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Weil thank you first of all to Russ Walkingon, to my Federal Parliamentary colleague
Kathy Sullvan, to Cheryl Kcenot the Leader of the Australian Democrats, to all of my
other State and Federal Palimentary colleagues, ladies and gentlemen.

I am very pleased to be here today to say a few words in support of the decision taken by
the national Government sQUCe weeks ago to try and achieve for the first time in Australia
effective national uniform firearms legilation.

AndIwantat theoutset of myremarks to pes tan sto bot KimlBealey, the
Lzader of the Opposition and the Leader of the Australia Labor Party, and also to Cheryl
Kernot, the Leader of the Australian Demnocrats, for the support that both of them have
quite generously given to t vezy imuportant national initiative because it is somothing tha
crosses the normal party polical divide. It is an unusual issue in that sense and my
remarks here today arc an appeal to a number of things. They are not an appeal to
excessive emotionalism although emotion is impossible to separate from the tragic events
that have been dealt with today. They are not just an appeal to that, but they are more an
appeal to reason, they're an appeal to common senme, ihey're an appeal to the collective
will of the Australian people to do something derisive to give ourselves a better future.
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They are not about turning our back on the strong, v~ital, tough character Which We Pride
ourselves on having as Australimn and I did agree i4th the remark that Cheryl Kernot
made about the possession of w~eapons not being some kind of symbol of male virilty.

List nigh I had the opportunity of witnessing a vezy remarkablo miatch of Rugby at the
Sydney Football Stadium, Wtien the Wallabies defeatCd South Afica. And as I moved
amongst the crowd and talked to lots of people I was overwhelmed by the number of
people who came up to me, hardly a group of people who sort of have a retiring view of
life, there was nothing retiring atbout what went on in the mniddle of that ground4 they came
up and said, for heaven's sake don't weaken on your resolve to have national gun laws.

Ladies and gentlemen, I do acknowledge that the lawa that I sponsored and I hope by ivcn.
final effect by the State Govertments of Australia, I do acknowledge that those laws
involve some reduction in the ididual liberty of some Australians. I acknowledge thaL
And I also acknowledge that the overwhelming bulk of those people arm decet, ordinary,
law abiding, follow Australians. I don't regard the great generality of sporting shooters in
this country as being criminals. I don't regard them as being lesser Australians than
anybody else in this halL. But what I am saying to them is I'm asking them to accept that
sometimes in the affairs of the niation it is neccaay that a group accept some curtailment
of their individual liberty in the overall greater common good.

They are not the first people to have been asked to do that and they won't in the nature of
the democracy be the last. Because the natmr of a democracy is never absolute
unrestrained liberly of the indi'idual irrespective of the consequences. The nature of a
democracy is always a constantly revolvig compromise between the aggreate rights and
intemets, of the community and the unrestrained rights of indivduals. And achieving that
omptrnuis3 the responsibility of a democratically elected Government. I mean all my

political instincts are against regulation. I might be standing on the same platform as Kim
Beazley and Cheryl Kernot on this issue but on other issues we might stand on different
Platforms becaus we have difI.erent views about the role of government in our society.

But when it comes to the safety of our community, when we have the oppodmuit as
people to freely choose a path decisivel away from the American path thcn we ought to
seize that Opportunity.

I don't argue that if the laws I've supported ame gem fufl effect, I don't argue that anothcr
tragedy can't happen. I can't promise you that we can abolish tragedies of that. I can't
guarantee that there won't be further suidcids and there won't be further murders. But I
can guaantee to you that if tho~se laws are implemented we will achieve a permanent and
major reduction in the number of potentially dangerous weapons in our society.

And that my Mainds is a cause worth working for, it's a cause worth fiting for. I'm not
arguing and I'm not proposing, although some in this haM this afternoon might so propose,
I'm not proposing tha all weapons all firearms be taken out of the Ausiralian comunirty.
One would imagine when one bears some of the criticism at what we have proposed that



Fax rom15/07/96 13:03 Pg: 3

people will no longer be able to be sporting shooters. That people Will no longer hawe any
access to firearms. Let me remrind you that we're not dong tt. Lct me remind you that
in relation to primary producers that if~ a farmer can clearly demonstrate a need for a low
powered semi-automatic wea;Kon for occupational teasons then that wif be granted by the
licesing authorities.

Let mc assure retired Deputy Commissioner Atkinson that the proposal in rclaton to high
powered sendi-automatics for t~ie culling of feral animals winl be subject to the very
stuiaen controls and the people having possession of thoe under this proposal will need
to demonstrate the capacity of a profeissional sbooter and the gun wil only be available
under my proposal for the limnited. duration of the cull, it must then be handed back to the
limesing authority and not retained by the primary producer.

Can I frankly say ladies and gentlemen that most of the people that I've spokcen to in the
rural community although many of them will find it a degree inconvenient, they ame the
people in the main who have always been prepared to see a common good triumph over
somet pcmsonal inmcvnitucc and the $meat bulk of them accept the wisdom of w~hat is
being proposed and indeed the weekend before the first police ministers' conference,
among the many phone calls tOat I placed to people leading representativ bodies around
Australia were some phone cas to leadcrs of primary produeer organisations including
some bert in the state of Que nsland, and the geeal message I got from them was well it
will be a bit inconvenient butvwe accept the need and I have found frankly amongst farmers
an overwhelmingly intelligent acceptance of the need albet with some disappoitmcut of
The decision that wc~vc taken,

Now, there is as you are awart: essentially only one outstanding matter. And that relates to
the question. of cuimiping. A practise whereby a semiautomatic wcapon with a capacity of
five or more is reduced to a suni-auomatic weapon with a capacity of only two. The
argument being that if you can havc double barrelled shot guns, why can't you have a
crimped semni-automiatic weapon that has a capacity of only two after the crimping promes.
And what I said was that if it could be overwhelmingly demonstrated to me that the process
of crmipig was irreversible, then I'd be prepared to consider that Now, we did have a
report from the Austraian federal police which indicated that for practical purposes, a
sigl continuous crimp was irreversible. I then sough somec furthier information and I
handed the matter to somo peope in the defence forces and I received late last week, and I
have released the report, exceptl for the highly classified section to the media thi afternoon,
from tho Australian Defence Forces, and that report says two thing.

T7hat a sirgle contuous crimp can be cfecriv*l rmwised and five cartridges fired from
the magazine within art hour. The reveral can take place within an hour, and through a
more difficult procets, a niulrfple continuous crimp cani also be reversed through the use of
a mandrel- And what that report says essentially is that given the tim and the application
and the skills, thate is no such thing as an iff everibly crimped semi-automatir. firearm
N~ow, that is the reason why I made the statement that I did last week. I was prepared to
examine it, and I do not bcliev-.e that thern was any responsible course left to me to my
colleagues, or indeed other thiroughout Australia who have Government responsibility in



Fax fromi
15/07/96 13:03 Pg: 4

that area in the face of that sort of evidence, and that is whry I have said that the
Commonwealth will be going to the Polic Ministers' Meeting OR Wedne~sday, arguig that
the crimping process should not be allowed as consistenwith the spirit of the original
Police Ministers' resolution.

Now, ladits and gentlemen, I d.rn't as a practising politician, as the leader of a political
party and as the Prime Minister of Austral*a I don't as a ma=te of ordinary course enjioy or
seek argument or disagreeet with any group of people in the AustrAlin community.
The instinct is always to try if onte can to find a comnwin pound a connnon basis. But that
common ground and common basis must always We behind dhe common good. It must not
be around the lowestommon denominator. And That iswhy Iset the goals that Idid
before the firt Police Minister' confernc. Now, I recognise that we live in a federation.
I do respect in our systam of G.2vornicnt the toles of the States and I want to assurc all of
you that I am above A a passionate Australian nationalist, and being a passionate
Australian nationalist there are some things that are indivisibly and indisputably Valuable to
all Australians. And one of thcse things, yes somebody intaijects, 'freedom' yes the
freedom to work in the relative absence of unnecssary fear. That ir. a very important

And we do have an opprtuit on ths occasion, we do havo an opportunity as a nat as
seven governments working together across the party Political di-Ade, across the
Commnontwalth- State constitutional divide, we do have an opportunity as a group of
leaders to do somethin of lasting value and somethn that wil be seen I hope by future
Australians as a moment when we put aside our normal differences and we =r united
behind some common objectivis and I hope the comnitmnt of so many Australian as
demonstrated here today, I hope the conutzitment by so many Australians irrespective of
how they vote, I hope dmitatcommetiscmznicat and transmitted loudly and
dlearty to all governments around Australia especially Over the next few days. I don't come
to this debate as somebody who reacted particulary in a knee-jerk fashion to the tragic
eventsain Tasmania. Infact anybody who examines the statementslImnade as long ago as
1988 when I was first leader of thr, Opposition they will find that I expressed support for
many of the itiative proposed by Mr Unswoith, t the Labor Prenier of New South
Wales.

I an not a latter day com'ert But now in the position of Primne Ministec of our country, I
do have the opportnimty, but even more importantl, I havc the responsibility to use
whatever authority tht offce bring to achieve the sort of goals that I believe the
ovcrwhclming mnajouity of Australians want

Ladies and gentlemnen can I thank you for coming here today. Can I thank you for
demonstrating your vilingness to participate in open debate on this issue. Can I say to al
of you that my own personal cornitment to effective strong uniform gun laws, gun laws
OW gin ienam of what has happened in dibcountry, and given thevzature of what is
at "tae and what can be achieved ame not excesively intrusive, they arc reasonable, they
arc balmnced and they are no tuore than the national need demands that all governments
should deliver to all Austr-alianis.
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QUESTION:

Would you support legislation but rather why do you support legislation seeking to remnov
the right of law abiding citizens to defend lives and property apaingt crimnals?

PRIM MINSTER:

Well, I don't, and 1 thik it is a complete And deliberate misreading of what we have
proposed to suggest that the La are designed to do that The reality of the matter is that
these proposals impact in no way on t commnon or statute law govetning the right of self
defence aid 10t&in it is a contplete red herring to drag that into this whole debate.

QUESTION-

A oorollary to thet question however asks what about women in remote locations. Why
have you removed solf-defenic?

PRMIE MINISTEL

Well, the reality is that under the laws that we amc proposing I would be very supied if
there were any women living in rural areas of Australia where some kind of weapon were
not lawfully available to them, to members of their family or to the owners of farms. What
you've ar.tually rcmember when you are talking about tis argumnent about people in
remote areas, if they are fiving on fauniuig properties there is no prohibition on bolt action
weapons, none whatsoever.

(iletetion)

Really And most people who are primary producers, if they can demonstrate the need to
the licening authorities wMl lbave access to low-powered sei-automatic weapons and if
you can satif the regitration requirements anO most of the farmers to whom I've spoken,
many, not all of them but a large number of them have said 'we contest the need of many
people in rural areas, we contest the absolute essentiality of semi-automatic. weapons so the
point I'm making is that from a prac~tical point of view in many of these isolated area and
thee isolated Situations of wtich tho queationer speaks, thare wil be weapons. Now, I've
got to say to you that it i3not only people whoU=ein isoaed armaswho may feel in fear. I
know of many people, of womnen in urban areas who feel vulnerable and feel unsafe and
there are a complex series of feasons and I thnk some of them are bound up with the way
in which in some respects our society has degenerted into greater levels of violence and I
d&i& all of us are moved with any expositions on the incidence of domestic violence in our
community and those of us Mwti have been fortunate enough not to experience those things
ame of course as I am always very touched by and affeted by reference to the particular
hell through which many women live. in those situations. But if these laws we propose can
make even a tiny contribution to inculcating a less violent disposition and a less violent
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culture in our community thin on that round, as wefl as the other grounds, those laws will

be well and Inal worthwhilc.

QUESTION:

If the laws are enacted and it is nce~ssary tolhand in ceftain types of guns, what will be

done with theni, wil they be destroyed or stored what scurity precaution?

PRIME NMITE

Well, they'll cerainl be, the; compensation will be paid and they will be destroyed.

(tape break)

.govwnment tha will take away the lawfully acquired property of Australians without
proper comp~cwlatioIL This ii not seizure of private property without compensation and

thr;isa I WmII, people talk~ about consttional rights in ts debate. Can I say that there
is only one relevant constitutional right in this whole debate which is actually rcefred to in
the Australian, constitution and that is that acquisition of private property mnust be on just
terrs and that I promise you wlflbe the situationa in relation to f ms 

QUESTION-

Will the Prim Minister explain if the present proposed gun laws are not pail of a plan to
disarm the nation, why did tfac Coalition sign the United Nations convention to general and
complete disamamcnt?

PRIME MINISTER:

Can I say that this propositivu about disaxming the nation, I mean, let me make a few
things clear about the government's policy towards the deec of Australia. I happen to
believe. that defenc expenditure in this. country has already been cut very heavily indecd
too heavily and despite our difficult budget situation, the one major area of federal
Government expenditure dtt is going to be completely immune from any overal reduction
in spending in the coming budget is the area of Australia's defence. So I fWc rather keenly
about any sugestion that I amn a Prime Minister who is poing to preside over the disarming
of Austrzali, look, sugestions that this has, got anything to do with weakening our defence
or disarrming Australia for it is the consequence of that particular convention, there is
nothing and anything this cuntry has signed which in anyway Inhtibits its capacity for
defence self reliance and any suggestion tha we have, I mean I have visited niany sins
upon my political prcdcoessors and I will visit more on them I suppose as time goes by in
the nature of poliical combat but can I say I do not accuse them of having signed
something that legally prevents this country from defending itself and can I assure you that
there is nothing, there w61l be nothing, and there is absolutely no substance at all in the
suggestion that thesn laws in some way ihitbit our capacity for self reliance and self
defence. That really is cloud cuckoo land stuff.
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QUESTION- Prime Minister, if the Siate Police Minister fail to Agree On uniform

national gun laws would you consider putting the question of gun contfol to A referendUM?

PRIM INISTER:

Well in answer to tha queston look I know there is a moeting of police Ministers next
Wednesday and I remain hopeful particularly in the liht of the very detailed cvidenoe to
which I have referred tha is bving made available ti afternoon, I remain hopeful that the
cooperativ process that I've e-mbarked upon ill deliver the remaining 10% of the
agreement and givv us a hundred percent of the agement that was concluded on the tenth
of May, and because I am a cooperative bloke and because I believe in reason triumphing
over imtionality, and because I believe that in the mainstream comnmonsense instincts of all
Australians no matter where they live in this country of ours I rernain hopoful that the
voice of the great mainstream of t Awsraian community will be clearly bead by At
goverments on this subject and therefore perhaps the most I'm quite sure that we'll all
follow with great interest the lead-up to and t delibeations at the Police Ministers'
meeting and I hope that, I really do hope very devotedly, veiy very strongly I do hope that
all of the state Governments recognie that what the overwhdlzing majority of Australia
people want is a one hundred percet delivery an the tenth of May agreemnent.

QUESTION:

Given that WMoward, will you add support to as suggested to by former deputy police
commiussioner Atison a mandatory jagl sentence for offenders under the new law?

PRlMW MINSTER:

Well, I think we need very tough and vcty effective penalties. The exact extent of those
penalties is something that I kniow wil be worked out and discussed at the Police Ministers'
conference but I can assur t& Atkinson and everybody else in thi hall that it is my
understanding that the penalties are going to be strong and effective and will constitute an
adequate deterret agains any breaches of the law.

QUESTION:

Just a couple more. Ther is a questioner here who fouses on what might be an ongoing
or contiuing problem and that is the emptying of mental institutions and unstable people
roamning the steet. Ify have tohand intheir gumhey may use knives asan effective
weapon. Vl you direct attention to this area of problem?

PRIME ]MINISTER:

Wel, ran I say in answer to t"a question that it raises a very difficult Lssu. I would have
to say that quite separately froin isisues of physical safety I think there was probably in the
1990s in this country too great a trend towards the doinstitutionahising process in the

I
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treatment of sonme form of mnta1 illness and I think some of those who argue that
processes set in train for oxamlc t by the Richmond inquiry in Now South Walee, I
apologise to our Queensland azdience for using a Sydney eample. perhaps those
processes may have gone too far, on the other hand I have seen first hand evidence of
where people with particular forms of ntal illness hav adapted. extremely well to not
lving ingtiaitbonas they have, look, ti is tta4 it we hmv any sort of reason ad
compassion on a difficult issue it is not somecting where you can take a hard line black and
Whit view and I think it is sorictbIng wh4iro you really havc to try and comprehend it.. I
mean, do tn the process probably did go too far and th=r is an agument that away
from the atmosphere of certai instiutons; the regularity of which medication is taken and
A tha sort of thin breaks do Arn and ther van be particularly difficult situations. Now, I
choose my words carefully because I think it is something that one has to talk carefully and
sensitively about because families of people who havie mental diaabiltis carzy enormous
burdns and have a traval tt the rest of the community doesn't have and I've spoken to
many of them and ther are arguments for and aganst the process of disinstitutionalising
that's gone on in ti country for quite a long period of tim and it is one of those issues
that has been gathered up in our examination along with our examination of certain
proposals relaing to violence on television and I noted the response of the audience to that
issue when another person spok& and I want to say to you that I hope the measures that the
Govemnint announced last week, which I don't suggest for a moment arc going to delivr
some kind of non-,violent NivN~a in Australia, anymore than the gun legislation is going to,
but at least they wVilmake a contribution No group of political eadcnsin this country can
deliver paradise but what they can do Is to discharge their responaibility while they arc in
office to try and delive significant improvements where they have the capacity to do so.

QUESTON:

Wr Prime Minister, would you reconfirm that thi is not an over-rwation to the Port Arthur
massacre but a response to the Australia wide ongoing problem?

PRIME MINISTER.

Well, Ithink it is irnportant, it was a terrble event, bust it was in magnitde something that
gppd "h soul of the country becamse of tie sheer size of the horro. But there have

bm~ many others and they're referred to vefy diretly and very cffectivly in tho display
behind mec. But I said earlier as far as I am personally contc=4ed and as far as many
people on both sidea of politi;s are personall concerned, the idea of having efetie
uniformi national gun laws has been on or agenda for a long period of time and I think
what was agreed on the tenth of May is t rgh response and if we can dalivr onc
hundred percent, if all of the Govmrments of Austraa can deliver one hundred percent of
what was agreed on t tenth of May, then I believe that particular political decd will do
more than anything else to stiengthen the faith and the confidence of the Australian people,
whatever their political allcgi-nce in the ordinary democratir political process in this
country. Thank you.


