Morman s.,nnlpy

19th August 1996

Tha Research Director ) )
Legal,Constitutional Administrative Review Committe2

=

Parilianent Houss
3risbane Ql1d. 4000

vear Sir,
Truth in Political Advertisine

The oroposed aimendment to the Tlectoral Act 1992 by insarting of
Sec. 163A & 2 (into Q1d. Act) aopears to me to serve the much

neaded changs, to put this matfer in a3 wataertiaht compartment,
proviced that the defance for the defendant to nrove:-

(a) that be tooi no part in determining the contents of
the advertisament and

(b) that he could not reasonanly be exnected to hava Xnoww
tnat the statement to which the charge ralates was
Tnaccurate ¢ misleading (S 113 (2) ) of the Zlectoral

Act 1985(35th. Aust) is chaneed so that it is not a
nerﬂﬂ.v, thus outting all persons having to ensurs
beyond all doubt that 2lectoral material is Ltrus anc
accurate.

The party and/or all 28rsans assaciated with who are afterall thz

author of 0011T1ra1 data and oronouncements 2tc aust cormly with

the sense of "it has to be the truth or nay for the consaguencas”
and taat would invalva raising the nenaities by at least tenfo13

to elsnas1s the sariousness of the offence of non complian ce 2
to enforce the terms of the Act.

It is only very recently that we see the raising of nenalties is

ing used to demonstrate the s2riousness of offending and tha
penalties under the Tlactoral Actss nrasantly saen to iadicate -
tnat To be gquilty under Zlectoral Acts is regarded as a mihor
offence,

“othing must he left that indicatas weakness in the n"“ﬂnﬁ for
Lruth in oolicital advertising. That =must hbe naramont % that the
thera will be no escane for anyone who contravenes the 1eg1aTat-
ion.

Yours Taithfully,

Tanyh





