia

333. Mrs BEGGS, to t he Minister for Employ-
ment and Administrative Services:
(1) Is the Minister aware of allegations

made by one Tom Herzfeld, published in
The Midland Reporter of 20 September
1983, that on 25 August the Minister
appeared on Channel 9 announcing the
job creation scheme at Lake
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Lesehenaultia and then re-announced
the project two weeks later in what he
claims was "a desperate bid to woo a
few votes and direct attention from its
deplorable record in job creation"?

(2) Did the Minister announce the project
twice?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) and (2) The Minister for Transport

answered a question about other state-
ments made by Mr Herzfeld recently
which were shown to he completely
inaccurate. It is obvious Mr H-erzfeld is
engaging in desperate attempts to regain
the seat he lost at the last election.

Mr Court: He did not lose it.

Mr PARKER: In August I went to Lake
Leschenaultia at the request of the then
member for Mundaring (Mr Troy), and
the Mundaring Shire Council in order to
obtain further information on the proj-
ect they were submitting for funding.
The consultative committee which was
considering the matter had asked for
further information. I went there with
the shire, Mr Troy and various other
people and my departmental officers to
assess the matter.

It was on that occasion I appeared on
Channel 9 which covered the event. No
decision had been made at that time,
however, by way of a recommendation
by the consultative council and no an-
nouncement was made of any project.

Subsequently when the department had
reccived further information, I an-
nounced the project and I pay tribute to
Mr Troy for the work done in drawing
up the project in the first instance and
putting it forward within the necessary
guidelines. When the committee made a
recommendation, it was approved by me
and it was announced. I would have
thought that Mr Herzfeld would be bet-
ter occupied in applauding the initiative
of the Government in creating employ-
ment opportunities in the electorate of
Mundaring, which he aspires to rep-
resent, and in upgrading facilities at
Lake Leschenaultia which project had
been on the programme for a long
period but which had not received the
support of the previous Government.

LAND: AGRICULTURAL
Clearing Bans: Compensation

334. Mr OLD, to the Premier:
I refer to the answer to question 12s2 of
28 September with regard to the claim
that 1 100 potential claims for compen-
sation in the gazetted catcbment areas,
entailing possible compensation pay-
ments of $180 million, had been made.
In view of the unsatisfactory answer I
received I draw the Premier's attention
to a statement by Mr Burvill of the De-
partment of Public Works at a seminar
in Cranbrook which was quoted in the
Western Farmer of 22 September. He
stated that compensation would decline
as his information led him to believe
that values had fallen by $50 a hectare
and departmental estimates were that
between 170 and 190 claims would be
received and these would cost the State
the proposed $20 million including
claims presently in hand.
I ask-

Can the Premier give an expla-
nation?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

I can only say that my statement was
based on information provided by the
Under Treasurer who was most con-
cerned, and informed me that he had ex-
pressed his concern to the previous
Government, in regard to this matter.

Mr O'Connor: Not to that extent.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Presumably, then, he
had expressed concern.

Mr O'Connor: Not to the same extent; your
claim is extravagant.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The information con-
veyed to me by the Under Treasurer
was, I presume, information based on his
or his department's best assessment. I do
not know the basis on which the
Cranbrook officer made his calculation.
Perhaps he is not right either.

Mr Old: It was made by a Perth officer when
addressing a seminar.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Perhaps his estimation
is not correct and perhaps the Under
Treasurer's is; but that is the basis of
our information.
I wish to point out that, as demonstrated
by the Leader of the Opposition earlier
today, things are often not as they ap-
pear to be. Everyone heard the Leader
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Mr
Mr

of the Opposition and the member for
Katanning-Roe talking about the answer
to question 1281 when they said I had
used the word "validity" in respect of
claims and had contradicted an answer
given to the question without notice by
the Leader of the Opposition. The
Leader of the Opposition did not read
the full sentence.

O'Connor: I was only interjecting.
BRIAN BURKE: The member was
interjecting to make a point. The sen-
tence reads as follows-

Sixty-six valid claims are in the
pipeline and will be authorised for
payment immediately their validity
is established.

Mr O'Connor: If the claims are valid why is
it necessary to establish their validity?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: A claim can be validly
completed on an application form. The
whole sentence gives the lie to the five
words quoted by the member for
Katanning-Roe. I am not saying it is a
major matter but that things are not
always as they appear to be when flung
carelessly across the Chamber.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Electrical Safety Industries Pty. Lid.

335. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(1) Has the Department of Consumer Af-

fairs received any complaints against a
firm known as Electrical Safety Indus-
tries Pty. Ltd.

(2) Is the Minister aware of the mode of op-
eration of Electrical Safety Industries
Pty. Ltd.?

(3) What action should consumers take?
(4) Who are the directors of Electrical

Safety Industries Pty. Ltd. and what is
the paid up capital of' that firm?

(5) Are any of the directors of Electrical
Safety Industries Pty. Ltd. known to the
Minister?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) Yes. The Department of Consumer Af-

fairs has received a steady stream of
complaints against Electrical Safety In-
dustries Pty. Ltd.

(2) Yes. It has been reported to the Depart-
ment of Consumer Affairs that people
are receiving uninvited visits or tele-
phone calls from salesmen. The opening
conversation causes householders to
infer that the callers are officers of the
State Energy Commission.
In fact, the purpose of calls or pre-ar-
ranged visits is to sell a type of safety
circuit breaker. However, this is not re-
vealed until later in the conversation at
the consumer's home.
Consumers are led to believe that the
salesmen are carrying out a survey of
house wiring on behalf of the State
Energy Commission. This is not the
case.
I believe the conduct of this firm is
grossly deceitful and I thoroughly con-
demn it.
I am gravely concerned by the practice
of some door-to-door sales firms regis-
tering spurious business names which do
not disclose the fact that callers are sales
people or the true nature of their
business.
Complaints of this type about door-to-
door sales firms are becoming more and
more frequent. However I am deter-
mined to clean up this area, not only to
protect consumers from unscrupulous
firms, but also to protect the image of
firms who operate legitimately in the
door-to-door Field.

(3) People receiving door-to-door calls or
telephone calls of the type I have de-
scribed should be careful to note the
point at which the firm actually ident-
ifies itself and to record the name of the
caller and the business names used and
to notify the Department of Consumer
Affairs.

(4) The Companies Office search has shown
the directors of Electrical Safety Indus-
tries Pty. Ltd. to be-
(a) Emilio Neil Menchetti of 17

Hollister Way, Noranda;

(b) Eftimios Tutungis of 44 Farnhanm
Way, Morley; and

(c) John Martin Craigie Elphinstone of
7 McPherson Street, MI. Lawley.

The paid up capital of this company is
$2.
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(5) Yes. One director of Electrical Safety
Industries is well known to the Depart-
ment of Consumer Affairs.
Mr John Elphinstone is a former man-
ager with a Form known as Modern Style
Home Improvements which was op-
erated by Jennifer Anne McCoy and
Norman ]an Cheetham whose business
practices in the firm East West Pro-
motions have recently been mentioned in
this House.

HEALTH

Education: Inquiry
336. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for

Health:
(1) Did a Mr J. Cowley from the South

Australian Health Commission conduct
an inquiry into health education in
Western Australia?

(2) Was the report completed some weeks
ago?

(3) If so, will the Minister release the re-
port?

(4) If not, why not?
Mr HODGE replied:

(1) to (4) James Cowley was brought over
from South Australia to conduct a re-
view of the health education unit of the
Public Health Department. He is not ac-
tually inquiring into health education as
such but into the structure and operation
of the health education unit.
He has not concluded his study yet. He
will be returning to Western Australia
towards the end of the year for another
week to carry out more studies. I would
expect to receive a final report from him
some time early in the New Year.

Mr O'Connor: Could you not find anyone in
Western Australia good enough to do it?

Mr HODGE: I selected the person rec-
ommended to me as the best person. Mr
Cowley has an international reputation.
He is considered by everyone of whom I
made inquiries as a person of world re-
pute.
The South Australian Government re-
leased Mr Cowley at no expense to us
other than that we had to pay his air
fare and accommodation here for a
week.

M r O'Connor: You did not pay any wages?

Mr HODGE: We paid no wages or fees to
Mr Cowley. His services were given to
us.
Mr Cowley has given an interim report
to me. I am considering that report. I do
not regard it as proper for an interim re-
port to be released. I have not finished
considering it, so I will give some
thought to the request by the member
for South Perth when I have finished
considering the interim report.

HEALTH: TOBACCO

Legislation: Support
337. Mr P. J1. SMITH, to the Minister for

Health:
Can he give details of the groups to
which the tobacco industry refers as a
"vocal minority" , and which have indi-
cated support for the Government's
antismoking legislation?

Mr HODGE replied:
I am pleased to inform the member that
the list of groups described as a
,.minority" now numbers almost 50 and
includes the following-

Australian Pensioners League of
WA,
Anglican Archbishop of Perth.
State School Teachers' Union.
17 Professors of Medicine at Uni-
versity of WA
Australian Metal Workers and
Shipwrights. Union.
WA Conference of Seventh Day
Adventists.
Independent Schools Association.
Trades and Labor Council of WA.
Australian and New Zealand So-
ciety for Epidemiology, Research
and Community Health.
Australian Public Health Associ-
ation.
Australian Democrats.
Public Schools Association.
National Council of Women.
WA International Year of the
Child,
United Nations Association of WA.
Australian Council for Health,
Physical Education and Recreation.
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World Health Organisation.

International Union Against Can-
cer.

Australian Cancer Society.

Uniting Church.

World Health Assembly.

Community Aid Abroad.

International Union Against TB.

Various local authorities including
Frenoantle City Council.

Asthma Foundation.

International Association and Fed-
eration of Cardiology.

National Heart Foundation in all
States and the national body.

Australian Medical Association.

Cancer Foundation in all States.

West Australian Sports Federation
which has 360 000 participants.

Thoracic Society of Australia.

Puffability People.

Endocrine Society of Australia.

Doctors Reform Society-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is the list much
longer?

Mr HODGE: No. I am near the end of it. It
continues-

Department of Public Health.

Alcohol and Drug Authority.

Tuberculosis and Chest Associ-
ation.

WA Council of Social Services.

Royal Australasian College of
Physicians.

Royal Australian College of Sur-
geons.

Royal Australian College of Gen-
eral Practitioners.

Royal Australian College of Obste-
tricians and Gynaecologists.

Royal College of Pathologists af
Australia.

The Australian Labor Party.

Government members: Hear, hear!

LAND: AGRICULTURAL

Clearing Bans: Cornpensa tion

338. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:
(1) In connection with the clearing bans and

the question of compensation, does he
have any knowledge that the previous
year's aggregate sums paid out of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund for com-
pensation and/or acquiring properties
were subsidised heavily by the Federal
Government?

(2) Does he know that the Federal Govern-
ment withdrew its subsidy from both the
Australian water resources fund and the
planned bicentennial water resources
fund, and therefore the Under
Treasurer's increased concern could be
justified because he has to find twice the
money that he had to find last year?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) This is an interesting debating

question.
Mr O'Connor: It will be an interesting

answer.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: This probably refers to

the action taken by the Under
Treasurer, but I have not discussed it
with him.

Mr Mensaros: I simply asked you whether
you knew that that is a fact?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was aware of some
changes in Federal policy impinging
upon this matter; but I do not know
whether that is what prompted the
Under Treasurer to express concern to
Me.

Mr MacKinnon: The Premier and Treasurer
made the statement.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am happy to discuss
the matter with the Under Treasurer
and when I ascertain the situation, I will
report to the member.

Mr MacKinnon: You are relying on your
Under Treasurer.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He is an excellent
Under Treasurer. He expressed concern
about the matter. in fact, I am told that
this matter almost split the then Govern-
menLt

Mr O'Connor: Rubbish!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: When this was

introduced, and it was proposed that the
Government would pay interest rates of
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19 per cent or 20 per cent to the people
who wanted to take the top of the mar-
ket, it almost split the then Government.
I do not know whether that is true-

Opposition members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Gosh, this is even

more disturbing to the Opposition than
the matter of electoral reform. I have
the feeling we could exchange electoral
reform for compensation, the way the
Opposition carries on.
I am quite happy to ask the Under
Treasurer whether that is why he has
become more concerned about the bur-
den associated with this matter. I have
not discussed the problem with him, so I
cannot answer the question.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I will take one
more question, and in order to even it
up, I call the member for Scarborough.

Mr Old: He was not even on his feet.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for

Katanning-Roe has been here for a long
time. He knows well that the standard
procedure is that the first person who
catches the Speaker's eye receives the
call.

Mr Old: Correct.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have endeav-

wired during this, my first question
period, surprisingly, to ensure that equal
numbers of members from each side of
the House receive the call. So far, I have
called one member from the Opposition
side in excess of the number from the
Government side.
The member for Scarborough.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Number: Reduction
339. Mr BURKETT, to the Premier:

What action is the State Government
taking to reduce the number of
QANGOs?

Mr O'Connor: What a good question!
Opposition members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

Is it not strange that when the Oppo-
sition was in Government, we saw the
unbridled growth of statutory and semi-
Government authorities. In many cases,

those bodies have not met, and I suspect
they were not intended to meet. It is true
that the Opposition is tender about what
we plan to do with some of those bodies.

The State Government is set to abolish a
number or statutory bodies and Govern-
ment committees, boards, and similar
bodies. It is in the final stages of im-
plementing proposals for the abolition of
13 agencies and the amalgamation or 39
others. Legislation will be required to
abolish or amalgamate some of them.
while others will be abolished by minis-
terial direction.

Some or the QANGOs have not met for
many months.

The Government also has under con-
sideration a radical proposal to abolish
five to seven commercial licensing and
supervisory bodies and to establish a
single commercial tribunal. The abol-
itions and amalgamations are the first
steps in what will be an on-going cam-
paign to reduce the number of so-called
QANGOs in Western Australia, esti-
mated to number between 350 and 560.
The Government has adopted a series
of measures aimed at curbing the
number of statutory authorities estab-
lished and thinning out the number
already in existence. The Government
has only just started, and it intends to
pursue other potential targets for abol-
ition or amalgamation.

The measures to be taken will also en-
hance Government efficiency and reduce
costs; they include-

reviewing the functions and oper-
ations of each agency before con-
sidering people to be included on
them when vacancies occur;

preparing legislation to include sun-
set clauses in legislation estab-
lishing bodies; these clauses would
provide for the automatic abolition
of agencies after a specified period
unless Parliament specifically pro-
vided for their continuance;

Ministers requiring annual reports
of activity to be provided by all
agencies under their control.
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